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From: ClV, OASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 1:54 PM

To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) LtCol, OCJCS/PA; McCreary, T. L., CAPT, JCS, PAO; Rheinlander,
Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO

Cc: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA

Subject: conference call with military analysts

Importance: High

Attachments: Outreach Retired Military Advisors Group Teleconference Call with Chairman Myers
03-19-03.doc ;

i
QOutreach Retired

Military Advi...
katie,

here's the list:

(b))

please confirm receipt. txs!




GENERAL RICHARD B. MYERS, CHAIRMAN, JCS

CONFERERENCE CALL WITH RETIRED MILITARY ADVISORS
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 19, 2003
CHAIRMAN’S OFFICE, ROOM®® T'HE PENTAGON

Participants:

Colonel Carl Kenneth Allard (USA, Retired)

Major Robert S. Bevelacqua (USA, Retired)

Lieutenant General Daniel W. Christman (USA, Retired)
General Wesley Clark (USA, Retired)

General Ronald Fogelman (USAF, Retired)

Lieutenant General Buster Glosson (USAF, Retired)
Brigadier General David Grange (USA, Retired)
Admiral David E. Jeremiah (USN, Retired)

Admiral Thomas Joseph Lopez (USN, Retired)
Lieutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis (USA, Retired)
Rear Admiral Thomas F. Marfiak (USN, Retired)
General Barry McCaffrey (USA, Retired)

Lieutenant General Thomas McInerney (USAF, Retired)
General William Nash (USA, Retired)

Major General Donald W. Shepperd (USAF, Retired)
Major General Paul E. Vallely (USA, Retired)

General Larry D. Welch (USAF, Retired)

T Major General Perry Smith (USAF, Retired) Plane to New York
Declines:

General Wayne A. Downing (USA, Retired) In Kuwait
Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor (USMC, Retired) Plane to California

Telephone Messages Left (Office and Cellular):

General Charles E. Wilhelm (USMC, Retired)
General George Joulwan (USA, Retired)

General Hugh Shelton (USA, Retired)

General Glen K. Otis (USA, Retired)

General William F. “Buck” Kernan (USA, Retired)
General Charles A. Horner (USAF, Retired)
Admiral Dennis C. Blair (USN, Retired)

General Thomas S. Moorman (USAF, Retired)
Colonel Jack Jacobs (USA, Retired)

Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (USAF, Retired)
Major General George Harrison (USAF, Retired)




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) LtCol, OCJCS/PA
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 2:00 PM
To: RI) CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: RE: conference call with military analysts

you do great work!

CIV, OASD-PA
>Sent : Wednesday, March 19, 2003 12:54 PM

Origi
g(IO)(G)

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) LtCol, OCJCS/PA; McCreary, T. L., CAPT, JCS, PAO;

Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO
>Cc: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA

>Subject: conference call with military analysts
>Importance: High

>

>katie,

>

>here's the 1list:
>

> << File: Outreach Retired Military Advisors Group Teleconference Call
> with Chairman Myers 03-19-03.doc >>
4 . , ©)®)
>please confirm receipt. txs!




(b))

From: B CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2003 10:49 AM

To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO

Cc: Haddock, Elien (Katie) LtCoI OCJCS/PA; Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD PA
Subject: conference call with military analysts

Importance: High

tom,

per yesterday afternocon's conversation, i need to lock in a time with general mcchrystal
and our military analysts asap.  again, looking at approximately a 15-minute phone call
for the general:

agenda would look like this:

note: if we could mimic yesterday's meeting with formers, would be great.

1:00 pm welcome and introduction
chris willcox, osd-public affairs

1:01 pm update on humanitarian planning for irag
(b)(6) osd-policy
1:15 pm operations update

general stan mcchrystal, jcs

1:30 pm conference call concludes




(b))

From: (®©) | CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2003 1:29 PM )6

To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO; Haddock, Ellen (Katie) LtCol, OCJCS/PA
®® " ILCDR, CE PO-PA

Ce: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PAP® ¢ v, OASD-PA

Subject: final agenda + list of military analysts participating in this afternoons conference call
Importance: High
Attachments: Military Analysts Conference Call Agenda 04-01-03.doc; Map Press Iraq March 31, 2003.ppt;

Fact Sheet OIF Special Ops 03-31-03.doc

Military Analysts  Map Press Iraq Fact Sheet OIF

Conference C... March 31, 2003.... Special Ops 03-... . . }
attached is the final agenda + list of participants in

this afternoons call:

handouts that went out electronically yesterday include:

(b)(6)
txs!




Conference Call

2:00p

Military Analysts
m, Tuesday, April 1, 2003

Room®® " The Pentagon

(As of March 28, 2003/4:30 pm)

PROPOSED AGENDA

2:00 pm Welcome and Introduction (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for

Public Affairs

2:01 pm Iraqi Paramilitary (Irregulars) Brief

(b))

Agencvy

Senior Intelligence Officer, Defense Intelligence

(b))

Middle East Desk Officer, Defense Intelligence

Agency

2:15 pm OIF Operational Update

Major General Stanley A. McChrystal, Vice Director for Operations
(J-3), Joint Chiefs of Staff

2:30 pm Call Concludes

Note:

Call-In Telephone Number:

(b))




Conferene Call

Military Analysts
2:00 pm, Tuesday, April 1, 2003
Room The Pentagon
(As of April 1,2003/12:15 pm)

Participating

General Barry McCaffrey

Rear Admiral Thomas F. Marfiak
General Glen K. Otis

Lieutenant General Dan Christman
General William F. “Buck” Kernan
Major General Donald W. Shepperd
Lieutenant General Thomas McInerney
General Thomas Moorman
Brigadier General David Grange
Major General Perry Smith
Lieutenant Colonel Robert Maginnis
General Charles Wilhelm
Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor
Major Robert Bevelacqua
Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell
Colonel Carl Allard

Major General Paul E. Vallely
Admiral Thomas Lopez

Admiral David Jeremiah

Major General Tom Wilkerson

Tentative or Decline

General Ronald Fogelman
General Larry Welch

General Wayne Downing (T)
Lieutenant General Buster Glosson
Colonel Jack Jacobs

General William Nash

General Wesley Clark (T)
General Hugh Shelton

Major General George Harrison
General Joseph Ralston (T)
General Merrill McPeak
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Special Operation Achievements Thus Far
(As of March 31, 2003)

e U.S. Naval Special Operations forces precluded Saddam Hussein's apparent
attempt to wage ecological warfare on his neighboring countries by seizing
at the outset of the war oil terminals off the Al Faw Peninsula. '

-- Navy SEALSs were given the Al Faw mission, with commandos from the Royal
Marines following close behind. After a preassault barrage from Marine and Air
Force jets and AC-130 gun ships, SEAL teams flew close to the water on Air
Force Special Operations MH-53 Sea Stallion helicopters to their objective:
two oil platforms in the Persian Gulf off the coast of Al Faw.

-- By the morning of March 21, the SEALSs, a small contingent of Polish Special
Operations Forces, and the Royal Marine units had secured those platforms
together with most of the peninsula--reducing by 90 percent Saddam's ability
to soak the Persian Gulf with Iraqi crude. Coalition concern was justified.

-- The SEAL teams discovered that explosives had been placed at many of the
wells, although they had not yet been wired to detonators. One of the open
sea oil terminals were rigged with explosives for destruction.

- This action precluded Hussein from potentially pouring millions of gallons of raw
oil into the Arabian gulf as he did during Desert Storm, which caused an oil
slick estimated as three times larger than the Exxon Valdes oil spill in
Alaska.

-- It also ensured that the oil terminals were preserved for the
resumption of oil production, which will enable a much more rapid economic
recovery for the post-Saddam government.

e U.S. Army Special Forces have been conducting Unconventional Warfare with
the Kurds of Northern Iraq.

-- They have helped, supply, and organize Kurdish formations that have successfully
smashed the Ansar Al Islam redoubt that had been established in the vicinity of
Khurma near the Iranian border. The remnants of this organization thought to be
connected to Al Qaeda and Osama bin Laden are now attempting to cross the
border into Iran.

-- Additionally, Close Air Support strikes in the same vicinity have forced Iraqi
Regular forces from the lines they have held for years back toward the city of
Mosul. In addition, U.S. Army Special Operations Forces and Air Force Combat
Controllers (Air Commandos) have been conducting long-range reconnaissance as
well as SR missions throughout the Western Desert known as the "Scud Box.”




-- To date, no SCUDs have been launched either at Kuwait, Saudi Arabia or Israel
from this area.

From the outset of the war, U.S. Air Force AC-130 gun ships have been continuously
engaged in close air support missions of SOF ground forces against hundreds of targets.

-- They have been instrumental in attiring dug-in Iraqi formations in the North,
West, and South. Additionally, U.S. Air Force Special Operations MC-130 Talons
have flown hundreds of resupply missions dropping supplies to SOF teams on the
ground.

PSYOP missions developed by Army Special Operations personnel have worked with
Air Force Special Operations and conventional Air Force units to drop more than 20
million leaflets in areas under the control of the Hussein regime.

-- The messages on the leaflets have ranged from providing instructions on where to
get food, water and medical treatment, instructions aimed at enemy soldiers on for
properly surrendering to the coalition, and warnings not to participate in WMD
operations.

U.S. Army Rangers and Army Special Operations gunship helicopters have been
instrumental in attacking and seizing airfields in Northwestern Iraq, in addition to having
conducted dozens of raids and interdiction missions against Iraqi LOCs.




(b))

(b)(6)
From: Clv, OASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 4:23 PM
To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO; Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: religious leaders outreach: rosa's power point
Importance: High

we will need to get a copy of general rosa's power point (disk) first thing in the morning
so we can load computer for power point presentation. also, i need to know if there will
be any handouts (aka, can 1 pass out the map that was distributed to military analysts
tuesday)? txs. h




(b))

Military Analysts
Conference C...
attached is fyi:

note: colonel rheinlander, i'll provide you with an updated list tomorrow AM. txs.

From: Pe cIv, OASD-PA

Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2003 6:50 PM

To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO; Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col, OCJCS/PA

Cc: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; DeFrank, James, COL,
OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA

Subject: military analysts agenda + attendance list

Importance: High

Attachments: Military Analysts Conference Call Agenda 04-11-03.doc

(b))




Conference Call
Military Analysts

2:00 pm, Friday, April 11, 2003 -
(As of April 10, 2003/6:45 pm)

AGENDA

2:00 pm

2:01 pm

2:15 pm

2:30 pm

Note:

Call-In Telephone Number:

Welcome and Introduction (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Public Affairs

Iraqi Reconstruction Efforts

William J. Luti, Deputy Assistant Secretary for International
Security Affairs (Tentative)

OIF Operational Update

Major General Stanley A. McChrystal, Vice Director for Operations
(J-3), Joint Chiefs of Staff

Call Concludes (Guidelines)

(b))




Conference Call

Military Analysts
2:00 pm, Friday, April 11, 2003
(As of April 10, 2003/6:45 pm)

Participating

Brigadier General David Grange
General Montgomery Meigs
Lieutenant General Dan Christman
Lieutenant Colonel Robert Maginnis
General William F. “Buck” Kernan
Rear Admiral Thomas F. Marfiak
General Thomas Moorman

Major General Perry Smith

Major Robert Bevelacqua
Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor
Major General Paul E. Vallely
Colonel Carl Allard

General Ronald Fogelman

General William Nash

General Joseph Ralston

Major General Donald W. Shepperd

Tentative or Decline
Admiral Thomas Lopez (D)
General Glen K. Otis (D)
General Wayne Downing (T)

Undecided

General Wesley Clark

General Charles Wilhelm

Colonel Jack Jacobs

Lieutenant General Thomas Mclnerney
Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell
Admiral David Jeremiah

General Larry Welch

General Hugh Shelton

Lieutenant General Buster Glosson
Major General George Harrison
General Merrill McPeak




(b))

From: (©)® | CIvV, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 12:00 PM

To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO

Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col, OCJCS/PA; Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA
Subject: conference call with retired military analysts

Importance: High

tom,

per our earlier conversation.

we'd like to scrub tomorrow's conference call in lieu of the one on friday at 2:00 pm.
note: [(0)6) is scheduling general garner for the call.

also, re: the two additional outreaches. we'd like to get the general out in front with
embassy officials and ngo's beginning work on irag. again, his remarks would focus on oif
operations.

can you give me some dates and times that would work for the general and i'll go back and
schedule others around him. txs. ©®




(b))

From: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO -
Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 2:37 PM

To: McCreary, T. L., CAPT, JCS, PAO

Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: conference call with retired military analysts
Importance: High

Sir,

Given proposed briefer of the pending conference call on Friday and the four day
delay until it happens in which operations will continue to wane, from the operational
POV, think it is time for MG McChyrstal to bow out and hand-off to HA gurus.

had talked about the two outreaches this morning after the 0815 meeting but
not as to who was the audience. Given the listing below, would also use same arguement as
to MG McChrystal not being the right guy to brief.
’ v/r, Tom

>Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 12:00 PM

>To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO

>Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col, OCJCS/PA; Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA
>Subject: conference call with retired military analysts

>Importance: High

>per our earlier conversation.

>

>we'd like to scrub tomorrow's conference call in lieu of the one on friday at 2:00 pm.
note: &m@) ‘is scheduling general garner for the call.

>

>also, re: the two additional outreaches. we'd like to get the general out in front with
embassy officials and ngo's beginning work on irag. again, his remarks would focus on oif
operations.

>

>can you give me some dates and times that would work for the general
>and i'll go back and schedule others around him. txs. [0)©




From: ®eT T MAY, suS

Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 4:09 PM
To:

McCreary, T.; Rheinlander, Thomas;

Subject: FW: OASD/PA Question
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Attachments: Fratricide PAG FINAL.doc

Fratricide PAG
FINAL.doc (47 K...

>Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 4:02

McClellan, Kenneth LTC OASD-PA; Maj SAF/PAM

>TO:
. LtCol SAF/PA; MAJ SJS; _ LT SECNAV;
SAF/PAM

>Subject: RE: OASD/PA Question

>

>Ladies and Gentlemen,

>Was on leave last week when discussion occurred on this.

>Please see the PAG on this issue, a recurring one - and, it is much better than my quote.
Must have been a very long day...

> ----- Original Message-----
>From: McClellan, Kenneth LTC OASD-PA
April 18, 2003 12:17 PM

_SAF/PAM
LtCol SAF/PA; MAJ OCPA; _ MAJ SJS;
LT SECNAV; SAF/PAM

RE: OASD/PA Question

>Subject:
>

>Not at the moment. It is simply a recurring issue that will circle around after we
declare victory in Iraq.

>

>That's what I like about the American press. The dirt clods used to come before and
during the fight -- as they would tend to do internationally. Now they seem to come
principally afterward.

>

>VR

>VERITAS INVICTRIX

>

>Ken McClellan

>Lt Col (USAF)

>0OASD (PA) Press Operations

Friday, April 18, 2003 8:58 AM

>To: McClellan, Ken C, OASD-PA
1




SJs; (0)E L LT, SECNAV; ‘(b)(s) , SAF/PAM

>Subject: RE: OASD/PA Question

7 s . s ©)6)

>Sir -- Do you have any queries on this right now?

>

> ----- Original Message-----

> From: McClellan, Kenneth, LTC, OASD-PA

> Sent: Fri i 8, 2003 7:36 AM

> To: ©O Maj, SAF/PA

> cc: @O MAJ OCPA ; [BIE) , MAJ, sJs;[P®© LT, SECNAV
> Subject: RE: OASD/PA Question

>

:

>

> That was a wonderful answer right up to "AF, Army and Navy have all moved to

different systems." That is precisely what I would think would make this the number-one
Lessons Learned for this conflict.

>

> Where are we on a real-time coordination mechanism? Are we relying on some poor
human at 40,000 feet trying to figure out which coordinates are friendlies and which ones
targets? Is there an interoperability common denominator that automatically sorts them
out by geographic sectors of targets and shooters? If it works so well, why did we kill
our own in Afghanistan and Iraqg? Are we IFFF frequency saturated? Was bandwidth the
constraint? Call signs? What was fundamentally wrong with buying a system where tanks
and F-16s or F-14s could autonomously recognize an American or Coalition unit? Have we
set up JSTARS to be the center of gravity?

>

> Anyway, we might as well start figuring out why foil on plywood and glint tape on
helmets is still the right answer after more than three White Sands studies on the
friendly fire issue. And we need to share whatever visual presentation CIDAD J-8 is using
to make the issue (and the latest solution) understandable.

>

Many thanks. Happy Friday.

VR
VERITAS INVICTRIX

Ken McClellan
Lt Col (USAF)

Operations
(b)(2) Fax: (0)@)

————— Original Message-----
From: ®)©) , Maj, SAF/PA
Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2003 5:41 PM
To: [BIE |, saF/paM; PG LtCol, SAF/PA;
cClellan, Kenneth, LTC, OASD-PA
Subject: RE: OASD/PA Question

VVVIREVVVVVYVYVVVVYVVYVVY

All -- I asked around on this and the answer is this was an issue several years ago
and something the Army found too expensive and now the AF, Army and Navy have all moved to

different systems. Hope that helps. (B®

>

————— Original Message-----
From: (b)(®) , SAF/PAM
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2003 7:05 AM
To: [B© | LtCcol, SAF/PA
cc: [b)X6) | Maj, SAF/PA
Subject: OASD/PA Question

Ken McClellan has a question about blue force tracking upgrades to aircraft to
revent friendly fire. Can you help him?

————— Original Message-----
From: McClellan, Kenneth, LTC, OASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2003 3:19 AM

2

VVVVOVVVVVVVYVY




®©) ,
To: Maj., SAF/PAM;

Subject: Is this true?

(b))

, SAF/PAM

vV V.V V

Avoiding friendly fire. (ABC) - But for all the advantages of high-tech
weaponry, modern military forces still face a tragic, age-old problem: "fratricide,"
otherwise known as "friendly fire" incidents. After Desert Storm, the Pentagon conducted
extensive research into developing ways to distinguish friend from foe, but ended up
ditching many of them due to cost. One such program - called the Battlefield Combat
Identification System, or BCIS - would have been an ideal setup for helping to prevent
fratricide. The system was similar to automatic identification systems developed and used
by aircraft since the advent of radar. The Army spent some $100 million to develop and
test BCIS, analysts say. But to equip the Army with such automatic identification systems
would have cost as much as $40,000 per vehicle. The program was completely scrapped in
2001 because BCIS, designed for ground combat, couldn't be adopted for effective use with
aircraft, said Maj. Amy Hannah, a public affairs officer for the Army. "It was difficult
to integrate, and the system's limitations didn't answer the challenges that were added to
the [project] requirement," says Hannah. "It just didn't provide what we want or needed."
Instead, the Pentagon has focused its efforts to reduce fratricide through other means.
Chief among them is to use the U.S. military's clear advantage in advanced sensors and
information technologies to improve so-called situational awareness among friendly
fighting forces. Under a program called Force XXI Battle Command, Brigade and Below, or
FBCB2, the military plans to create wireless local data communication networks that tie in
various source of information. Computers and software would be able to collect video from
unmanned drones, the position of friendly forces with GPS location systems, and data about
the enemy from spy planes such as the JSTARS. By gathering such disparate information
together into one "battle space picture" and distributing it to everyone on the field,
it's hoped that even the common foot soldier will know where friends and foes are relative
to their position and situation. One Army unit, the 4th Infantry Division, has already
been equipped with such digital communications technology. But since the division was kept
out of most of the fighting in Iraqg, it remains to be seen if the system really could help
in reducing fratricide.
<http://abcnews.go.com/sections/scitech/FutureTech/iraq_friendlyfiretech030415.html>

>

>

>



SUBJECT: PUBLIC AFFAIRS GUIDANCE ~ MESSAGES, Q'S AND A'S ON FRIENDLY FIRE
CASUALTIES/FRATRICIDE.

1. THIS MESSAGE PROVIDES MESSAGES AND Q'S AND A'S FOR USE IN HANDLING
QUERIES REGARDING FRIENDLY FIRE CASUALTIES. IT IS INTENDED FOR USE IN
RESPONSE TO QUERY ONLY.

2. PUBLIC AFFAIRS POSTURE IS PASSIVE, RESPONSE TO QUERIES ONLY.

3. MESSAGES.

A. DEFINITION OF FRATRICIDE/FRIENDLY FIRE PER AR 600-34. “A CIRCUMSTANCE
IN WHICH MEMBERS OF THE U.S. OR FRIENDLY MILITARY FORCES ARE
MISTAKINGLY, OR ACCIDENTALLY, KILLED OR INJURED IN ACTION BY THE U.S.
OR FRIENDLY FORCES WHILE ENGAGED WITH AN ENEMY, OR WHILE FIRING AT A
HOSTILE FORCE, OR WHAT IS THOUGHT TO BE A HOSTILE FORCE.” ‘

B. FRATRICIDE IS AVOIDED OR LIMITED BY MULTIPLE ACTIONS, INCLUDING
RIGOROUS TRAINING OF INDIVIDUALS AND UNITS IN VEHICLE RECOGNITION AND
KNOWLEDGE OF FIRE CONTROL MEASURES, ESTABLISHING APPROPRIATE FIRE
CONTROL MEASURES DURING THE PLANNING AND CONDUCT OF AN OPERATION
TO RESTRICT OR PERMIT FIRES ACROSS THE BATTLEFIELD, ADHERENCE TO
FIRE CONTROL MEASURES AND RULES OF ENGAGEMENT (ROE) DURING
OPERATIONS, AND EMPHASIS ON SITUATIONAL AWARENESS. TECHNOLOGY CAN
CONTRIBUTE TO THE AVOIDANCE OF FRATRICIDE, BUT WARFIGHTER TRAINING
AND LEADERSHIP ARE THE PRINCIPAL DETERMINANTS.

C. TECHNOLOGY CAN CONTRIBUTE TO THE WARFIGHTERS’ SITUATIONAL
AWARENESS AND ASSIST IN THE PREVENTION OF FRATRICIDE. EXAMPLES
ARE THE ARMY’S FORCE XXI BATTLE COMMAND BRIGADE AND BELOW (FBCB2)
AND SECOND GENERATION FORWARD-LOOKING INFRARED (FLIR) (SGF). FBCB2
SUPPORTS SITUATIONAL AWARENESS DOWN TO THE PLATFORM LEVEL ACROSS
ALL BATTLEFIELD FUNCTIONAL AREAS (BFAS) AND ECHELONS. ACROSS THE
BATTLEFIELD, LEADERS CAN USE THE DIGITAL DISPLAY TO REDUCE CHAOS AND
CONFUSION, AND FOCUS COMBAT POWER AT THE DESIRED POINT.

D. SECOND-GENERATION FLIR PROVIDES ARMOR, INFANTRY, AND
RECONNAISSANCE FORCES WITH A LEAP-AHEAD CAPABILITY TO DETECT,
ACQUIRE, AND IDENTIFY TARGETS IN ALL WEATHER AND VISIBILITY CONDITIONS,
EVEN DURING NIGHT OPERATIONS AND IN CONDITIONS OF LIMITED VISIBILITY
DUE TO SMOKE, DUST, SAND, AND FOG. SECOND GENERATION FLIR
EFFECTIVELY DOUBLES THE IDENTIFICATION RANGE AND INCREASES THE
DETECTION RANGE BY 55% COMPARED TO THE FIRST GENERATION FLIR USED
DURING THE 1991 GULF WAR. AS A RESULT, SGF ALLOWS THE SHOOTERS TO
DETECT AND IDENTIFY TARGETS BEYOND THE RANGE OF DIRECT-FIRE WEAPON
SYSTEMS, CONTRIBUTING TO IMPROVEMENTS IN LETHALITY AND SURVIVABILITY
OF OUR FORCES AND REDUCTION IN FRATRICIDE.

E. NO MATTER HOW GOOD THE TRAINING, OPERATIONAL PLANNING, TECHNOLOGY,
AND LEADERSHIP, WARFARE IS A HUMAN ENDEAVOR AND MISTAKES WILL BE
MADE. SOME OF THOSE MISTAKES MAY CONTRIBUTE TO FRATRICIDE. THE
INTENSITY AND SPEED OF COMBAT, FEAR, FATIGUE, DUST, SMOKE, AND MANY
OTHER FACTORS CONTRIBUTE TO WHAT HAS BEEN HISTORICALLY CALLED “THE
FOG OF WAR.” ONE GOAL OF TRANSFORMATION IS TO CUT THROUGH THE FOG
OF WAR AND GIVE COMMANDERS, LEADERS AND SOLDIERS A NEAR-PERFECT
SITUATIONAL AWARENESS OF THE BATTLEFIELD.

F. EFFORTS TO REDUCE FRIENDLY-FIRE INCIDENTS CONTINUE TO RECEIVE VERY
HIGH EMPHASIS. AS WAYS AND MEANS TO DO SO ARE MATURED, THEY WILL BE




EMBEDDED IN THE ARMY'S DOCTRINE, ACQUISITION AND TRAINING. HOWEVER,
BECAUSE CHAOS AND UNCERTAINTY REMAIN, THE COMPLETE ELIMINATION OF
FRIENDLY-FIRE INCIDENTS CANNOT BE GUARANTEED. WE MUST NOT LET
REASONABLE CAUTION EVOLVE INTO TIMIDITY, WHICH WOULD LIKELY MEAN
GREATER CASUALTIES FROM ENEMY ACTION.

G. THE PROGRAMS BEING DEVELOPED AND INSTITUTED TO REDUCE THE
POTENTIAL FOR FRIENDLY-FIRE INCIDENTS NECESSITATE THE CONTINUING
NEED FOR TOUGH, REALISTIC TRAINING. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF OUR ARMY
AND ITS ABILITY TO ACCOMPLISH THE MISSION WITH MINIMUM CASUALTIES ARE
A DIRECT RESULT OF TRAINING.

4. QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS.

Q1. WHAT HAS THE ARMY DONE SINCE THE GULF WAR TO DECREASE THE CHANCE
OF FRIENDLY FIRE ON THE BATTLEFIELD?

A1.IN TERMS OF TRAINING, ALL OF OUR COMBAT CENTERS, SPECIFICALLY THE.
NATIONAL TRAINING CENTER (NTC) AT FORT IRWIN, CALIFORNIA, AND THE COMBAT
MANEUVER TRAINING CENTER (CMTC) AT HOHENFELS, GERMANY, HAVE TAKEN
MEASURES TO EVALUATE IDENTIFICATION AND SITUATIONAL AWARENESS ON THE
BATTLEFIELD.

Q2. THE BATTLEFIELD COMBAT IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM (BCIS) WAS DESIGNED TO
HELP IDENTIFY FRIENDLY FORCES ON THE BATTLEFIELD. THE PROGRAM WAS
TERMINATED IN 2001. WHY?

A2. BCIS BACKGROUND - PROGRAM WAS INITIATED IN 1993 BUT IT WAS ORIGINALLY
DESIGNED TO PROVIDE ONLY A GROUND-TO-GROUND IDENTIFICATION CAPABILITY
FOR MOUNTED COMBAT VEHICLES. IT DID NOT ASSIST WITH ALL COMBAT ID REALMS
[AIR-TO-GROUND OR MOUNTED-TO-DISMOUNTED / DISMOUNTED-TO-MOUNTED
IDENTITY]. ADDITIONALLY, IT WAS NOT JOINT AND COALITION INTEROPERABLE. DUE
TO THE SYSTEM'S LIMITATIONS TO MEET ALL OF THE ID REQUIREMENTS AND THE
CHALLENGES OF SYSTEM INTEGRATION, AND ASSOCIATED COSTS, IT WAS
TERMINATED IN 2001.

Q3. WHAT IS THE ARMY DOING TO DEVELOP COMBAT IDENTIFICATION (CID) SYSTEMS?
A3. ARMY'S CURRENT APPROACH TO CID - 3 PRONG APPROACH - 1ST IS SITUATIONAL
AWARENESS; 2ND IS BETTER TACTICS TECHNIQUES PROCEDURES (TTP) & TRAINING;
3RD IS ENHANCED OPTICS + INFRARED TECHNOLOGY. WITHOUT PROVIDING TOO
MUCH DETAIL FOR OPERATIONAL SECURITY REASONS, IT CAN BE NOTED THAT CID
SYSTEMS ARE BEING DISTRIBUTED TO COALITION AND ALLIED FORCES TO ENHANCE
SITUATIONAL AWARENESS AND IDENTIFICATION OF FRIENDLY FORCES. THESE
SYSTEMS INCLUDE, BUT ARE NOT LIMITED TO, THERMAL IDENTIFICATION PANELS, THE
PHOENIX INFRARED COMBAT BEACON SYSTEM AND GLOW TAPE. ADDITIONAL
SYSTEMS ARE IN DEVELOPMENT AND TESTING PHASES AND WILL BE FIELDED AS
SOON AS PRACTICABLE TO PROVIDE:
e BETTER SITUATIONAL AWARENESS DERIVED FROM BLUE (FRIENDLY) FORCE
TRACKING, FBCB2 & GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM (GPS) ENSURING UNITS
KNOW WHERE THEY ARE AND WHERE FRIENDLES ARE, THEREBY REDUCING
THE POSSIBILITY OF FRATRICIDE.
e BETTER SITUATIONAL AWARENESS, COUPLED WITH IMPROVED TTP HAS
RAISED THE SENSITIVITY LEVEL & ACUITY OF TODAY'S FORCES TO ENSURE
THEY HAVE HIGH CONFIDENCE OF THE TARGET'S IDENTITY PRIOR TO AN
ENGAGEMENT. AN EXAMPLE OF THIS TRAINING INCLUDES THE RECOGNITION
OF COMBAT VEHICLES (ROC-V), THERMAL SIGNATURE IDENTIFICATION
TRAINING THAT HELP SOLDIERS LEARN TO IDENTIFY THE THERMAL
SIGNATURES OF COMBAT VEHICLES. ROC-V IS AN INTERACTIVE, WINDOWS-
BASED CURRICULUM THAT TEACHES THE UNIQUE PATERNS AND SHAPES OF




VEHICLE “HOTSPOTS’ AND OVERALL VEHICLE SHAPES. ROC-V ALSO PROVIDES
SOLDIERS WITH PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE IN THE USE OF THEIR SENSOR IMAGE
CONTROLS. WITH VIRTUAL SIGHT CONTROLS, SOLDIERS LEARN TO
EFFECTIVELY ADJUST THEIR THERMAL IMAGES TO FIND TARGETS AND BRING
OUT THEIR THERMAL ID CUES.

e IMPROVED OPTICS (2ND GEN FLIRS + NEWER NIGHT VISION DEVICE SYSTEMS)
PLUS PASSIVE THERMAL TECHNOLOGY, ENABLE GUNNERS TO MAKE A
POSITIVE IDENTIFICATION WITH GREATER CLARITY AND ACCURACY, AT
GREATER RANGES.

e THE COMBINATION OF THESE APPROACHES REDUCES THE POTENTIAL FOR

FRATCIDE.

Q4. WHAT ARE FRIENDLY FIRE CASUALTIES?

A4. DEFINITION OF FRATRICIDE/FRIENDLY FIRE PER AR 600-34. “A CIRCUMSTANCE IN
WHICH MEMBERS OF THE U.S. OR FRIENDLY MILITARY FORCES ARE MISTAKINGLY, OR
ACCIDENTALLY, KILLED OR INJURED IN ACTION BY THE U.S. OR FRIENDLY FORCES
WHILE ENGAGED WITH AN ENEMY, OR WHILE FIRING AT A HOSTILE FORCE, OR WHAT
IS THOUGHT TO BE A HOSTILE FORCE.”

Q5. WHAT CAUSES FRIENDLY FIRE CASUALTIES? :

A5. COMBAT IS HIGHLY COMPLEX AND STRESSFUL. OPERATIONS ARE
CONDUCTED 24 HOURS A DAY, IN ALL TYPES OF TERRAIN AND WEATHER. THEY
INVOLVE RAPID MANEUVER AND INTENSE ENGAGEMENTS USING HIGHLY LETHAL
WEAPONS SYSTEMS FIRED FROM A VARIETY OF AIR, GROUND AND SEA
PLATFORMS. BATTLEFIELDS ARE OBSCURED BY DUST AND SMOKE, SOLDIERS
BECOME FATIGUED, AND EQUIPMENT CAN MALFUNCTION. THESE AND OTHER
OCCURRENCES PRODUCE WHAT IS CALLED THE "FOG OF WAR."

Q6. HOW MANY AMERICAN CASUALTIES RESULTED FROM FRATRICIDE DURING THE
PERSIAN GULF WAR?

A6. OF THE TOTAL OF 613 MILITARY BATTLE CASUALTIES IN OPERATION DESERT
STORM, 146 SERVICE PERSONNEL WERE KILLED IN ACTION, INCLUDING 35 KILLED BY
FIRE FROM FRIENDLY FORCES, AND 467 WERE WOUNDED, INCLUDING 72 BY FIRE
FROM FRIENDLY FORCES.

Q7. WHAT ARE THE LEADING CAUSES OF FRATRICIDE?
A7. THE FACTORS THAT CAN CAUSE FRATRICIDE ARE:
¢ CHAOS AND CONFUSION OF WARFARE
e INADEQUATE SITUATIONAL AWARENESS
» INADEQUATE EMPLOYMENT OF, AND ADHERENCE TO, FIRE CONTROL
MEASURES
e COMBAT IDENTIFICATION FAILURES

Q8. DURING OPERATION DESERT STORM, HOW DID THE FRATRICIDE INCIDENTS
OCCUR?

A8. FRIENDLY-FIRE CASUALTIES ARE NOT UNIQUE TO OPERATION DESERT STORM.
DURING OPERATION DESERT STORM, APPROXIMATELY 39 PERCENT OF THE
FRIENDLY-FIRE INCIDENTS (11 OUT OF 28) APPEARED TO BE AS A RESULT OF TARGET
MISIDENTIFICATION. MISIDENTIFICATION WAS A RESULT OF SEVERAL FACTORS—
WEATHER AND BATTLEFIELD CONDITIONS BEING THE PRINCIPAL REASONS.
COORDINATION PROBLEMS ACCOUNTED FOR APPROXIMATELY 29 PERCENT (8 OUT OF
28) FRIENDLY FIRE INCIDENTS. OF THE REMAINING NINE INCIDENTS, SIX WERE DUE TO
TECHNICAL AND/OR ORDNANCE MALFUNCTIONS; THREE INCIDENTS HAD INSUFFICIENT
OR INCONCLUSIVE FINDINGS TO DETERMINE CAUSE.




Q9. THERE SEEMS TO BE A HIGHER PROPORTION OF CASUALTIES FROM FRIENDLY
FIRE IN OPERATION DESERT STORM AS OPPOSED TO PREVIOUS CONFLICTS. IS THAT
THE CASE?

A9. BASED ON THE REPORTS USED AND THE METHODS OF SURVEY REPORTED, THE
PERCENTAGES OF CASUALTIES VARIED, TO INCLUDE: SIX PERCENT IN
PANAMA/OPERATION JUST CAUSE, 13 PERCENT IN GRENADA/OPERATION URGENT
FURY, STUDIES REFLECTING 10-14 PERCENT IN VIETNAM, AND 12-14PERCENT IN
WORLD WAR Il AND 17 PERCENT IN OPERATION DESERT STORM.

ANOTHER DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OPERATION DESERT STORM AND PREVIOUS WARS
WAS THE GREAT NUMBER OF LONG-RANGE ENGAGEMENTS AND BATTLES IN LIMITED
VISIBILITY. FIRE CONTROL SYSTEMS—SIGHTS AND COMPUTERS—ARE FAR MORE
CAPABLE THAN IN THE PAST. WEAPONS AND AMMUNITION ARE ABLE TO ACHIEVE
HIGH PROBABLITIES OF HITS AND KILLS AT GREATER RANGES. THE NATURE OF THE
DESERT PERMITTED ENGAGEMENT OF TARGETS AT RANGES EXCEEDING TWO AND
ONE HALF KILOMETERS ON A REGULAR BASIS AND IN ALMOST ALL WEATHER
CONDITIONS. EFFECTIVE LONG-RANGE FIRES DO MUCH TO WIN BATTLES WITH
FEWER CASUALTIES, BUT THESE ENGAGEMENTS ALSO PLACE A PREMIUM ON
POSITIVE TARGET IDENTIFICATION. IN ADDITION TO INCREASED RANGES, DESERT
WARFARE IS CHARACTERIZED BY PERIODS OF LIMITED VISIBILITY. WEATHER
CONDITIONS, SUCH AS SAND AND RAIN STORMS THAT OCCURRED DURING
OPERATION DESERT STORM, THE DUST AND SMOKE OF BATTLE, AND DARKNESS
OFTEN AID ATTACKING FORCES BY SHIELDING THEM FROM ENEMY OBSERVATION. IT
IS REASONABLE TO ASSUME THESE CONDITIONS WERE, TO SOME EXTENT,
RESPONSIBLE FOR RELATIVELY LOW COALITION CASUALTIES. HOWEVER, THESE
CONDITIONS ALSO DEGRADE SOMEWHAT THE SIGHTING SYSTEMS AIR AND GROUND
FORCES USE. IN SUCH CONDITIONS, STATE-OF-THE-ART SIGHTS PROVIDE SUFFICIENT
RESOLUTION TO IDENTIFY GENERAL TARGETS, BUT OFTEN LACK THE RESOLUTION TO
PROVIDE CLEAR IDENTIFICATION OF VEHICLE TYPE. LONG-RANGE, LIMITED-VISIBILITY
ENGAGEMENTS ARE PART OF THE ART OF MODERN WARFARE.

A FINAL FACTOR ON THE MODERN BATTLEFIELD IS THE PRESENCE OF COALITION
FORCES EQUIPPED WITH DIFFERENT EQUIPMENT THAN EMPLOYED BY US FORCES.
EXTRA CARE MUST BE TAKEN WHEN COALITION FORCES FROM DIFFERENT NATIONS
ARE OPERATING IN THE SAME AREA. IN MANY CASES, THEY WILL NOT SHARE A
COMMON PICTURE OF THE BATTLEFIELD OR EVEN EMPLOY SIMILAR ANTI-FRATRICIDE
TACTICS AND CONTROL MEASURES. FURTHER COMPLICATING THE CHALLENGE,
COALITION FORCES MAY BE EQUIPPEDWITH COMBAT VEHICLES OF THE SAME TYPE
AS ENEMY FORCES. COALITION WARFARE INTERJECTS A NEW DIFFICULTY INTO THE
CHALLENGES SURROUNDING PREVENTION OF FIRE FROM FRIENDLY FORCES.

Q10. DURING OPERATION DESERT STORM, WHAT TYPE OF INCIDENTS RESULTED IN
CASUALTIES FROM FRIENDLY FIRE?

A10. INVESTIGATIONS HAVE IDENTIFIED 28 INCIDENTS DURING OPERAT{ON DESERT
STORM IN WHICH US FORCES INADVERTENTLY ENGAGED OTHER AMERICAN FORCES,
RESULTING IN THE DEATHS OF 35 SERVICEMEN AND THE WOUNDING OF 72 OTHERS.
OF THE 28 U.S. INCIDENTS, 16 WERE IN GROUND-TO-GROUND ENGAGEMENTS, WITH 24
-KILLED AND 57 WOUNDED, WHILE NINE WERE IN AIR-TO-GROUND ENAGAGEMENTS
THAT RESULTED IN 11 KILLED AND 15 WOUNDED. OTHER INCIDENTS INCLUDED ONE
SHIP-TO-SHIP, ONE SHORE-TO-SHIP, AND ONE GROUND-TO-AIR ENGAGEMENT.
HOWEVER, NO CASULATIES RESULTED FROM THESE INCIDENTS.

Q11. WHAT PROCEDURES WILL BE TAKEN ON THE BATTLEFIELD ONCE A FRIENDLY
FIRE INCIDENT IS BELIEVED TO HAVE OCCURRED?

A11. ONCE A FRIENDLY FIRE INCIDENT IS BELIEVED TO HAVE OCCURRED, ARMY
REGULATIONS REQUIRES BOTH A SAFETY AND COLLATERAL INVESTIGATION (SEE AR




385-40). IN THE EVENT OF FRIENDLY FIRE FATALITIES, AR 600-34 PRESCRIBES
FURTHER REQUIREMENTS. AR 15-6 SETS FORTH PROCEDURES FOR THE CONDUCT OF
INFORMAL AND FORMAL INVESTIGATIONS AND GUIDES THE CONDUCT OF
INVESTIGATIONS REQUIRING THE DETAILED GATHERING AND ANALYZING OF FACTS,
AND THE MAKING OF RECOMMENDATIONS BASED ON THOSE FACTS.

5. MEDIA QUESTIONS THAT GO BEYOND THE SCOPE OF THESE Q'S AND A'S

SHOULD BE DIRECTED DIA RELATIONS BRANCH, OCPA-MR, ATTN:
(©® (0@ OR LTCBEI OCPA STRATEGIC
COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION, OCPA-SCD,®@ |




(b))

From: i CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Friday, April 25, 2003 12:45 PM
To: Rheinlander, Thomas E., LTC, JCS, PAO; Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col, OCJCS/PA
Cc: DeFrank, James, COL, OASD-PA ,
Subject: military analysts conference call with mcchrystal/collins
Importance: High
Attachments: Military Analysts Conference Call Agenda 04-25-03.doc
il
Military Analysts

Conference C...
attached is the agenda + final list of participants for this afternocon's

conference call w/retired military analysts:




Conference Call
Military Analysts

2:00 pm, Friday, April 25, 2003
(As of April 24, 2003/10:00 am)

AGENDA

2:00 pm

2:01 pm

2:15 pm

2:30 pm

Note:

Call-In Telephone Number:

Welcome and Introduction (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Public Affairs

Update on Coalition Reconstruction Efforts in Iraq

Dr. Joseph J. Collins, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Stability
Operations

OIF Operational Update

Major General Stanley A. McChrystal, Vice Director for Operations
(J-3), Joint Chiefs of Staff

Call Concludes (Guidelines)

(b))




Conference Call
Military Analysts

2:00 pm, Friday, April 25, 2003
(As of April 25, 2003/12:45 pm)

Participating

Colonel Carl Allard

Lieutenant Colonel Robert Maginnis
General William Nash

General Joseph Ralston

Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor
Colonel John Warden

General Montgomery Meigs
Lieutenant General Dan Christman
Rear Admiral Thomas F. Marfiak
Major General Donald W. Shepperd
Major Robert Bevelacqua

Colonel Jack Jacobs

Lieutenant General Thomas McInerney
General Glen K. Otis

Major General Paul E. Vallely

Tentative or Decline

Undecided

General William F. “Buck” Kernan (T)
Major General Perry Smith (T)
General Wayne Downing (T)
Brigadier General David Grange (D)
General Ronald Fogelman (D)
Admiral Thomas Lopez (D)

General Wesley Clark (D)

General Charles Wilhelm (D)
Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (D)
Admiral David Jeremiah (D)

General Larry Welch (D)

General Hugh Shelton (D)

Lieutenant General Buster Glosson (D)
Major General George Harrison (D)
General Merrill McPeak (D)

General Thomas Moorman (D)



(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: s ednesday. July 30, 2003 9:03 PM

To: CIV, JCS OCJCS e

Ce: e TC. JCS SJS; v, JCS, PAOD® I,
ocJcs/Pa; PO MAJ, SJS; LCDR, JCS SJS; [B©
SMSgt, 0CJCS

Subject: 30 JULY END OF DAY REPORT

PLEASE PASS TO CAPT THORP
WINS:

--Gen McChrystal made time on his calendar for the OSD PA conference call with retired
military analysts for tomorrow afternoon. His plan is to bring along an 06 from the JOD
who will observe, then take this tasker on from here. I think it's a great plan. He
indicated that had discussed this with Gen Swartz, and if, in the future, we felt there
was need for more firepower on a particular call/subject, that we could re-engage. I told
him that when these analysts were still on active duty, they relied on 06s to brief them,
and that this should work well.

--Got a J5 SME to do a backgrounder with Bradley Graham this afternoon on Proliferation
Security Initiative. Spoke with J5's EA, and sent an email to Gen Casey, (cc the J5,
etc.) to "remind" all that this was already in the works, and so no one would be surprised
when they read the Washington Post tomorrow -- or Friday, whenever it runs.

--WOODWARD interview: Gen Pace brought this subject up, as it came up at the NSC today.
Condi Rice mentioned it, President chimed in, etc. Gen Pace indicated that we are to
follow Condi's lead, get some input/guidance/outline, etc. I have a call in with Anna
Perez, just to relay the conversation and see where we are. I think she had a long chat
with Mr. Woodward today. Will follow up; at least the skids are greased, and this will be
an expected event. Joan has prepared the memo for the Chairman on this.

--Got all the Chairman's transcripts you sent (New Delhi press conference; GEO-TV,
Pakistan; and Bagram press conference) hung on the website. Also passed them to Col
DeFrank for use on Defense Link. - I noticed they used one of Jim Garamore's stories in the
Pentagon Briefing (the weekly "blurb") with a hotlink to DefenselLink, so that's great
(additional) coverage/audience.

LOSSES: (what are you looking here for??? I'm a Marine -- there will be NOTHING in the
loss column!

QUESTION: Got an email from the Rendon Group folks. They originally sent it to you, then
resent to me when they got your auto-response. John Rendon will be in the building Monday
afternoon (4 Aug) for several meetings, and they were hoping to get him on your schedule
(and they promised he will not go over the time limit.) Do you want me to schedule this?
30 minutes?

PREDICTION: Afraid LIBERTY for this weekend may be cancelled. Saturday schedule is
building.

And while I was putting out fires with an ice pick, the rest of the office was really busy
today:

Maj(mw)
*

WA Post backgrounder with J5 on PIO. Publication expected tomorrow

* Attended Liberia IO VTC today - expect an interagency one-page talking point paper
ready for chop by Saturday
* Staffing PAG for GTMO, coordinating across Joint Staff - waiting on J5, due tomorrow

Chopping of PAG on Somalia complete

Conducted BG Brooks backgrounder with FrontLine today
Chopping Noble Malinda SMEB

Alert order being worked -- PPAG being coordinated by Amy

1

* F % ¥



* PPAG on upcoming event going through approval channels

* Working a Terrorist Information Program/ JPENS - J6 Issue with OSD for Boston Globe
- deadline tomorrow ‘
* Working a J5 Goldwater-Nichols Query

rrc ORI

* Computer Guru's loaded Calendar Creator 6.0 today -- LTC - endeavoring to
learn it and transfer it as Long Range Calendar.

* Working Issues for Outreach Program.

* Coordinated with J1 regarding IMA support proposal - not a simple process...will
work it hard.

* Town Hall meeting on track for SECDEF and CJCS on 14 Aug.

That's all the news that fits.

Stay safe, and hurry back to the barn.

V/R

Katie

Read

Read: 7/30/2003 9:05 PM
Read: 7/31/2003 7:04 AM
Read: 7/31/2003 8:27 AM
Read: 7/31/2003 7:46 AM -
Read: 7/31/2003 8:11 AM
Read: 7/31/2003 5:57 AM
Read: 7/31/2003 6:57 AM

Tracking: Recipient




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, August 04, 2003 2:40 PM

To: ®)6) CIV, JCS VCJCS

Subject: FW: Outreach Meeting with SECDEF and Military Analysts, 12 Aug, 10:30 am - 12:00 pm

Importance: Low |

Just as a head's up.

SecDef is scheduled to meet with the retired general officers/military analysts on Tues,
12 Aug, sometime between 1030-1200 here in the Pentagon. He may ask the Vice Chairman
(Acting Chairman) to join him.

The briefer, etc. discussed below is ours for action -- NOT looking for Gen Pace to be the
duty ops briefer.

Just wanted you to be aware that this might pop up on Gen Pace's calendar as a "drive by"
with SecDef.

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: ®)®) -1 vurc, Jcs sds

>Sent: Monday, August 04, 2003 2:01 PM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA

>Subject: Outreach Meeting with SECDEF and Military Analysts, 12 Aug, 10:30 am - 12:00
pm

>Importance: Low

>

>Ma'am,

> ®® | informed me about a neat opportunity to engage the Military Analysts and

Civilian Defense Experts next week. He is hosting a Lessons Learned outreach for these
analysts on 12 Aug here in the building, vice the weekly telephonic conference call.

> requested a 15-minute military operations briefing from someone on the Joint
Staff.

> As you know we are working to identify an 0-6 briefer to communicate weekly on the
conf call.

> However, I thought that if the VCJCS wanted to engage this audience it would be a
great opportunity to do so and get his message out.

> What do you think?

> v/r

> LTC (0)(6)




(b))

From: 2 | cIv, Jos vedcs

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2003 9:12 AM

To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Subject: RE: Outreach Meeting with SECDEF and Military Analysts, 12 Aug, 10:30 am - 12:00 pm
Importance: Low

Thank you...looking at SD's "two-weeker"...there is an "Outreach" noted for

1100-1145...I'11 put on boss's schedule as an FYI and keep an eye on it.

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0OCJCS/PA

>Sent: Monda August 04, 2003 2:40 PM

>To: (0O CIV, JCS VCJICS

>Subject: FW: Outreach Meeting with SECDEF and Military Analysts, 12 Aug, 10:30 am -
12:00 pm

>Importance: Low

>

>Just as a head's up.

>SecDef is scheduled to meet with the retired general officers/military analysts on Tues,
12 Aug, sometime between 1030-1200 here in the Pentagon. He may ask the Vice Chairman
(Acting Chairman) to join him.

>The briefer, etc. discussed below is ours for action -- NOT looking for Gen Pace to be
the duty ops briefer.

>Just wanted you to be aware that this might pop up on Gen Pace's calendar as a "drive
by" with SecDef.

>V/R

>Katie

>

> ----- Ori 56 -----

>From (0 LTC, JCS SJS

>Sent: Monday, August 04, 2003 2:01 PM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA

>Subject: Outreach Meeting with SECDEF and Military Analysts, 12 Aug, 10:30 am - 12:00
pm

>Importance: Low

>

>Ma'am

> informed me about a neat opportunity to engage the Military Analysts and

Civilian Defense Experts next week. He is hosting a Lessons Learned outreach for these
analysts on 12 Aug here in the building, vice the weekly telephonic conference call.

> requested a 15-minute military operations briefing from someone on the Joint
Staff. :

> As you know we are working to identify an 0-6 briefer to communicate weekly on the
conf call.

> However, I thought that if the VCJCS wanted to engage this audience it would be a
great opportunity to do so and get his message out.

> What do you think?

> v/r

> Tc BE)




(b))

From: O LTC, JCS SJS

Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2003 10:19 AM

To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call with CJCS

Importance: High

Attachments: Military Analysts Civilian Defense Experts Conference Call Agenda 08-07-03.doc

Military Analysts
Civilian Def...
Sir/Ma'am,
Latest info on the Conference Call.

v/r, LTC [Bi®)

P Original Message-----

>From: ® | cIv, OASD-PA

>Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2003 9:46 AM (b)(6)

>To: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; LTC,
JCS SJS

>Cc: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George,  COL, OASD-PA

>Subject: Military Analysts Conference Call with CJCS

>Importance: High

>

>Folks,

>
>Attached is an updated agenda and list of participants for this afternoon's conference

call with CJCS -- which reflects last night's change in time
>A final revision will be forwarded by 1:00 pm. Thanks! (©)6)
>
>



OIF Conference Call
Retired Military Analysts and Civilian Defense Experts

3:00 pm, Thursday, August 7, 2003, Room”
(As of August 6, 2003/6:30 pm)

AGENDA

3:00 pm

3:01 pm

3:15 pm

3:30 pm

Note:

Call-In Telephone Number:

Welcome and Introduction (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Public Affairs

Update on Joint Chiefs of Staff Trip to the Region
General Richard B. Myers (AF), Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff

Questions and Answers

Call Concludes (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Public Affairs

(b))




OIF Conference Call
Retired Military Analysts and Civilian Defense Experts

3:00 pm, Thursday, August 7, 2003
(As of August 7, 2003/9:15 am)

PARTICIPATING Retired Military Analysts
Colonel Carl Allard

Major Robert Bevelacqua

Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan
General Ronald Fogelman

General William F. “Buck™ Kernan
Lieutenant Colonel Robert Maginnis
Rear Admiral Thomas F. Marfiak
General Montgomery Meigs

Major General Donald W. Shepperd
Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor
Major General Paul E. Vallely
Major General Thomas L. Wilkerson

PARTICIPATING Civilian Defense Experts

Mr. Anthony Cordesman, Fellow, Center for Strategies and International Studies

Mr. James Dobbins, Director, International Security and Defense Policy Center, RAND
Lieutenant General Michael M. Dunn, President, National Defense University

Mr. Frank J. Gaffney, President, The Center for Security Policy

Mr. Grover Norquist, President, Americans for Tax Reform

Ms. Danielle Pletka, Vice President, Foreign Defense Studies, American Enterprise Institute
Mr. Loren B. Thompson, Chief Operating Officer, Lexington Institute

Mr. John Wobensmith, Director of Development, Institute of World Politics

TENTATIVE or DECLINE Retired Military Analysts
Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (D)

Lieutenant General Buster Glosson (D)

Major General George Harrison (D)

Colonel Jack Jacobs (D) '

General Merrill McPeak (D)

General Thomas Moorman (D)

General William Nash (D)

General Larry Welch (D)

TENTATIVE or DECLINE Civilian Defense Experts

Mr. Thomas Donnelly, Fellow, American Enterprise (T)

Ms. Nina Shea, Director, Center for Religious Freedom (T)

Ms. Jessica Tuchman Mathews, President, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace (T)
Dr. Michael O’Hanlon, Senior Fellow, The Brookings Institution (D)

Mr. Chris Preble, Director of Foreign Policy Studies, CATO Institute (D)




UNDECIDED Retired Military Analysts
Lieutenant General Dan Christman
General Wayne Downing

Brigadier General David Grange
Admiral David Jeremiah

Lieutenant General Thomas MclInerney
General Glen K. Otis

General Joseph Ralston

General Hugh Shelton

Major General Perry Smith

Colonel John Warden

UNDECIDED Civilian Defense Experts

Dr. Daniel Goure, Senior Fellow, Lexington Institute

Mr. Michael J. Horowitz, Senior Fellow, Hudson Institute

Mr. Will Marshall, President, Progressive Policy Institute

Mr. Jack Spencer, Senior Policy Analyst, The Heritage Foundation
Dr. Michael Waller, Vice President, The Center for Security Policy




(b))

b)©

From: e LTC, JCS SJS

Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2003 2:27 PM

To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call with CJCS: Agenda/Participants
Importance: High

Attachments: Military Analysts Civilian Defense Experts Conference Call Agenda 08-07-03.doc

Military Analysts
Civilian Def...
latest update..

> ----- Origipal Mecaage____-
>From: (b)) CIV, OASD-PA

>Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2003 12:40 PM ©)6)

>To: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; LTC,
JCS SJS

>Cc: Di_Ri vV, OSD; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George, COL,
OASD-PA; (PO CIV, OSD; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA

>Subject: Military Analysts Conference Call with CJCS: Agenda/Participants

>Importance: © High

>
>Attached is the agenda and final list of participants for this afternoon's conference
call with General Myers:

>

>

>Those that are "tentative/declined/undecided" are listed on page three.

>Txs! (0O
>




OIF Conference Call
Retired Military Analysts and Civilian Defense Exi erts

3:00 pm, Thursday, August 7, 2003, Room"
(As of August 6, 2003/6:30 pm)

AGENDA

3:00 pm

3:01 pm

3:15pm

3:30 pm

Note:

Call-In Telephone Number:

Welcome and Introduction (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Public Affairs

Update on Joint Chiefs of Staff Trip to the Region
General Richard B. Myers (AF), Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff

Questions and Answers

Call Concludes (Guidelines)

Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Public Affairs

(b))




OIF Conference Call
Retired Military Analysts and Civilian Defense Experts

3:00 pm, Thursday, August 7, 2003
(As of August 7, 2003/12:40 pm)

PARTICIPATING Retired Military Analysts
Colonel Carl Allard

Major Robert Bevelacqua

Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan
General Ronald Fogelman

General William F. “Buck” Kernan
Lieutenant Colonel Robert Maginnis
Rear Admiral Thomas F. Marfiak
General Montgomery Meigs

General Glen K. Otis

General Joseph Ralston

Major General Donald W. Shepperd
Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor
Major General Paul E. Vallely
Colonel John Warden

Major General Thomas L. Wilkerson

PARTICIPATING Civilian Defense Experts

Mr. Anthony Cordesman, Fellow, Center for Strategies and International Studies

Mr. James Dobbins, Director, International Security and Defense Policy Center, RAND
Lieutenant General Michael M. Dunn, President, National Defense University

Mr. Frank J. Gaffney, President, The Center for Security Policy

Mr. Michael J. Horowitz, Senior Fellow, Hudson Institute

Mr. Steven Nider, Director for Foreign and Security Studies, Progressive Policy Institute
Mr. Grover Norquist, President, Americans for Tax Reform

Ms. Danielle Pletka, Vice President, Foreign Defense Studies, American Enterprise Institute
Mr. Jack Spencer, Senior Policy Analyst, The Heritage Foundation

Mr. Loren B. Thompson, Chief Operating Officer, Lexington Institute

Dr. Michael Waller, Vice President, The Center for Security Policy

Mr. John Wobensmith, Director of Development, Institute of World Politics




TENTATIVE or DECLINE Retired Military Analysts
Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (D)
Lieutenant General Buster Glosson (D)
Brigadier General David Grange (D)
Major General George Harrison (D)
Colonel Jack Jacobs (D)

Admiral David Jeremiah (D)

General Merrill McPeak (D)

General Thomas Moorman (D)

General William Nash (D)

General Larry Welch (D)

TENTATIVE or DECLINE Civilian Defense Experts

Mr. Thomas Donnelly, Fellow, American Enterprise (D)

Dr. Michael O’Hanlon, Senior Fellow, The Brookings Institution (D)

Mr. Chris Preble, Director of Foreign Policy Studies, CATO Institute (D)

Ms. Nina Shea, Director, Center for Religious Freedom (D)

Ms. Jessica Tuchman Mathews, President, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace (D)

UNDECIDED Retired Military Analysts
Lieutenant General Dan Christman
General Wayne Downing

Lieutenant General Thomas McInerney
General Hugh Shelton

Major General Perry Smith

UNDECIDED Civilian Defense Experts
Dr. Daniel Goure, Senior Fellow, Lexington Institute




(b))

b)©
From: e { LTC, JCS SJS
Sent: Friday, August 08, 2003 5:02 PM
To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: august 12 outreach meeting

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: &)© LTC, JCS SJS
>Sent: i gust 08, 2003 5:01 PM
>To: (PO CIV, OASD-PA

>Subject: RE: august 12 outreach meeting

> #1 - Our request is in to the J3 for general officer support. Standing by for their
approval.

> #2 - VCJCS has it on his calendar to attend. I think we are fine - no need for
SECDEF to do anything more.

> The only thing I could see that might prohibit his participation would be
some unexpected requirement as Acting CJCS.

> My recommendation is that we do not reengage on the issue - it is on the
schedule.

> And I did note the Press Conf on Tuesday, I believe that SECDEF and VCJCS will share
the podium on Tuesday.

>

> Have a wonderful weekend. 1If I get more information tonight on the Operations
Briefer for the 12th, I'll let you know ASAP.

> v/,

>

> ~---- Original Mesgsage-----

>From: (©)6) LTC, JCS SJS

>Sent: Friday, August 08, 2003 1:18 PM

>To: [BI©) | cIv, oASD-PA

>Subject: RE: august 12 outreach meeting

N

> Asked CAPT Thorp to work through #1 this morning - expect he will tell me shortly.
> #2 Checked regarding the VCJCS and time is set aside on his schedule - think he is

waiting to see if SECDEF asks him to join him.

----- Original Message-----
From: (6)©) | c1v, oasD-pA
Sent: Friday, August 08, 2003 11:06 AM
To | LTC, Jcs sJs
Cc: Willcox, Chris, CIV, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA
Subject: august 12 outreach meeting

Importance: High
(b)(6)

we are still in need of closure on two things re: next tuesday's outreach:

VVVVVVVVYVVYVYVYVYVYV

1. i need a lock on lieutenant@X& ‘for the military ops briefing.
with that obviously, we need to know what his briefing requirements will be, if any
(unclass power point, hand outs etc...).

>

> 2. confirmation of vcjcs participation in this outreach meeting? note
below/email transmission:

>

> ©)®) Gen Pace is Acting Mon-Wed next week. I heard through our PA,
>Tuesday's Outreach is with retired GOs and Military Analysts...do you

1




>think my boss will be asked to attend? Also, your 2-weeker is showing
>CJCS doing the Press Avail...do you think it will still go with my boss

>instead? Thanks, (©©

It was our understanding that the vcjcs had already been asked.

(b))

please advise soonest. txs!

VVVVYVVYV




(b))

From: (©® | CIV, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2003 11:05 AM 5)©)

To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA; LTC, JCS SJS
Subject: outreach with military analysts

katie,

chris asked me to call you back which i've now left a message for you with deb.
a couple of quickies:

as an fyi -- osd pa still has not been told that vecjs is a lock by jcs pa. 1if he is --
great, however, please let us know so we can coordinate with protocol and other invited
speakers. also, vcejs will not participate in prep meeting with secdef prior to the
actual meeting. this concept has only been done once (the chair at the last outreach
meeting) and it didn't work well. we've been instructed by secdef not to do this again.

give a call when you can so we can review info on attendance/agenda. note: our read ahead

went up last wednesday already, however, i'm updating again today as is our routine. txs.
(b)®)




(b))

From: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 6:55 PM

To: Myers, Richard B, Gen, JCS CJCS; GEN Peter Pace (E-mail) PG

Cc: ®© CAPT, OCJCS;[®® |LTC, JCS ocJCs:
COL, JCS VCJCS; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA;®1® |LTC, JCS
SJs;B® | CIV, JCS SJS; Schwartz, Norton A., Lt Gen, JCS DJ-3; Peterson, Joe
F, MG, JCS J3; Howard, Michelle J, CAPT, JCS J3; Casey, George W, LTG, JCS DJS;
Hawkins, James A, Maj Gen, JCS VDJS/DOM;®® | Col, JCS SJS

Subject: Retired Military Outreach Delegation - 22-25 Sep 03

Importance: Low

Attachments: Agenda Revised September 21, 2003.doc

Agenda Revised
September 21, 2...
General Myers and General Pace,

Retired Military TV-analysts arrived in Iraqg today. OSD(PA) followed up on the CJCS
invitation with good attendees and a great itinerary.-

DoD selected key locations that will cause the analysts to get the "real picture."
The key locations are highlighted on the attached itinerary and worth your perusal.
> The participants are some of the more influential and visible of the analysts that
communicate with the media. As a matter of fact, several analysts conducted live
interviews today from Iraq.

I think we're hitting a home run on this trip. 1I'll brief you on the results when
they return. Next step is to see what other influentials we can get to Iraq for a similar
itinerary. JCOC is one idea I intend to propose...
>
>v/r,
>Frank
>

Frank Thorp
Captain, USN
Special Assistant for Public Affairs

(gg)the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff




Itinerary for
Outreach Delegation
22-25 September 2003

Delegation:

Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (USAF, Retired)
Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan (USMC, Retired)
General Ronald Fogelman (USAF, Retired)
Mr. Frank J. Gaffney, President, The Center for Security Policy
Lieutenant Colonel Robert Maginnis (USA, Retired)
Ms. Jessica Tuchman Mathews, President, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace
Lieutenant General Thomas Mclnerney (USAF, Retired)
Major General William Nash (USA, Retired)
Dr. Michael O’Hanlon, Senior Fellow, The Brookings Institution
Ms. Danielle Pletka, Senior Defense Expert, American Enterprise Institute
Major General Paul E. Vallely (USA, Retired)
Mr. Mitchell Ross Semel, Sr Vice President, Programming, East Coast, CBS Entertainment
Lieutenant Colonel Carlton Sherwood (USMC, Retired)
Major General Donald W. Shepperd (USAF, Retired)
Colonel John Warden (USAF, Retired)
Mr. John Wobensmith, Director for Development, Institute of World Politics Staff
Mr. Chris Willcox, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs, OSD
~ Mr. Brent Thomas Krueger, Director for Community Relations and Public Liaison, OSD
Mr. Don Meyer, Special Assistant, OSD

As of 21/09/2003 1823
|

Monday, 22 Sep

0800L Depart Kuwait via C-130

Arrive Baghdad Inter rport; Met

1045-1100 En route CPA helipad via rotary wing aircraft
1100-1115 En route CPA HQ via ground vehicles

1115-1230

1230-1315 Lunch — CPA Dining Facility




1315-1430

Others TBD on Ground

1430-1515 Meeting with Dr. Kay
. (WMD Update)

1515-1615

1615-1800
1800-1815 En route Al Rashid Hotel

1815-1830 Personal time (refresh)

1830-2000

2000-2015 En route CPA helipad

2015-2030 En route Baghdad International Airport
2045 Depart Baghdad via C-130 en route Kuwait
2115L Arrive Kuwait

Tuesday, 23 Sep

0800L Depart Kuwait en route BIAP via C-130
1030L Arrive BIAP; met by TBD

1040-1110 En route Al Hillah via rotary wing aircraft;
met by MajGen Tyszkiewicz, CG, MND (CS) and Mr. Mike Gfoeller, CPA-SC

1110-1120 En route MND-CS HQ

1120-1150

1150-1200




1150-1201 1200-1245 Lunch with troops

1245-1305 En route Women'’s Rights Center (CPA funded reconstruction project)

1305-1400 Tour Women's Rights |
_with Mr. Dick Naab

1400-1420

briefing by Ms. Sandy Hodgkinson, CPA Human Rights Officer

1450-1515 En route Babylon

1515-1600 Site visit of Babylon

1600-1610  En route helipad

1610-1645 En route Camp Victory helipad via rotary wing

1645-1830

1830-1845 En route BIAP via motorcade
1900 Depart Baghdad en route Kuwait via C-130

Wednesday, 24 Sep

0730L Depart Kuwait via C-130

1030L

1030-1050

1050-1200

1200-1245

1315-1345

1345-1400 En route 101* helipad



1400-1500 oute Tikrit via

1500-1900

onstructio

19001945  Depart Tikrit en route Balad via rotary wing
2000 Depart Balad via C-130

2100L Arrive Kuwait

ond Odierno,




From: Clv, JCS OCJCS

Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2004 11:10 AM
To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: 3 Aug PA Events

Is this something that will involve the Chairman?

CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,

OASD-PA; Whitman
CIV. JCS VCJCS; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT,

George, COL, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA;
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA; CIV, 0SD;
* CTR, OSD-P&R; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;

LTC, OASD-PA ,
Maj, OSD; CIVv, OSD;
Ssgt, OSD; CIV, 0SD

CIV, OSD;
>Subject: 3 Aug PA Events
>

>Loocking to do Outreach w/Military Analysts:
>

>Tuesday 3 August

>9:25pm - Prep w/?

>9:45am-10:30 - Outreach

>10:45am-11:30 - Radio

>

>No Press Avail that week per Larry Di Rita.
S .

>Let me know if this works - thanks,




From: — Clv, JCS OCJCS

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2004 2:33 PM

To: Haddock, Elien (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Cc: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA
Subject: RE: 3 Aug PA Events

It will be hard to do. He is officiating at a promotion ceremony at 1000, which I've
already had to move once. Don't really want to jerk the two-star around any more. Do you
know how long the analysts will be in the building?

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0OCJCS/PA
>Sent: Thursda July 29, 2004 7:00 PM

>To: dcw, JCS 0CJCS

>Cc: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

>Subject: RE: 3 Aug PA Events

>I've asked the question.
>Most of the time when OSD brings the military analysts in to the building to meet with
the Secretary, he invites the Chairman to join him...still trying to get clarification on

exactly what this is (who is coming, or if it is a conference call) ...if in fact it does
include the Chairman, it would only be for the prep and outreach portion -- not the radio
interviews.
>Should know more soon.
>V/R
>Katie
>
S Original Message-----
> From: * CIV, JCS 0CJCS
> Sent: Wednesday, July , 2004 11:10 AM
> To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA
> Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA
> Subject: FW: 3 Aug PA Events :
>
> Is this something that will involve the Chairman?
>
>  -—---0Original Mescadge-----
>
> 28, 2004 10:48 AM
> To: CIV, OSD; Wheeler , OASD-PA; Rhynedance,
George, COL, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA; SD-PA; Whitman
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA; CIV, OSD;

, CTR, OSD-P&R; i CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;

CIV, JCS VCJCS; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT,

OASD(PA) ; LTC, OASD-PA

CIV, OSD;

Maj, OSD; CIv,
Ssgt, 0SD; CIvV,

CIV, OSD;

> Subject: 3 Aug PA Events

Looking to do Outreach w/Military Analysts:
Tuesday 3 August

9:25pm - Prep w/?

9:45am-10:30 - Outreach

10:45am-11:30 - Radio

No Press Avail that week per Larry Di Rita.

VVVVVVVVYVVYV

Let me know if this works - thanks,






(b))

From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

Sent: Nednesdav. August 11, 2004 6:28 PM

To: ®OT " Iciv, 08D |

Cc: Eric Ruff (E-mail 3); Larry DiRita (E-mail 2); Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,
George, COL, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col,
OCJCS/PARIE) | OASD-PA

Subject: POTUS VFW Speech Monday -- Global Posture

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

(b)(6)

Just to follow-up our conversation. I attended a meeting this afternoon at the White
House to discuss what the President was going to talk about in his speech to the VFW on
Monday in Ohio. One component will be an announcement of his decision to return some
70,000 military forces from their overseas locations. O0OSD was represented by

(b)(6) (Policy) and myself.

Major communication tactics will include:

Thursday night -- cable to embassies
Friday -- White House mention in the week ahead (of the speech not the specific contents)
Sunday -- (T) NSC backgrounder to a major news organization as a set-up piece

Monday -- POTUS speech at 11:30, followed by:

-- two background briefings: Pentagon and Foreign Press Center (DoD; DOS; NSC
participants -- Usual suspects: 0®)
and RDML Sullivan (DJ-5).)

-- Outreach call to military analyst

-- Pentagon Channel interview with Feith/(m@)

Mid-Week - Possible SecDef op-ed in a major publication a couple of days after the speech
(calibrate any of the reporting).

Working with OSD(Policy) to develop the fact sheet for DOS cable and background briefings
(level of detail TBD).

I have conference call tomorrow with the same group to finalize the plan. Will keep you
posted.

Thanks, Bryan




(b))
|

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2004 7:01 AM

To: BE 5 DR OCJCS/PA

Subject: FW: POTUS VFW Speech Monday -- Global Posture |
Follow Up Flag: Follow up |
Flag Status: Flagged

Let me check into this, and discuss with Bryan at 0830....

> ----- Original Message-----
>From: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA

>Sent ; y, August 11, 2004 6:28 PM
>To: O CIV, OSD

>Cc: Eric Ruff (E-mail 3); Larry DiRita (E-mail 2); Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA;
Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie),
col, ocJgcs/pa; B | oasp-PA

>Subject: POTUS VFW Speech Monday -- Global Posture

> .

>Just to follow-up our conversation. I attended a meeting this afternoon at the White
House to discuss what the President was going to talk about in his speech to the VFW on
Monday in Ohioc. One component will be an announcement of his decision to return some

70,000 military forces from their overseas locations. OSD was represented by [P)©)
(b)) (Policy) and myself.
>

>Major communication tactics will include:

>

>Thursday night -- cable to embassies

>

>Friday -- White House mention in the week ahead (of the speech not the
>specific contents)

>

>Sunday -- (T) NSC backgrounder to a major news organization as a set-up

>piece

>

>Monday -- POTUS speech at 11:30, followed by:

>

> -- two background briefings: Pentagon and Foreign Press Center (DoD; DOS; NSC
participants -- Usual suspects: (0

and RDML Sullivan (DJ-5).)

> -- Outreach call to military analyst

b)©
> -- Pentagon Channel interview with FeithA(X)

>Mid-Week - Possible SecDef op-ed in a major publication a couple of days after the speech
(calibrate any of the reporting).

>

>Working with OSD(Policy) to develop the fact sheet for DOS cable and background briefings
(level of detail TBD).

>

>I have conference call tomorrow with the same group to finalize the plan. Will keep you
posted.

>

>Thanks, Bryan




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2004 10:50 AM

To: ®© " " Clv, OCJCS/PA

Subject: RE: News and Schedules from OASD-PA

I think this went to the wrong Thorp -- might want to send again.

V/R

Col H

> —---- Original Message-----

>From: (b)(®) lcIV, 0CJCs/PA

>Sent: Monday, August 16, 2004 10:47 AM BI6) (0)®)
>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA; ‘Ctr AF/X0S-HC;
®)®) LTC, OCJCS/PA

>Cc: DO MAJ, JC s; @O | c1v, ocacs/pa;P®@
GOVT, OCJCS/PA; (0O SMSgt, OCJCS/PA

>Subject: News and Schedules from OASD-PA

>Importance: High

>

>I spoke with Archie Davis late last week. He provided the following updates:
>

>7 Sep - Outreach - Military Analysts

>

>(CJCS is TDY 8-13 Sep) to Norway, Luxembourg, Estonia, Latvia,
>Lithuania for Fall CHOD tour)

>

>8 Sep - (T) SecDef speaks at Rand Annual Conference in DC

>

>9 Sep - SecDef attends Congressional Breakfast with the legislators who
>met with DecDef on 9/11/;01

>

>10 Sep - SecDef hosts a lunch for AMB Bremer

> PA - Dinner at Kalorma for Coalition Ambassadors and CPA Leaders
> (Don't know what happened to CJCS intent to recognize AMB Bremer, etc.
>)

>
>11 Sep - SecDef participates in wreath laying at Arlington National Cemetery

> SecDef starts NASCAR event in Richmond

> (Don't know the plan about the Sunday Shows on 12 Sept)

>

>21 Sep - Outreach - Corporate leaders

>

>29 Sep - Outreach with Corporate supporters of ESGR

>

>Other Tidbits:

>NLF is evidentally interested in opening a USO center in Afghanistan -

>probably in recognition of Pat Tillman

>

>AVA (our gold-laden "friends" in California) - they've moved their gala event from 22
October to TBD - perhaps next spring. Something about the manager of the Wiltshire hotel
in Beverly Hill having left, etc. (I'd guess he gave them a break on $$ for their event).
>
>V/R
(0)(®)

>t




(b))

From: CIV, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2004 10:52 AM OI6)

To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PAJ ‘LTC, OCJCS/PA; Thorp, Frank,
CAPT, OCJCS/PA BIo)

Cc: QL) | MAJ, JCS, SJS D6 CIV, OCJCS/PA;
GOVT, OCJCS/PA;PI© | SMSgt, OCJCS/PA

Subject: News and Schedules from OASD-PA

Importance: High

I spoke with Archie Davis late last week. He provided the following updates:
7 Sep - Outreach - Military Analysts

(CJcs is TDY 8-13 Sep) to Norway, Luxembourg, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania for Fall CHOD
tour)

8 Sep - (T) SecDef speaks at Rand Annual Conference in DC

9 Sep - SecDef attends Congressional Breakfast with the legislators who met with DecDef on
9/11/;01

10 Sep - SecDef hosts a lunch for AMB Bremer
PA - Dinner at Kalorma for Coalition Ambassadors and CPA Leaders
(Don't know what happened to CJCS intent to recognize AMB Bremer, etc. )

11 Sep - SecDef participates in wreath laying at Arlington National Cemetery
SecDef starts NASCAR event in Richmond
(Don't know the plan about the Sunday Shows on 12 Sept)

21 Sep - Outreach - Corporate leaders

29 Sep - Outreach with Corporate supporters of ESGR

Other Tidbits:

NLF is evidentally interested in opening a USO center in Afghanistan - probably in
recognition of Pat Tillman

AVA (our gold-laden "friends" in California) - they've moved their gala event from 22
October to TBD - perhaps next spring. Something about the manager of the Wiltshire hotel

in Beverly Hill having left, etc. (I'd guess he gave them a break on $$ for their event).

V/R
(b))




(b)) ‘

From: Be | LTC, ocJcs/PA

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2004 1:50 PM

To: ®)®) Clv, OCJCS/PA

Cc: ®)©) | LCDR, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: RE: News and Schedules from OASD-PA

ﬁﬁi‘l
For the 7 Sep Outreach...will VCJCS speak or are you looking for a military
operations update?

‘(b) ®) ‘
> ----- Original Message-----
>From: (6)©) | cIv, ocJcs/pa
>Sent: Monday, August 16, 2004 10:52 AM NG
>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA; [2© LTC, OCJCS/PA; Thorp,
Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA
>cc: (BIO) s ;O | c1v, ocdcs/pa; BI®)
GOVT, ocJcs/pa; PO SMsgt, OCJCS/PA
>Subject: News and Schedules from OASD-PA
>Importance: High

>

>I spoke with Archie Davis late last week. He provided the following updates:
>

>7 Sep - Outreach - Military Analysts

S .

>(CJCS is TDY 8-13 Sep) to Norway, Luxembourg, Estonia, Latvia,

>Lithuania for Fall CHOD tour)

>

>8 Sep - (T) SecDef speaks at Rand Annual Conference in DC

> .

>9 Sep - SecDef attends Congressional Breakfast with the legislators who

>met with DecDef on 9/11/;01

> .

>10 Sep - SecDef hosts a lunch' for AMB Bremer

> PA - Dinner at Kalorma for Coalition Ambassadors and CPA Leaders

> (Don't know what happened to CJCS intent to recognize AMB Bremer, etc.
>)

>

>11 Sep - SecDef participates in wreath laying at Arlington National Cemetery
> SecDef starts NASCAR event in Richmond

> (Don't know the plan about the Sunday Shows on 12 Sept)

>

>21 Sep - Outreach - Corporate leaders

> N

>29 Sep - Outreach with Corporate supporters of ESGR

> .

>Other Tidbits:

>NLF is evidentally interested in opening a USO center in Afghanistan -
>probably in recognition of Pat Tillman '

>

>AVA (our gold-laden "friends" in California) - they've moved their gala event from 22
October to TBD - perhaps next spring. Something about the manager of the Wiltshire hotel
in Beverly Hill having left, etc. (I'd guess he gave them a break on $$ for their event).
>

>V/R

(b)(6)

P




From: PO aw, Jes ocdcs

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 4:26 PM
To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.
Wow -- enough advanced notice that we might be able to participate. Can you find

out when they want the Chairman to talk to the group?

August 18
: CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,

, OASD-PA; SD-PA; Whitman

CIV, OASD-PA; cIv, osp; 06 T

CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;[BE = |

CIV, JCS VCJCS; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA;

Capt. USMC, OASD-PA; D OASD-PA
®O = e c1v, ofp; Wm’ oso; PO
e ] ssgt, 0SD CIV, OSD

Military Outreach September 8th.

George, COL, OASD-PA:
Brvan, SES, OASD-PA;
CTR, OSD-P&R; Barber, Alllson,
CIV, JCS 0OCJCS;

>Cc:
0SD;
>Subject:
>

>Per Mr. Di Rita we would like to do the Outreach (Military Analysts) - Looking at
Wednesday 8 September:

>

>11:00am - Prep

>11:15am-12:00 - Outreach

>
>Let me know if those times/date work - thanks, -

>

>




From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 5:06 PM
To: dlv, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

Can you check with Archie and get the timeline?

Thanks.

V/R

Col H

> --~-- Original Message-----

>From: E, CIv, JCS 0CJCs

>Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 4:26 PM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

>

> Wow -- enough advanced notice that we might be able to participate. Can you find

out when they want the Chairman to talk to the group?

Wednesda August 18, 2004 4:27 PM

>To: CIVv, OSD;

George, COL, OASD—P‘/, OASD-PA;
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA; cIv, OSD;-

CTR, OSD-P&R: Barber. Alli CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;
CIV, JCS OCJCS;ﬂCIv, JCS VCJCS; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA;
LTC, OASD-PA

CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,
OASD-PA; Whitman

OASD-PA; D

avis, Archie
>Ce: c1v, osp; ®OI = TN T c1v, osp; PO c1v,
0SD; ssgt, osp; BE T CcIv, OSD
>Subject: Military Outreach September 8th.

>

>Per Mr. Di Rita we would like to do the Outreach (Military Analysts) - Looking at
Wednesday 8 September:

>

>11:00am - Prep

>11:15am-12:00 - Outreach

>

>Let me know if those times/date work - thanks, -

>

>

>




From: _ ClV, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2004 8:07 AM

To: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

Cc: . Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

Archie, Do you have the times for CJCS participation? Please let me know soonest so we
can block on his schedule.

Many thanks, _ OCJCS/PA_

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, ©CJCS/PA
>Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 5:06 PM
>To: @O CIV, OCJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.
>

>Can you check with Archie and get the timeline?

>Thanks.

>V/R

>Col H

>

> ----- Original Message-----

~From ®Om . W c1v, gcs ocacs

>Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 4:26 PM
>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
>Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.
>

> Wow -- enough advanced notice that we might be able to participate. Can you find
out when they want the Chairman to talk to the group? :

August 18, 2004 4:27 PM

>To: CIV, OSD; CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,
George, COL, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA; SD-PA; Whitman,
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; B®T T CIV, OASD-PA; CIV, OSD;

. CTR, OSD-P&R; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;

CIV, JCs ocdcs; @ 0l . ] CIV, JCS VCJCS; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA;

Capt. USMC, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA
SSgt, OSD; CIVv, 0OSD

Military Outreach September 8th.

>Subject:
>

>Per Mr. Di Rita we would like to do the Outreach (Military Analysts) - Looking at
Wednesday 8 September:

>

>11:00am - Prep

>11:15am-12:00 - OQutreach

>
>Let me know if those times/date work - thanks, -
>
>



From: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Must 19, 2004 8:32 AM

To: ClV, OCJCS/PA

Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: RE: Military Outreach September 8th.

I will bring the memo with the invited attendee list today requesting CJCS participation
10:45-11:15 a.m. I recall the CJCS is TDY that week. Should I make this request for
VCJCS?

Archie

Crron: . DO

>From: CIV, 0CJCs/pA
>Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2004 8:07 AM

>To: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

>Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0OCJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

>

>Archie, Do you have the times for CJCS participation? Please let me know socnest so we
can block on his schedule.

>

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0OCJCS/PA
>Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 5:06 PM
>To: BEOITTTTTTTCIV, 0CJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.
>

Fyou check with Archie and get the timeline?
>Thanks.

>V/R

>Col H

Original Message---—--
% CIV, Jcs ocJcs

Wednesday, August 18, 2004 4:26 PM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

>

> Wow -- enough advanced notice that we might be able to participate. Can you find
out when they want the Chairman to talk to the group?

August 18,
CIVv, OSD; CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,
George, COL, OASD-PA;

o 000000 |
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; CIV, OASD-PA; CIV, 0OSD;
Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;

., CTR, OSD-P&R
CIV, JCS VCJCS; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA;

: Barber
c1v, gcs ocgcs; BIENE SN
LTC, OASD-PA

Capt. USMC, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie,
>Cc: —CIV, 0SD; CIV, 0SD; _ CIV,
0SD; 8sgt, OSD; CIiv, 0OSD

>Subject: Military Outreach September 8th.
>

>Per Mr. Di Rita we would like to do the Outreach (Military Analysts) - Looking at
1

2004 4:27 PM




Wednesday 8 September:

>

>11:00am - Prep

>11:15am-12:00 - Outreach

z : . )©)
>Let me know if those times/date work - thanks,
>

>




(b))

From: P& cwv, ocicsipa

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2004 10:

To: : Davns Archie, LTC, OASD-PA;®© ClV, OSD 56

Cc: ®EOTTIET T Clv, JCS OCJCS; B | MAJ. JCS. SJS] cv,
OCJCS/PATHaddmkﬂLe[LcKaTe) Col, OCJCS/PA;[P® | TSgt, JCS
OCJCS/PARI® LTC, OCJCS/PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PABI®
BEITTTT] SMSgt, OCJCS/PAPI®) |GOVT, OCJCS/PA; [BiE) Col,
OCJCS

Subject: RE: Military Outreach September 8th.

Importance: High

Archie - CJCS will be here on the 8 September, he leaves on TDY on the 10th. Please bring
the material addressed CJCS for the 1045-1115 timeslot. Thanks!

©)6) | Do you know anything about 3 September SecDef's Town Hall with Joint Staff?
We understand it is from 1100-1130, in and you have the action. We will need to
bring this to DJS - VADM Keating's attention for input. Appreciate any details you can
provide, so we can staff appropriately.

Many thanks for your helpfulness!

V/R

®© | ocacs/ra, )

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

>Sent ; Th , August 19, 2004 8:32 AM

>To: (06 CIV, 0CJCS/PA '

>Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0CJCS/PA
>Subject: RE: Military Outreach September 8th.

>
>I will bring the memo with the invited attendee list today requesting CJCS participation
10:45-11:15 a.m. I recall the CJCS is TDY that week. Should I make this request for

VCJCs?

>

>Archie

>

> —---- Original Message-----

> From: ®)©) | crv, ocJcs/pa

> Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2004 8:07 AM

> To: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

> Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

> Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.
>

> Archie, Do you have the times for CJCS participation? Please let me know soonest so

we can block on his schedule.

>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>

(b))

| ocacs/ea PP

Many thanks,

————— Original Message-----

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0OCJCS/PA
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 5:06 PM

To: [0 |“c1v, ocJcs/pa

Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

Can you check with Archie and get the timeline?
Thanks.




> V/R

> Col H

>

> 0 ----- Original Message-----

> From: * CIV, JCS 0CJCs

> Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2004 4:26 PM

> To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

> Subject: FW: Military Outreach September 8th.

>

> Wow -- enough advanced notice that we might be able to participate. Can you
find out when they want the Chairman to talk to the group?

>

>

>

>

> Sent: Wednesda t 18, 2004 4:27 PM

> To: CIV, 0SD; CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance,
George, COL, OASD-PA;

Bryan, SES, OASD-PA;

CIV, OASD-PA;

OASD-PA; Whi
CTR, OSD-P&R; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA;
c1v, Jgcs ocacs;®® L I ] cIv, Jcs vedacs; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA;
Capt. USMC, OASD-PA; Davis, LTC, OASD-PA

Archie
v osh; c1v, osp; O]
SSgt, 0SD; CcIV, OSD

Military Outreach September 8th.

> Cc:
CIV, 0SD;

> Subject:
>

> Per Mr. Di Rita we would like to do the Outreach (Military Analysts) - Looking at
Wednesday 8 September:

>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>

11:00am - Prep
11:15am-12:00 - Outreach

Let me know if those times/date work - thanks,




(b))

From: EEIITcIv, ocJcs/PA

Sent: ust 24,2004 9:55 AM

To: ®E® " ICIv, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA
Cc: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Subject: Military Analysts and Service Organizations

Importance: High

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

b)(6
Greetings Archie and(X)

We are compiling Holiday lists for General Myers and will need names and addresses of
military analysts in the area and also the updated list of commanders and executive

officers of service organizations. Appreciate your assistance in providing me that
information this week.

As always -- many thanks for all your support!

v/Rr PO ocJcs/pa, @




(b))

From: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Friday, September 10, 2004 4:24 PM

To: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

Ce: BE 1T |CIV, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Subject: Addresses

Archie,

Could you send us the electrons of your military analyst address list... We want to add

them to our protocol list...

Thanks,
FT

Frank Thorp

Captain, USN ‘

Special Assistant for Public Affairs

to the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
(b)(2)




(b))

From: Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, September 13, 2004 5:40 PM

To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Cc: CIV, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: RE: Addresses

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Attachments: Retired Military Analysts.doc

Retired Military
Analysts.doc ...
Frank,

Of course, I can. Anything for my cell mate.

Archie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

>Sent: Friday, September 10, 2004 4:24 PM

>To: Davis, Archie, LTC, OASD-PA

>Cc: BB | CIv, 0CJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
>Subject: Addresses

>

>Archie,

>

>Could you send us the electrons of your military analyst address list... We want to add

them to our protocol list...

>

>Thanks,

>FT

>

>Frank Thorp

>Captain, USN

>Special Assistant for Public Affairs

>to the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
b))




RETIRED MILITARY ANALYSTS
(As of September 13, 2004)

Colonel Carl Kenneth Allard (USA, Retired)

Mr. Jed Babbin ‘AF| Former JAG)
Ma|'or Robert S. Bevelaciua ‘USA, Retired)

Admiral Dennis C. Blair (USN, Retired)
President

Institute for Defense Analyses

4850 Mark Center Drive

Alexandria, Virginia 22311-1882

Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (USAF, Retired)
Vice President for Advanced Concepts

Lockheed Martin

Flint Hill One, Suite 600

10530 Rosehaven Street

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Dr. James Jay Carafano (LTC, USA, Retired)
Senior Fellow

The Heritage Foundation

214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE

Washington, DC 20002

Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan (USMC, Retired)
President

WVC3 Group, Incorporated

1800 Alexander Bell Drive

Reston, Virginia 20191

Major Dana R. Dillon (USA, Retired)
Heritage Foundation

214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington, DC 20002

General Wayne A. Downini (USA, Retired)




Colonel (Tim) J. Eads (USA, Retired)
Blackbird Technologies, Incorporated
13900 Lincoln Park Drive, Suite 400
Herndon, Virginia 20171

General Ronald Fogelman (USAF, Retired)

Lieutenant Colonel Rick Franiona (USAF, Retired)

Colonel John Garrett (USMC, Retired)
Partner

Patton Boggs, LLP

2550 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037

Lieutenant General Buster Glosson (USAF, Retired)
Eagle Limited

4201 Congress Street, Suite 240

Charlotte, North Carolina 28209

Brigadier General David L.Grange (USA, Retired)
Executive Vice President and Chief Operating Officer
McCormick Tribune Foundation

435 North Michigan Avenue, Suite 770

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer (USA, Retired)
The Steven J. Greer Foundation

Colonel Jack Jacobs (USA, Retired

Admiral David E. Jeremiah (USN, Retired)
Partner and President

Technology Strategies & Alliances Corporation
5242 Lyngate Court

Burke, Virginia 22015

General George Joulwan (USA, Retired)




General William F. “Buck” Kernan (USA, Retired)
(b)(6)

Colonel Glenn Lackey (USA, Retired)

Operations Officer

Center for National Security Human Capital Management
U.S. Office of Personnel Management

1900 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20415

Colonel Walter P. Lang, Jr. (USA, Retired)
O)

Admiral Thomas Joseph Lopez (USN, Retired)
President

Information Manufacturing Corporation

7000 Infantry Ridge Road, Suite 200
Manassas, Virginia 20109

Lieutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis (USA, Retired)
(b)(6)

Colonel Jeff McCausland, (USA, Retired)
Director

Clarke Center, Dickinson College
Carlisle, Pennsylvania 17013

Lieutenant General Thomas McInerney (USAF, Retired)
(b)(6)

General Montgomery Meigs (USA, Retired)

Louis A. Bantle Professor of Government and Business Policy
Maxwell School of Syracuse University

Department of Public Administration

215 Eggers Hall

Syracuse, New York 13244

Major F. Andy Messing Jr. (USAR, Retired)
National Defense Council Foundation

1220 King Street, Suite 230

Alexandria, Virginia- 22314

General Thomas S. Moorman, Jr. (USAF, Retired)
Booz Allen Hamilton, Incorporated

8283 Greensboro Drive

McLean, Virginia 22102



Major General Michael J. Nardotti, Jr. (USA, Retired)
Patton Boggs, LLP

2550 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037-1350

Captain Chuck Nash (USN, Retired)

General William L. Nash (USA, Retired)

Senior Fellow and Director, Center for Preventive Action
Council on Foreign Relations

1779 Massachusetts Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20036

General Glen K. Otis (USA, Retired)

General Joseph Ralston (USAF, Retired)
Vice Chairman

The Cohen Group

1200 19™ Street, NW, Suite 400
Washington, DC 20036

Lieutenant General Erv Rokke (USAF, Retired)

Major General Robert H. Scales, Jr. (USA, Retired)

General Hugh Shelton (USA, Retired)
President, International Operations

M.I.C. Industries, Incorporated

One Fountain Square, 11911 Freedom Drive
Reston, Virginia 20190

Ma|' or General Donald W. Sheiierd (USAF, Retired)

Lieutenant Colonel Carlton Sherwood (USMC, Retired)

Major General Perry Smith (USAF, Retired)




Captain Martin L. Strong (USN, Retired)
Chief Executive Officer

Guardian Group International

1028 Jeanett Way

Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor (USMC, Retired)
Director of National Security Programs

John F. Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University
80 Potter Pond

Lexington, Massachusetts 02421

Major General Paul E. Vallely (USA, Retired)
(b)(6)

Colonel John Warden (USAF, Retired)
President

Venturist, Incorporated

8233 Old Federal Road

Montgomery, Alabama 36117 -

General Larry D. Welch (USAF, Retired)
Senior Fellow

Institute for Defense Analyses

4850 Mark Center Drive

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

General Charles E. Wilhelm (USMC, Retired)
Battelle

1725 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 601
Arlington, Virginia 22202

General Tom Wilkerson (USMC, Retired)
Chief Executive Officer and Publisher
U.S. Naval Institute

291 Wood Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21402




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, September 13, 2004 6:48 PM

To: ()®) GOVT, OCJCS/PA ©)®)

Cc: (©)6) SMSgt, OCJCS/PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Clv,
OCJCS/PA

Subject: RETIRED MILITARY ANALYSTS list -- to add to Holiday invite list

Attachments: Retired Military Analysts.doc

Retired Military
Analysts.doc ... ©)®)

Below list needs to be added to the Holiday Reception list you are working on.

This list should be your number one prlorlty We are way overdue with Protocol..

I want to see it before we turn it back in -- to include the copies that people have
marked corrections/additions on.

See me with any questions.

Thanks.

V/R

Col H




RETIRED MILITARY ANALYSTS
(As of September 13, 2004)

Colonel Carl Kenneth Allard (USA, Retired)
©)©)

Mr. Jed Babbin (AF, Former JAG)
(b)(6)

Major Robert S. Bevelacqua (USA, Retired)
B)®)

Admiral Dennis C. Blair (USN, Retired)
President

Institute for Defense Analyses

4850 Mark Center Drive

Alexandria, Virginia 22311-1882

Lieutenant General Frank B. Campbell (USAF, Retired)
Vice President for Advanced Concepts

Lockheed Martin

Flint Hill One, Suite 600

10530 Rosehaven Street

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Dr. James Jay Carafano (LTC USA, Retired)
Senior Fellow

The Heritage Foundation

214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE

Washington, DC 20002

Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan (USMC, Retired)
President

WVC3 Group, Incorporated

1800 Alexander Bell Drive

Reston, Virginia 20191

Major Dana R. Dillon (USA, Retired)
Heritage Foundation

214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington, DC 20002

General Wayne A. Downing (USA, Retired)
(b)(6)




Colonel (Tim) J. Eads (USA, Retired)
Blackbird Technologies, Incorporated
13900 Lincoln Park Drive, Suite 400
Herndon, Virginia 20171

General Ronald Fogelman (USAF, Retired)

Lieutenant Colonel Rick Francona (USAF, Retired)

Colonel John Garrett (USMC, Retired)
Partner

Patton Boggs, LLP

2550 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037

Lieutenant General Buster Glosson (USAF, Retired)
Eagle Limited

4201 Congress Street, Suite 240

Charlotte, North Carolina 28209

Brigadier General David L.Grange (USA, Retired)
Executive Vice President and Chief Operating Officer
McCormick Tribune Foundation

435 North Michigan Avenue, Suite 770

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer (USA, Retired)
The Steven J. Greer Foundation

Colonel Jack Jacobs (USA, Retired)

Admiral David E. Jeremiah (USN, Retired)
Partner and President

Technology Strategies & Alliances Corporation
5242 Lyngate Court

Burke, Virginia 22015

General George Joulwan (USA, Retired)




General William F. “Buck” Kernan (USA, Retired)

Colonel Glenn Lackey (USA, Retired)

Operations Officer

Center for National Security Human Capital Management
U.S. Office of Personnel Management

1900 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20415

Colonel Walter P. Lang, Jr. (USA, Retired)

Admiral Thomas Joseph Lopez (USN, Retired)
President

Information Manufacturing Corporation

7000 Infantry Ridge Road, Suite 200
Manassas, Virginia 20109

Lieutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis (USA, Retired)

Colonel Jeff McCausland, (USA, Retired)
Director

Clarke Center, Dickinson College
Carlisle, Pennsylvania 17013

Lieutenant General Thomas MclInerney (USAF, Retired)

General Montgomery Meigs (USA, Retired)

Louis A. Bantle Professor of Government and Business Policy
Maxwell School of Syracuse University

Department of Public Administration

215 Eggers Hall

Syracuse, New York 13244

Major F. Andy Messing Jr. (USAR, Retired)
National Defense Council Foundation

1220 King Street, Suite 230

Alexandria, Virginia 22314

General Thomas S. Moorman, Jr. (USAF, Retired)
Booz Allen Hamilton, Incorporated

8283 Greensboro Drive

McLean, Virginia 22102




Major General Michael J. Nardotti, Jr. (USA, Retired)
Patton Boggs, LLP

2550 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037-1350

Captain Chuck Nash (USN, Retired)

General William L. Nash (USA, Retired)

Senior Fellow and Director, Center for Preventive Action
Council on Foreign Relations

1779 Massachusetts Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20036

General Glen K. Otis (USA, Retired)

- General Joseph Ralston (USAF, Retired)
Vice Chairman
The Cohen Group
1200 19" Street, NW, Suite 400
Washington, DC 20036

Lieutenant General Erv Rokke (USAF, Retired)

Major General Robert H. Scales, Jr. (USA, Retired)

General Hugh Shelton (USA, Retired)
President, International Operations

M.I.C. Industries, Incorporated

One Fountain Square, 11911 Freedom Drive
Reston, Virginia 20190

Major General Donald W. Shepperd (USAF, Retired)

Lieutenant Colonel Carlton Sherwood (USMC, Retired)

h (USAF, Retired)




Captain Martin L. Strong (USN, Retired)
Chief Executive Officer

Guardian Group International

1028 Jeanett Way

Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Lieutenant General Bernard Trainor (USMC, Retired)
Director of National Security Programs

John F. Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University
80 Potter Pond

Lexington, Massachusetts 02421

(b%l)aior General Paul E. Vallely (USA, Retired)

Colonel John Warden (USAF, Retired)
President

Venturist, Incorporated

8233 Old Federal Road

Montgomery, Alabama 36117

General Larry D. Welch (USAF, Retired)
Senior Fellow

Institute for Defense Analyses

4850 Mark Center Drive

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

General Charles E. Wilhelm (USMC, Retired)
Battelle

1725 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 601
Arlington, Virginia 22202

General Tom Wilkerson (USMC, Retired)
Chief Executive Officer and Publisher
U.S. Naval Institute

291 Wood Road

Annapolis, Maryland 21402




(b))

From: LTC, OASD-PA

Sent: Frlda November 05, 2004 6:44 PM G

To: Lt Col, OASD-PA;®X® LTC OASD-PA,; CDR,
OCJCS/PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PARI®) \OASD PA; Merritt, Roxie T.
CAPT, OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Subject: FW: CONFERENCE CALL SATURDAY MORNING !!!l

FYI

‘(b) (©)

Lieutenant Colonel, USA
Defense Press Officer
Office of the Assistant Secretary Of Defense (Public Affairs)
office: [B@ TJDSN:(MQ)

Fax: ‘(b)(2)

Things don't change much:
"A lie can travel halfway around the world while the truth is putting on its shoes."
Mark Twain 1835 - 1910

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: (b)(®) CIV OASD-PA

>Sent: Friday, November 05, 2004 5:06 PM

>To: [0 LTC, OASD-PA

>Subject: FW: CONFERENCE CALL SATURDAY MORNING !!1!!

>
>Here ya gdo.

‘(b) (©)

>Program Support Specialist

>0ffice of the Secretary of Defense
>Public Affairs (Room (b))
>Telephone: (b)(2)

>Fax:
>
>PLEASE SEE INVITE BELOW.
>

>

>MEMORANDUM

>

>To: Retired Military Analysts

>

>From: Colonel Archie Davis

> Director, Community Relations and Public Affairs
> Office of the Secretary of Defense

>

>Date: November 5, 2004

>

>Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

>

>We invite you to part1c1pate in a conference call, Saturday, November 6, 2004 from 8:00
AM to 9:00 AM.

>

>Topics to be discussed are: **Colonel Davis will follow this email tonight with a
message explaining the topic of discussion.

>

>Participants in this conference call will be Lieutenant General Thomas Metz, III Corps.
Your host for this call will be Colonel Archie Davis.

>




>To participate in this conference call, please dial— or _ and

ask the operator to connect you to the Military Analysts conference call.

>
>Please R.S.V.P. to at
<mailto or call her at

>
>We hope you are able to participate.
>

>




From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Friday, November 05, 2004 7:15 PM

To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

Subject: FW: CONFERENCE CALL SATURDAY MORNING !!!!

May want to dial in if you can.
Gen Metz on background with the Retired Military Analysts Sat 6Nov 0800-0900 Ph numbers
below.

LTC, OASD-PA

: i vember 05, 2004 5:44 PM
>ToO: , Lt Col, OASD-PA; LTC OASD-PA; CDR,

OCJCS/PA; Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Col, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT,
OASD-PA; Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: CONFERENCE CALL SATURDAY MORNING !!!!

>

>

>FYTI

>Lieutenant Colonel, USA
>Defense Press Officer

>O0ffice of the Assistant Secretar f D se (Public Affairs)

>Fax:

>

>Things don't change much:

>"A lie can travel halfway around the world while the truth is putting
>on its shoes."”

>Mark Twain 1835 - 1910

Fri , November 05, 2004 5:06 PM

>ToO: LTC, OASD-PA

>Subject: FW: CONFERENCE CALL SATURDAY MORNING !!!!
>

>Here ya go.

o]
>Program Support Specialist
>0ffice of the Secretary of Defense

>Telephone:
>Fax:
>

>MEMORANDUM

>

>To: Retired Military Analysts

>

>From: Colonel Archie Davis

> Director, Community Relations and Public Affairs

> Office of the Secretary of Defense




>Date: November 5, 2004
>Re: Conference Call with Senior DoD Official

>We invite you to participate in a conference call, Saturday, November 6, 2004 from 8:00
AM to 9:00 AM.

>

>Topics to be discussed are: **Colonel Davis will follow this email tonight with a
message explaining the topic of discussion.

>

>Participants in this conference call will be Lieutenant General Thomas Metz, III Corps.
Your host for this call will be Colonel Archie Davis.

> o , , _ ‘(b)(2) ‘ D0
>To participate in this conference call, please dial or

ask the operator to connect you to the Military Analysts conference call.

and

ZPlease R.S.V.D. £P® | 20O 16 J

<mailto {BIE) (6)6) lor call her at ‘(b)(z)
>

>We hope you are able to participate.
>
>




From: TC OASD-PA

Sent: i er 19, 2004 9:59 Al

To: WLCDR, OCJCS/PA_ Maj, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen
(Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA '

Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call

Ma'am,

Note the time--I was thinking in Baghdad time.

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA

>Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 8:41 AM

>To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA; Col,
OASD—PA;— LTC OASD-PA; _LTC, OASD-PA; , Lt Col,
OASD-PA

>Subject: Military Analysts Conference Call

>

>All:

>

>The call-in information for the military analysts conference call is:

>

>

>

>We invite you to participate in a conference call, Saturday, November 20, 2004 from 8:30
am to 9:30 a.m. est.

>

>Topics to be discussed are: Operational Update on Iraqg.

>

>Participants in this conference call will be General Thomas Metz. Your host for this
call will be Colonel Archie Davis.

- ,
>To participate in this conference call, please dial _or _ and

ask the operator to connect you to the Military Analysts conference call.
>

>

>VR,

>

>Archie

>

>Colonel Archie Davis

>Director

>Community Relations & Public Liaison




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 11:54 AM

To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA v

Cc: ®® Maj, OCJCS/PA;2Y LCDR, OCJCS/PA

Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call

Capt Thorp,

There is a military analysts conference call tomorrow a.m. -- Sat, from 0830 to 0930 --

with Gen Metz.
Dial in info follows.
Thought you might be interested in listening in...

please dial P@ ‘or‘®X3 and ask the operator to connect you to the
Military Analysts conference call.

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: ®)©) LTC OASD-PA

>Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 9:59 AM

>To: [B)E) | LCDR, ocacs/pa; PO Maj, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen
(Katie), Col, 0OCJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call

>

>Ma'am,

>Note the time--I was thinking in Baghdad time.

>v/r

(b)®)

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA

>Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 8:41 AM )6

>To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA; Col,
OASD-PA; [B)6) ‘LTC OASD-PA; LTC, OASD-PA; [B® Lt Col,
OASD-PA

>Subject: Military Analysts Conference Call

>

>All:

>
>The call-in information for the military analysts conference call is:

>We invite you to participate in a conference call, Saturday, November 20, 2004 from 8:30
am to 9:30 a.m. est.

>

>Topics to be discussed are: Operational Update on Iraqg.

>

>Participants in this conference call will be General Thomas Metz. Your host for this
call will be Colonel Archie Davis.

> . , ) . 55 FMQ)
>To participate in this conference call, please dial [P® or
ask the operator to connect you to the Military Analysts conference call.

and

>Archie

>

>Colonel Archie Davis

>Director

>Community Relations & Public Liaison
(b)(2),(b)(6)







(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 6:00 PM
To: 'frank.thorp

Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call
Capt Thorp,

Below info provided for tomorrow's conference call.
B plans to call in too, just as a back-up.

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0OCJCS/PA

>Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 11:54 AM

>To: Thorp, Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA

>Cc: [B© | Maj, ocdcs/pa; PO | LcDR, ocacs/pa
>Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call

>

>Capt Thorp,

>There is a military analysts conference call tomorrow a.m. -- Sat, from 0830 to 0930 --
with Gen Metz.

>Dial in info follows.

>Thought you might be interested in listening in...

splease dial ()2 ‘or‘®xm and ask the operator to connect you to the
Military Analysts conference call.

>V/R

>Katie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: RL) |LTC OASD-PA

>Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 9:59 AM

>To: [BIE) LCDR, OCJCS/PA; (0)©) Maj, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen
(Katie), Col, o0CJCS/PA

>Subject: FW: Military Analysts Conference Call

>

>Ma'am,

>Note the time--I was thinking in Baghdad time.

>v/r

>

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA

>Sent: Friday, November 19, 2004 8:41 AM B0

>To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA; Col,
OASD-PA; (B)®E) LTC OASD-PA; (0)6) LTC, OASD-PA; ‘(b)(ﬁ) [ Lt Col,
OASD-PA

>Subject: Military Analysts Conference Call

>

>All:

>
>The call-in information for the military analysts conference call is:

>We invite you to participate in a conference call, Saturday, November 20, 2004 from 8:30
am to 9:30 a.m. est.

>

>Topics to be discussed are: Operational Update on Iraq.

> .
>Participants in this conference call will be General Thomas Metz. Your host for this
call will be Colonel Archie Davis.

> . . . . . 0@ ®@)
>To participate in this conference call, please dial or and

1




ask the operator to connect you to the Military Analysts conference call.
>

>

>VR,

>

>Archie

>

>Colonel Archie Davis
>Director

>Community Relations & Public Liaison
(b)(2),(b)(6)




(b))

From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 8:37 AM

To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Brooks, Vincent K BG OCPA

Cc: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA, Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Haddock, Ellen

(Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

we ought to think about a roundtable with military analysts that vcjcs, secarmy, and ltgen
blum can do today to put this whole armor/ng issue into better perspective.




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 8:41 AM

To: (b)(®) Clv, JCS VCJCS

Cc: CDR, OCJCS/PA;[B1®) Maj, OCJCS/PA; [2© LCDR,
OCJCS/PA

Subject: FW: ROUND TABLE

i - Heads 'up.

I'm on my way to a meeting at OSD PA...can't figure out if we're supposed to do the‘round
table today, or think about it today.
I should know more when I return.

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA
>Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 8:37 AM

>To: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Brooks, Vincent K BG OCPA

>Cc: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Haddock, Ellen
(Katie), Col, ocCJCs/Pa

>Subject:

>

>we ought to think about a roundtable with military analysts that vcjcs, secarmy, and
ltgen blum can do today to put this whole armor/ng issue into better perspective.

>

>




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 10:16 AM

To: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA ®O

Ce: Barber, Allson, CIV, OASD-PABIELL S cDR, ocJcs/PA; 2@ coR,
OCJCS/PA;®)® | Maj, OCJCS/PA

Subject: RE: One Pager Meeting - Tactics for Abizaid/Casey

George --

I'll be at the 1030 One-Pager mtg; others from this office (and J3) will cover the 1100 on
rotation notification.

Also, I have TENTATIVELY marked Gen Pace's calendar for a military analysts' conf call
this afternoon at 1645-1715. Included 1630-1645 prep; not sure if Gen Blum and/or Gen
Schoomaker will be available, or if there would be interest in some "combined" prep time.
Sorry it's late, but that's the best I could do with the general's schedule.

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Message-----

>From: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA
>Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 9:41 AM

\ . b)®
>To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD—PA;¥)() ‘CIV, 0SD;

Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA

>Cc: [BE | Capt. USMC, OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; ‘(b)(ﬁ)
SFC, OASD-PA; () | CIV, OASD-PA
>Subject: One Pager Meeting - Tactics for Abizaid/Casey

>
>Could we meet at 1030? Would like to use the Press Ops conference room since LD has an
appointment at that time. Mr. Ruff has the lead for the meeting and will chair same.
Suggest each of you come with some thoughts on the tactics we could employ for Abizaid and
Casey next week.... If the press ops conf room is busy, might we be able to meet in Ms.
Barber's office? Thanks, please let me know if you can come.

>

>Katie Haddock -- given your meeting schedule this morning, please feel free to send a
sub....
>

>GR

>

>




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 1:05 PM

To: ®©)® |coL, JCS VC ®)®)

Cc: ®®) PARE LCDR, OCJCS/PA; Maj,
OCJCS/PA{R® CIV, JCS VCJCS ,

Subject: FW: CONF CALL TODAY 4:45 PM

(b))

I'll bring this to the prep, but didn't know if Gen Pace would appreciate this seed
earlier than that -- or if he would have time to read it. Gen Meigs is usually on these
Military Analysts' conference calls, and he has some rather specific discussion items on
Armored vehicles...his email follows.

V/R

Katie

----- Original Message----- ©®
From: Montgomery Meigs [mailto:mcmeigs@
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 11:54 AM
To: (0O | cIv oAsD-PA
Subject: RE: CONF CALL TODAY 4:45 PM

I'm still working my schedule.

The issue still not addressed by 0SD remains the tradeoffs made by the Army on where it
expended it's investments on new gear. As you all know, Gen Schoomaker has done a
tremendous job of getting the newest, best gear out to the troops. But there's never
enough money to go around. So I'm sure there were reasonable tradeoffs made as to what to
buy on the margin. I'm also not sure the Army knew that the company involved had extra
capacity. Remember, the people who do the contracting often don't communicate those kinds
of things to the operators as a matter of procedure.

I'd also be interested in knowing whether young trooper Wilson, a scout, had an armored
Hummer. As a scout he should have and I suspect his unit does have them, and if so, he
was not digging in landfills and was put up to the question by the reporter who was
observing - most likely - people from truck units looking for extra protection. I can't
think of a time other than with "gun trucks" in Viet Nam that we armored 2 1/2 and 5 ton
trucks. There may be a point of explanation there that can be helpful.

As you know there is an ethical issue here as well. As a matter of professional ethics,
reporters are not supposed to insert themselves in the news. Clearly that happened in
this case. Not something one can argue in the heat of the initial days of the story, but
a consideration nonetheless.

MCM

————— Original Message----- BI6)
From: (b)(®) CIV OASD-PA [mailto:
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 11:38 AM

To: Montgomery Meigs
Subject: RE: CONF CALL TODAY 4:45 PM

Should I put you on the participants list?
(b)(6)

(b)®) ‘
Program Support Specialist

Office of the Secretary of Defense
Public Affairs (Room(®@

Telephone: (b)(2)




Fax:

MEMORANDUM

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

(b))

Retired Military Analysts

Colonel Archie Davis

Director, Community Relations and Public Affairs
Office of the Secretary of Defense

12-13-04

Conference Call with Senior DoD Officials

We invite you to participate in a conference call, TODAY, Decéember 13th from
4:45 pm to 5:15 pm.

Topics to be discussed are: Armor issue in Iraq

Participants in this conference call will be General Peter Pace, Vice Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff. Your host for this call will be Colonel Archie Davis.

To participate in this conference call, please dial @@ or

(b))

Please R.S.V.P. to®® | at‘

and ask the operator to connect you to the Military Analysts conference call.

()(6) (b)(6)

<mai1to{m@)

’M@) or call her at D@

We hope you are able to participate.




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 6:43 PM

To: ®)©) COL OCPA'

Subject: RE: Military Analyst Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)
Thanks Joe -- your summary is much shorter (and more to the point) than the one I'm
working on to forward to Capt Thorp/Gen Myers...

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Messadge-----

>From "o COL OCPA [mailto:mxa

>Sent: Monday, December 13, 2004 6:35 PM

>To: [BXE) | coL, ocpa

(B)6) OCPA; Sorenson, Jeffrey A BG(P) ASA(ALT); Haddock, Ellen (Katie) Col
Col OASD-PA

>Subject: Military Analyst Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

>

>Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

>Caveats: NONE

>

>Sir: GEN Pace and BG Sorenson participated in an OSD PA hosted teleconference today with
15 military analyst. Brief remarks made by each general officer followed by some
excellent questions by the military analyst. All on the record. Bullet summary below:

S

>* GEN PACE KEY COMMENTS:

>

> * Challenge today is to balance equipment versus tactics for troops deployed
throughout Iraqg.

>

> * Requirement changed over time as a thinking enemy found innovative

>methods to attack our troops using IEDs

>

> * Provided definition for the three levels of protection provided on vehicles going
into Iraqg.

>

> * Provided a short summary of the two SECARMY directed task forces underway to look
at both the manufacturing base and the IED threat.

>

> * Provided context on what the Army has done over time to armor
>vehicles

>

> * Made clear that armor is only part of protecting Marines and

>Soldiers: training, lessons learned, TTPs, and technology are also key
>elements

>

>*BG SORENSON

>

> * Summarized number of vehicles armored to date: wunparalleled
>accomplishment versus any other coalition nation

> * Army is accelerating FMTV armored vehicles into theater

> * Emphasized funding is there and we are working closely with

>industry to meet demand

>

> * Pointed out the incredible testing effort on-going: tested over

>1,000 "coupons" of materials

>

> * Added emphasis that armor is only part of the solution to protecting troops --
same points as above.

>




>0SD PA officials very pleased with the engagement. Believe this made a big difference to
help counter media misperceptions.

> (b)(6)
>VR, COL
>

>

>Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
>Caveats: NONE
>




(b))

From: Di Rita, Larry, CIV, OSD-OASD-PA

Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2004 8:01 AM

To: Ruff, Eric, SES, OASD-PA

Cc: Whitman, Bryan, SES, OASD-PA,; Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Rhynedance, George,

COL, OASD-PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Please share your ideas about generals casey and abizaid with Lessel and pittman and let
them know this is what we are thinking about.

Don’t distribute that full plan you developed that includes secdef and depsec ideas. Just
share the thoughts about casey and abizaid and see how people feel about it.

I think it would be particularly important to ensure one or both of them speak with the
military analysts, and does some kind of public event, too.

™Tnx. .




(b))

From: (26 | TSgt, JCS, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2004 1:24 PM

To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Subject: Military analysts transcript for posting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Attachments: 041213 - VCJCS Conference Call with Army Maj. Gen. Jeffrey Sorenson and.doc

041213 - VCICS
Conference Call...
Col Haddock,

Attached is the Military analyst conference call you requested me format.

L)6) TSgt, USAF

Office of the Chairman, JCS

i ic Affairs
(b)(2)
Fax




GENERAL PETER PACE, USMC
Vice Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff
Conference Call with Army Maj. Gen. Jeffrey Sorenson ahd
Col. Lynn Callyer and Military Analysts

December 13, 2004

HOST COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: It is my privilege to introduce you to the group
that will be speaking with us today. We’ve got General Pace, Vice Chairman, Joint
Chiefs of Staff. We have General Sorenson, Deputy for Acquisition Systems
Management, Army Secretary. And then we have Colonel Callyer from Army G8.
Gentlemen, one change in the way we normally do these type things. Today the
discussion is on the record. It’s on the record gentlemen. With that I’ll pass the mike to
General Pace for opening statement and then after that we will take your questions.
General Pace, please sir.

GENERAL PACE: Thanks very much and thanks everybody for taking time to be on
the phone call. Ijust wanted to make myself available along the guys here from the
Army to try to put some things in context and answer your questions. Basically we’ve
got a challenge in Iraq with regard to force protection for our soldiers and our marines
that balances both, I guess the equipment that we have available to them and the tactics
that we employ with that equipment. You take the equipment side, going from most
protected to least protected, you can put people in tanks or Bradley’s or up-armored
humvees or thin-skinned humvees or walking the streets in flack jacket and helmet or
walking the street without flack jacket and helmet. And on the high end the more
protected you are the more isolated you are from the civilian populace, and on the low
end the less protected you are the less isolated you are. That’s the science part, of course,
as you all know the art is to try to figure out where you ought to be on that spectrum of
protection so you can get both protection for your troops and the most influence with the
population. But you sure don’t want a heavy footprint or an oppressive footprint.

So about May-June of 2003, after the major combat operations, we went to about a 1/3
armored; 2/3™ wheeled vehicle mix and were out in the light-skinned humvees and ended
up with a thinking enemy. Then around the October-November timeframe in 2003
started really employing IED’s and VB-IED’s in a heavy way. Which caused the
commanders on the ground to reassess how they were employing their troops. Took the
commanders desired armored vehicles from about 2,000 in the June-July timeframe up to
about 15,000 required in around the November timeframe and since that time it has
ramped up to about double that number. So as we’ve gone through the series of attacks
on our troops and we’ve seen the usefulness, especially the up-armored humvee because
it’s about small enough not to be an oppressive type vehicle but it’s substantial enough to
protect the troops. You’ve seen that shift in emphasis. There are basically three levels of
protection or three ways of getting to that level of protection. One is the factory installed.




You buy the up-armored humvee and it arrives in theater built and ready to go. The
second is the humvees in theater and you buy the add-on kits from the manufacturers and
apply those to the vehicles in theater. And the third is the folks in theater doing what

- good soldiers and Marines do which is putting on locally fabricated protection, to be able

to fill in the gap while industry ramps up.

We have done a lot procurement wise, there is a lot more we need to do. Right now
we’ve got a little bit over 15,000 armored vehicles in theater. By the end of January we
will have probably about 22,000 and by the end of March probably have about 28,000.
Which is a very healthy application of money and industry. We spent about $1.2 billion
so far on increases to armored protection and there is another $2.4 billion to be spent to
round out the protective requirements over there right now.

The Secretary of the Army has stood up two task forces. One, again on the equipment
side, is looking at every part of the continuum with the manufacturers to see if we can’t
run a little bit faster, jump a little bit higher, to get the proper equipment to the troops
faster. And the other one that was stood up around last October when the IED problem
started to manifests itself and that is what is called the IED Task Force. It is a side of the
equation that deals with the tactics, techniques and procedures that capture the data from
the attacks on our forces with these weapons. Analyze the results of those attacks, share
the information in theater immediately and then send it back here to the states where the
Army Task Force can work on it and prepare new tactics, techniques and procedures and
try them out, out in the desert in California to see what works best.

One more thing then I’1l stop talking at you and start listening and that is on interceptive
body armor part, I think you all know that that was a state of the art piece of equipment
when we started the war, it worked exceptionally well. We were producing about 1,200
sets per month. We are now producing 25,000 sets per month. Everybody in the
CENTCOM theater of operations, all U.S. military, all U.S. government employees, have
a set of this protective gear and the Army will continue to buy these at the rate of 25,000
a month until we’ve got the Army and Marine Corp completely outfitted. Let me stop
there and turn this back to our moderator.

COLONEL DAVIS: Sir, would you have comments that you’d like to make or would
you like to go into questions?

GENERAL SORENSON: Just let me put a couple of other sound bites on there which I
think, just to follow on to what General Pace said and that was I think it’s noteworthy that
over the last fourteen months as General Pace says we have begun to just the armoring
capability there. This nation has armored over 20,000 vehicles, which is something I
think if you look at the context of what other nations or other armies could have done.
Probably unparalleled. The second thing is, as he relates to the Task Force, already we
are beginning to work with acceleration of deliveries of capabilities for the FM TV,
which is the family of medium tactical vehicles and some of our heavier fleets as well, to
accelerate some of that capability into theater. But clearly as has been mentioned before,
the focus initially from the theater was to make sure that we could up-armor the light




skinned vehicles, specifically the humvees, because those were more in harms way and
we have now shifted that focus because of where we are with up-armoring the vehicles,
both the vehicles in-country with armor as well as the delivery of up-armored humvees
from the factory as well as from other major commands, as well as other services. We
are now shifting that focus to the medium and heavy truck fleet and attempting to get
those fleets up-armored here within the early springtime.

COLONEL DAVIS: Ok gentlemen, with that we will take your questions at this time.

KEN ALLARD: General Sorenson, this is Ken Allard. I am curious as to what
roadblocks you are finding right now in the procurement process and where they exist. Is
it in the procurement system, the funding system or in industry itself?

GENERAL SORENSON: Well when you say roadblocks I’m not sure specifically
what. ..

" KEN ALLARD: Constraints. Bad term was roadblocks. Constraints.

GENERAL SORENSON: Well I think at this point in time we have been able to work
with not only the Army but the OSD staff, as well as with the Hill in getting the funding
that we need. We have had some difficulties in some cases, I can go back into one
particular design, whereby when the requirement came in we didn’t have a design for one
of these particular vehicles. We built the design, then we found we had some quality
control problems, we had to go back and fix it. But the long poles in the tent have clearly
been getting steel. We now have three steel manufacturers that are producing the steel.
We have all the depots basically producing these kits, as well as manufacturers, so from
the standpoint of constraints or roadblocks at this point in time I would say that if there
was a roadblock we have certainly busted through it at this point in time.

PAUL VALLELY: Can you talk a little more in depth on some of the tactics,
unclassified basis, that we’re able to use over there now since October 2003?

COLONEL DAVIS: Vallely, who would you like to address your question?

PAUL VALLELY: Well anyone that can answer. You know cell phone triangulation,
over head surveillance, convoy protection, anything that we could use that would give us
a little more definitive on the force protection and tactics that we’re using.

GENERAL PACE: Paul, this is Pete Pace. Let me try in an unclassified mode to
answer that and then I'll ask the guys here from the Army too, if they’ve got anything
they want to add. Clearly we have some tactical means available to determine where
IED’s may be and some technical means available to try to get those things to function or
not function when they are not suppose to. A lot of time and effort put into
understanding the changing tactics of the enemy employing them. First it was one IED
and then they would put that in place and we would change our tactics so they put in
more and then as we responded to that they have another one go off. So it’s very much a




force vs. force thinking process. I would not want to get into the details of exactly how
we are doing it right now because again, it will change what the other guys do and then
we will have to change again.

GENERAL SORENSON: Sir, the only thing I would say from the Army standpoint,
we’ve tried to take a holistic look at this. Clearly we’ve talked about the armoring but
that’s only one piece of it. We’ve also tried to use some other pieces of sophisticated
equipment to preclude the detonation of those systems. As well as we within every
particular incident have an after action report. As General Pace mentioned before, you
have the IED Task Force over there and they clearly go back and look at specifically
what happened and report back. And then we introduce that immediately into our
training within less than 24 hours. So the TTP’s in terms of the tactics, techniques and
procedures are updated on a continuous basis.

DON SHEPPARD: I’'m trying to follow General Pace’s numbers here. 15,000 now,
22,000 end of January, 28,000 by the end of March. We heard in reports after the
SecDef’s town meeting of 450 vehicles a month. I assume that was probably just
humvees being updated by another hundred or so. So my question is.... Can we really
reach these numbers and how much of this was already in progress and a fait accompli
before the stuff over this town hall meeting.

GENERAL PACE: I’ll give you what I know and then I’ll ask for backup from the
Army guys. You are absolutely right, the 450 has to do specifically with the up-armored
humvees. When we started this, they were producing at 35 a month. Over time it has
ramped up to 450 a month. Every time we’ve gone forward to Congress with a request
for money, they have provided it. So funding has not been an issue. There was a little bit
of a surprise last week when the manufacturer said that they could produce another 100
per month than we thought they could. With inside of that same day that the
manufacturer said that they could go from 450 to 550 the Army changed, modified the
contract which, if you know procedures around this place, changing a contract inside of
one day is kind of unusual. So the manufacturer now would be, with the funding to
produce that extra 100 per month, is telling us now that they will be able to actually start
providing those extra 100 a month in April of next year. So it’s not like you can just turn
a switch and have these things pour forth. In all the other vehicles there is something
like, ohhh, give or take, 32,000 plus vehicles in Iraq right now. The numbers I told you
about are things that are doable right now thanks to all the work that has been done for
the last year plus and also in the last week or so going back one more time and scrubbing
all the industry counterparts we had to see what might be brought forward faster. Again,
remembering the continuum we are on, part of this challenge is to have the right
equipment, the other part is to have the right tactics. So we shouldn’t lay all this off on
industry providing us X number of armored vehicles. It has to do with how the
commanders in the field take the resources that we are able to provide to them and how
we use it in a tactical world. So it’s both sides of the equation.

DON SHEPPARD: And just a follow on to that, how would you characterize, when you
say 28,000 out of 32,000 are armored vehicles and of course you still going to see them




blown up on TV for reasons we understand, how would you characterize that armor for
public consumption.

GENERAL PACE: What do you mean by characterize. I’'m sorry.

DON SHEPPARD: So the public thinks if we have 28,000 armored vehicles that there
is going to be a heck of a lot less explosions and people killed and trucks blown up and
that’s really not necessarily the case. How should we characterize the levels of protection
within 28,000 vehicles. Some level of protection, some level of armor, small arms, etc.
not all like the up-armored humvees?

GENERAL PACE: I would say that this armor will certainly protect our soldiers and
Marines from small arms. It will protect them from some of the IED’s kind, for example
use of artillery rounds, but clearly you can build a big enough bomb to blow up a tank, or
anything else we have and that’s why we have to be careful not to have the American
public thinking that there is a tactical armor solution that we can put PFC Pace inside of
some kind of cocoon that’s going to protect him from everything. Clearly we cannot.
Flack jackets and helmets protect us from some level of violence, tanks protect us from
another level of violence but you gentlemen all know it is a continuum out there and a
thinking enemy that can provide a pretty good sized blast in any particular place at one
time. So we are doing what we should do to provide the level of protection that we know
provides an added measure of security for our guys without going to the point where we
have everybody riding around inside their own tank and we cannot do the job that we
were sent over to do. Which is not only to defeat the enemy but also to help the populace
get on to their next lives.

COLONEL DAVIS: Are there any other questions out there.

JED BABBIN: General, Jed Babbin. Some of the people I’ve been up against on the
news lately have been basically saying that Mr. Rumsfeld has been ignoring this problem
since last August. Can you give us a timeline as to really how this burbled up through the
system and when it was identified as'a major problem and what was done. Basically in
relation to that.

GENERAL PACE: Sure, I mean this is totally inaccurate to say that about the
Secretary. As I mentioned, the commanders in the field, and I agreed with them, believe
that in the June-July 2003 timeframe that the amount of armor that we had over there and
the numbers of vehicles we had were sufficient to be able to provide security but also to
be able to interact with the populace. And then as I mentioned, the thinking enemy, in
the October-November timeframe of 2003, started using IED’s and VB-IED’s very
aggressively. When that happened, the commanders on the ground increased their
request from the level that it was at, which was about 2,000 armored vehicles, jumping it
up to 15,000 inside the space of about a month, once they realized that they needed to
change our tactics, techniques and procedures. When we did that, it was at a time when
the industry, for just one example, industry was producing about 35 to 40 up-armored
humvees per month. We went to Congress, got the money to increase. I think it was the



first step went up to about 220 and over time we’ve gotten up to about 450, as the
industry has been able to ramp up their capacity to build more for us. So for at least the
last year the Army Task Force, the IED Task Force and the procurement process has been
working on this to provide the right solutions. And every time we’ve gone to the
Secretary with a new request for added armor, and shown him the bill for it, he has been
very quick to insure that we have what we needed and has supported us very rapidly with
Congress. And Congress has given us the money we’ve asked for, so outside those of us
in uniform who has anything to do with leadership/providing resources to us has done it
as quickly as we’ve asked for it. Within a capacity. Industry takes time to ramp up. As
you all know.

KEN ALLARD: General Pace, Goldwater Nichols gave you as the Vice Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs a lot of acquisition responsibilities and I know that you use those
authorities quite aggressively. My question really is while I am a great fan of steel as
opposed to anything else, are we limited simply to the existing technologies for
protecting these vehicles or are you looking at anything else? Possibly the more
aggressive use of Kevlar or some substitute for steel?

GENERAL PACE: Alright, the short answer is yes. You are right on the money, you
know there are some Kevlar appliqué’s out there that pound for pound are really very
strong. We are looking at those. Let my Army counterpart, who is in that business,
answer the specifics, but clearly we are out there searching for new applications of old
technology like Kevlar and new substances materials that will allow us to do what Kevlar
has allowed us to do so far.

GENERAL SORENSEN: Yes, again this is Jeff Sorensen. As we’ve talked about here,
we’ve been really searching the entire industrial base. Up at Aberdeen proving ground,
the people up there at the test community have tested over 1,000 different coupons which
essentially represents everything from steel to composites to composites with aluminum
to everything we could find, as a way to try to get the maximum protection capability for
the vehicles. As an example, we have tested, once the coupon gets tested and is
sufficient, then we have them put together a kit. As an example, for the humvee, we have
tested 12 different kits up there at Aberdeen. Most of them have been steel but there have
been some composites. But I will tell you in some cases with respect to the composites
we’ve had some difficulty, if you will, adhering it to the door as well with the ballistic
glass. We’ve had a much better success with the steel doors and the ballistic glass then
we have here with the Kelvar solutions, though we have used the Kevlar solutions or
composite solutions, if you will. On the back of the vehicles provide protection because
in many cases here we have a lot of older vehicles out there in Irag. You can only put so
much armor on those particular vehicles after which point in time the suspension sort of
gives way. Unlike the up-armored humvee, which was combined as a system design to
accommodate a heavier transmission, a heavier suspension, heavier engine, etc. It was
built from the ground up. Most of our vehicles over there in theater were the older
humvees that we had to look at very carefully to design a package that would not only
give the maximum force protection but also give the capability that the vehicle will




continue to operate properly. So we have looked at everything and we continue to look at
everything as we try to determine solutions for this particular problem.

KEN ALLARD: General, one follow up to that and particularly in terms of commercial
technologies that you may not have looked at before, if we run across any of that is there
any way that we can get in touch with you. It may just be a wild screwy idea but if it can
be something that’s productive. It’s one thing to complain about this on TV, it’s quite
another to offer solutions. So how do we get in touch if we have something like that.

GENERAL SORENSON: I can give you my email, I can give you my phone number.
I’ll leave that with Colonel Davis here.

KEN ALLARD: Super.
COLONEL DAVIS: I'll give it to you Ken.
KEN ALLARD: Great.

GENERAL PACE: The bottom line is we really shouldn’t be collectively defensive
about this, nor should we be collectively putting too big a smiley face on this thing. The
fact is that this is combat. We had some good things when we went in, we’re learning
some lessons, we’re trying to adjust to that. The enemy does the same thing. And I think
we just need to make sure that the American public understands that their sons and
daughters are important to us. We are going to do all we can to protect them, that has
both a material solution and a tactic solution and we should just acknowledge where we
are on the continuum and acknowledge the fact that we need to continue to press hard on
this thing to get it right.

KEN ALLARD: General Pace, I was up at MSNBC when this story broke last week and
I think that is precisely the right attitude to take on it. That it is the constant roar of
abdication. Rather than saying it’s the Army we want or the Army we don’t want, that’s
really kind of beside the point. I think that what drives a lot of people crazy is when they
have the impression that we have not done enough. Certainly the story that is there is an
entirely different one.

QUESTIONER: Is the majority of these IED’s come in detonated?

GENERAL PACE: I do not know the answer to that question. And I don’t know that
we want to put that out anyway. Just because of some of the techniques we are using
against it. So if we could avoid going down that road, then it would probably be a good
thing to do collectively.

CHUCK NASH: General, Chuck Nash, question about the over all lesson that were
learning as we go beyond this with the armor on humvees and that is if you look at the
continuum of the regular humvees, the up-armored humvees, Stryker, Bradley, Abrams,
you know you’ve got a continuum there of protection you addressed earlier, how are the




lessons that we are learning now, as you look ahead and some of the things that we are
planning on buying and planning on doing, how many degrees has the rudder changed,
what have we learned from this?

GENERAL PACE: Don’t know if I can answer it in degrees of rudder, I can tell you
that last Friday and Saturday and again today sitting down with the Secretary of the Army
and the Chief of Staff of the Army, and various meetings about budgets and
supplementals and the like, that very much a part of the discussion is as we lay out the
FY2006 budget submission, have we in fact properly identified the changes that are
needed in the budget to reflect the lessons learned without overcompensating and fixating
on one piece of our armed forces, if I can say it like that, so find the right balance.
Clearly inside of today’s understood requirement, the funding is there. But as we look to,
as the Army modularizes it’s brigades, Pete Schoomaker and his folks, are looking at the
right mix of vehicles and armored protection for those, partially based on what we are
learning in Iraq and Afghanistan, and partially based on what we think the emerging
threat will be in the future.

CHUCK NASH: IfI could, a quick follow up. One of the criticisms that I've heard is
that the Marines are taking higher casualties because they don’t have the armor that the
Army has. Is that a fair criticism?

GENERAL PACE: Idon’t think so. The numbers that I know about for the Marines
and I refreshed myself on this last week, is that the Marines have 4,100 wheeled vehicles
in Iraq right now and all of them have either level one, two or three protection right now
as we speak. So to my knowledge, thanks to lessons learned by the Army, shared with
the Marines before the Marines went back in theater this time, as the Marines came back
into theater they were able to arrive either already with the new armor on the vehicles or
to put in on in Kuwait before they went in. I know they do have a small number of
vehicles that don’t have armor and those are the ones they use inside the base camp.

COLONEL DAVIS: Sir, how we doing on time? One more question. Gentlemen, we
have time for one more question.

COLONEL DAVIS: Any wrap up gentlemen?

GENERAL SORENSEN: One thing that I would just like to add up to what General
Pace was talking about with the future. I will just tell you, again, this is Jeff Sorensen
from the Science and Technology base, we are looking at other solutions such as active
protection systems and so forth to defeat these type of capabilities. And clearly at this
point in time there has been more of a focus on that as far as lessons learned as we begin
to design the future combat system and see what we are going to do there as well as with
Stryker. So that clearly in terms of lessons learned the Science and Technology base has
had an additional focus for elements of how to make sure these vehicles can be protected
in open combat.




GENERAL PACE: And again, let me just say thanks to all of you and your time. I
know that your time is valuable and the opportunity to share some ideas with you so that
when you go out and do what you do you have at least the best info we can give you, it’s
very beneficial to us and we appreciate it.

COLONEL DAVIS: General Pace, General Sorensen, gentlemen thank you very much
for taking the time. Before we close we have one announcement.

COLONEL CURTIN: HiI’'m Colonel Joe Curtin, Army Public Affairs, on Wednesday
morning at 0800 there will be a Press Briefing on wheeled vehicle strategy in which we
are going to go into some detail with Major General Speakes and supported by General
Sorensen to address the way ahead. Iinvite you to be there and if not, tell your primary
media representatives for your networks to please attend.

COLONEL DAYVIS: Thank you very much. Again, this entire discussion is on the
record.
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F US Department of Defense

Update: Dec. 17,2004 - Gen. Casey Iraq Update

Gen. George Casey, commander of Multi-National Force-Iraq, briefed the Pentagon press corps on
Thursday about the situation in Iraq and the outlook for progress. Gen. Casey said the Coalition and the
new Iragi government are broadly on track to accomplish their objectives — a constitutionally elected
government and security forces capable of maintaining domestic order and denying Iraq as a safehaven for
terror. Following are highlights.

Fighting the insurgents.

 Ithas been six months since the transition to sovereignty in Iraq. Commanders have reviewed the plan
they shaped in August to help bring Iraq through its constitutional elections in December 2005. The
assessment is the plan is broadly on track.

o One key element of the plan was to eliminate safehavens where the insurgents gather to plan and
operate. With the liberation of Fallujah, the insurgents no longer have a safehaven in Iraq where they
can plot and carry out their operations. They must look over their shoulders now.

o In 14 of the 18 provinces, there are fewer than four violent incidents a day.

o The insurgents are tough enemies - but they are not 10 feet tall. These same people have been
oppressing the Iraqi people for 30 years. They offer no alternative positive vision for Iraq - so they are
forced use intimidation to get their way. They cannot sustain this.

Iraqi security forces are growing stronger.
»  Progressively more security forces were involved and actively working with Coalition forces in each of
the recent major operations -- Najaf, Samarra and Fallujah.

« InFallujah, there were two brigades fighting — and they performed well. Now there is an Iragi Division
Headquarters in Fallujah controlling the two brigades, which is the first time an Iraqi Division
Headquarters has been in the field since the war.

o In Najaf, where the Mahdi militia were killing and terrorizing, the city is quiet. Najaf is an example of the
positive change that can take place once Iraqis are liberated from the insurgents’ tyranny. Now the
governor and the Iraqi Security Forces are in charge.

Iraqi security forces are being trained and coming on line.
« By February there will be 70 battalions in the Iraqi army, including a mechanized infantry battalion.

« Iraqi division commanders have recently been appointed. Coalition forces are working with them to
build their headquarters and forces capable of independent operations. These leaders will be critical to
conducting independent counter-insurgency efforts because they will help gamer the intelligence,
shpae the plans and direct the operations.

« Training the police is a longer-term project, but good progress is being made, especially with the special
police battalions. By February there will be six public order battalions, a special police regiment, four
police commando battalions and nine regional SWAT teams — each of which will help fight insurgents
and terrorists on a day-to-day basis.

Reconstruction momentum is building.
 In June, the month Iraq transitioned to sovereignty, there were 230 projects from the Iraq
Reconstruction Fund on the ground “turning dirt.”




By the end of November there were more than 1,000 projects — adding up to more than $3 billion into
the Iragi economy.

Reconstruction is moving forward despite the insurgents’ attempts to disrupt this progress.

The Iraqi people broadly accept their government and their security forces.

Some polls show an approval rating higher than 70 percent.
Iraqis have a positive view of their army and their new police force.

Sixty percent of Iraqis think their country is headed in the right election.

Elections are on track for January 30th.

Insurgents are trying to create a security situation that makes people believe elections are not possible.
The insurgents are desperate — they know they are going to be relegated to a very different position.

The registration process has gone forward in most of the country, though there were some incidents up
north and west in Al Anbar province. The election committee is working on alternatives for these two
areas.

Commanders expect insurgents to operate in a more classic insurgent mode, with attacks in small
numbers. Insurgents may try to make some high profile attacks before the election. The Coalition and
Iraqi forces are preparing for this.

In general, the role of the Coalition forces during the elections will be to conduct broad-based security.
The Iraqi security forces will work the specifics of the polling areas.

There will be somewhere between 6,000 and 9,000 polling places. Guarding the sites won't always be
done at the site - Coalition and Iraqi security forces have a range of options, such as controlling traffic
around the site and restricting access. The goal is reduce the exposure of the sites rather than have 20-
30 security forces huddle around each polling place.

The insurgents don't want the Sunnis to participate in the elections, because they can then claim the
election was invalid. Commanders are optimistic that there will be sufficient Sunni participation.

Success in Iraq is a tribute to the troops.

The soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines who have died in Iraq gave their lives to help 25 million Iragis
build better lives and to improve the security of the United States and the Coalition.

We grieve with their families, and with the families of all the Coalition and Iragi security forces who
made the ultimate sacrifice.

The nation is grateful for the troops who fight around the world to defeat terrorism and replace it with
freedom.

Published by the U.S. Department of Defense Office of Public Affairs




CONFERENCE CALL OF 12-16-04
Retired Military Analysts
&
General George Casey

Host: COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Gentlemen, Colonel Davis here from OSD Public
Affairs. Thank you for joining us this afternoon. It is my privilege to introduce to you
General Casey, Commander of Multi-National Force Iraq. General Casey has agreed to
speak with us this evening about operations in Iraq. General Casey, welcome back to the
Pentagon Sir and thank you for your time. The briefing today will be on the record. We
have approximately 30 minutes. General Casey will make an opening statement and after
that he will take your questions. General Casey, the floor is yours.

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: OK I have no idea who is out there so nice to be with
you here. Oh they are handing me a list, looks like some old friends. Let me just say a
couple of things and then I’ll take your questions and I will be fairly brief here. Ihave
been out there almost six months now, six months since transition to sovereignty. We’ve
just completed our first review of the campaign plan. I think most of you know we
published the campaign plan there in August that shaped our way forward here through
the constitutional elections (inaudible) in December of 05. Our assessment is that we are
broadly on track in helping the Iraqi people get to those elections at the end of next year.
And just a couple of points I’d like to leave with you.

First of all, the insurgency we are fighting isn’t ten feet tall. They’re tough guys. They
are the same folks that have oppressed the Iraqi people for 30 years. But they are not,
certainly not invincible. There is no single leader. They offer no alternative positive
vision for Iraq. And as a result they are forced to violence to intimidate, particularly the
Sunni part of the population to support them. We’ve seen time and again here where that
has blown back on them. It is not sustainable for them. They also know that they can’t
defeat the coalition forces and they saw this in spades in Fallujah. And with the
liberation of Fallujah there are no longer any terrorists or insurgent safe havens anywhere
in Iraq. And so now they don’t have a place where they can go to plan and operate and
make weapons and car bombs with impunity. Everybody’s got to be looking over their
shoulder. We think that is a significant step forward. Getting to a point where there were
no safe havens prior to the elections was one of the main elements of our plan. Anyway
these guys aren’t 10 feet tall.

Second, the Iraqi security forces are getting stronger every day. This has been a major
effort. Dave Petraeus’ folks have done a wonderful job. By February there will be 70
battalions in the Iraqi army including a mechanized battalion. On the police side we are
making pretty good progress with the local police. That’s a longer term project but we’ve
also had good project on the special police battalions. Six public order battalions, a
special police regiment, four commando battalions and nine regional swat teams, all of
those guys are involved in the fight today or will be in the next month or so.




Third point I’ll leave with you. Reconstruction momentum is building. When we got
there in June there was about 230 projects from the Iraq Reconstruction Fund on the
ground turning dirt. At the end of November there is over 1000. That’s 3 billion dollars
into the Iraqi economy. So that is moving forward and all against insurgent efforts to
disrupt and deny the ability to get on with reconstruction.

Fourth point, the government, the Iraqi government is broadly accepted. They’ve got in
some polls over a 70% approval rating. The Iraqi people have a favorable impression of
their Army and their new police force. And by most polls about 60% of the Iraqi’s think
the country is headed in the right direction and they’ve got a positive view of the future.

Lastly, we’re broadly on track for the elections. We said when I got there we were going
to have to fight our way to the elections because the insurgents want to actively deny this
because it will relegate them to a position that they are not accustomed to. Their
accustomed to Sunni dominance of the political process in Iraq and it’s not going to
happen. Fourteen of the eighteen provinces, there are less than 4 violent incidents a day.
The registration process has gone forward in most of the country. Had problems up in
the north and out west in Al Anbar. The election committee is working on some
alternatives to that. But the elections in January will go forward. The insurgents will do
everything, I believe, in their power to create a security situation that they will try to
make us believe that there not possible, but they will go forward and as a result we will
take another step forward in the process of moving Iraq onto a democracy.

I’ know that most of you former military folks....boy you got a great armed forces out
there and you can be really proud of them. What they did in Fallujah, the soldiers,
sailors, airmen, marines and corpmen even, is a feat of arms. Some of you know about
the difficulties of urban fighting, they took down a well planned urban defense in seven
days. Inflicted 3000 folks killed or captured on the enemy, with relatively insignificant
losses to ourselves. So magnificent feat of arms there by a great armed forces. That’s it,
and I’ll be happy to take your questions.

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Gentlemen, are there any questions out there?

KEN ALLARD: Hey George, Ken Allard. Can you tell us what you are looking forward
to in January in the run up to the election. Do you expect the insurgents to make a main
effort, another Fallujah, and if so how do you intend to respond?

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Nice to hear from you Ken.
KEN ALLARD: Good to hear you back.

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Idon’t believe that there is going to be another Fallujah
nor do I think they will attempt to create another Fallujah. What we hear is that they
recognize that they cannot defeat us. And we’ve proven that time and time again. So I
don’t think they will go to another Fallujah. I think they’ll operate more as classic
insurgents, small attacks, or attacks in small numbers. I do think they will try to make




some very high profile attacks before the elections. And that is what we and the Iraqi
Security Forces will be preparing for.

PAUL VALLELY: General Casey, Paul Vallely. Can you tell us a little bit about the
development of the intelligence capability for the Iraqi battalions and the Iraqi forces. Is
that progressing or where are we at on that, because I think that’s essential moving them
towards some type of superior position over there when it comes to security.

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Paul, you are exactly right. Insurgency intelligence is
the number one priority. I will tell you we have work to do in that area. Building an
Iraqi intelligence capability is our number one priority for the next year. We have done
some work already with the Minister of Interior and Minister of Defense on their
services. More to do all the way down, as you suggest, down to the battalion level. We
are working to give the Iraqi’s the capability of conducting independent counter-
insurgency operations. You can’t do that without intelligence. So you will see that as a
main priority over the next year.

PAUL VALLEY: Great, thank you.

CHUCK NASH: General, Chuck Nash. Story has been running in the paper started
yesterday about six guardsmen from Ohio who stripped some vehicles that were off on
the side of the road. Accomplished their mission and it looks like they got court
martialled. Pretty much had the book thrown at them. There is an Ohio Senator trying to
get clemency for them. Now it seems just, you know, on that side of the story, and
what’s being presented, that that’s something that should have and could have been
handled at a much lower level. Instead it didn’t. What part of the story are we not
getting about that?

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Chuck, I’m sorry, I have not heard that story. And I
don’t know anything about it.

CHUCK NASH: Okay, thank you.
COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Any other questions out there?

RICK FRANCONA: General Casey, Rick Francona. Can you give us an idea of your
sense of what voter turnout might be?

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Yeah, it depends, kind of, where you are in the country.
It could go as high, they think, as about 80%. The real question.... It will be high in the
south and it will be high in the Kurdish areas. The real question is the Sunni
participation. And right now my personal guess, it will be greater than 50% of the Sunni
population that will participate. Hopefully it will be much higher. But there is just no
way of knowing right now.

RICK FRANCONA: Thanks.



PAUL VALLELY: Any update on reconnaissance surveillance on the borders, any
improvement that you see to stave off any of the cross-border operations that are being
conducted from Syria or Iran?

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: We don’t really see operations being conducted cross-
border. We do see infiltration of foreign fighters across the borders. I think this is Paul
Vallely again, I think...

PAUL VALLELY: Right it is George, Thanks.

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: The problem is not necessarily surveillance on the
borders. I mean, right now we’ve got problems at the border crossings. With just honest
border guards that are checking properly the people’s documentation. And that is
something that the Minister of Interior is working very hard with. We’ve actually had
some of our own Department of Border Guard folks, our own Department of Borders
over there working with the Iraqi’s in the effort to help them. But what we felt is that a
big ISR operation on the border doesn’t necessarily service well when people are driving
through the ports of entry. So I think that would be my answer to that. Intelligence,
police and borders are my top three priorities for next year. So that is right up there.

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Next question please.
GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: You hit two out of three Paul.
PAUL VALLELY: Thank you.

KEN ALLARD: Yeah I’ve got another one. What is Dave Petraeus saying about, not
just the equipping of these Iragi units but the schooling of them and the operational art,
how is their leadership looking and do you think that they are, in 2005, going to be a
force you can increasingly turn to?

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: [ will tell you that leadership has been a challenge. We
are working to develop the brigade and division headquarters. That will be a major focus
for the next year. They have just recently appointed the Iraqi division and brigade
commanders. So we are working with them to build their headquarters. As I said that’s
our greatest challenge for the next year. Again, if you go back to the task, conduct
independent counter-insurgency operations, you can’t do that if you don’t have brigade
and division headquarters that can garner the intelligence, build the plans, direct the
operations. So that part of it is still to be done. What Dave has done is a magnificent job
of training and equipping Iraqi battalions. These battalions are on line and are actively
working with coalition forcés on operations. I will tell you that in each of the major
operations that we’ve done, Najaf, Samarra and Fallujah, there has been progressively
more Iraqi security force involvement in each of those operations. There were actually
two brigades of Iraqi’s in Fallujah. During the operation there they fought well. And
there is now an Iraqi Division Headquarters in Fallujah controlling two brigades. It’s the



first time an Iraqi division headquarters has been in the field since the war. So mechanics
of the process going fairly well. As you suggest some of the leadership development and
staff building processes still be done, to build forces capable of independent operations.

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Other questions.

STEVE GREER: Hey Sir, Steve Greer here. I got a question about the Madhi militia
and Sadr’s influence and what you think is going to happen in terms of the elections. Has
he reared his head lately or are things kind of quiet in that area.

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Knock on wood he is... the Madhi militia has been very
quiet since Najaf. I will say that Najaf is a good example of what can happen once a city
is liberated from the tyranny of insurgents. Madhi militia was running rampant in Najaf,
killing and murdering people, intimidating and terrorizing the population. Since we’ve
completed that operation the Governor and the Iraqi Security Forces have taken charge of
Najaf. And really since then, it’s not only Najaf but the south has gone almost quiet. I
think a lot of that has to do with the influence of the Ayatollah Sistani. That’s one thing.
The second thing is we did some fairly significant damage to the Muqtada militia during -
the August time period. Now, I would say dormant. Okay. With a question mark. The
other point I’d say is in Sadr City, Fauawah (??spelling). Pete Corelli in the 1% Cav and
the Iraqi government have done a wonderful job there using economic development as a
tool to keep the people on side and in support of the government.

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Any more questions?

RICK FRANCONA: Yes, General Casey, Rick Francona again. Are you detecting a
large influx of Iranians in the south?

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Iwouldn’t say necessarily a large influx of Iranians but
we and the Iraqi’s both share a concern about Iranian influence in the south. And I do
believe that there are Iranians coming into the south attempting to influence political
outcomes. But it’s not necessarily a large number of infiltrators, if you understand what I
mean.

RICK FRANCONA: Right.

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Any more questions gentlemen?

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: Last call for questions?

COLONEL ARCHIE DAVIS: If there are no more questions, General Casey Sir, thank

you for taking the time to discuss operations in Iraq with us. We really appreciate it and
wish you all the best Sir.

GENERAL GEORGE CASEY: Hey thank you all very much. I appreciate your
questions.




SPECIAL DEFENSE BRIEFING
mBRIEFER: GENERAL GEORGE CASEY, U.S. ARMY, COMMANDER, MULTINATIONAL
FORCE IRAQ

THE PENTAGON, ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA
3:11 P.M. EST, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 16, 2004

Copyright ©2004 by Federal News Service, Inc., Ste. 500, 1000 Vermont Ave, Washington, DC 20005 USA. Federal News Service is a
private firm not affiliated with the federal government. No portion of this transcript may be copied, sold or retransmitied without the written
authority of Federal News Service, Inc. Copyright is not claimed as to any part of the original work prepared by a United States government
officer or employee as a part of that person's official duties. For information on subscribing fo the FNS Internet Service at
www fednews.com, please email Jack Graeme at jack@fednews,com or call 1-800-211-4020.

Back Séve transcript: - 24 E-mail transcript. EZ] Print transcript

GEN. CASEY: Hello, everybody. I think I'm self-introducing. (Laughter.)

Nice to see you back in Washington here. For those of you I don't know, I'm George Casey,
the commander of the Multinational Force in Iraq.

I'd like to just talk to you a little about the situation on the ground in Iraq. I've been there
almost six months now, and we've just completed a review of the first five months. As I think some
of you know, we developed a campaign plan in the July time period, John Negroponte and I, with
both the embassy staff and my staff, and we've been working toward that ever since. And so we did
our first major assessment here at the five-month point.

I can tell you that I feel that we're broadly on track in helping the Iraqi people complete their
transition to a constitutionally elected government at the end of next year. We also believe that this
objective is both realistic and achievable.

Now I recognize that that may not be an impression that we all share here, and I by no means
want to give you the impression that this process is going to be uncontested or violence-free. That's
not going to be the case.

But as we have seen in Najaf, in Tall Afar, in Samarra and in Sadr City, the Iraqgi people are
fighting to throw off the mantle of terror and intimidation, so that they can elect their own
government and build a better life for the Iragi people.

There is progress across Iraq every day, and every day we and our Iraqi partners are a step
closer to accomplishing our objectives.

Now let me just make a couple of points with you. First of all, the insurgency that we're
fighting is not 10 feet tall. They're a tough, aggressive enemy, but they're not 10 feet tall. They're
the same people who have oppressed the Iraqgi people for the last 30 years. They're the reason that
over a million Iraqgis are missing and why probably several hundred thousand of those missing Iraqis
are likely in mass graves around Iraq. They're focused on their return to dominance, so that they
can continue to plunder the great natural resources of Iraq. They offer no alternatxve vision. They
offer only intimidation and subjugation.

With the win in Fallujah, with the liberation of Fallujah, they no longer have any safe havens
anywhere in Iraq. And also, as a result of the success in Fallujah, it was driven home to them that
they cannot defeat the coalition forces.

So they're attacking our will and the will of the Iraqgi people, and I personally do not believe
that they will defeat the indomitable spirit of 25 million free people who want to build a better life
for themselves and for their families.




Second_point: The Iraqi security forces are getting stronger every day. Our plan to build the
Iraqi military and police forces is broadly on track. By February there will be 70 trained and
equipped battalions in the Iragi army; one of those will be a mechanized infantry battalion.

Progress has also been made in the police and special police forces. By February there will be
six public order battalions, a special police regiment, four police commando battalions and some
nine regional SWAT teams -- special weapons and tactics teams -- all of them contributing to the
fight against the insurgents and the terrorists on a day-to-day basis. As most of you know, we still
have a way to go in this area, but as I said, we're broadly on track and generally very pleased with
the performance of the Iraqi security forces. .

Third peint: Reconstruction momentum is building. In June there were only around 230
projects actually what we call turning dirt, actually started, on the ground. By the end of November
there were over 1,000, with a value of over $3 billion. All of this in spite of insurgents' efforts to
disrupt the reconstruction process. This is a great tribute to the folks that work on those projects,
particularly in the embassy and the coalition businessmen and women who are over there working
to build a better Iraq.

Fourth point: The interim government and their security forces are broadly accepted by the
Iraqi people. Some poll ratings for the government are as high as 70 percent approval rating. The
Iraqi people express a generally favorable opinion about their new army and about their police, and
more than 60 percent of Iraqis believe that the country is headed in the right direction and they are
optimistic about their future.

We're also broadly on track for the elections. Fourteen of the 18 provinces have less than --
four or less incidents of violence a day, and the registration process in most of the country was
executed. The Iraqi election committee is working on some alternative solutions for the two areas of
the country in which it was disrupted.

I want to be clear: The insurgents and the terrorists will continue to attack and attempt to
disrupt the election process. And we see that daily. They won't succeed. And the elections in
January will then be but another step forward in our relentless progress toward a new Iraq.

Now if I could just say a word to the home audience here in the United States. As a nation you
can take great pride in the role that our soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines are playing in helping
build a new, a better Iraq. Each and every one of them recognizes the importance that successfully
accomplishing this mission holds for our own security, and each and every one of them makes a
difference every day. Wherever I go I see their acts of bravery, compassion and selflessness, and 1
couldn't be prouder of these wonderful men and women.

Our success to date is also a tribute to the great men and women of the Iragi security forces
and the coalition who have given their lives to defeat terrorism and to help the Iraqgis to help build a
new Iraq. We grieve with the loved ones of all our service members and with those of Iraqi service
members who have died.

We are humbled by their sacrifice and their contribution in bringing freedom to Iraq, and we
are humbled by their sacrifice in enhancing the security of the United States and the coalition.

Lastly, we are, especially during the holiday season, also deeply thankful for the love and
support of our families and loved ones, whose sacrifices and strength underpin everything that we
do.

Progress towards a constitutionally elected government will not be easy. Nothing worthwhile
ever is. But the challenge of helping the people of Iraq build a better future is one that the Iraqi
people in the armed forces of 30 freedom-loving countries can take on.

So thank you very much, and I'll take your questions.




Q General, based at least partly on the candidates the Shi'a are offering, are you concerned
on what influence Iran may have over the Iragi government after the January election?

GEN. CASEY: I missed the very first part of your question.

Q Based at least in part on what candidates the Shi'a are offering, are you concerned about
the possible influence that Iran might have on the Iraqi government after the election?

GEN. CASEY: My personal view -- and this is political, but I'm here every day and I'll give you
just my personal view. I don't see substantial Iranian influence on this particular government that
will be elected in January. I see Iran as more of a longer-term threat to Iragi security. But that's
just -- that's my view, and from -- I'm a military person who's just -- who's there.

Q You mean -- from a longer view, are you talking about a possible military attack as opposed
to political?

GEN. CASEY: No, I don't -- I'm not talking about that. I'm just saying from a strategic
perspective, Iraq is a long-term threat to stability -- I'm sorry, Iran is a long-term threat to stability
in Iraq. If you look on the other side, I think Syria is a short-term threat because of the support
they provide to the former Ba'athist leaders that we see operating in and out of Syria.

Q Thank you, General,

Q General, you talked about how the government is considering alternative solutions in some
of those Sunni Triangle areas where registration is a problem. As I understand it, one of those is
holding elections over a longer period of time; more than one day, in other words. What's your
assessment of the security situation in doing them? Doesn't that just give a longer period of time for
potential attacks by insurgents? And also could you tell us what the American role is in security of
those election sites?

GEN. CASEY: I do not think the extended election period is still on the table. I know that was
discussed, but I've discussed it with some of the leadership in the Iraqi government. I don't believe
it's on the table anymore, at least it wasn't when I left.

We are working closely with the Ministry of Interior and the Iragi election committee
(sic/commission) in building the security plan for the elections.

It's not finally formed yet. It will be probably by the end of this month. In general the role of
the coalition forces will be one of broad-area security, and it will be the Iraqi security forces that will
work the specifics of the polling areas and places like that.

Q General, how concerned are you that the Sunnis will not participate or not turn out in
numbers sufficient in this election, not only because of the security situation, but simply because of
disaffection? And if they do, what does that mean?

GEN. CASEY: Again, I wish -- my political consultant, John Negroponte, could probably do a
better job on this one. My view is -- I'll give you my opinion. My opinion is that there will be Sunni
participation in this in a reasonable amount. I believe that the insurgents are pursuing a strategy 1
call purposeful disenfranchisement by intimidating Sunnis away from the election process so they
can say, "Well, the Sunnis didn't vote, so therefore the election is invalid." I don't think that's going
to be a successful strategy, but it's one that they're trying to implement. So I think there will be
sufficient Sunni participation in this for people to accept the fact that it is a reasonably free and fair
election. '

Q You talked about at the polling places it would largely be Iraqi security forces. There's what,
9,000 polling places?




GEN. CASEY: It's undetermined. Somewhere between 6(,000) and 9(,000); 9(,000) is the
high end.

Q And when you look at the number of Iragi security forces, it seems like there wouldn't be
very many Iraqi security forces. If you could talk about that, the numbers at those polling places.
And I know you don't want to be too specific on that, but if you'll give us more detail about what the
Americans will do. Maybe sort of rapid reaction? What?

GEN. CASEY: Again, we're still working through the process, but it's like any type of security
situation. If you want to guard, you don't guard every place just at the point. You guard it away
from the point. You restrict access to it. You keep vehicles from moving in the direction of the
polling places around it. I mean, there's a range of options that you do to reduce exposure of these
particular sites, rather than just taking 20 to 30 people and huddling around the site itself. That's
being worked out.

My experience with elections in the past, in Bosnia and Kosovo, again the forces of the
coalition, the security forces normally operate away from the polling sites in an area security role
and do provide reaction force if there's problems.

And the other thing we do and we will do and are doing is to continue to conduct operations
prior to the elections to disrupt the insurgents and to keep them from disrupting the election
process. So there's an offensive component to this as well,

Q General, you talk about the progress in security across Iraq. It seems that that airport road
is @ symbol of what many people say is a growing insurgency. What is the story with that road? And
why can't U.S. and Iraqi forces patrol it effectively to stop the attacks that are happening on it?

GEN. CASEY: I wouldn't necessarily see it as a symbol of a growing insurgency. I would see it
as a symbol of the growing use of car bombs in the insurgency. And that really is the question of
the airport road. It's a tactic that's been adopted by the insurgents. They don't have to do much. A
car bomb a day in Baghdad or on the airport road sends a symbol that the insurgency is very
powerful, when in actuality I don't believe that they are. It's a classic technique of the urban
insurgent. They are trying to provoke us to do something that will make us look like we're
overreacting to them.

I mean, you could tie up traffic -- I mean, if you searched every car getting on the airport
road, you'd put that part of Baghdad in knots. So it really is the issue of dealing with car bombs. We
continually work on that. And we will get -- we will get to a point where the airport road is secure
and our people and the people in the embassy are protected against car bombs. But as with any
battle, it's an action-reaction-counteraction cycle that we go through with the enemy and the enemy
does to us.

Q So is there a plan for that road or just a broader plan for attacking the terrorists and their
ability to make car bombs?

GEN, CASEY: It's a little bit of each, but we're actively working with the minister of interior
and his traffic forces on ways to reduce the threats to our forces on the airport road.

Q Sir?

GEN. CASEY: Behind you, and I'll come back.

Q Yes, General. This is Drew Brown with Knight Ridder. I know you addressed this in your
opening remarks, but in your view, are we winning in Iraq? And how do you define winning? And as
a follow- up, do you believe, given the current situation there, that credible national elections will be
held or could be held or are possible to be held by January 30th?




GEN. CASEY: My view of winning is that we are broadly on track to accomplishing our
objectives, which is a constitutionally elected government that is representative of all the Iragi
people and with Iraqi security forces that are capable of maintaining domestic order and denying
Iraq as a safe haven for terror. And I believe we will get there by the end of December '05, and 1
believe we are on track to get there by December of '05.

What was the second part?

Q About the elections, do you think that --

GEN. CASEY: I do.

Q -- given the situation, it's -- that credible elections will be held on January 30th?

GEN. CASEY: I do. I mean, it is going to be hard. They will fight us every step of the way. But
I do believe elections are -- credible elections can be held. I mean, again, in the south and in the
north, 14 of those 18 provinces, my -- what I believe is that they will be uneventful. They will be
contested in the center area of the country, but I believe that we will succeed in that.

0 As a final -- final question, how do you -- how do you -- what do you tell the families of
servicemen who have been killed and maimed over there? How do define victory in Iraq, ultimate
victory to these people who are losing their loved ones?

GEN. CASEY: I think I just did. But what I'd say to the families is what I said in my opening
statement. These soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines that have died over there have given their
lives to help 25 million Iraqis build a better life and to improve the security of the United States and
the coalition.

And these young men and women went over there knowing that would be a possibility, and
God bless them. That's what makes this country great.

Q I'm curious. Could you elaborate a little bit more on the situation up along that border?
There was supposed to be a joint border committee that was meeting to work out the cross-border
traffic. Has that fallen apart?

And would you also address down in the south, it's my understand you all are still holding
some number of Mujahideen-e-khalg at a camp down near Kuwait. What's their status? How many
are there? And what's going to finally happen to them? And when?

GEN. CASEY: Last part first. That's more up north. There are -- my last recollection is that
there was about 3,000 MEK folks still there at a camp, that we are working their process with the
Red Cross. I do not have a timeline of when that process will be completed.

Q So what will happen to them?
GEN. CASEY: Their ultimate disposition, where they --
Q Where are they going to go?

GEN. CASEY: Almost every one of them has a different story, so it's a variety of different
places.

I'm sorry, what was your first?

Q And the first one is, what's going on at the Syrian border? You had a committee that was
looking at that.



GEN. CASEY: Oh. There was a meeting. That process is continuing. I will tell you, my
personal view is the Syrians are making some efforts on the border, but they're not going after the
big fish, which is really the people that we're interested in. And we're really interested in them going
after the senior Ba'athists that are providing the direction and financing for the insurgency inside
Iraq. That's what we're really like to see them do.

Q Because you guys obviously can't cross the border to go after them.
GEN. CASEY: Right.

Q Yeah, your emphasis on the elections is making them shape into a fairly decisive element of
the entire campaign. What would be the consequences if they are successfully disrupted by the
insurgents? What's at stake here?

GEN. CASEY: It has been an important intermediate step in our campaign plan since we
started this. But it is a step in the process. You're asking me a hypothetical. I don't really know the
answer to that.

Q Well, you plan for failure.

GEN. CASEY: Well, you also -- you plan for success. I really don't have a good answer to
that, and I'd rather not get into a hypothetical situation.

Q All right, you had said that with the fall of Fallujah for the insurgents, they don't have a safe
house inside the country anymore. Mosul, since Fallujah has seen a lot of trouble up there, what is
the status of Mosul now? And do you think that is becoming a safe haven for |nsurgents7 And what
are you doing to try to alleviate the ongoing problem up there?

GEN. CASEY: Let me talk about safe haven for a minute, what I mean when I say safe haven.
For me, a safe haven is a place where insurgents and terrorists can go and plan, and build
improvised explosive devices, and bring in recruits and receive them in, give them training, link
them up with operations, stage for operations, rehearse operations, with impunity.

And that's what they had in Fallujah, and that's what they don't have anymore. That's what
they had in Samarra for a while. They don't have that -- (inaudible). That's what the Mugtada militia
had in Najaf. They don't have that anymore.

So they've lost the ability to operate any place with impunity. So what's going on in Mosul, in
my view, is not a safe haven. It's an area where insurgents have gone and have had some success
against the local security forces.

Now our folks, operating with additional Iraqi security forces, have restored the status quo.
But I will tell you more work needs to be done there to improve the security situation prior to
elections, and it will be done.

Q General Casey --

Q I'm sorry. Could I just follow up? Do you see at all that Mosul is becoming a safe haven? Is
there an effort at all, any intelligence that shows that these folks have actually started moving into
Mosul and they'll make that kind of their Fallujah?

GEN, CASEY: I see no evidence that the terrorists are trying to make Mosul a safe haven as I
define "safe haven." It is certainly an area where they are operating and attempting to disrupt the
election process and the coalition and Iragi security force operations, but not a safe haven.




Q General Casey, if you -- if indeed, as you say, the terrorists and insurgents have lost the
ability to operate with impunity, they've lost their safe havens, then how do you explain the fact
that they continue to take such a toll, to be so effective against the Multinational Forces?

And what -- a second question -- what, if anything, will the Multinational Force be doing
differently between now and January 30th to improve the situation and instill confidence in the Iraqi
people that they can safely go to the polls and vote?

GEN. CASEY: To be clear, I said that they could operate with impunity inside the safe haven.
They are clearly operating elsewhere around Iraq.

Now these levels of violence since Fallujah have dropped dramatically. And they are actually
now down at the levels prior to Ramadan and really right where -- back where we were at transfer
of sovereignty. So the levels of violence have come way down.

I do not -- they are not necessarily operating effectively against coalition forces. In fact, when
we look back, the numbers of attacks don't necessarily produce a very high volume of casualties. In
fact, a lot of the attacks are in fact ineffective against coalition forces. They are frankly more
successful against civilians and in some cases against Iraqi security forces.

Q And the second part of the question. What, if anything, will you be doing differently between
now and the end of January to do --

GEN. CASEY: Oh, yeah.

Q -- in spite of all this, instill the confidence to the Iraqgi people that they can safely go to the
polls and vote?

GEN. CASEY: That's a great question. We -- I think you know a few weeks ago I asked for
some additional forces before the election period. We felt we needed to keep up the momentum, to
keep the pressure on the insurgents that moved away from Fallujah after the Fallujah operation
took place. And those forces are going to help us both keep the pressure on them and then get a
more secure environment prior to the elections.

The other thing that's happening now is, as I mentioned, the Iraqi security forces are
graduating. They're coming out of their training. And we're -- 18 of those 27 battalions are on line,
and I think 12 of them have come on line in about the last 45 days.

And so they are now available to enhance security across Iraq.

Police continue to graduate. We continue to crank out the police commando battalion. So there
will be a concerted effort across Iraq, particularly in the greater Baghdad area and the Mosul area
and in the Al Anbar province, all the way up to January 30th.

Q You said in your opening statement you were generally pleased with their performance.
That doesn't sound like a ringing endorsement.

GEN. CASEY: I said we are generally pleased with their performance. Everybody knows there
have been instances -~ Mosul is a good example -- where the police collapsed. But there are 12
provinces where the police are doing very well every day. So it's a mixed bag, but we're generally
pleased.

The forces in Fallujah -- the Iraqi battalions that fought in Fallujah did very well. And they'll
become the center, really, I think, of what the Iragi Army becomes.

Eric?




Q General, the Army Reserve and the Army National Guard have missed their recruiting goals
the last two months. The National Guard is announcing new incentives for that. Given the fact that
the Guard and Reserve represent about 40 percent of your forces over there and will continue to
remain an important part -- a source of your troops in the immediate future, how concerned are you
that many of these active duty forces who would normally flow into the Reserve and Guard are not
doing so because they don't want to have to go back to places like Iraq and Afghanistan? How big a
concern is that to you as the commander of forces on the ground there?

GEN. CASEY: Frankly, it's not something I've thought about deeply in about six months --
when I was the vice chief. But clearly a good flow of active forces into the Guard and Reserve is
something that will benefit the Army, the Guard and Reserve over the long haul. And again, I
haven't thought about it in a while there, but it's something I think we need to pay attention to and
continue to encourage and maybe incentivize active forces to continue to move into the Guard and
Reserve.

Q General Casey, could I ask you a question about the level of sectarian violence? Do you
think it's on the rise? There have been several incidents recently -- the bombing yesterday against
the Shi'a and bombing of a bus load of Kurdish militiamen up in Mosul. How do you assess that
aspect of the insurgency?

GEN. CASEY: I would not assess that there is a high or seriously increasingly level of
sectarian violence at this time. There are clearly incidents. It is a troublesome trend, and it is one
that we will continue to watch closely.

Q What do you think the source of it is? Is this -- I mean, Zarqawi in his famous letter talked
about trying to foment just this sort of thing. Do you think that's where these things are --

GEN. CASEY: I wouldn't want to guess on that. But you've quoted a potential source.
Go ahead.

0 General, you said a few times that things are broadly on track. But now that you've been
there six months, can you give us any specific areas where you had hoped to be further along than
you are at this point?

GEN. CASEY: Fair question, because the analysis that we did did look at that. I'll tell you, I
would have hoped we had been further along on the Iragi -- helping the Iraqgi -- particularly the
ministries I'm concerned with, Ministry of Interior, Ministry of Defense -- in building their
intelligence services up.

We're working counterinsurgency. Intelligence is key to that. And what we've said, and what
we've seen to some degree but not the extent that I think we can if we build these effective
intelligence services, is that we benefit from what the Iragis know about themselves. So that's going
to be one of our main priorities for the next year.

The second major thing that we'll be working on for next year is the local police. We are
continuing to train folks. We've adapted their training program to make them more able to operate
in a counterinsurgency environment. You know, the cop on the beat doesn't normally necessarily
think he's going to get attacked by a carload of guys. They need to have some paramilitary-type
skills so they can defend and protect themselves and operate in a counterinsurgency environment.
So that's the second point.

Third point is I think we've got to do more work on the borders and on the border guards, and
that will be another focus for the next year.

Q General, I want to go back to one thing you said about the insurgency, that they're not 10
feet tall. That's a statement that's been used in the past to describe the Soviet Union soldier, the
Viet Cong, and yet we had trouble in Vietnam and it was strung out a long time. What is your best




intelligence about the resiliency of the insurgency, its ability to reconstitute? (Inaudible) -- you can
cut off a lot of tails but you got to get at the head.

GEN. CASEY: Oh, absolutely.

Q Should the American public and the Iraqi public expect this insurgency just to go on in some
form for quite a while no matter what happens January 30th?

GEN. CASEY: I think we ought to be clear that when they have the elections on the 30th of
January, the insurgency's not going to go away. I mean, you mentioned some other cases, but if
you look at the history of insurgencies, these are protracted events. They go on for a long time.
Now, they won't necessarily go on at the same level and they won't necessarily go on at a level
where it will require 150,000 American troops, especially when we're creating Iraqi security forces
that we'll work with over the next year to help them build independent counterinsurgency capability,
but insurgencies generally go on for a long period of time, and I think you'd expect to see the
insurgency in Iraq go on at some level for a long time.

Q They seem to be more sophisticated. I heard that there was command and control
sophistication or the attacks seemed to have picked up. It doesn't seem to be getting less
sophisticated, but even more as you kill a lot of them.

GEN. CASEY: We are seeing military capabilities. I wouldn't say necessarily sophisticated, but
we are seeing military capabilities in platoon-size attacks that we had not necessarily seen before.
But for them to conduct an attack like that takes a lot of their time and their effort, and we're not
seeing a lot of these.

Q General, could you just clarify your statement on Syria, what your concerns are about their
role in the insurgency or perhaps the going and coming of foreign terrorists across that border?

GEN. CASEY: I have two concerns with Syria. One, as you suggest, is foreign fighters. And we
see a facilitation mode through Syria, foreign fighters coming into Iraq. I do not see direct Syrian
government involvement in that facilitation, but it is coming through Syria. And I do believe that
they have the capability to stop it if they had the will to stop it.

The second point is we have fairly good information that there are senior former Ba'athists,
members of that they cail the New Regional Command, operating out of Syria with impunity and
providing direction and financing for the insurgency in Irag. And that needs to stop.

Q Is al-Douri one of them?
GEN. CASEY: He's back and -- he's a back and forther. He's not necessarily in there.
Q General, could you -- just a quick --

STAFE: Let's make this -- let's make this the last one, General.

Q Can I do a quick, you know, question on -- you said to Kathleen (sp) that the Iraqgi security
forces are performing well in 12 of the provinces in your own -- right? But one of the things you also
say is that 14 of the provinces are in pretty good shape. So it would seem that in those 12
provinces they haven't really been tested. I presume before Mosul happened, before the most
recent violence, you probably thought those Iragi security forces were performing well. I mean,
they're the retrained Iraqi security forces. So if they haven't been tested yet, aren't there still
concerns about how they would do? I mean, I guess yesterday in Samarra a police station was
attacked and not a shot was fired, and they also left the area.

GEN. CASEY: The 12 or 16 provinces, what I meant, those were police, not necessarily all
Iragi security forces. Just police. And whether or not they've been tested, some of them have. In



the south, during the Mugtada militia attacks, there were several police stations that were attacked
fairly heavily, particularly the one in Kut for example, and they did fight very well. But there is
something to what you're saying about untested.

Now in Mosul, we have seen problems with the police in Mosul over a period of time. And so
the fact that all of them collapsed at the same time was a surprise. The fact that they had a chief of
police who was not very effective and who many believe was corrupt -- that problem up there had
been going on for a longer period of time, so it wasn't a complete shock.

Listen, thank you all very much. Come over here and see us.
STAFF: Thank you all for attending.

Q (Off mike) -- are they commanding, actually, the insurgency, this new regional command
out of --

STAFF: No, that's their name.

Q That's what they call themselves.
GEN. CASEY: Thank you.

Q Thank you, General.

END.




(b))

From: PO coR, ocJcsiPA

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 12:25 PM

To: Haddock, Elien (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA B0

Cc: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA; Clv
OASD-PA;[D® | OASD-PA; DG ‘LCDR, OCJCS/PA

Subject: RE: TPs from Casey for review

Col,

these TP are very thorough and extensive. I know we discussed possibly threading some of
yesterday's PC seminar themes into them, but I have not received the "blessed" feedback
yet from the J5 folks.

I think we should let these stand on their own and perhaps for next Tues press conference
with 8D/CJCS, they could use some of the PC seminar themes.

VR

)(6)

>Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 12:04 PM PG
>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, . OCJCS/PA; \(b)(ﬁ) LCDR, OCJCS/PA;
(b)) CDR, OCJCS/PA 56

>Cc: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA;
CIV OASD-PA .

>Subject: TPs from Casey for review

>

>All:

>

>Attached please find the first draft of talking points off Gen. Casey's briefings.

>

>The sources are attached - (1) transcript of Casey's presser yesterday and (2) transcript
from Bonnie Sciarretto in Archie's shop of Casey's briefing (phone) to the military
analysts.

>

>I'1]1 stand by and wait for directions.

(b))

> << File: TP 12-17-04 Gen. Casey Iraqg update.doc >>
>

> << File: 12-16-04 Casey with mil analysts.doc >>

>

> << File: 12-16-04 Casey Pentagon presser.doc >>




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 12:36 PM
To: CDR, OCJCS/PA BE
Cc: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA, Civ
OASD-PADIE) ' OASD-PARI®) LCDR, OCJCS/PA
Subject: RE: TPs from Casey for review
- thanks. Sounds like a plan to me.
These look great. Recommend you launch them, and we'll add into the press conf

anything more we get early next week.
Thanks for your hard work.

V/R

Col H

> -----Original Message-----

>From: (6)6) CDR, OCJCS/PA

>Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 12:25 PM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie) , Col, OCJCS/PA (©)(6)
>Cc: Rhyned , OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA;
CIV OASD-PA; P© OASD-PA; (BIF) | LCDR, OCJCS/PA
>Subject: RE: TPs from Casey for review

>

>Col,

>these TP are very thorough and extensive. I know we discussed possibly threading some of
yesterday's PC seminar themes into them, but I have not received the "blessed" feedback
yet from the J5 folks.

>I think we should let these stand on their own and perhaps for next Tues press conference
with SD/CJCS, they could use some of the PC seminar themes.

>VR

>

> 0 ----- Original Message-----

> From: ®)E) | oasp-pa

> Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 12:04 PM

> To: _ Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, ocJcs/pa; [B© LCDR, OCJCS/PA;
©)6) CDR, OCJCS/PA -

> Cc: Rhynedance, George, COL, OASD-PA; Davis, Archie, Col, OASD-PA; ‘(b)(s)
®)®) CIV OASD-PA

> Subject: TPs from Casey for review

>

> All:

>

> Attached please find the first draft of talking points off Gen. Casey's briefings.

>

> The sources are attached - (1) transcript of Casey's presser yesterday and (2)

transcript from Bonnie Sciarretto in Archie's shop of Casey's briefing (phone) to the
military analysts.

I'll stand by and wait for directions.
(b)®)

<< File: TP 12-17-04 Gen. Casey Iraqg update.doc >>

<< File: 12-16-04 Casey with mil analysts.doc >>

VVVVVVVYVVYVY

<< File: 12-16-04 Casey Pentagon presser.doc >>




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Thursday, January 06, 2005 7:40 PM

To: ®)®) LtCol, JCS SJS 5)©)

Cc: COL, JCS VCJCS; bIV, JCS VCJCS; Thorp, Frank, CAPT,
OCJCS/PABIE) | CIV, OCJCS/PA

Subject: MOH Recipients to CENTCOM AOR

(b)(6)

Jack Jocobs, a retired Army colonel, military analyst -- and Medal of Honor recipient is

organizing a group of a handful of Medal of Honor recipients who are interested in going
to Iraq and Afghanistan to visit with the troops, to offer encouragement and motivation.
He is an acquaintance of Gen Pace's, and has asked him for his input on how to proceed.

Gen Pace asked me to get with Legal to see what, if any, support we might be able to
provide. Could these guys travel via military aircraft, would the Chairman and/or Vice
have to accompany them, could they be worked into a "USO" type show, or ????

At your convenience, I would like to discuss this with you, and get your input on how best
to proceed.

Thanks for your help,

V/R

Col H




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Sent: Fridav. January 07, 2005 7:04 AM
To: (©)6) LtCol, JCS SJS

Subject: RE: MOH Recipients.to CENTCOM AOR

-

That's fine.
Just wanted to get it on your scope (before it fell out of my brain altogether.) V/R Col H

> ~---- Original Message-----

>From: ©)®) | LtCol, JCs sJs

>Sent: Friday, January 07, 2005 6:06 AM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0OCJCS/PA

>Subject: RE: MOH Recipients to CENTCOM AOR
>

>Ma'am,

>

>I probably won't have a chance to get to this until next wek.
>

sV/r

(b))

>

> 0 ----- Original Message-----

> From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, O0CJCS/PA

> Sent: Thursday, January 06, 2085 7:40 PM

> To: (b)(6) LtCol, JCS SJS

> Ce: coL, Jcs vegcs; [P CIV, JCS VCJICS; Thorp,
Frank, CAPT, OCJCS/PA;[B)E) | CIV, OCJCS/PA

> Subject: MOH Recipients to CENTCOM AOR

> ®®)

>

>

> Jack Jocobs, a retired Army colonel, military analyst -- and Medal of Honor

recipient is organizing a group of a handful of Medal of Honor recipients who are
interested in going to Iraq and Afghanistan to visit with the troops, to offer
encouragement and motivation. He is an acquaintance of Gen Pace's, and has asked him for
his input on how to proceed.

>

> CGen Pace asked me to get with Legal to see what, if any, support we might be able to
provide. Could these guys travel via military aircraft, would the Chairman and/or Vice
have to accompany them, could they be worked into a "USO" type show, or ??°?7?

>

> At your convenience, I would like to discuss this with you, and get your input on
how best to proceed.

> Thanks for your help,

> V/R

> Col H




From: BETTT L tCol, JCS SJS

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2005 10:21 AM
To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: RE: MOH Recipients to CENTCOM AOR
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Ma'am,

> ~---- Original Message-----

>From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA

January 06, 2005 7:40 PM

LtCol, JCS SJS

COL, JCS VCJCS;_ CIV, JCS VCJCS; Thorp, Frank,

CAPT, OCJCS/PA; CIV, 0OCJCs/pa
>Subject: MOH Recipients to CENTCOM AOR

>

>Jack Jocobs, a retired Army colonel, military analyst -- and Medal of Honor recipient is
organizing a group of a handful of Medal of Honor recipients who are interested in going
to Iraq and Afghanistan to visit with the troops, to offer encouragement and motivation.
He is an acquaintance of Gen Pace's, and has asked him for his input on how to proceed.
>

>Gen Pace asked me to get with Legal to see what, if any, support we might be able to
provide. Could these guys travel via military aircraft, would the Chairman and/or Vice
have to accompany them, could they be worked into a "USO" type show, or ????

S .

>At your convenience, I would like to discuss this with you, and get your input on how
best to proceed.

>Thanks for your help,

>V/R

>Col H




From: PO ArisHorn PO

Sent: Tuesday, February 01, 2005 5:31 PM
To: Iarry.diritaﬂ Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA; Ruff, Eric, CIV, OASD-PA; Whitman,
Bryan, SES, OASD-PA
Cc:
Merritt, Roxie T.
CAPT, OASD-PA
Rhynedance, George, COL,
horpe, Captain Frank;
Subject: How former military members serving as media analysts viewed the Iraqi election
Attachments: Military Analyst Coverage - Iraq 020105.doc

Military Analyst
Coverage - Ir...
TV Broadcast Summary:

Analysts Tommy Franks, Jed Babbin, Don Shepperd, Montgomery Meigs and Jack Jacobs were all
featured on national news stations (Fox News, CNN and MSNBC). Generally speaking, all
agreed that the election was not as violent as expected and that the Iragi security forces
and American troops did a very good job. Several analysts alluded to the fact that there
will be more danger ahead. The analyst mood was positive as Iragi events unfolded.

Print/Online/Radio Summary:

Military analysts' discussion of Sunday's election in print, online and radio outlets was
minimal, limited to accounts quoting William Nash and Bob Scales. General Nash was
featured on NPR before and during the election process (January 30th) while Bob Scales was
quoted in The Baltimore Sun (reprinted by The South Florida Sun Sentinel) on keeping
troops safe in Irag. In addition, a Washington Times reader wrote a letter to the paper
commenting on Scales' Op-Ed piece from earlier in the week on the need to raise troop
levels.

The attached memo provides information on what each analyst said and how often they
appeared on television.






MILITARY ANALYST COVERAGE
IRAQI ELECTIONS

Print/Online/Radio Summary:

Military analysts' discussion of Sunday's election in print, online and radio outlets was
minimal, limited to accounts quoting William Nash and Bob Scales. General Nash was
featured on NPR before and during the election process (January 30™) while Bob Scales
was quoted in The Baltimore Sun (reprinted by The South Florida Sun Sentinel) on
keeping troops safe in Iraq. In addition, a Washington Times reader wrote a letter to the
paper commenting on Scales' Op-Ed piece from earlier in the week on the need to raise
troop levels.

William Nash (NPR)
» Iraqi troops "doing their duty" and enforcing security well ,
o Statements made about U.S. troops pulling out within 18 months "may be
ambitious, but it's a good start."
» Nash emphasized the importance of the U.S. supporting, not leading efforts for
the new Iraq, and avoiding being asked to leave Iraq.

Bob Scales (Baltimore Sun — print/online)
e The Sun piece described the Pentagon's plans to take U.S. soldiers from their own
units and add them to Iraqi units.
e Scales: “It (embedding with Iraqi units) would put our troops' safety at risk, as
they'd be more vulnerable to insurgent attacks.”
¢ The key here is to quickly solidify the Iraqi troops as a standalone force from U.S.
troops.

TV Broadcast Summary:

Analysts Tommy Franks, Jed Babbin, Don Shepperd, Montgomery Meigs and Jack
Jacobs were all featured on national news stations (Fox News, CNN and MSNBC).
Generally speaking, all agreed that the election was not as violent as expected and that
the Iraqi security forces and American troops did a very good job. Several analysts
alluded to the fact that there will be more danger ahead. The analyst mood was positive
as Iraqi events unfolded.

Representative remarks per analyst are as follows:

Tommy Franks (Fox News — Hannity & Colmes / Fox & Friends)
e Troops feel great about what they’ve done in relation to the elections
Any election in the Arab world is a “big deal”
This is the first practical example of democracy in the Arab world
Does not agree with comments made by Senator Kerry and Senator Kennedy
He is proud of the work troops have done
Last thing you want to do is announce your “timetable” for withdrawal



Jed Babbin (MSNBC Live Coverage — Iraqi Elections)
e Withdrawal from Iraq is “Simply the worst thing we could do”
e Withdrawal would strengthen the terrorists and weaken the Iraq people
e We have to look at the bigger picture, we have to deal with all the Jihadist nations
that are influencing Iraq

Don Shepperd (CNN Live From....)
e What we did in the run up to the election made a big difference (i.e. controlling
traffic flow around polling areas)
o There were extensive offensive operations to stop terrorist before voting took
place especially in relation to foreign insurgents
e This weekend was very stressful for coalition forces
e It was very important for the Iraqis to pull this off

Montgomery Meigs (MSNBC Live Coverage — Iraqi Elections)
e Events in Iraq have gone surprisingly well
It is a very tough process in inventing a new government
We will see more Iraqi forces come on board with fewer American troops
We will have to watch how Sunnis are brought into the process
Doesn’t think the coalition will change after the vote
Need to continue to watch insurgents from Syria and Iran

Jack Jacobs (MSNBC Live Coverage — Iraqi Elections)
e Highlighted “hot spots” in Iraq in real-time during the polling process
Jacobs, during the polling, predicted high voter turnout
Security expectations were “managed well”
Provided an overview of how insurgents might inflict violence during the vote
Said the training of Iraqi forces by the U.S. military was key
Questioned whether “two Irags” would arise until the next election in October
(religious and cultural divides a potential after Sunday’s election)

WHERE THE ANALYSTS APPEARED

B Tommy Franks

B Montgomery Meigs

M Jed Babbin

O Jack Jacobs

B Don Shepperd




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2005 1:11 PM

To: QIO) CAPT, JCS J8

Ce: G16) CAPT, JCS SJS; LCDR, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: NDS Rollout

(b))

Below is schedule for tomorrow's press event.

Line-up right now is Mr. Feith and Admiral Sullivan to discuss the strategic documents
(NDS/NMS) OSD has expressed interest in having someone from J8 "in the wings" during the
press briefing in the event that the line of questioning takes a PROGRAMMATIC turn.

NOT someone senior to Admiral Sullivan (made very clear to all) but if someone is
available, I would recommend they be on hand from prep at 1115 through the press briefing
at least (1215) but through the conference call with military analysts (1300) would be
preferred.

Any possibilities?

V/R

Katie

>1115: - Prep Feith/Sullivan in Whitman's office

>1130: - Feith/Sullivan Pentagon Press Corps Briefing/Release
>1215: - Feith/Sullivan Analysts Briefing

>

>- FYI only --

>1300-: : Feith Targeted Media and Internal Interviews (Radio/Print, Pentagon
Channel, AFIS)

> - Pentagon Channel from 1300-1345

> - kmw) at 1345; Needs to be firmed up. Have talked to

>her once




(b))

From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Sent: hursdav. March 17, 2005 1:55 PM
To: CAPT, JCS J8

Subject: RE: NDS Rollout

I say we go with the knowledgeable 06...if you've got a name, I'll run with it, just like
we think we're smart.

Is MG Hunzeker out of pocket? Someone asked, and I said I thought he was TDY...

V/R

Katie

> ----- Original Megsage-----

>From: ®)®) | capT, Jcs Js

>Sent : Thursday, March 17, 2005 12:44 PM

>To: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA 0)®)
>Ccc: (PO | capT, Jcs sdgs; @x& LCDR, OCJCS/PA;
CAPT, JCS J8

>Subject: RE: NDS Rollout

>
>Katie, RDML Blake is the French CHOD Escort this week. As such, he is
>out of pocket for this event. Offer an 0-6 with current Budget

>Knowledge. VRO

>

e Original Message-----

> From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, 0CJCS/PA

> Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2005 12:11 PM

> To: [BIE) | capT, Jcs Js

> cc: (@6 | capT, Jcs sgs; P© LCDR, OCJCS/PA

> Subject: FW: NDS Rollout

.

> Below is schedule for tomorrow's press event.

> Line-up right now is Mr. Feith and Admiral Sullivan to discuss the strategic
documents (NDS/NMS)

> 0SD has expressed interest in having someone from J8 "in the wings" during the press
briefing in the event that the line of questioning takes a PROGRAMMATIC turn.

> NOT someone senior to Admiral Sullivan (made very clear to all) but if someone is

available, I would recommend they be on hand from prep at 1115 through the press briefing
at least (1215) but through the conference call with military analysts (1300) would be
preferred.

>

> Any possibilities?

> V/R

> Katie

>

> 1115: - Prep Feith/Sullivan in Whitman's office

> 1130: - Feith/Sullivan Pentagon Press Corps Briefing/Release

> 1215: - Feith/Sullivan Analysts Briefing

>

> - FYI only --

> 1300-: : Feith Targeted Media and Internal Interviews (Radio/Print, Pentagon
Channel, AFIS)

> - _Pentagon Channel from 1300-1345

> - © at 1345; Needs to be firmed up. Have talked to
>her once




B ArsHora B9

From:
Sent: Friday, May 13, 2005 4:57 PM
To:
Haddock, Colonel Ellen
Merritt, Roxie T. CAPT, OASD-PA;
Subject: Initial Media Reaction to BRAC announcement
Attachments: BRAC Post Briefing- Media Reaction - 051305.doc

BRAC Post Briefing-
Media Reac...
The attachment includes an examination of media coverage from the top 10 news

outlets by circulation and national television broadcast stations following the BRAC
announcement. Early online coverage consisted primarily of a reprinted AP story
announcing the number of closures and cost savings. Later updates included more original
commentary and reaction from state officials and legislators. National television had
similar coverage and included commentary by military analysts.




BRAC Base Realignment and Closure 2005

BRAC — POST PRESS CONFERENCE ANNOUNCEMENT
MEDIA REACTION
FRIDAY 13, 2005

The following includes an examination of media coverage from the top 10 news outlets
by circulation and national television broadcast stations following the BRAC
announcement. Early online coverage consisted primarily of a reprinted AP story
announcing the number of closures and cost savings. Later updates included more
original commentary and reaction from state officials and legislators. National television
had similar coverage and included commentary by military analysts.

ONLINE HIGHLIGHTS

Immediate coverage of the announcement:
» The NYT, WP, USA Today, NY Daily News and WSJ reprinted an AP story,
without adding original reporting.
» Denver Post, Houston Chronicle tailored the AP piece for a local slant
» The L.A. Times, Chicago Tribune and Atlanta Journal-Constitution ran original
stories. '

Updated stories included:
> A WP piece on the proposal to shut down Walter Reed
» ANYT piece by Eric Schmitt and David Stout on “intense reaction” across the
country to the announcement.

Commentary included:
> Reprinted AP stories highlighted overall cost savings, a “massive shift of US
forces,” employment numbers in affected communities, and part of a written
statement by the Secretary: “Our current arrangements, designed for the Cold
War, must give way to the new demands of the war against extremism and other
evolving 21st Century challenges.”

o Also included several quotes from state legislators who were disappointed
in their state’s closings. For example, New Jersey's Fort Monmouth was
on the list, to which Democratic Rep. Rush Holt vowed to: "Fight like hell
to change it” and “the Pentagon's error.”

> “Atlanta was a major loser...” but the rest of GA fared well and the state will gain
jobs.

> The news that Illinois will lose jobs due to closures, but such major installations
as Scott Air Force Base will stay open was greeted with “loud applause.”

» That CO has no closures and will gain jobs was called good news for the state by
Wayne Allard, R-Colo.



> "California has done very well in this round" of closures, Rep. Duncan Hunter (R-
Alpine), the chairman of the House Armed Services Committee said today

Messages and quotes:

» The aim to “promote jointness” — “The Pentagon also proposed eliminating scores
of Reserve and National Guard bases, part of Rumsfeld's effort to promote
"jointness" between the active-duty and reserve units.” (NY Daily News, via an
AP article).

» The updated NYT piece on immediate reaction to the closures:

o Quoted Loren Thompson of the Lexington Institute: “savings are
generated more by reorganization than closures”

o Quoted Gen. Richard Myers: "The degree with which the services
coordinate, integrate and operate together will be increased, and it will
include how we manage some of our bases and posts."

o The Secretary “sought to ease fears” about unemployment caused by
closed bases.

TELEVISION HIGHLIGHTS

“Bottom Line — the DoD needs the money. They want to make better use of tax
payers money” - (CNN)
People in congress are saying “the battle starts today” — (Headline News)
“There is life after closure but it is difficult” — Audience interview (Fox News
Dayside with Linda Vester)
We are going to fight this decision and we have plenty of ways to fight it —
(MSNBC - Rep. Rob Simmons)
Emphasis on which bases have had job gains (rather than losses) — (Fox News)
BRAC sets-up a national competition between communities. ..that is what this
process is about — (Fox News Dayside with Linda Vester)
Historically, less than 10% of bases were able to get off the list - (Fox News
Dayside with Linda Vester)
Analyst: General Montgomery Meigs comments:

o Efficiency is the core principle of this BRAC closure
Enhancement of “joint consolidation”
More open minded military culture
Biggest challenges: communities that lose jobs
BRAC is probably a combination of the transformation initiative and the

YV VYV VYV V¥V VV V¥V

O 00O

wars overseas




ONLINE EXCERPTS

THE ATLANTA JOURNAL CONSTITUTION

ORIGINAL: Four Georgia bases on closure list

Ron Martz, Bob Kemper

9:24 AM

After surviving four previous rounds of base closings unscathed, metro Atlanta took a
major hit on Friday in the latest announcement of facilities the Pentagon wants to shut
down.

The Pentagon announced it plans to close three bases in the Atlanta area — Fort
McPherson in southwest Atlanta, Fort Gillem in Forest Park and the Naval Air Station in
Marietta. That will mean a loss of nearly 6,500 military and civilian jobs and about $560
million in annual payroll.

While Atlanta was a major loser, the rest of Georgia fared well and the state will actually
gain about 7,500 military and civilian positions...

State officials had no immediate word on the list but Gov. Sonny Perdue was holding a
news conference and will visit each of the targeted facilities later today.

“We’re disappointed. We think the community action group did a great job. ... We’re
prepared to challenge the recommendation,” said Fred Bryant, deputy director, Georgia
Military Affairs Coordinating Committee. “We don’t know yet what were the key factors
in the decision.”

THE CHICAGO TRIBUNE

ORIGINAL: Illinois takes job hit but escapes major base closures

Rebecca Carroll, AP

8:56 AM CDT

Illinois would lose nearly 2,700 military and civilian jobs under base closures
recommended Friday by Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, but the state's major
military installations would remain open.

Scott Air Force Base, located about 20 miles east of St. Louis, near Belleville, emerged
as the big winner, gaining 797 military and civilian jobs. Great Lakes Naval Training
Center in North Chicago is slated to lose 2,022 jobs...

The announcement that Scott would not close was greeted with loud applause and a
standing ovation at Mid America Airport in Mascoutah, Il1., where Illinois U.S. Sen. Dick
Durbin and Reps. Jerry Costello and John Shimkus held a news conference to announce
its fate.

DENVER POST

ORIGINAL: Colorado a Winner in Base Closure Plans

Mike Soraghan, Denver Post Staff Writer and The Associated Press
09:31:52 AM, updated at 11:00 AM




...Not only was Colorado spared any base closures, the state stands to gain nearly 5,000
military jobs...Members of Colorado's congressional delegation expressed pleasure over
the plan's impact on the state.

"I think it's good news for Colorado and it's great news for the Colorado Springs area,"
said U.S. Sen. Wayne Allard, R-Colo., who served on the Senate Armed Services
Committee until recently.

HOUSTON CHRONICLE

UPDATED: 180 U.S. military bases targeted for closure by Pentagon

AP - 10:08 AM, updated at 10:39

...The 147th Fighter Wing of the Air National Guard will remain at Houston's Ellington
Field under the plan. Sen. Kay Bailey Hutchison said the wing's mission will be shifting
from national defense to homeland security.

LA TIMES

ORIGINAL: California Largely Spared in L.atest Round of Base Closures
Tony Perry, Times Staff Writer

...The Los Angeles Air Force Base, the language facility at Monterey and major Navy
and Marine Corps bases in San Diego were spared in the Pentagon's list of bases
proposed for closure, which was unveiled this morning.

"California has done very well in this round" of closures, Rep. Duncan Hunter (R-
Alpine), the chairman of the House Armed Services Committee said today...
California's biggest job loss appears to be the Naval Surface Warfare Center in Corona,
which employs 900 workers and is listed for closure...

Although the Pentagon's list is meant to be only the beginning of the process, 85% of
bases targeted by the Pentagon in the past have been closed

NEW YORK DAILY NEWS
ORIGINAL: Pentagon Plans to Close 33 Major Bases - AP
Liz Sidoti
12:44 PM EDT

NEW YORK TIMES

ORIGINAL: Pentagon Proposal to Include Shutting 33 Major U.S. Bases - AP
11:01 AM '

UPDATED: Pentagon Proposes Shutting 33 Major U.S. Bases and Other Cuts

Eric Schmitt and David Stout — 1:11 PM
The bases proposed for closing include some familiar names in military history: the
Navy's submarine base in New London, Conn., Fort McPherson in Georgia, Fort




Monmouth in New Jersey and the Pascagoula Naval Station in Mississippi. Scores of
smaller installations would also be closed, and others would be consolidated. ..

While the list of recommended closings was smaller than expected, the reaction from
those affected was intense.

Senator Joseph I. Lieberman, Democrat of Connecticut, called the recommendation to
close the New London base, which would cost several thousands jobs, "irrational and
irresponsible.”

"It insults our history and endangers our future," he told The Associated Press. ..

"The savings projected by this round seem to be generated more by reorganization than
outright closures," said Loren Thompson, a military analyst with the Lexington Institute,
a consulting firm. "At present, the military is very inefficiently located and organized.
Many facilities are sited in places that made sense a century ago but not now."

After more than two years of exhaustive study, this round of base closings is an integral
part of Mr. Rumsfeld's strategy to revamp the military into a leaner, more agile force.
"The degree with which the services coordinate, integrate and operate together will be
increased, and it will include how we manage some of our bases and posts," Gen. Richard
B. Myers, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, said.

Mr. Rumsfeld sought to ease fears in many communities that closings could leave
thousands of local employees out of work. He cited examples of closed bases that had
been converted into commercial airports and economic centers. And he pledged that the
Defense Department would provide retraining for workers and economic aid to help
offset the immediate economic impact in communities where bases close.

USA TODAY

UPDATED - Battle over Bases Begins: Pentagon proposes closing of 33 major bases
- AP

Updated 12:30 PM

...One major closure Rumsfeld seeks is Ellsworth Air Force Base in South Dakota, home
to 29 B-1B bombers, half the nation's fleet of the aircraft, and the state's second largest
employer. ’ |

Republican freshman Sen. John Thune on Friday called the Pentagon "flat wrong" about
Ellsworth, and he vowed to help lead the fight in the Senate to delay the entire round of
closures. "We will continue to keep Ellsworth open," Thune said. ..

Rumsfeld also recommended closing the Naval Station in Pascagoula, Miss., which
barely survived previous base closure rounds. The decision was a blow to Sen. Trent
Lott, R-Miss., who had fought the 1995 round of closures. At stake are 844 military jobs
and 112 civilian jobs...

New England took a major hit, and Connecticut suffered the biggest loss in terms of jobs
with the proposed closure of the U.S. Naval Submarine Base in Groton, Conn. Shuttering
the installation would result in the loss of 7,096 military jobs and 952 civilian jobs.
Calling the recommendation "irrational and irresponsible,” Sen. Joe Lieberman (D-
Conn.) said, "It insults our history and endangers our future."...




WALL STREET JOURNAL

ORIGINAL: Pentagon to Propose Closure - AP

UPDATED: Pentagon Proposes Closure Of About 180 Installations - AP
10:55 am.

Later updated with AP piece

WASHINGTON POST
ORIGINAL: Pentagon Proposing to Shut 33 Major Bases - AP
Liz Sidoti
11:01 AM

UPDATED: Pentagon Proposes Shutting Walter Reed

William Branigin and Ann Scott Tyson |

12:54 PM

The Pentagon today proposed eliminating about 180 military installations across the
country in a new round of base closures and realignments aimed at saving nearly $49
billion over 20 years. One major proposal calls for essentially moving Walter Reed Army
Medical Center from Washington, D.C., to a new state-of-the-art, jointly staffed facility
in suburban Maryland...

Housing and some research facilities at the Walter Reed site in Washington would stay
open, but the facility as it exists today would practically be shut down, and it would lose
5,630 military, civilian and contractor jobs... _

Among the luckiest states on the list is Maryland, which gains 9,293 jobs -- more than
any other state. The District loses 6,496 jobs under the proposal -- mainly from the loss of
Walter Reed -- while Virginia loses 1,574.

The hardest-hit states include Connecticut, which loses 8,586 jobs; Maine, with a loss of
6,938 jobs; and Alaska, which stands to lose 4,619. Overseas, a total of 13,503 jobs
would be cut in the closure or realignment of U.S. military installations in Germany,
South Korea and elsewhere. Many of those jobs would move to the United States.

TELEVISION EXCERPTS

MSNBC

5/13/2005 2:19:22 PM

Newscaster: Joining us to talk a little bit more about the strategic implications of today's
announcement is MSNBC analyst Montgomery Meigs. Thank you so much for taking the
time today. Meigs: Good to be on the show. Newscaster: It's unusual when you think
about closures and the loss of jobs as something that might be helpful and might make a
unit or a situation better. But can you explain to us why this realignment will make the
military stronger? Meigs: Sure. There are three things that I see. First of all as general
efficiency, a lot of these face that's are being closed can be consolidated with other
functions. And can you get more things done for the equivalent DoD dollar. Efficiency




that is the first principle. Secondly, there is some joint consolidation going on. So, for
instance, the third Army headquarters, which is now in Atlanta, is being moved to Shaw
Air Force Base where it will consolidate with the Air Force headquarters that also works
for U.S. central command. So that will make planning easier, coordination, etc. and
enhance jointness. Finally within the Army, Chief of the Staff of the Army is breaking
down some of the tribal barriers. He’s consolidating the infantry and armor schools, a
number of the logistics schools. That way you'll get much more open minded culture in
the office corps of the army. Newscaster: Knowing Secretary Rumsfeld's vision of a
more compact Army, do you think this was something that, perhaps, was always in the
planning or is it a result of fighting two wars? Meigs: Well, I think it's a combination.
For instance, foreman was up for election last time. This time they're going to close it and
move the headquarters a little further north in the state of Virginia. And there are some
things that have changed as a result of what we've seen in the last 10 years. Now the army
is going to have more brigades than it has in the past. You have to have a place to put
them. Some of that is deflected in the BRAC numbers. Newscaster: We talk about all
the positive things that will come out of this. What is the difficult thing? What is the
challenging thing? The not so great news today? Meigs: Well, you got to have some
communities that are going to lose jobs. That’s a painful transition process.

Fox News Channel

5/13/2005 1:17:35 PM

Interviews with Tom Markham (Association of Defense Communities) and Jim Saxton
(New Jersey, Congressmen)

Those that are losing will be trying to reverse the signatures of the Pentagon. That’s what
this process is about. Linda Vester: Tom, you have been through this. You know what
the fight is like when you try to save your base. How often is it a winning fight? Tom
Markham: Those hit during the first four rounds of closures said less than 10% of the
communities were able to get off the list. We don't know about this round but that was
the case in the last round. Linda: This is democracy in action, but, you know,
communities who are supportive of the military are being forced to compete with each
other to stay alive. Rep. Saxton: That's true. While, less than 10% of the bases may have
gotten off before this is not a mission impossible task to get a base off the list. I would
point out in 1989 and 1991 both those round of BRAC, Fort Dix was on the list and it got
off. In 1993 McGuire Air Force base was on the list and it got off. So, we've got a good
record of knowing how to do this in New Jersey, we'll spare no effort to try to make our
case. Linda: I want to bring a member of the audience. Turn out this fellow is a retired
Marine. I would have thought you would say not to close the base. But instead, you said
no, close them down. Audience Member: I’'m assuming all the work that's being done
there can be done elsewhere. The reason they are closing them is they are obsolete or not
need. If they are not needed they should close. Linda: How well do the communities get
handled after the fact in terms of retraining and stuff like that? Tom Markham: There is
some retraining that goes on. However, the main challenge after these bases do close is
the economic recovery. As an example, in Denver we have been closed for 10 years. We
lost 700 jobs and $290 million a year spent on the local economy. Today we have 20,000
people living there, new houses, and a $4 billion economic impact. The message is that
there is life after closure but it's difficult.




Headline News

5/13/2005 11:31:50

Newscaster: Tens of thousands of military and civilian personnel could lose their jobs.
Jamie Mcintyre joins us live from the Pentagon with details. Hi, Jaime. Mcintyre: Hi
Kathleen. It started as a major military operation this morning lone capitol hill as several-
inch-thick base closure recommendation report was delivered to capitol hill where
lawmakers are very interested to hear whether their particular bases are being closed or
scaled back or in some cases actually gaining, according to this Realignment plan
released by the pentagon. Lets look at some of the major closures. Thirty-three major
bases. Here are some of the top ones around the country. New England would lose the
submarine base at New London and also the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard targeted there.
The naval station in Mississippi is on the targeted list. Cannon air force base in Texas as
well as Ellsworth air force base where they have the b-2 bombers. The Pentagon plans to
keep the planes, just move them to other facilities. In some cases some of the bases are
gaining in some personnel and responsibility. Again, twenty-nine of thirty-three major
closures, twenty-nine bases where they are going to have major reductions. Then another
forty-nine bases will be gaining either in personnel or missions under this Pentagon plan,
which now goes to the base closure commission over the next couple of months. That
begins its work on Monday when the Pentagon will formally present this plan and
Defense Secretary Rumsfeld will testify favor of it. One of the arguments they are going
to make is that this plan has been carefully worked out, the pieces are interdependent and
to change one base could affect the whole plan. The commission is going to have to look
at the whole thing in entirety whether it sends recommendation to the president and
ultimately to Capitol Hill. Newscaster: Is there the possibility that the commission
could change its mind about some of these closures or is this really a done deal?
Mcintyre: well, in the past, the base closure commission has made some changes, but the
prospect for any particular base is going to be kind of tough. The pentagon has spent a
long time working up the rationale for each one of these. They say it is based on military
necessity. They say they need the savings that have come from the base closings. The
whole reason, there is an independent commission to do this is that if it were left up to
congress, no base would ever be closed because members of Congress would simply
stall.

CNN

5/13/2005 1:05:03 PM

Newscaster: There's a lot of people crying foul already Jamie. We’ve received so many
e-mails and viewers wanting to know, sort of asking the direct question, during a time of
""operation Iraqi freedom"" and other ongoing wars, why base closures? What’s the
strategy, militarily for safety here at home, homeland security and, of course, fighting
wars overseas? Jamie Mcintyre: it's a very simple answer is, they need the money. That
savings that I talked about, the Pentagon needs that money for better weapons, better
materials, to better use the forces. Right now they're spending a lot of money on facilities
they don't really need. They haven't been able to close them since 1995 because of the
politics and the very sensitive nature of these kinds of closings. Because in particular, in
1995, there were accusations of people playing politics with the list because of the




presidential election. It made it almost impossible for the Congress to agree to a round.
They want to get as much savings as they can to make better use of the taxpayers' money.
When it comes down to the base in your backyard people don't want to see that go.
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From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: F‘[uasdaLJuneJA.[ZO% 515 PM

To: ) CAPT, JCSSJS

Cc: ©© Lt Col, JCS SJS , , |
COL. JCS VCJCS;[P® | ClV, JCS SJS; CDR, OCJCS/PA;
®® "L TC, OCJCSIPA

Subject: FW: RETIRED MILITARY ANALYSTS MTG - 16 June 05

Attachments: Draft Agenda - Military Analysts.doc

)
Draft Agenda -

Military Analys... [By@)

I apologize up front for the short lead on this one.

OSD PA occasionally hosts a group of retired military personnel who now serve as media
analysts ("talking heads") -- they are scheduled to be in the Pentagon on Thursday, 16
June from 1130-1345. Agenda is attached.

Last week, OSD asked for the Chairman to participate; he's on leave. Gen Pace has
indicated his schedule is too busy on Thursday, so we are now looking for another
general/flag officer to appropriately represent the Joint Staff with this group.

Other speakers include Acting DepSecDef England, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for
International Security Affairs Peter Flory, and a final wrap-up with Secretary Rumsfeld.
Requirement is 30 minutes, from 1200-1230, and rather than provide them with a detailed
brief, this group prefers the opportunity to have a discussion (Q&A.) Not sure if the
Director or J3 would be interested/available, but I would appreciate your help with this
one.

As of this morning, the list of retired military analysts who are confirmed to attend:

Colonel Carl Kenneth Allard (USA, Retired)
Lieutenant General Frank (Ted) B. Campbell (USAF, Retired)
Lieutenant Colonel Bill Cowan (USMC, Retired)
Mr. Jed Babbin (USAF, JAG)

Major Dana R. Dillon (Usa, Retired)
Colonel John Garrett (USMC, Retired)
Command Sergeant Major Steven Greer (USA, Retired)
Admiral David E. Jeremiah (USN, Retired)
Lieutenant Colonel Robert L. Maginnis (USA, Retired)
Colonel Jeff McCausland (UsA, Retired)
General Montgomery Meigs (USA, Retired)

Major F. Andy Messing, Jr. (USAR, Retired)
Captain Chuck Nash (USN, Retired)
General William L. Nash (UsA, Retired)

Wayne Simmons (USN, Retired)

Thanks again for your help.

V/R

Katie
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>From: ®)6) | CIV, OASD-PA

>Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2005 4:35 PM

>To: [BE | CDR, OCJCS/PA
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>thanks for your help on this.
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As of June 14, 2005
4:00 p.m.

Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld
Meeting with Military Defense Analysts
Thursday, June 16, 2005
Deputy Secretary of Defense Conference Room The Pentagon

AGENDA

11:30 a.m.

11:31 a.m.

12:00 p.m.

12:30 p.m.

1:00 p.m.
1:15 p.m.

1:45 p.m.

Welcome and Introduction

e Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Public Affairs Ms. Allison Bafber
Update on Detainee Operations

e Acting Deputy Secretary of Defense and Secretary of the Navy Gordon England
Update on Global Operations

e Joint Staff - TBD

Update on GWOT/Iraq Operations

e Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for International Security Affairs Peter Flory
Break

Discussion and Questions with Secretary of Defense Donald H. Rumsfeld
Meeting Concludes

e Ms. Allison Barber
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From: Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2005 1:09 PM

To: Barber, Allison, CIV, OASD-PA

Cc: ©®)6) Maj, OcJCS/PA PO v, OASD-PA; IS COR,
OCJCS/PA

Subject: RE: newest agenda

Allison,

we're experiencing some scheduling issues -- is it at all possible to swap the Joint Staff

block of time (1200-1230) with Mr. Flory's block of time? (1230-1300)7?7?

This would allow time for Gen Conway to do the press briefing with Mr. Di Rita beginning
at 1130, and still get over to the Mil Analysts on time.

Thoughts???

V/R

Katie

(b))

>Sent : ay, June 15, 2005 12:37 PM

>To: (PO CDR, OCJCS/PA

>Cc: 06 | Maj, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
>Subject: RE: newest agenda

>

>he's more than welcome to sit at the head of the table if that feels more natural. secdef
prefers to stand.

>as mentioned, the analysts have asked about recruitment and retention issues, so the
general will most likely be asked those questions.

>also, i just heard from the deputy's office that he (sec england) is going to be speaking
about QDR, BRAC, NSPS and Acquisition, fyi.

>

>thanks

©6)
————— Origi -~
From: (0)6) CDR, OCJCS/PA

Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2005 12:26 PM

To: [0 | CIV, OASD-PA

Cc: [0©) | Maj, OCJCS/PA; Haddock, Ellen (Katie), Col, OCJCS/PA
Subject: FW: newest agenda

(b)(6)

he stands at the head of the table??? seems odd.

Anyway, because DiRita wants to also do a press brief tomorrow at 1130, we're
juggling generals. LtGen Conway may do the press brief and BG Ham may do the analysts.

'11 let you know as soon as we have a decision.
Thanks,

UV VVVVVVVVY

CIV, OASD-PA
Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2005 12:22 PM
To: [B)E | CDR, OCJCS/PA
Subject: newest agenda

hi there.

thanks for the phone call. attached is the most recent agenda.
> please let me know what a/v needs the general will have. also, if there is anything
he would like handed out, i will need it nlt 1600 so that i can prepare the briefing books
for the analysts.
> generally, we do not have a podium. secdef stands at the head of the table so that
it feels like more of a discussion, so that's the format we're assuming all of our
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speakers will have. let me know if this is not doable.

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVYVYV

thanks!
(b)(®)
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