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Rumsfeld Would Advise Veto Over BRAC Change

Defense Secretary Rumsfeld said Thursday that he would recommend a veto if the FY04 defense authorization bill contains House-passed language that would delay the base realignment and closure round scheduled for next year.

At a Senate Armed Services Committee hearing on global force posture changes, Rumsfeld said the timing of the planned return of about 70,000 U.S. forces from overseas and the scheduled BRAC round "are linked together tightly."

After telling Armed Services Chairman Warner he "certainly" would recommend a veto if the final agreement delays the base-closing round, Rumsfeld added: "It would be most unfortunate if there be any delay in BRAC. It would indeed delay forces being returned to the United States."

Although the administration has not said as much, it is clear that the realignment of many of the nearly 200,000 U.S. forces permanently stationed in Europe and Asia has been accelerated to reduce the number of domestic bases that would have to be closed, softening the political impact of the next base-closing round.

The House-passed authorization includes a provision that would delay the proposed base closure process by two years, but then would require action by both chambers to restart it. The Senate bill makes no changes to the BRAC process.
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Rumsfeld Says Navy Can Operate With Fewer Carrier Groups

By Richard Mullen

The Navy can operate with fewer carrier groups, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld said before the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC), the panel that decides how many new carriers to authorize.

The Navy likely "will not need a full-time carrier strike group" in every region of the globe, Rumsfeld said.

Currently the Navy has 12 carrier strike groups, with each group including one carrier.

A Northrop Grumman Corp. unit, Newport News shipbuilding, builds nuclear-powered aircraft carriers for the Navy, and now is developing the next-generation carrier, CVN 21, at a cost that the Navy officially estimated years ago to be $11.7 billion, including development expenses. Later carriers in the new class are expected to cost between $6 billion and $7 billion.

As well, carrier strike groups include surface ships and submarines made by Northrop Grumman Newport News and Northrop Grumman Ship Systems, and by General Dynamics Corp. at its Bath Iron Works and Electric Boat yards.

Rumsfeld also addressed his plans for global force positioning.

The Bush administration's plan to re-deploy U.S. troops over the next 10 years, a move essential to responding to the threats of the new century and the practical need "to do more with less," will strengthen rather than weaken U.S. military power abroad, according to Rumsfeld.

SASC took testimony from Rumsfeld, Gen. Richard Myers, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and top commanders concerning the global posture of U.S. military forces, and in particular the planned redeployment of U.S. service personnel now stationed abroad.

The Bush redeployment plan will mean "closure of significant numbers of U.S. facilities overseas," noted SASC Chairman Sen. John Warner (R-Va.). The plan "will likely move sixty-to-seventy thousand military personnel" and their families back to the United States from foreign assignments, down from the 200,000 U.S. troops stationed abroad today, Warner said.

The force redeployment process will produce a "more agile, lethal, and deployable" force, better trained and better linked by improved communications and intelligence activities, Rumsfeld told SASC members.

Nor will the redeployment lessen U.S. commitments abroad, he said. The United States has worked in close consultation with its allies and other governments to map out a smooth and agreeable path for the process, Rumsfeld said.

As U.S. troop levels abroad start to decline, technology may take up some of the slack in highly sensitive spots such as the Korean peninsula, Rumsfeld suggested.

"In fact, our partnership with the Republic of Korea is a good example of what we hope to accomplish" through the redeployment process, Rumsfeld said. DOD, he said, "has been investing in and making arrangements for improved capabilities, such as long-range precision weaponry" with which to protect South Korea, he said.

"As a result, as we are increasingly able to transfer some responsibility to Korean forces, we will be able to reduce U.S. troop levels," he said. The end result will be that "our defense of Korea [will be] stronger than before," Rumsfeld said.

Reducing U.S. troop levels in Korea, in fact, will lessen a source of friction between the United States and South Korea, Rumsfeld told senators. The U.S. headquarters in Korea takes up "some of the most valuable downtown real estate in Seoul," so DOD plans to move to new digs "well south of the capital," he said.

"Our troops should be located in places where they are wanted, where they are welcomed," he said, acknowledging that American forces in some cases "grate on local populations and have become an irritant for host governments."

And as Rep. Jim Cooper (D-Tenn.), a member of the House Armed Services Committee, noted last week, the United States has troops stationed in 120 nations around the world.

Stationing a larger portion of U.S. troops at home does not make them necessarily less able to move quickly to where they are needed around the world: in fact, it may improve their mobility, said Rumsfeld, noting that "legal or political restrictions on the movement of our troops" in other countries acts as a counterweight to the advantage of having them abroad in the first place.

Warner stressed his view that the military personnel redeployment process not interfere with Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC), a DOD program for realigning defense resources more effectively. It is "imperative that we stay on that timetable" for BRAC, Warner said.

Rumsfeld assured him that that would be the case, noting that "the global posture decision process" for redeploying U.S. forces, and BRAC "are tightly linked; indeed, they depend on each other."
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3,700 Troops Moving To Carson

Post’s population biggest since ’70s

By Tom Roeder, The Gazette

Fort Carson will grow by a full brigade next year, adding 3,762 soldiers under an Army plan announced Thursday.

The arrivals will push the post’s population to a level not seen since the 1970s, and politicians say the move eliminates any possibility that the post will be closed in the near future.

The Colorado-bound 2nd Brigade Combat Team of the 2nd Infantry Division is serving in Iraq but had been stationed in Korea.

The soldiers will arrive here when their Iraq duty is over in July or August. Their families will come much sooner, with many showing up in the next few months.

Although the Pentagon describes the move to Carson as temporary, U.S. Rep. Joel Hefley of Colorado Springs and others say the brigade is here to stay, and so are 15,845 other soldiers stationed at the post.

“It’s about as permanent as they get,” Hefley said. “The fact that they chose Fort Carson for these troops is great news.”

Hefley said the move is a clear sign that the Pentagon isn’t targeting Carson in its plan to close one in five military bases worldwide starting in 2005.

“This means that it’s a foregone conclusion that Fort Carson will stay open,” said John Pike, executive director of GlobalSecurity.org, a Viginiabased defense think tank. “They won’t bring a unit to a base, then immediately shut it down.”

The move reflects a change in U.S. military strategy that includes a major pullback of troops stationed in Europe and Asia.

The Army has had significant numbers of troops stationed in South Korea since the 1953 cease-fire that ended the Korean War.

Having so many soldiers on foreign soil cut the Army’s ability to quickly address wars in places such as Iraq and Afghanistan, said Douglas Feith, undersecretary of defense for policy.

“We want to be capable of moving quickly to do what we need to do anywhere in the world and do everything from peace operations to combat operations,” Feith said Thursday by telephone from Washington.

The 2nd Brigade Combat Team is a tank-free unit that can be flown to hot spots around the globe. It includes a mechanized infantry battalion and two battalions of air assault troops who get to the fight in helicopters.

At Fort Carson, planners were just beginning to work out the logistics of the move Thursday. The base already has a waiting list for its 2,672 family homes that house about 11,000 people, and figuring out where to put additional troops will take time, said Lt. Col. David Johnson, a base spokesman.

“It’s too premature to look that far ahead,” he said.

The post has housed this many soldiers before.

In 1974, just after the Vietnam War, Carson housed 21,742 soldiers. Carson’s population dipped by 5,000 soldiers during the next three decades, with much of the decline coming with the 1994 decision to move the headquarters and two brigades from the 4th Infantry Division from Carson to Texas.

The base is scheduled to add more housing for single soldiers in 2005, with a $14 million barracks project that is tied into a larger spending bill before Congress. An additional $40 million is scheduled for work on training ranges at Carson.

By the time the 2nd Brigade arrives next summer, 7,000 Fort Carson soldiers will have left for Iraq. More than 1,800 soldiers from the 43rd Area Support Group will leave in October, and the 5,200-soldier 3rd Armored Cavalry Regiment will head out in March.

Thursday, local officials rejoiced at the troop news.

“I think this is great, not only for the community of Colorado Springs and for Fort Carson, but it’s even better for (the soldiers’) families,” Mayor Lionel Rivera said. “I think they’ll love our community.”

“It’s good news,” said Chuck Brown, chairman of the El Paso County Board of Commissioners. “We have the space, and the Army couldn’t find a better location to bring those service people into — it’s sure better than Korea.”

Families of 2nd Brigade soldiers will come to Colorado Springs from all over the country.

Some soldiers in Korea are accompanied there by their families, but most serve a oneyear “hardship” tour there while their families stay in the United States.

Lt. Col. Thomas Budzyna, spokesman for 8th U.S. Army, Korea, said announcing the move while the 2nd Brigade is in Iraq takes stress off soldiers and their families, who wondered where the unit would wind up after its war tour.

“The soldiers know where their household goods are going to be shipped and family members know they can meet their loved ones at the Mountain Post,” he said early today in Korea.

Fort Carson was picked for the additional troops because it met several criteria. Johnson said the post’s training and medical facilities and its ability to expand helped.

Another factor was Colorado Springs’ strong support of the base and its soldiers, Hefley said.

“You cannot minimize the role the community plays in this,” he said.

Allard said presidential politics played no role in the move, but Pike, the think tank expert, said it’s hard to dimiss President Bush’s desire to solidify his lead over challenger John Kerry in Colorado polls before the Nov. 2 election.

“If the Democrats have not charged that the Republicans are trying to buy a battleground state with this, then the Democrats are asleep at the switch,” Pike said.

Helfey and Allard said the move of the 2nd Brigade is probably not the last addition Fort Carson will see in the coming years.

“I wouldn’t be surprised if they find they can move more troops into Fort Carson,” Allard said.

“But we’ll have to see how we can handle the 3,700 first.”

Reporter Dennis Huspeni contributed to this report.
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Of Bricks And BRAC

NAS Pensacola’s future in limbo

By William H. McMichael, Times staff writer

One of the worst storms in U.S. history blasted through south Florida 12 years ago, turning Homestead Air Force Base into a pile of rubble. The estimated damage repairs from Hurricane Andrew — somewhere between $500 million and $1 billion — helped convince the federal base closure commission to turn the fighter base into an air reserve station.

Could Naval Air Station Pensacola, recently battered by Hurricane Ivan, suffer the same sort of fate — or be closed outright?

Informed observers don’t think that’s possible at “the cradle of naval aviation,” where nearly every Navy pilot and enlisted aviation technician is trained. But given the Homestead experience, the projected $1 billion repair bill for Pensacola-area bases — and a looming new round of base closings — raises a red flag.

“It can’t be a good thing,” said Christopher Hellman, a longtime observer of the federal base closure process and member of the Center for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation. And, he noted, “A billion dollars is a big chunk of money, even by Pentagon standards.”

That $1 billion figure, supplied by Navy officials at the Pentagon, is an initial estimate that covers Pensacola-area base damage. But the air station suffered the biggest hit, said Harry C. White, public affairs officer for Navy Region Gulf Coast. And the initial estimate for air station repairs alone is a formidable sum — between $300 million and $500 million, said Rep. Jeff Miller, R-Fla., a member of the House Armed Services Committee, who has taken both aerial and ground tours of the air station.

The Senate Armed Services committee dispatched two staffers to inspect the damage at Pensacola, spokesman John Ullyot said, adding that committee chairman Sen. John Warner, R-Va., is very concerned about the level of damage.

The government began trimming and consolidating its military bases in 1988, as the Cold War was coming to an end and the size of the U.S. military began to shrink. Still, after four rounds, the Pentagon calculates it has 24 percent more base infrastructure than it needs, and wants the savings so it can fund other priorities.

Unless a two-year delay written into the House defense authorization bill makes its way into the final bill and is signed into law by the president, a new round will be formally launched within months. Each military branch will recommend its own closures to the defense secretary, who will decide what to include in a list of recommendations for the commissioners. The president must sign off on the final list and cannot make additions or subtractions.

For the 1993 Base Closure and Realignment Commission, or BRAC, the cost of rebuilding Homestead was a factor — but just one factor — in the decision to realign the base, said retired Adm. Robert J. Natter, now spearheading the Florida BRAC defense team. If Pensacola is added to the Navy’s list, the next set of commissioners will have to take a similarly global approach.

“What are the other factors?” Natter asked. “Which factors take precedence? What are the costs associated with missions out of that facility? What are the long-term future requirements of that facility?” Only after answering those weighty questions, Natter asserts, can officials make decisions.In Homestead’s case, the combat mission went away with the end of the Cold War. Its virtual destruction, thanks to Andrew, coincided with what Michael O’Hanlon, a senior fellow at The Brookings Institution, called “the heart of the downsizing period, where we definitely needed to reduce the number of combat air bases.”

Pensacola — a training base — is in a different position.

After four rounds of closures, O’Hanlon said, “We do not need to reduce the number of major training facilities. Pensacola is a training facility that would be hard to replace — and expensive to replace.”

“We have training space over the land and water that other bases can’t provide,” added Miller, whose district includes the air station.

Ron Utt, a senior research fellow with the Heritage Foundation, a conservative Washington think tank, agreed that it wouldn’t make financial sense to close Pensacola.

“There are reasons to rebuild something, even if it’s very costly, if the alternative solution is equally costly and less efficient,” Utt said. Some would point to Pensacola’s storied history and the military’s high regard for tradition as something to be considered. But, Hellman pointed out, “History doesn’t really matter.”

“When it comes to making decisions about dollars and cents,” he said, “they get real pragmatic.”

Retired Vice Adm. Jack Fetterman agreed.

“Yes, the history’s important and should continue,” said Fetterman, president of the Naval Aviation Museum Foundation at Pensacola. “But I would approach it as a readiness issue more than anything.”

At this point, whether it costs $1 billion or half that amount to repair Pensacola, or to what extent the repairs will be made, no one yet knows whether the money will come out of the Pentagon budget or via an emergency supplemental appropriation folded into federal disaster relief for Florida.

“I would say that there’s going to have to be a little of both,” Miller said. Miller and Rep. C.W. Bill Young, R-Fla., and the House Appropriations Committee chairman, toured the base Sept. 24 and discussed the air station’s needs, he said. Miller said he hoped to see the supplemental spending bill come up for a vote late this week.

Miller is optimistic about Pensacola’s future. He’s less so about repairing the many historical buildings damaged in the storm, however.

“It’s a two-edged sword,” Miller said. “There may be a desire to restore them. But it may not be financially feasible.” Some, he said, are too far gone to repair.

For now, the focus in Pensacola is on getting the base back on its feet. And despite the widespread damage, optimism seems to rule the day.

“We’re a little bit down, but we are by no means out,” said White. “We are going to rebuild.”

William H. McMichael is the Hampton Roads bureau chief for Navy Times.
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BRAC Sets Legislative Priorities In Hopes Of Saving Base

By Robert A. Hamilton, Day Staff Writer

New London — Members of the group seeking to save the Naval Submarine Base want to fix a glitch in a law that allows military dependents, but not members of the military themselves, to enroll in state higher education at rates that are normally available only to residents.

The Subase Realignment Coalition will also seek legislative approval for a law that would exempt military retirement pay from the state income tax, though state Sen. Cathy W. Cook said some powerful legislators are wary of opening the door to any exemptions.

The group, which met Monday at the Southeastern Connecticut Enterprise Region office, discussed whether it makes sense to seek the changes now, which might risk drawing attention to the fact that Connecticut does not allow those military benefits.

But John C. Markowicz, chairman of the coalition, said if the Base Realignment and Closure Commission sees the state making strides to be more accommodating to the military, “it has to be positive.”

Although the legislation cannot be approved in time to influence the Pentagon, which announces its recommendations next spring when the legislature will be in session, the bills could help sway the BRAC Commission during its deliberations later in the year.

“Our strategy is to not be on the list when it comes out, but if we're on the list, (these bills) could help us get off,” Markowicz said.

Under a law passed several years ago, military family dependents are eligible for in-state tuition rates from the time they are transferred to Connecticut, while other people have to wait six months after establishing residency.

The University of Connecticut gave the same treatment to the military members themselves, and Cook said she received an opinion from the Office of Legislative Research that military members were covered as well.

But the Connecticut State University system, which operates four campuses, said a strict reading of the law shows it covers only dependents, Cook said, and the legislative research team recently agreed, and rescinded its original opinion.

“We need to fix this glitch,” Cook said. “It was just an oversight by the original drafters of the legislation. I don't think we'll have any trouble fixing it, but it's going to require another bill.”

Cook said that with regard to the tax exemption for military retirement pay, representatives of urban areas, who oppose exemptions because of the drain on taxes, would likely oppose any legislation.

But Cook said by taxing military retirement pay the state is at a disadvantage. Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, New Hampshire and more than 20 other states allow such an exemption.

“I think there could actually be a gain if we pass an exemption, because then you get to tax the income from their second career,” Cook said. “If they move to Massachusetts and become a middle manager of a company up there instead of down here, their $100,000 income gets taxed in Massachusetts.”

Defense companies that typically employ large numbers of veterans might also be influenced by the tax exemption issue to move to Massachusetts instead of Connecticut.

“But getting a tax exemption through the legislature is going to be tremendously difficult,” Cook conceded.
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Riley Says State's Bases Are Vital

By David White, News staff writer

MONTGOMERY - Gov. Bob Riley said Thursday that he doubts America could win a war without the training and services provided by military bases in Alabama.

But he still worries a nine-member base realignment and closure commission could recommend closing one of Alabama's bases next year, when it reviews bases nationwide, and that the president and Congress could agree.

"One of the reasons we're so effective with our military worldwide today is because of what we do in Alabama," Riley said.

All Army helicopter pilots train at Fort Rucker near Ozark. Riley said 16,000 jobs hinge on Fort Rucker, either soldiers and civilians working for the military or employees whose companies do business with Fort Rucker.

All Air Force officers attend professional schools at Maxwell Air Force Base near Montgomery. Riley said the base supports 17,000 jobs.

Redstone Arsenal near Huntsville develops and acquires Army missiles, among other missions. Riley said about 32,000 jobs hinge on the arsenal.

The Anniston Army Depot repairs tanks, other armored vehicles and artillery, and a company is making the Army's Stryker combat vehicle there. Riley said 6,000 jobs depend on the depot.

During a press conference held after he met with business and Chamber of Commerce leaders lobbying for their area's base, Riley said Alabama would suffer a devastating economic blow if any of the bases closed. But he also noted that a BRAC commission's decision in 1995 led to the closing of Fort McClellan near Anniston, which cost the area thousands of jobs.

"There is nothing more important than how we fare under this new BRAC round," Riley said. "There's nothing more important to the economic success of this state."

The BRAC system is based on a 1990 law. So far, it has shut down more than 100 bases, munitions plants, research centers and other military facilities nationwide.

The defense department wants to shut down perhaps dozens more bases to save as much as $7 billion a year that could be spent on weapons, salaries or training, instead.

Business leaders supporting Alabama's bases stressed their importance and expressed varying levels of confidence that their bases would escape the ax.

"We think we're going to be fine. We're certainly taking the position that it's not going to be easy," said Huntsville lawyer Joe Ritch, co-chair of the Tennessee Valley BRAC Committee that's lobbying for the Redstone Arsenal.

Charles Nailen Jr., a restaurant owner in Dothan and chairman of the Friends of Fort Rucker, said: "We think, at Fort Rucker, the vulnerability is small. We think we're probably going to be OK. But I'm not going to be so bold as to stand in front of you and say we're not worried at all."

Riley handed out $300,000 Thursday for the base support groups to lobby, do impact studies or perform other work: $50,000 each for the Fort Rucker and Maxwell groups and $100,000 each for the Redstone and Anniston groups.

"Nothing's being taken for granted," Riley spokesman Jeff Emerson said.
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Baskerville Seeks To Aid Military Families

Says proposals are timely with round of base closures looming

By Pamela Stallsmith, Times-Dispatch Staff Writer

With the next round of military base closings looming and "because it's the right thing to do," a Richmond Democrat is proposing a series of bills to help Virginia's military families.

Del. Viola O. Baskerville, D-Richmond, outlined legislation yesterday that she plans to sponsor in the upcoming General Assembly to improve the quality of life for military employees and their families who live in Virginia.

With the federal Base Realignment and Closure Commission poised to consider recommendations from the Department of Defense about possible closings, she said, it's crucial the state take a "proactive" approach to protecting Virginia-based military installations.

Military bases provide an important component to Virginia's economy, Baskerville noted at a Capitol news conference, with spending exceeding $34 billion a year and the employment of 208,000 people at 147 installations across the state.

"This is the right thing to do to protect our state economy," said Baskerville, who's seeking her party's nomination for lieutenant governor. "It is also the right thing to do for military families" who have made a "great sacrifice."

Her proposals include:

*Extending in-state tuition benefits at public colleges and universities to active-duty members of the armed services, their spouses and dependents and easing the enrollment into public schools of military children who transfer from other states.

*Creating a grant fund controlled by the governor to support local infrastructure projects to benefit both military installations, such as housing and utilities.

*Making it easier for military spouses who are nurses and transfer to Virginia to meet the state's licensure requirements.

*Making Virginia's job training and unemployment compensation programs more accessible to military families.

*Directing the Virginia Housing Development Authority to study the availability of affordable housing for active-duty military families.

Baskerville is looking for co-sponsors and has sent copies of her proposals to members of the Virginia Commission on Military Bases, appointed by Gov. Mark R. Warner. Six legislators, as well as Lt. Gov. Timothy M. Kaine, serve on the commission.

The legislative session that begins in January will be the last time lawmakers can take action before the next phase of the federal base assessment process, she said. No cost analyses were available because the bills were just drafted.

"Florida, North Carolina and Texas have already taken steps to make their states more military friendly," she said. "Virginia cannot afford to be left behind when the BRAC process begins again."
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U.S. to Cut Number of Overseas Bases; Some forces will be moved closer to global hot spots, Rumsfeld tells Senate panel. Relocation is to take place in the next six to eight years
By Mark Mazetti, Times Staff Writer

Responding to new threats that have made America's military deployment obsolete, the Pentagon will reduce the number of U.S. installations abroad from about 850 to 550 and shift forces closer to global crisis points, Defense officials told Congress on Thursday.

Unveiling a plan more than three years in the works, Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld told members of the Senate Armed Services Committee that the U.S. would consolidate its overseas bases and move as many as 70,000 personnel and their families back home from Cold War-era installations in Europe and Asia. At the same time, the Pentagon would set up barebones facilities in Africa, the Middle East and Central Asia. U.S. troops could be "surged" to those bases during difficult times.

Joined by Air Force Gen. Richard B. Myers, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and top U.S. commanders in Europe, the Pacific and the Korean peninsula -- the areas where the greatest troop realignment is planned -- Rumsfeld told senators that the overhaul would occur during the next six to eight years and was necessary to better respond to a post-Cold War world.

"This is something we have to do. And we're doing it," Rumsfeld said.

The sharpest reduction of installations will occur in Europe -- where 560 will be cut to roughly 360. In the half a century since the end of World War II, many of these massive European bases have grown into what are called "little Americas" -- complete with bowling alleys and Burger Kings -- to garrison hundreds of thousands of U.S. troops and their families.

With the threat of a ground war in Europe unlikely, the Pentagon's plan calls for removing U.S. troops from these large bases and moving them either back to the United States or into Eastern European countries closer to the Middle East.

In Asia, the Pentagon will move about 12,500 U.S. troops off the Korean peninsula, taking advantage of the improved capabilities of South Korea's military.

"I am very confident that this reduction will not increase risk," said Army Gen. Leon J. LaPorte, commander of U.S. forces in South Korea. North Korean leader "Kim Jong Il has always had a strategy of provocation. And he'll continue to do that, regardless of the number of forces that are resident in the peninsula."

With defense experts in wide agreement that such an overhaul is long overdue, Democratic members of the committee focused most of their attacks on the potential cost of the moves and on the general strain on U.S. forces. In recent weeks, Democrats have pointed to a May study by the Congressional Budget Office that predicted the initial costs of relocating troops could reach $7 billion, though eventual annual savings might be about $1 billion. Responding to the concerns raised by senators, Rumsfeld said that costs of inaction were much higher.

"We always want to look at what the costs would be if we didn't do it," Rumsfeld said. "And the cost if we didn't do it would be that we would continue for another 50 years mal- arranged in the world, arranged for the last century, not the current century."

Throughout the hearing, both Democrats and Republicans chided the Defense secretary for what they called the Pentagon's stubborn refusal to increase the size of a U.S. military that was strained by fighting wars both in Iraq and Afghanistan and that also had to be able to stave off potential threats from Iran and North Korea.

"It's clear, at least to most observers, that we don't have sufficient personnel," said Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.).

Citing a recent study by the Defense Science Board, a group of outside experts that conducts analyses for the Pentagon's leadership, Sen. Jack Reed (D-R.I.) noted that the group concluded that the Pentagon did not have enough troops to sustain long-term peacekeeping commitments.

Rumsfeld dismissed the criticism, saying that the Defense Science Board might not have been aware of other Pentagon initiatives -- in particular, plans by the Army -- to create more front-line forces.

"I don't know if they were briefed on the extent of all the things we're doing in the department," Rumsfeld said.
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