











</B><P>Preparing for the future is a challenge. As General Electric's recent an
nual report reveals, trends predicted 20 years ago - record highs for oil, Japa
nese dominance in the world economy, and double-digit inflation - "did not play
out." Today, oil is at record lows, the Japanese economy is struggling, and in
flation remains low. Jack Welch and GE's other leaders have thus concluded that
an organization's ability to meet the future depends a great deal upon its "ab
ility to cope with any trend." Like GE, the Army had to adopt a flexible approa
ch to preparing for the future. Failure to adapt could mean letting down the na
tion in a moment of crisis.</P>

<P>Time is not necessarily on our side. We can't afford to stand down the Army

in order to modernize it. The Army can't take a time out from readiness. We mus

t change while executing the national military strategy, a strategy for which t

he Army does much of the "heavy lifting." Hence, our change process had to affo
rd us enough flexibility to alter our vision as the need arises.</P>

<P>To guarantee flexibility, we adopted a process of experimentation and develo
pment in 1994 called Force XXI, which consists of three overarching efforts: re
design of the tactical Army; redesign of the institutional Army; and the integr

ation of information-age technologies into the force. The key to Force XXI is S
piral Development - a partnership of soldiers, sciientists, testing agencies, an

d leading members of industry, academia, and the research and development commu
nity working together in an iterative experimentation effort. Spiral Developmen

t allows us to anticipate, leverage, and monitor change in the Army's Core Comp
etencies: Quality People, Leader Development, Training, Modern Equipment, Doctr
ine, and Force Mix. Transforming the Army successfully requires synchronizing o
ur progress across all of these areas, ensuring that the effects of change in o

ne area are addressed in the others over time. We want them to co-evolve, to ch
ange with respect to each other in ways that contribute to the effectiveness of

each. The FXXI process focuses on capabilities instead of weapons.</P>

<P>The Army's selection of a standard machine gun in 1904, during a period of u
nparalleled reorganization, is a good example of Spiral Development. Rather tha
n choosing a machine gun solely on its own merits, we elected to synchronize it

s selection with that of the new service rifle (M-1903 Springfield) so that the

two weapons would have matching ammunition calibers, thus easing the logistica
| burden on the battlefield. We subsequently chose the water-cooled Maxim and s
ynchronized its adoption with other initiatives on structural reorganization an

d new doctrine and training methods. Keeping our core competencies synchronized
thus allows us to maintain a comprehensive perspective with regard to change a
nd to reduce the potential friction among the Army's many moving parts before t
hose parts are tested in battle.</P>

<B><P>The Army of 2025</P>

</B><P>The Army of 2025 will consist of a mixture of forces ranging from specia
| operations, light, mechanized, and strike and battle forces. Every element of

the Army of 2025 will both contribute to and benefit from Knowledge, Speed, an
d Power in some form.</P>

<P>Knowledge means the ability to answer thre:e questions: Where am [? - Where a
re my buddies? - Where is the enemy? Ideally, we want to be able to answer thos
e questions successfully, all the time. We cannot do that unless we are able to



leverage fully the tremendous capabilities associated with information technol
ogy. Speed refers to tactical agility as well as rapid strategic responsiveness

- getting there "first with the most." Speed also means agility - making decis
ions quickly, developing leaders who are comfortable with a degree of uncertain
ty and capable of harnessing the power of the information age. By 2025, the Arm
y will put decisive combat power in theater in a rnatter of hours. Power means p
roviding not only an overmatch of the right forces to do the job, but also havi

ng enough flexibility and adaptability within those forces to respond to unfore
seen situations. It also means having the right force at the right place at the

right time to accomplish the mission quickly and with minimum casualties.</P>

<P>When combined, Knowledge, Speed, and Power will amount to a revolution in st
rategic ways because they will give us more freedom to decide how and where we
will engage.</P>

<P>Throughout history the Army's major strategic challenge has been getting to
the fight. Deployment times and logistics requirements forced us to arrive in s
tages, which in turn put tremendous constraints on how we fought. Tomorrow, kno
wing where the enemy is, moving faster than he can, and with more of the right
mix of force than he has will enable us to checkrnate him. In other words, we wi

Il remove his options so that he will have only two choices: to fight against o
verwhelming odds or to concede the conflict on our terms.</P>

<P>Knowledge, Speed, and Power will also help us conduct stability and support
operations more effectively by enabling us to put "boots on the ground" in the
right locations, quickly, and with the right capabilities to control people and
places. Knowledge of the capabilities and locations of friendly and hostile fo
rces, the ability to move quickly anywhere on the globe with the right kinds of
forces to do the job, will greatly facilitate peacekeeping, arms control verif
ication, disaster relief, noncombatant evacuation, and counter-terrorist missio

ns. To do so effectively we must reach back and tap into the vast arsenal avail
able in the whole of America's Army.</P>

<P>Knowledge, Speed, and Power will thus malke the Army of 2025 the nation's mos
t versatile expression of military power.</P>

<B><P>Thus Far</P>

</B><P>We have made a great deal of progress within a few short years. The Army
's Battle Command System, which uses emerging information technologies to combi
ne real-time situation awareness with near-instantaneous transmission of the co
mmander's intent, has brought us one step closer to revolutionizing our tactica

| command and control procedures. Other steps toward that revolution include fi
elding the first digitized division in the year 2000 and the first digitized co

rps before the end of 2004. This will allow our heavy force to leverage the sig
nificant capabilities associated with situational awareness and ultimately info
rmation dominance. Our light forces will complement the heavy force so that the
Army maintains a balance of capabilities across the full spectrum of conflict.

The battlefield awareness or knowledge that our digitized systems will impart

to every unit in the Army remains a prerequisite for achieving the proper balan

ce between dominant maneuver and precision strike over all types of terrain fro

m urban and restricted to open.</P>



<P>We are using the 2nd Armored Cavalry Regiment (ACR) to create a Strike Force
that will provide an adaptive, near-term, early entry force capable of rapid s
trategic deployment. The Strike Force will possess the characteristics of speed

, agility, and decisiveness required to conduct operations in a rapidly changin

g strategic environment. Once fielded, it will also serve as a prototype for te
sting organizational structures, operational concepts, and critical leader and
soldier skills for the Army of 2025. Initially, the key to the adaptive capacit

y of the Strike Force will be the command and control capabilities we embed in
headquarters elements of the 2nd ACR. These capabilities will provide the core
around which we can task organize the full spectrum of Army assets (basically C
old War units) and link them to the right set of joint capabilities in response

to a crisis today involving any combination of conventional and asymmetrical t
hreats. This is the most cost effective way of adapting the Cold War structure

to post-Cold War requirements while pulling forward the technology needed for t
he future. Such a force might include land maneuver elements, heavy fire suppor
t, and Army aviation and joint or combined assets to address conventional threa
ts, as well as Special Operations Forces, and Army Reserve and Army National Gu
ard units to provide civil support and to respond to terrorist, chemical and bi
ological threats. As the name implies, the Strike Force will be a fast moving,
hard hitting, multi-mission force that we can tailor to meet specific requireme
nts.</P>

<P>Efforts are also underway to achieve a revolution in military logistics to r
educe the Army's cumbersome logistical tail, an essential step toward achieving
greater strategic speed while sustaining the force's logistical needs. By 2010

, the Army will have new technologies and procedures in place to transition to
a logistics system capable of pin-point distribution. Among other things, this
system will feature the capability to track an item from the moment it is reque
sted by the user to the instant it arrives and is put to use. In addition, new
logistics management systems will enable us to anticipate supply requirements b
ased upon equipment with self-diagnostic capabilities. All of these steps, when
complete, will amount to a total transformation of the way we supply, repair,
and transport the operational Army.</P>

<P>The institutional Army is also changing. We are currently evaluating ways to
reorganize the Department of the Army and major Army commands to capitalize on
the ongoing Revolution in Business Affairs. We are reengineering to achieve be
tter performance, consolidating to remove redundancy and maximize synergy, comp
eting to improve quality and reduce costs, and eliminating excess support struc
tures to free up resources. Current initiatives include partnering with the pri

vate sector to "outsource" selected functions and efforts to build efficient an

d effective installations through better management practices and doctrine. The
days of the "Iron Mountains" associated with the Cold War are long gone. The e
mphasis on total asset visibility and velocity management will not only decreas

e cost but increase deployability.</P>

<P>As the noted historian and scholar Sir Michael Howard has observed, it is le
ss important for armies to predict the future than it is for them to adapt quic

kly when it arrives. We have built flexibility into our change process so that

we can adjust our transformation as our vision of the future changes. The most
critical ingredient for success, however, is the human element - the open-minde
dness of our soldiers and leaders. As the leaders of GE discovered, the future
that unfolds twenty-five years from now will be different from what we expect i
t to be. Our success as a pillar of national defense will depend a great deal u



pon how well the young people entering the Army today adapt to the world of tom
orrow. If their current performance in Central and South America, Korea, Bosnia

, and in a hundred other locations across the globe is any indication - and it

is - the Army's future is in good hands. </P>

<B><I><P>General Dennis J. Reimer became the 33rd Chief of Staff, U.S. Army on
June 20, 1995. He graduated from the U.S. Military Academy in 1962 and was comm
issioned in the field artillery. He commanded an infantry company, an artillery

battalion, division artillery, corps artillery, and the 4th Infantry Division.

He served two combat tours in Vietnam and as the Deputy Chief of Staff for Ope
rations and Plans during Desert Storm, the Army Vice Chief of Staff, and Comman

ding General of Forces Command. He holds a BS from USMA and a MS degree from Sh
ippensburg State University.</P></B></[>
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<P>Defense News<BR>

June 14, 1999<BR>

Pg. 52</P>

<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>U.S. Army Study: Keep Ground Troops In Asia</P>
</B></FONT><P>By Barbara Opall-Rome, Defense News Staff Writer</P>

<P>WASHINGTON -- A sizable U.S. ground combat and support force must remain per
manently deployed in Northeast Asia, regardless of whether or not the force wil

| be needed to defend South Korea against North Korean attack, accordingto a n

ew U.S. Army study.</P>

<P>Without U.S. ground troops, China can deny U.S. and other forces access to c
ritical sea lanes throughout the southern and western Pacific Ocean, wrote U.S.
Army Maj. Gen. Robert Scales Jr., commandant of the U.S. Army War College, Car
lisle Barracks, Pa., and Col. Larry Wortzel, director of the college's Strategi

¢ Studies Institute.</P>



<P>Not only would China dominate the region, but the absence of U.S. troops in
Northeast Asia could compel Japan, South Korea and Taiwan to deploy their own n
uclear weapons, the authors warn in "The Future U.S. Military Presence in Asia,

" the newest monograph on the subject publishecl by the college.</P>

<P>"Visualize what the strategic landscape might look like, without a U.S. pres
ence in Northeast Asia: U.S. forces would probably be anchored along a line str
etched from Alaska, through Hawaii, to Guam.... Deployment times by sea to the
main shipping lines in the region would be longer, and the ground presence, whi
ch really demonstrates the depth of the American commitment to the region, much
thinner," according to the report.</P>

<P>According to the authors, Washington may not need to maintain the 100,000 tr
oops currently deployed in the region, a longstanding U.S. policy most recently
codified in the Pentagon's 1998 National Security Review. Instead, the study's
writers insist that Washington and its key allies in the region should focus o

n militarily meaningful capabilities and the deployment of a balanced future fo
rce.</P>

<P>"A virtual presence or powerful fly-by just won't do the job. It must be cap
able of some form of traditional maneuver war and forced entry," the authors wr
ote.</P>

<P>According to the U.S. Army officers, a minimum U.S. force would require perm
anent deployment in the region of a U.S. Army combat brigade and part of a Mari
ne Expeditionary Force. Attached to such forces must be sufficient sealift and

airlift, as well as air defense against hostile aircraft and missiles.</P>

<P> Other remaining deployments in the region will involve the means to maint
ain air superiority and "a robust naval force to patrol the sea lines of commun
ication."</P>

<P>Moreover, the authors noted that all forces will require major logistical fa
cilities along with a medical brigade, an Army engineer brigade and possibly a
police brigade and an information warfare operation in order to carry out human
itarian and disaster relief operations.</P>

<P>Finally, the authors noted that U.S. forces "must get adequate intelligence
support, <SUB> </SUB>requiring an array of intelligence collection platforms, a
nalytical organization, and a military intelligence brigade."</P>

<P>As for command headquarters, the authors siaid a new three-nation, combined m
ilitary headquarters operation could replace the existing structure now used by
combined U.S. and South Korean forces on the Korean peninsula.</P>

<P>The authors concluded that a shift in the focus from numbers to capabilities
would serve the long-term interests of Washington, Tokyo, Seoul and other coun
tries in the region.</P>

<P>They noted that U.S. forces should maintain their three-part strategic frame
work in the region, which includes peacetime engagement based on a forward pres
ence; crisis response, built on forward-stationed forces; and the ability to au

gment forces, fight and win any conflict that could develop in the region.</P>
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<P>Defense News<BR>

June 14, 1999<BR>

Pg. 1</P>

<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>U.S. Army To Equip Kosovo Force For City Combat</P>
</B></FONT><P>By George I. Seffers, Defense News Staff Writer</P>

<P>WASHINGTON -- Despite misgivings many U.S. Army leaders have about urban con
flict, the service is arming itself for potentially bloody and brutal city figh

ting -- buying new weaponry that could equip either U.S. combat troops or peace

keeping forces in Kosovo.</P>

<P>Army leaders have issued an emergency procurement order, known as an urgent
material release, for the Rifle Launched Entry Munition. It is designed specifi

cally to knock down doors or blow holes in walls during a fight in city streets

</P>

<P>Under the emergency order, expected to be approved by January, the service p
lans to buy 486 munitions for approximately $600,000 to be used for possible co
nflict in Kosovo. Even though troops could enter Kosovo within weeks, Army expe

rts said they expect any peacekeeping force to remain there for many months.</P
>

<P>The emergency order was set in motion long before NATO began bombing Yugosla
v military positions in Kosovo, however. The Yugoslav government accepted a NAT

O peace plan June 3, more than two months after the air attacks began. Even if

that peace deal's details are finalized --something that remains unclear -- the

possibility exists that U.S. rmy troops could get caught up in a bloody city b

rawl, and the emergency purchase will proceed, said Army officials.</P>

<P>What if all the [ Yugoslav forces] don't get out? What if the [Kosovo Liberat






h concerns, one Army official said.</P>

<P>"The primary advantage is that it can break down much bigger doors than any
other munition [ know of, and it allows the soldier to remain concealed because
he doesn't have any debris or shrapnel coming off to pinpoint his position,” s

aid Peter Errante, ammunitions team leader for the Army's small arms office.</P
>

<P>The purchase does not, however, signify an impending urban battle, other Arm
y sources stressed.</P>

<P>"There is nothing unusual about the Army stockpiling weapons in preparation
for any contingency," said Nancy Ray, Army spokeswoman in the Pentagon.</P>

<P>Despite the emergency buy, Army officials said the purchase will take some t
ime, acknowledging the current conflict in Kosovo could be over before the muni
tions even reach their destination.</P>

<P>"Just because it's an emergency release, doesn't mean we're going to put jus

t anything out there," said Walter Gadomski, the Army's deputy program manager
for small arms. He explained that the service still has to meet safety requirem
ents.</P>
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<P>Federal Computer Week<BR>

May 31, 1999<BR>

Pg. I</P>

<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>Army Saves On Laptops</P>
</B></FONT><P>By Bob Brewin</P>

<P> At atime when most other federal organizations have bypassed tradition
al contracts in favor of streamlined procurements, the Army last week awarded t



wo conventional contracts that will reduce its cost of buying laptop computers
by more than 50 percent.</P>

<P> The winning bids submitted by GTSI and Intelligent Decisions Inc. for t
he indefinite-delivery, indefinite-quantity Portable-3 program -- which covers
the purchase of 15,000 Pentium II computers -- came in well below the $90 milli
on value the Army had estimated for each bid.</P>

<P> Intelligent Decisions won with a bid of $43.5 million, FCW has learned,
while GTSI won with a $52.8 million bid. Intelligent Decisions plans to offer
portable computers from Compaq Computer Corp., and GTSI plans to offer portable
s from Panasonic.</P>

<P> Both bidders are required to open up their contracts for ordering withi

n 60 days, which could be good timing, given the substantial force of ground tr
oops the Army plans to deploy to the Balkans as part of a Kosovo peacekeeping f
orce.</P>

<P>  GTSI, which holds the Portable-2 contract -- extended by the Army until
the end of fiscal 1999 -- already has started taking a "substantial" inventory
position in portable computers in anticipation of heavy demand by forces deplo
yed in the Balkans, according to Joel Lipkin, the company's vice president for
business development. </P>

<P> GTSI plans to offer a full line of Panasonic semirugged and rugged note
books on the Portable-3 contract, as well as a 3-pound subnotebook from Hewlett
-Packard Co., Lipkin said. GTSI offers notebooks from Everex Systems Inc. and C
ompagq, but Lipkin said the tough Panasonics better fit the needs of Army users

in the field. Lipkin declined to provide pricing until all competitors are debr

iefed this week.</P>

<P> Inacom Government Systems Inc., which holds the other Portable-2 contra
ct, also submitted a bid of $52.8 million for Portable-3, offering portables fr

om Gateway Inc., industry sources said. Mark O'Donnell, Inacom's sales vice pre
sident, said the company does not plan to protest the award, even though its bi

d was identical to GTSI's.</P>

<P> GTSI and Intelligent Decisions priced their offerings substantially low
er than other bidders in the field of seven, according to industry sources. Int
elligent Decisions executives did not return calls from FCW asking for further
details on the company's Portable-3 offerings.</P>

<P> According to industry sources, ITC (formerly IntelliSys Technology Corp
.), which this February won an Army PC-3 contract, came in "way high" on Portab
le-3, with an offer of about $65 million, as did Comark Federal Systems Inc. FC
W could not determine the price of Telstar's offer or identify the seventh bidd

er in the field.</P>

<P> Eben Townes, senior vice president of Acquisition Solutions Inc., said
the Army has proven that IDIQs still have a place in the streamlined procuremen
t era. "The Army has shown it can run a fast IDIQ compared to the old days, whe
n it took four years to do one, and you still ended up with a protest."</P>

<P> The Army also proved it can get a good price on an IDIQ because those c











































































































































































































































priving them of by pummeling the electrical plants.</P>

<P> A temptation is to rewrite the doctrine that bombing doesn't ever succe

ed in stopping aggressors. Professor John Kenneth Galbraith, as recently as a f
ortnight ago, reminded his vast constituency that he led an investigative team

to Germany in 1945 at the behest of President Truman to investigate the effect
of our saturation bombing of three years on the German war machine. He told us
that notwithstanding the thunder from the skies over Germany, when the Nazis su
rrendered, their productive capacity was up 30 percent over the first of the ye
ar.</P>

<P>  The reason we'd go slow in revising the bombing-doesn't-do-any-good doc
trine is that we don't quite know what Milosevic is up to and can't safely conc
lude that he agreed - sort of - to the cease-fire terms because his own war mac
hine had been stopped dead. There were no ground forces to contend with, and he
still had left tanks and infantrymen. Did he pull out because of the increment

al bomb on Day 717</P>

<P> Meanwhile, what Milosevic had accomplished was the despoliation of the
Albanian parts of Kosovo. Approximately 90 percent of all ethnic Albanians have
been uprooted from their homes in Kosovo: more than one million people. The gr
and purpose of the war was to keep them from being disturbed. A derivative purp
ose of the war now becomes to bring them back, rebuild their homes and schoolho
uses and places of worship and rekindle a few hundred local economies.</P>

<P> Will they come flocking home? Well, that depends in part on whether the

y have reason to believe that, once returned, they will be safe. To the end of

protecting them from wayward armed Serbs, they will have the protection of 50,0

00 troops. Under what command? An interesting, perhaps a vital point: The Belgr

ade negotiators have insisted that the security forces fly the United Nations b

anner. The NATO people have held out for troops under NATO command. The Russian
presence, if there is to be one, would benefit from U.N. sponsorship because t

hat way Moscow wouldn't have to pay the soldiers' salaries.</P>

<P> But at an operational level it is a dizzying challenge to work out who

has a veto power over what. Could Russia - or China, for that matter - veto the
prolongation of a U.N. security force? Or could we veto their veto? Round and
round we go. How long would protection be needed? One estimate, by Gen. Brent S
cowcroft a few weeks ago, was 40 to 50 years. One might as well view Kosovo as

a permanent NATO military camp, like Fort Sam Houston.</P>

<P>  What will the 35-year-old Kosovar bricklayer and his wife decide? To st
ick it out in Macedonia, or to try to immigrate elsewhere - or to go back to th
eir scorched half-acre? We don't know. It will be very long time before the sh
utter closes finally on the refugee scene.</P>

<P> But in terms of the hole we were in, at least we stopped digging. We ha
ve to assume that one of the provisions of the new understanding did not call o
n Milosevic's reporting for duty to the U.N. War Crimes Tribunal in The Hague.
So many little details like this one will sprout up. Having done so, let us hop

e they won't, down the line, gobble the whole mess up.</P>
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<P>Christian Science Monitor<BR>

June 9, 1999<BR>

Pg. 10</P>

<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>The Hard Work Of Peace</P>

</B></FONT><P> The hopeful note struck June 3 by the announcement of a brea
kthrough in Kosovo peace negotiations is now barely audible. That should surpri

se no one who has followed events in the Balkans. That announcement was a prelu
de to much tougher negotiations over details.</P>

<P> How quickly must the Serb forces be withdrawn? How many of those troops
can return to Kosovo after an "international security presence" is established
? Must a UN Security Council resolution precede any such "presence"?</P>

<P> These questions are difficult, but resolvable. The agreement by Yugosla

v President Slobodan Milosevic and his parliament to a set of conditions presen
ted by Finnish President Martti Ahtisaari stands. Those conditions are in line
with NATO's fundamental goal of reversing the "ethnic cleansing" orchestrated b
y Mr. Milosevic in Kosovo. They include full withdrawal of Serb forces, though
with provision for a small number (hundreds, at most) to return in symbolic rec
ognition of continued Yugoslav sovereignty.</P>

<P> NATO has to stand firm on such points. Belgrade is angling for a larger
military presence in Kosovo, but to allow that would discourage Kosovar Albani
an refugees from returning to their homes.</P>

<P>  The timing of the withdrawal could have some flexibility. Serb commande
rs have valid concerns about being attacked by Albanian guerrillas, as well as

by NATO, as they withdraw. Their path of retreat is complicated by bombed roads
and bridges. The logistics can certainly be worked out, however. The key requi
rement is an agreed-upon mode of withdrawal, one that can be verified by NATO.<,
/P>

<P>  And the Security Council resolution? Russia and the G-7 industrial nati

ons are laboring to put one together. The Russians resist a peacekeeping force
dominated by NATO, but nothing less is going to bring the refugees home and hav
e enough muscle to prevent outbreaks of violence. Moscow's need to work in harm
ony with the West should trump its impulse to run interference for Milosevic, w
ho is hoping the UN-related talks may win him a better deal.</P>
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<P>Chicago Tribune<BR>
June 8, 1999</P>
<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>No Time To Waver On Kosovo</P>

</B></FONT><P> Weary and frustrated after more than 10 weeks of NATO bombin
g of Yugoslavia, Americans were surprised last week to find Slobodan Milosevic
capitulating. But in the days since, he has balked at a timetable for pulling h

is forces out of Kosovo. This was a disappointment, but not a surprise, and han

dled right, it should prove only a temporary roadblock. In any case, it is proo

f that in this conflict, there is no substitute for persistence.</P>

<P> The Serbian strongman would like to call off the bombing first and work
out the peace details later. He knows that once NATO has stopped the aerial att
ack, it will be under great pressure not to resume them. And he doubtless would
like to exploit any loophole he can find to allow him to maintain his brutal g
rip on Kosovo.</P>

<P> So far, his latest gambit is failing. The Clinton administration respond

ed in the only way it could, by announcing that the aerial onslaught will conti
nue until Milosevic begins to remove from Kosovo all the Serbian forces that ha
ve terrorized and expelled the ethnic Albanian populace. Their departure will b

e followed closely by the arrival of a peacekeeping force. Only then will a few
hundred Serbian troops be allowed to return, mainly as a symbolic show of sove
reignty over a province that remains, for the moment, a part of Yugoslavia.</P>

<P> The temptation to stop the bombing and hope for the best has to be resis
ted. It was NATO's implacable resolve that finally forced Milosevic to sue for
peace, and it is only continued pressure that will induce him to abide by a set
tlement that will allow the people of Kosovo to return to their homes with conf
idence. If that takes a few days--or a few weeks--Clinton should not waver.</P>

<P> Milosevic is not the only obstacle to a successful peace agreement. Afte

r the peacekeepers move into Kosovo, they will have the task of persuading the
Kosovo Liberation Army to lay down its arms and pursue its goals peacefully. Ab
sent KLA cooperation, the United States and other nations sending troops may be
caught between opposing sides in a bitter civil war. If peace really does take
hold, of course, the West will need to find money to help rebuild the province
that Milosevic shattered.</P>



<P> Once the U.S. entered the war, it accepted, along with its NATO allies,

a long-term responsibility for the welfare of Kosovo. The unflagging determinat
ion shown by the administration so far is just what will be needed in the month
s and years to come.</P>

<P> </P>
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<P>Miami Herald<BR>
June 8, 1999</P>
<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>India And Pakistan: Playing With Fire</P>

</FONT><I><FONT SIZE=4><P>Their border war has a nuclear backdrop. Time to defu
se tensions.</P>

</B></I></FONT><P> With India and Pakistan fighting a nasty border war, the
United States and the United Nations must do all they can to defuse the situati

on. Why? Because of the possibility, however remote, that an escalation could |
ead to an unthinkable disaster -- the use of nuclear weapons.</P>

<P> It's odd that so little attention has been given to this ticking bomb.
For that, blame NATO's air war in the Balkans. The United States and much of th
e Western media understandably have been intensely focused on Yugoslavia.</P>

<P> But imagine the concern if, in the early days of the Cold War, U.S. and
Soviet forces had begun exchanging artillery and rocket fire across the 50-mile
Bering Strait separating Alaska and Russia. At the dawn of the nuclear age, th
at would have been a harrowing experience.</P>

<P> Today, a scenario like that is being played out between India and Pakis
tan. For the past month they've exchanged artillery fire in the Himalayas in a
simmering border dispute over Kashmir. Thus far the conflict has been contained
, but tensions have worsened with India's use of planes and Pakistan's assertio



n that all-out war is possible.</P>

<P> The world cannot be at ease until this conflict ends. In that vein, the
United States, China, Russia, Japan and the United Nations all have urged restr
aint and exhorted India and Pakistan to seek a diplomatic solution.</P>

<P> That doesn't seem likely. Since winning their independence from Britain
in 1947, India and Pakistan have fought three wars -- two of them over Kashmir

. India is predominantly Hindu but claims Kashmir, which has a Muslim majority,
as one of its 25 provinces. Pakistan, which is Muslim, says the Kashmiri shoul

d decide.</P>

<P> The shooting began when militant Muslim separatists took over outposts
in the Himalayas that had been vacated by India. From their frozen perches, reb
els fired on Indian troops seeking to retake the camps. With that, the conflict
quickly escalated. India believes that Pakistan armed the rebels and sent in m
ercenaries. When artillery didn't work, India sent jet fighters.</P>

<P>  With both India and Pakistan vowing not to back down, the dustup could
get ugly fast. The world has survived more than a half-century without a nuclea
r exchange between adversaries -- and there is no suggestion that this will hap
pen in this dispute.</P>

<P>  But this fight is a recipe for disaster. It involves proud but belliger

ent adversaries, each of whom has defied global pressure for nuclear disarmamen
t in the past year by testing and building nuclear weapons. Add to that an over
lay of competing religious and territorial claims, and the stew is complete. Ca
Imer voices must intervene. Peacemakers, including the United States, must act
now -- before it is too late. </P>
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<P>Baltimore Sun<BR>
June 8, 1999</P>

<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>NATO Must Stay The Course</P>



</FONT><I><FONT SIZE=4><P>Stall: Milosevic still probes for alliance disunity,
to make ethnic cleansing permanent.</P>

</B></I></FONT><P> ENDGAME is a term in chess for the final stage of a matc
h when most of the pieces have been removed frorn the board. But the struggle ov

er Kosovo is no game. Real people are being killed, raped and left dispossessed

. NATO can't afford to lose in the endgame the future for Kosovars that it won
through military and diplomatic action.</P>

<P> This means no bombing pause that allows Serbia's forces to regroup or ¢
omplete ethnic cleansing while the United Nations Security Council stalls over

a resolution. The agreement that mediators President Martti Ahtisaari of Finlan

d and former Prime Minister Viktor Chernomyrdin of Russia wrung from Yugoslav P
resident Slobodan Milosevic must be kept.</P>

<P> This requires that Yugoslav forces in Serbia start withdrawing before t

he bombing stops. NATO and other peacekeepers poised on the border would move i
n immediately. There should be no vacuum of authority. That would, among other
things, protect the ethnic Serb minority of Kosovo from any rash actions by the
Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA).</P>

<P>  The deal calls for a U.N. Security Council resolution as soon as possib
le to legitimize the peacekeeping by putting blue helmets on NATO and Russian t
roops. But implementation of the cease-fire cannot wait for that.</P>

<P>  Such a resolution is subject to veto by great power China, which is not
part of the deal and not well-disposed toward Washington at the moment. (That'
s only one reason why frivolous grandstanding against Beijing is not in the U.S

. national interest.)</P>

<P> For the bombing to halt, the Yugoslav generals meeting NATO officers on
the Macedonian border must agree to the fine print under the headings to which
Mr. Milosevic agreed. The Serb centers of power have to be on the same page, a
nd there is reason to think they are. Military-implementation talks are not a s

tage for Mr. Milosevic to win back what he lost or to finally achieve NATO disu
nity.</P>

<P>  When that agreement is established, the bombing should halt very quickl
y. The air campaign appears to have succeeded, through the virtue of NATO unity
, despite every effort by Mr. Milosevic to divide the allies. That is also his

final tactic in the endgame. NATO has learned the power of its unity, and its m
embers must keep it together to the end.</P>

<a name="s19990609spying.htm">

<TABLE BGCOLOR="#FF9900" WIDTH=100% BORDER=0 CELLPADDING=0 CELLSPACING=0>
<TR><TD ALIGN=LEFT><B><FONT FACE=Arial SIZE=-1>http://ebird.dtic.mil/Jun1999/s]
9990609spying.htm</FONT></B>
</TD>
<TD ALIGN=RIGHT><A HREF=#TOP><FONT FACE=Arial SIZE=-1>

<B>RETURN TO TOP</B></FONT></A>



</TD>
</TR></TABLE>

</HEAD>

<P>Florida Times-Union (Jacksonville)<BR>
June 8, 1999</P>
<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>Spying: The Eternal Game</P>

</B></FONT><P> Normally kept low key by design, military intelligence has a
high profile currently. That may be a good thing; its importance to the nation
cannot be overestimated.</P>

<P> Novelists and movies notwithstanding, much of the work is dull and plod
ding. But it pays off handsomely at times.</P>

<P> Intelligence agents collect information. When information is not availa
ble in the public domain, they seek to get it in other ways.</P>

<P> In December 1939, a German spy asked for a guided tour of the U.S. Army
's Edgewood Arsenal in Maryland - and got it, later sending Nazi bosses a detai
led report on American weapons.</P>

<P> Sometimes it is that easy.</P>

<P> The Japanese had spies on Honolulu but most of the information they got
to plan their attack on Pearl Harbor was from published data.</P>

<P> Breaking the Japanese code and deceiving the enemy with a fake message
that revealed the U.S. plans made a major difference in the outcome of one of t
he most decisive battles of the war, at Midway.</P>

<P> Battles from North Africa to Normandy were made easier because the alli
es learned the secret of the Nazi code machine Enigma, and kept up with its con
stant improvements. </P>

<P>  Undoubtedly, the Japanese and German spies also had successes, although
more is known about their failures - for example, the use of Navaho Indians in
the Pacific to send messages in their native language baffled the Japanese. </

P>

<P> The success of the Soviet Union, ourallies in World War 11, in stealin

g U.S. atomic bomb secrets is well known, however. That makes it doubly hard to
understand how the United States allowed Chinese spies to purloin our most val
ued secret technology to supplement what they got legally.</P>

<P> From the Cox committee report, it is clear that the Chinese were able t
o patch together information taken from the public domain with top secret infor



mation gathered from nuclear weapon laboratories that allowed them to make a gr
eat leap forward in military capability.</P>

<P>  While it happened over a period of years, it was not discovered until t

he 1990s, during the Clinton administration. The FBI wanted a wiretap on the ch
ief suspect, but it was the only such request turned down by Janet Reno's Justi

ce Department on her watch. The suspect never has been charged, presumably for
lack of evidence. </P>

<P> Lapses in security are considered more serious in war time, but they ca
n have major consequences even when they occur during peace, which is best desc
ribed as the interim between wars.</P>
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<P>Omaha World-Herald<BR>
June 8, 1999</P>
<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>Not Quite Victory </P>

</B></FONT><P> National commentators were atwitter over the possibility of
a negotiated cease-fire in Yugoslavia as the possibility unfolded Friday and Sa
turday. By Sunday morning, even ABC's conservative panelist, William Kristol, w
as distancing himself from other Republican critics of the president.</P>

<P>  "Clinton won," Kristol said, "and there's no point in carping."</P>

<P> As it turned out, a breakdown in talks between NATO commanders and thei
r Yugoslav counterparts made Kristol's assessment premature. Nonetheless, the p
ossibility still seemed alive that Slobodan Milosevic, the Yugoslavian presiden

t, would eventually agree to NATO demands in order to stop the air war against

his country.</P>

<P>  This could indeed lead to a victory for President Clinton. It could end
the bombing while NATO unity remained intact. It could produce conditions favo
ring the return to Kosovo of survivors of the million ethnic Albanians forced f



rom their homes by Milosevic's campaign of terror. Perhaps the ability of Serbi
a-dominated Yugoslavia to persecute its ethnic minorities will have been broken
. Perhaps the political survival of Milosevic himself will be in doubt.</P>

<P> The president, in going to war, took a course that put American prestig

e and the lives of hundreds of thousands of people on the line, in the opinion

of this editorial page recklessly and without sufficiently consulting with Cong
ress or preparing the American people. This voice and other voices have called
attention to the apparent fragility of the NATO consensus, the difficulty of wi
nning a war with air power alone and the possible loss of domestic support if a
sudden proliferation of American deaths bumped up against the unrealistic expe
ctations, which Clinton had allowed to materialize, of a low-casualty operation
for Americans.</P>

<P> Some of these concerns remain - and will need to be examined even if th
e war ends in the best-case scenario. The idea of a war without American casual
ties is too unrealistic to serve as any kind of precedent. High-altitude bombin

g still has its limitations, including its inability to substantially affect th

e behavior of compact military units operating under cloud cover. Multilateral
action also has the drawbacks that come with allowing the most cautious member
of a coalition to veto the actions of the others.</P>

<P> Moreover, some people are already predicting that potential Third World
foes, unable to protect themselves against this kind of war, would seek weapon
s of mass destruction - nuclear, biological or chemical - to deter the industri

al powers from waging such a war in the future.</P>

<P> In this war, however, some of the worst concerns went unrealized. If th
e negotiators now manage to put a deal together that avoids the many pitfalls,
it could indeed be called a victory for Clinton - and by extension a victory fo

r America.</P>

<P>  Furthermore, although the humanitarian effort to help the Kosovars was

a short-term disaster, the possibility exists that a negotiated settlement, in

the long run, will improve conditions for the people whom Milosevic had hounded
from their homes. So if all goes right, the Kosovars, too, could benefit.</P>

<P>  Such a "win" should be on the wish list of every American.</P>
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<P>Dallas Morning News<BR>
June 8, 1999</P>
<B><FONT SIZE=5><P>India-Pakistan Conflict Has Larger Implications</P>

</B></FONT><P> The fighting in Kashmir is hardly worth the United States' r
apt attention except for one crucial fact: The combatants, India and Pakistan,
have nuclear weapons.</P>

<P> No one wants to see the fighting go nuclear. Yet that risk is very high
. Whenever the Pentagon hypothesizes war between mostly Hindu India and mostly
Muslim Pakistan, the result usually is a catastrophic nuclear exchange.</P>

<P> The Indian and Pakistani elites see it differently. To them, their nucl
ear competition mirrors the U.S.-Soviet Cold War, which resulted in neither dir
ect fighting nor nuclear war.</P>

<P> The comparison is invalid.</P>

<P>  During their half-century rivalry, the United States and the Soviet Uni
on never shared a border or claimed parts of each others' territory, as India a

nd Pakistan do. They never fought a "hot" war; India and Pakistan have fought t
hree, and even now are killing each other with great gusto.</P>

<P> The United States and the Soviet Union knew that a nuclear attack by on
e would provoke obliteration by the other. Conversely, with so few nuclear weap
ons on each side, India or Pakistan may realistically contemplate a first strik

e that destroys the nuclear capability of the other.</P>

<P> The United States and Soviet Union had sophisticated systems to prevent
accidental attacks. They had "hot lines" to enable instant communications betw
een their leaders. India and Pakistan have nothing of the sort.</P>

<P> Besides, the Cold War was not so low risk. The United States and Soviet
Union came close to mutual annihilation several times.</P>

<P>  Nuclear powers have a special responsibility to keep their differences
from transmogrifying into new Hiroshimas. Yet the countries are behaving as if
their territorial dispute has no larger implications.</P>

<P> Resolving Kashmir is the key to denuclearizing South Asia. Unfortunatel
y, the dispute is not easily resolved. Pakistan has the better claim, given the
territory's Muslim majority. But India refuses to budge from the two-thirds th
at it controls or to permit international arbitration.</P>

<P>  The most realistic solution is to make permanent the 52-year-old "line
of control" that separates the Indian and Pakistani armies. That would not sati
sfy everyone. It might prevent a nuclear holocaust.</P>








