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Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Panetta,

As members of the House Armed Services Subcommittee on Strategic Forces — responsible for
oversight of the nation’s missile defense — we write out of concern about new intelligence concerning
foreign developments in long-range ballistic missile development, specifically, ballistic missiles capable of
attacking the United States. We believe this new intelligence reiterates the need for the Administration to
correct its priorities regarding missile defense, which should have, first and foremost, the missile defense of
the homeland.

In 2009, the Administration announced that it would reduce the development of the homeland
missile defense system by severely limiting the purchase of ground-based interceptors (GBI) for
deployment in the United States and by cancelling the deployment of the Third Site system in the Czech
Republic and Poland. As you know, the only missile defense capability to project the homeland currently
in place is the ground-based midcourse defense system (GMD) in Alaska and California, which this
Administration and the previous Congress cut by over $1.65 billion. At the time, this decision was
explained on the basis of “new intelligence” that justified de-prioritizing national missile defense in favor of
defense against regional missile threats.

With regard to the intelligence, we believe this decision was in error at the time and that new
information reaffirms that error. We further believe it is now critically important that the Administration
immediately reprioritize the defense of the homeland. And we believe your predecessor, Secretary Gates,
was of the same view when he announced prior to his departure from office that, “with the continued
development of long-range missiles and potentially a road-mobile intercontinental ballistic missile and their
continued development of nuclear weapons, North Korea is in the process of becoming a direct threat to the
United States.”

Almost from the day of the announcement of the Administration’s new architecture for missile
defense, the House Armed Services Committee has been pressing the Administration for a “hedging
strategy” to be assembled and implemented for the defense of the homeland. And Administration
witnesses have repeatedly promised such a strategy. For example, Dr. Jim Miller, the Principal Deputy
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, told the Strategic Forces Subcommittee in his March 2, 2011
testimony that, “the Department is in the process of finalizing and refining its hedge strategy.” Less than a
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month later, Dr. Brad Roberts, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Nuclear and Missile Defense
Policy, testified that, “[t]he Administration is considering additional steps to strengthen the U.S. hedge
posture...we are evaluating the deployment timelines associated with ficlding additional capabilitics.”

Despite these commitments, and despite passage by the House of section 233 of the FY 12 National
Defense Authorization Act, the Congress has received no “hedging strategy” from the Department of
Defense. Further, we are hearing from the Department of Defense that the Administration has no plans to
restore the buy of GBI interceptors planned by the previous Administration, and may only be prepared to
buy new missiles solely for testing purposes. What’s more, we are informed that the Administration may
be preparing to walk away from its commitment to develop the SM-3 [IB missile, perhaps by downgrading
it to a mere technology risk reduction program. It would be a double blow to the defense of the homeland if
the Administration now walks away from the I1IB missile without restoring programs for missile defense of
the United States.

Such decisions, which will further compromise the national missile defense of the United States,
may be a result of the Administration’s decision to build a missile defense system in Europe, with little
application for the defense of the United States, as a contribution to NATO; in other words, to build a
missile defense shield for Europe at enormous cost to the United States. Continued short-changing of the
missile defense budget may force Congress to make a choice if the missile defense of the homeland
continues to be deprioritized by the Administration.

In view of the briefing the subcommittee received this week, we do not believe the United States
can afford further delay in the release of the hedging strategy by the Department of Defense. We urge you
to take steps to ensure it is completed and briefed to the Congress before the end of the year. We further
urge you to ensure that when the FY13 budget for the Department of Defense is submitted to the Congress
next February, it restores funding to homeland missile defense programs to counter the rising long-range
ballistic missile threat to the United States. The defense of the United States must be the top priority for the
Department of Defense.
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