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it l~as eel;",e to t"y attention th<::.t the recent 
del~berations of the Defense Resources Board have apparently 
r~sulLed ~n a reco~~endation to delete the 19B7 funding 
reque&t for the Shuttle Operations and Planning Co@plex. As 
you are aware, t~e FYC6 Defen~c Authorization Conference Eill 
r e\!u:;'res t;le Secretal~Y of ;,;he A::'r Force to place t.he h::'~i1eet 
;:;dority on tlle cor.1pletion of SOP-C by its planned initial 
operatio~31 cap2bil~ty date of ~992. The recent DRE decision 
co::;::;~€-te::'y cO:itravene~ this !'equirer:lent and violates the 
~n~e~t of the Concress with respect to SOP-C. 

I sy:,!;:>a tli :d:e \J ith the d iff:J.cul t choices which have to be 
LFde in alloc8ti~g our def~nse resources in this constrained 
~uJ~et env!(cn~e~t. The cost of SOP-C was considered fully 
Gurj~c deliberations by both the Senate and House Arced 
~·erv iCG!: Cor.;n it tee.:.> j l1ouever, the fi nal conference agreencnt 
reflected t~e belief that SOP-C was of sufficient importance 
to our naticnal security to warrant full funding. 

sop-c i~ designed to be ~he planning and control center 
for :;;Ui t<ll'Y !>ptlce r.i1uttle flights. Lonb standin~ plans have 
c3l1e~ for 4oca~inG SOP-C in the Con~olidated Space 
Opera:.ions C:::)ter in Colorado Springs because of its 
pro::iGity to nOlAD, the Unified S?ace Command and the 
~ilitary satel~ite control center in C-SOC. Centralization of 
the United States pilitary space planning and control 
facilities cont~nues to be an urGent requirement. Failure to 
complete SOP-C in Colorado Springs would decentralize and 
disperse a vit&l component of space comwend and control 
and tberefore interfere with critical national security 
goals. 

Fai~ure to fund SOP-C would also threaten the future of 
t~e s~uttle prograo. Loss of this facility would leave the 
Johnson Space Center in Houzton as the only site for planning 
end control of oilitary shuttle fliGhts. The Johnson Center 
'</Quld not be able to service tIle current shuttle 5chedule on U7'7tJ 
its 01.-1n, thus requiring either a cutback in the f1 ight 11-1"1'" i 10 
_t.~.4", '" rw tiAvelODlilent of another facility at additional 
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:n s~ortt eli~inatinG s~p-c would mean that any savings 

cci.:eved Hould bE; l.1ore than offset by reJ.9ted costs to 
co~pen~a~e for the lOSE of this facility. There is an 
overwhcl[ijnc and compellinG case for continuation of SOP-C as 
plan~eJ -- as the Con;ress has recognized. I ask you to 
rever~e the DCB reco~ffiendation and ensure co~pletion of SOP-C 
by 1992 by inc:udin~ a full funding request in the 1907 
bud:::;e c. 
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