
(1) 

HEARING TO RECEIVE TESTIMONY ON U.S. 
PACIFIC COMMAND, U.S. STRATEGIC COM-
MAND, AND THE U.S. FORCES KOREA IN RE-
VIEW OF THE DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION 
REQUEST FOR FISCAL YEAR 2011 AND THE 
FUTURE YEARS DEFENSE PROGRAM 

FRIDAY, MARCH 26, 2010 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC. 
The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:04 a.m. in room SD– 

106, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Senator Carl Levin (chair-
man) presiding. 

Committee members present: Senators Levin, Lieberman, Akaka, 
Ben Nelson, Kaufman, LeMieux, and Burr. 

Committee staff members present: Richard D. DeBobes, staff di-
rector; and Leah C. Brewer, nominations and hearings clerk. 

Majority staff members present: Madelyn R. Creedon, counsel; 
Richard W. Fieldhouse, professional staff member; Jessica L. King-
ston, research assistant; Jason W. Maroney, counsel; Roy F. Phil-
lips, professional staff member; and Russell L. Shaffer, counsel. 

Minority staff members present: Michael V. Kostiw, professional 
staff member; Daniel A. Lerner, professional staff member; and 
Dana W. White, professional staff member. 

Staff assistants present: Jennifer R. Knowles, Brian F. Sebold, 
and Breon N. Wells. 

Committee members’ assistants present: James Tuite, assistant 
to Senator Byrd; Christopher Griffin and Vance Serchuk, assistants 
to Senator Lieberman; Nick Ikeda, assistant to Senator Akaka; 
Ann Premer, assistant to Senator Ben Nelson; Halie Soifer, assist-
ant to Senator Kaufman; Lenwood Landrum, assistant to Senator 
Sessions; Clyde A. Taylor IV, assistant to Senator Chambliss; Vic-
tor Cervino and Brian Walsh, assistants to Senator LeMieux; and 
Kevin Kane, assistant to Senator Burr. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR CARL LEVIN, CHAIRMAN 

Chairman LEVIN. Good morning, everybody. 
Today, we’re going to be hearing from three of our combatant 

commanders to receive testimony regarding the issues and the 
challenges that they face in their respective mission areas. 

On behalf of the committee, let me welcome back General 
Chilton, Commander of our U.S. Strategic Command; Admiral Wil-
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lard, Commander of the U.S. Pacific Command; and General Sharp, 
Commander of the United Nations Command, Combined Forces 
Command, and United States Forces Korea. 

This committee appreciates your many years of faithful service 
to this country and the many sacrifices that you and your families 
make in that cause. And we would also appreciate your thanking, 
on behalf of our committee, the men and women that you lead, 
both military and civilian, for their service, their patriotism, and 
their dedication. 

We also want to thank you for rearranging your schedule to be 
here this morning. We know these hours that you have here are 
precious, and we thought it would be better to go ahead today, even 
though our attendance is going to be less, rather than to, number 
one, bring you back at some future time, which would really dis-
rupt your schedules. The rather arcane rule of the Senate that was 
used to prevent us from meeting on Wednesday is still a rule of the 
Senate, and as long as it’s there, somebody can exercise that right. 
It was exercised, and, as a result, inconvenienced you, inconven-
ienced many members of this committee, as well. But, that’s where 
we’re at. So, thank you for your flexibility in this matter. 

Today’s hearing, we’re going to hear the views and assessments 
of senior U.S. Commanders in the Asia Pacific region, together 
with the global perspectives of the Strategic Command for those 
issues that pertain across the combatant commands. 

First, on the Pacific Command: U.S. Pacific Command’s geo-
graphic area of responsibility is home to over half of the world’s 
population and to five of the world’s six largest militaries. Stability 
and security in this vast region is vital to our interests, as well as 
to the interests of our allies and our partners. And while the region 
as a whole remains relatively stable, we cannot afford to take this 
stability for granted. We must remain vigilant in the region and re-
assure our allies that we will continue to work with them to fur-
ther our mutual interests. 

The situation on the Korean Peninsula remains tense, although 
relatively quiet compared to a year ago, when North Korea’s ag-
gressive rhetoric, multiple ballistic missile test launches, and nu-
clear detonation heightened regional concerns and resulted in a 
tightening of U.N. sanctions. 

In recent months, the U.S. and North Korea have had modest bi-
lateral discussions in a effort to regain traction in the Six-Party 
process, but there’s been no meaningful progress so far. 

Since nuclear inspectors left North Korea last year, the status of 
North Korea’s nuclear program has been largely unknown. And 
while the nuclear issue garners much of the international atten-
tion, also of concern is the apparent unstable nature of the North 
Korean regime, coupled with a conventional military capability 
that represents a significant threat to security on the peninsula. 

China’s influence continues to grow regionally and globally, and, 
at the same time, China continues to grow its military. It is impor-
tant to anticipate and understand the intended and unintended 
consequences of these developments on the region at large. As Chi-
na’s influence and military grow, traditional alliances and partner-
ships in the region may come under pressure from a perception 
that the balance of power is shifting, and other countries in the re-
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gion may deem it necessary to grow their militaries, as well. Such 
developments need to be understood and inform our decision-
making. 

China’s growing involvement with Iran, including investment in 
the Iranian energy sector, is an example of China’s global influence 
expansion efforts. China is the primary obstacle to more stringent 
United Nations Security Council sanctions against Iran. 

In Japan, the installation of a new government last summer rep-
resents new challenges and opportunities in the longstanding de-
fense relationship between our countries. For instance, the Defense 
Policy Review Initiative, negotiated between our two countries over 
a number of years and agreed to in 2006, has been the subject of 
renewed consideration by the Japanese, particularly as it relates to 
the movement of U.S. Marines on Okinawa and the relocation of 
some of those marines to Guam. This matter needs to be resolved, 
as does the impact of the associated military buildup on Guam and 
the details of the plan to ensure that the influx of military per-
sonnel and their families is done with due regard to the effects on 
the Island of Guam and their population. 

The committee is also interested in U.S. efforts in the Asia Pa-
cific region to provide humanitarian assistance and disaster relief, 
to expand the already strong partnerships with friends like Aus-
tralia and India and others, and to combat violent extremism, par-
ticularly in Southeast Asia. 

On the Strategic Command, the Strategic Command has global 
responsibilities that require it to work with all the combatant and 
regional commands. Strategic Command’s broad mission includes 
both operational and coordinating responsibilities. The Command 
has operational responsibility for strategic deterrence in space and 
cyberspace operations. It coordinates actions across the Commands 
in areas of missile defense, combating weapons of mass destruction, 
allocation of high-demand/low-density intelligence, surveillance, 
and reconnaissance—ISR—assets, such as UAVs, and helps inte-
grate information operations. Also, with the growing threat to 
cyberoperations, the new Cyber Command is being established as 
a subunified command of Strategic Command. 

Very shortly, we expect to have a new treaty, which will be the 
successor to the START treaty, and a new Nuclear Posture Review. 
Both of these are expected to bring about new and carefully consid-
ered changes to the role of nuclear weapons and national strategy, 
and the size of the stockpile to support that role. We hope to hold 
hearings on the Nuclear Posture Review when both are submitted 
to Congress. General Chilton, as Commander of the Strategic Com-
mand, will play an important role in the ratification process, and 
we work—we look forward to working closely together in that proc-
ess. 

A second domain over which the Strategic Command has respon-
sibility is space. As the leading spacefaring nation, the United 
States must sustain and protect its space assets. On the other 
hand, how these space assets actually contribute to military oper-
ations is also—is always not well understood. And today we have 
an opportunity, with Admiral Willard and General Sharp here, to 
explore the importance of space systems and what would happen 
to our military capabilities if these assets were lost or degraded. 
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Finally, the role of the military and combating weapons of mass 
destruction, and how these capabilities are integrated with other 
elements of the U.S. Government and the international community, 
is an additional challenge confronting both the Strategic Command 
and the Pacific Command. 

The Asia Pacific region continues to be one of the hotbeds of pro-
liferation for both nuclear and missile technologies. There is con-
tinuing evidence of nuclear smuggling in the region and around the 
world that each regional commander must address in a coordinated 
fashion. We look forward to hearing from our witnesses about that. 

It’s a pleasure to have each of you with us this morning. We look 
forward to your testimony and to the questions. I don’t—I know 
that General—that Senator McCain was unable to make it here 
this morning. 

Senator Burr. 

STATEMENT OF SENATOR RICHARD BURR 

Senator BURR. Mr. Chairman, thank you for the recognition. 
Before I ask that Senator McCain’s remarks be put in the record, 

since I feel somewhat personally responsible for this Friday hear-
ing, I would like to say to the Chair and to my colleagues what I 
have said to our panel of witnesses privately, that I certainly do 
apologize for the delay in the hearing and causing this Friday hear-
ing. Sometimes things are out of our control as it relates to the 
functions of the Senate. 

I would ask, at this time, that Senator McCain’s entire opening 
statement be included in the record. 

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you. It will be included in the record. 
[The prepared statement of Senator McCain follows:] 
[COMMITTEE INSERT] 
Chairman LEVIN. Senator, it is very clear that the delay here 

was not your doing whatsoever. You had nothing to do with it, ex-
cept you happened to be on the floor at the moment when someone 
else wanted to raise an objection, and you did what you are, I 
think, dutybound to do as a member of your caucus, which is to re-
flect that objection. But, it’s clear that you had nothing to do with 
it, except being at the wrong place at the wrong time, basically. 

So, we will now—I think we’re going to be calling on our wit-
nesses in the order—going from our left to your right, I believe. 

So, General Chilton, we’re going to start with you and then we’re 
going to move down the table. 

STATEMENT OF GEN. KEVIN P. CHILTON, USAF, COMMANDER, 
U.S. STRATEGIC COMMAND 

General CHILTON. Very good. Thank you, Senator. 
Chairman Levin, Ranking Member Burr, members of the com-

mittee, thank you for the opportunity to testify today. I assure you, 
sir, it’s no burden for us to reschedule and appear before this com-
mittee. 

It’s a great honor to represent the extraordinary men and women 
of United States Strategic Command. I’m privileged to showcase 
this joint team’s achievements, discuss our requirements, and high-
light future national security challenges across our diverse and 
global mission areas. 
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U.S. Strategic Command’s Active Duty, Reserve military mem-
bers, civilians, and contractors form a superb joint team, whose 
dedicated planning, advocacy, and operational execution efforts ad-
vance our warfighting priorities. We continue to strengthen and 
sharpen our focus on deterrence, while at the same time focusing 
on preserving our freedom of action in space and cyberspace. 

In all of these efforts, we greatly appreciate the support of Mem-
bers of the Congress, and particularly this committee and your 
staff, whose legislative investments across our mission areas enable 
us to deliver global security for America. 

Over the past year, we have actively supported the administra-
tion’s four major defense policy reviews, which uniquely impacted 
United States Strategic Command: the Quadrennial Defense Re-
view, the Nuclear Posture Review, the Ballistic Missile Defense Re-
view, and the Space Posture Review, which is still in work. We also 
provided analytical and intellectual capital to the new Strategic 
Arms Reduction Treaty, or START, negotiations. While not all yet 
completed, these reviews will shape the role of our strategic capa-
bilities and define the investments necessary to recapitalize and 
sustain them. 

Their focus areas also highlight U.S. Strategic Command’s place 
at the nexus of today’s national security challenges. Global security 
in general, and the United States specifically, face a myriad of 
challenges today, from economic and political turmoil, nontradi-
tional threats, terrorism, and continuing oversea contingency oper-
ations. Actors continue to seek ways to challenge the U.S. and our 
allies and the conventional and asymmetric means by which to do 
so. 

U.S. Strategic Command remains committed to conducting deter-
rent, space, and cyberspace operations, and advocating for the ca-
pabilities our national leadership and geographic commanders need 
each and every day in the areas of missile defense, information op-
erations, intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance, and com-
bating weapons of mass destruction. 

In the deterrence arena, our energetic exercise program con-
ducted Exercise Global Lightning 2009 this past year, the most ex-
tensive nuclear command and control and communications field ex-
ercise in over a decade. Our forces’ success proved America’s well- 
placed confidence in our Nation’s strategic deterrent and our—and 
demonstrated the success of this Command’s effort to reemphasize 
a culture of excellence across the nuclear enterprise. 

In space, our acceptance of the Space Situational Awareness 
Sharing Mission expanded the Command’s relationships with inter-
national and commercial partners toward ensuring a safe and re-
sponsibly managed space domain. Future space surveillance and 
situational awareness efforts and space investments must continue 
to build on recent advances, including greater collision avoidance 
analysis to ensure the availability of essential space-based capabili-
ties for, not only the United States, but for our warfighters. 

Moreover, the Department of Defense sustained its progress in 
defending DOD information networks by unifying U.S. Strategic 
Command’s components for network warfare and global network 
operations, by increasing the training of cyberprofessionals, and by 
welcoming the standup of service cybercomponents. We carefully 
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planned for the standup of U.S. Cyberspace Command and look for-
ward to the confirmation of its first commander. Additionally, in 
the past year, we dramatically expanded our military-to-military 
outreach program to promote open dialogue and examine the possi-
bility of new partnerships in space and cyberspace. 

Although not contained within the DOD budget, I would like to 
mention my support for the administration’s fiscal year11 request 
for the National Nuclear Security Administration. The budget 
seeks nearly a 13-percent increase for NNSA to provide much-need-
ed infrastructure, human capital, and stockpile management in-
vestments. I have long advocated for such critical investments, 
which help keep our stockpile safe, secure, and effective. Our deter-
rence credibility rests on such confidence, and I appreciate this 
committee’s support for the request. 

In the year ahead, U.S. Strategic Command will address the 
challenges I have mentioned above as we focus on further devel-
oping our workforce, sustaining a culture of excellence in the nu-
clear enterprise, and integrating our global missions. U.S. Strategic 
Command’s uniquely global missions support national objectives, 
whole-of-government solutions, and enhanced international co-
operation. Our future success requires investments in the deter-
rent, the standup of U.S. Cyberspace Command, and expanding our 
awareness of, and sustaining our capability investments within, 
the space domain. 

As we move forward, I look forward to continuing to partner with 
this committee and your staff. Thank you again for the opportunity 
to testify before this committee today. I look forward to your ques-
tions. And I would ask that my Posture Statement be accepted for 
the record. 

Thank you, Chairman. 
[The prepared statement of General Chilton follows:] 
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, General. Your entire 

statement will be made part of the record. 
Before I call on Admiral Willard, let me just say a word to my 

colleagues about a situation which has existed for far too long, 
which I’m going to do my best to correct this morning. I go to the 
floor at about 10:30, and if we’re still in session here at that time, 
Senator Lieberman was kind enough to say that he would be able 
to take over. 

We’ve had a general, who’s been nominated for a second star, 
who’s been on the Senate calendar since October. His name is Gen-
eral Michael J. Walsh. And there’s—it was—he was unanimously 
approved by this committee. But, there’s been a hold on his nomi-
nation, for a totally unrelated issue. And it—Senator Vitter has 
been the one—he admitted—he acknowledges it, so I’m not dis-
closing anything which isn’t out there. But, it’s unconscionable. 
This is a military officer whose nomination—excuse me—whose ap-
proval of a second star is being held up by one Senator, for unre-
lated purposes. And I’m going to go down, in about an hour, and 
try and get unanimous consent that that nomination come off the 
calendar—that approval come off the calendar and be approved by 
the Senate. 
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So, any of you who have some feelings on that subject, you may 
want to say something to Senator Vitter, or to his office. It would 
be appreciated. 

But, I believe that the committee should be an—I think is united 
on this, by the way. I’ve talked to Senator McCain. Senator McCain 
agrees with me. He will be joining me in my unanimous consent 
request. But, I would ask any other members of the committee who 
feel strongly enough about this to get hold of Senator Vitter’s office, 
please do so. Because, again, I think that this committee’s jurisdic-
tion and our obligation and responsibility to our men and women 
in uniform is really at issue here if we can’t get a approval of a 
second star for a fully qualified brigadier general to be a major gen-
eral. 

Admiral Willard. 

STATEMENT OF ADM ROBERT F. WILLARD, USN, COMMANDER, 
U.S. PACIFIC COMMAND 

Admiral WILLARD. Thank you, Chairman. 
And so, that we can get to the committee’s questions, I’ll keep 

my remarks brief, but I also ask that my full statement be included 
for the record. 

Chairman LEVIN. It will be. 
Admiral WILLARD. Chairman Levin, Senator Burr, and distin-

guished members of the committee, thank you for the opportunity 
to appear before you today and to discuss United States Pacific 
Command and the Asia Pacific region. 

Seated behind me is my wife, Donna, who’s been at my side for 
36 years. She’s an outstanding ambassador of our Nation, and a 
tireless advocate for the men and women of our military and their 
families. 

Chairman LEVIN. Special welcome to her. 
Admiral WILLARD. Thank you. 
I also would like to thank you for your interest in our area of 

responsibility. I’ve either met many of you en route to the region 
or followed your travels with great interest. Your presence and in-
terest sends a strong message throughout the Asia Pacific, and I 
invite all of you to stop by Hawaii either on your way into the re-
gion, so my staff and I may brief you on the security situation, or 
on your return trip, in order that I may gain from your insights 
from your engagements. 

Additionally, when in Hawaii, I’d be honored to entertain you in 
the quarters of a former CINCPAC, Admiral John S. McCain, Jr. 

Today is my first posture hearing as the Commander of United 
States Pacific Command. Since taking command last October, I’ve 
had the chance to meet with many of my counterparts, travel 
throughout the region, and exercise a few of our contingency plans. 

When combined with my previous years of service in the Asia Pa-
cific, these experiences have led me to the following conclusions, 
which I would hope we can expand on during today’s hearing. 

The Asia Pacific region is vital to our Nation, and it’s quickly be-
coming the strategic nexus of the globe, due to its economic expan-
sion and great potential. Key to our commitment in the region is 
our forward-deployed and postured forces. We face challenges in 
building partner capacity under the current patchwork of authori-
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ties and programs designed to support our security assistance ef-
forts. The United States remains the preeminent power in the Asia 
Pacific. Modernizing and expanding our relationships with our al-
lies and security partners is also vital to maintaining stability and 
enhancing security in the region. 

China’s growing presence and influence in the region create both 
challenges and opportunities for the United States and for the re-
gional countries. China’s rapid and comprehensive transformation 
of its armed forces is affecting regional military balances and holds 
implications beyond the Asia Pacific region. Of particular concern 
is that elements of China’s military modernization appear designed 
to challenge our freedom of action in the region. 

And finally, India’s strategic location, shared democratic values, 
growing economy, and evolution as a regional partner and power 
combine to make them the partner with whom we need to work 
much more closely. 

Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, the Asia Pacific 
is a region of great potential and is vital to the interests of the 
United States. Every day, the soldiers, sailors, airmen, marines, 
and civilians of Pacific Command are working with our allies, part-
ners, and friends to maintain this region’s security. Our success 
has been enabled by this committee’s longstanding support. You’ve 
provided us with the most technically advanced systems in the 
world and with a military quality of life worthy of the contributions 
of our All-Volunteer Force. On behalf of more than 300,000 men 
and women of U.S. Pacific Command, thank you for your support 
and for this opportunity to testify on the defense posture of this 
Command. 

Thank you, and I look forward to your questions. 
[The prepared statement of Admiral Willard follows:] 
Chairman LEVIN. Admiral, we thank you so much. Thank you for 

those comments, as well, about the work of this committee. 
General Sharp. 

STATEMENT OF GEN WALTER L. SHARP, USA, COMMANDER, 
UNITED NATIONS COMMAND, COMBINED FORCES COM-
MAND, U.S. FORCES-KOREA 

General SHARP. Chairman Levin, Senator Burr, and distin-
guished members of this committee, I really appreciate the oppor-
tunity to report to you today on the state of the United Nations 
Command, Combined Forces Command, and U.S. Forces-Korea. 

This year marks the 60th anniversary of the Korean war. Since 
1950, Congress and the American people have made an enormous 
investment in blood and treasure to first defeat and then deter 
North Korean aggression. The alliance continues to reap the re-
turns of that investment. The Republic of Korea bears the majority 
of the burden of defending itself, and in 2012, wartime operational 
control transitions from Combined Forces Command to the ROK 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Beyond its borders, the Republic of Korea has become an impor-
tant part of the international efforts to keep peace and respond to 
disasters. With significant forces deployed to Lebanon, Haiti, the 
Horn of Africa, and on other missions, the Republic of Korea is fast 
becoming a global strategic ally envisioned by the 2009 Joint Vision 
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Statement signed by Presidents Lee and Obama. With our long- 
term commitment of 28,500 troops, we will continue to deter ag-
gression and maintain peace, not only on the Korean Peninsula, 
but throughout Northeast Asia. 

Last year, I spoke about my three command priorities. Thanks 
to your support and funding, I am able to share with you the 
progress that we have made since then. 

First, the United States forces in the Republic of Korea-U.S. Alli-
ance are prepared to fight and win. I flew here directly from our 
annual Key Resolve/Foal Eagle combined exercise. This exercise 
demonstrated that the United States and Republic of Korea forces 
and staffs are trained and ready to fight, tonight, on the Korean 
Peninsula. 

Second, the Republic of Korea-U.S. Alliance continues to grow 
and strengthen. Militarily, we will be prepared to transition war-
time operational control to the ROK Joint Chiefs of Staff on 17 
April 2012. In last year’s Ulchi Freedom Guardian exercise, we suc-
cessfully stood up and tested many post-OPCON transition com-
mand-and-control structures. Through our Strategic Transition 
Plan, future Ulchi Freedom Guardian exercises, and the final cer-
tification exercise, we will ensure the readiness of the ROK Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to accept wartime operational control in 2012 and 
the ability for the U.S. Korea Command to become the supporting 
command. 

My third priority is improving quality of life for the command 
personnel. We are making substantial progress here, and, with 
Congress’s support, we will be able to achieve all of our goals. We 
are improving the quality of life through two main key initiatives. 
The first is the relocation of U.S. forces. By consolidating U.S. 
forces from 105 facilities that we maintained in 2002 to 48 sites in 
2 hubs, we will make better use of limited resources and be better 
positioned to support our servicemembers and families. 

The second initiative toward normalization goes hand-in-hand 
with the relocation. As we consolidate bases, we are building the 
world-class facilities and housing that are transforming U.S. 
Forces-Korea from a command where 1-year tours are the norm to 
one where single servicemembers serve for 2 years and those with 
families stay with 3—for 3. In the last 2 years, the number of fami-
lies in the Korean Peninsula has increased from approximately 
1600 to 3900. By keeping trained personnel in Korea for normal 
lengths, we retain institutional knowledge, create a capable force— 
a more capable force, and are better able to support the Alliance 
and deter aggression, and we demonstrate our commitment to 
Northeast Asia. At the same time, we are eliminated—eliminating 
an unneeded unaccompanied tour and building the strong families 
that are key to retention and effectiveness in this time of ongoing 
conflict. 

To close, the Republic of Korea-U.S. Alliance has never been 
stronger. The Alliance has successfully deterred aggression on the 
Korean Peninsula for 57 years. In doing so, it has helped make 
Northeast Asia a remarkable—remarkably peaceful and prosperous 
place. With the Republic of Korea contributing a substantial por-
tion of the Alliance’s cost, we are maintaining the combat readiness 
and improving the quality of life of our—for our military personnel. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 10:28 Apr 07, 2010 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 6601 Sfmt 6601 Y:\BORAWSKI\DOCS\10-26 JUNE PsN: JUNEB



10 

I thank you for supporting our soldiers, sailors, airmen, marines, 
and DOD civilians, and their families, serving in the great nation 
of Korea. 

This concludes my remarks, and I look forward to the commit-
tee’s questions. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
[The prepared statement of General Sharp follows:] 
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, General Sharp. 
We’ll have an 8-minute first round. 
General Chilton, let me start with you. The Strategic Command 

is going to play a—an important role in the Senate’s consideration 
of a new START follow-on treaty, the successor to the START trea-
ty. Have you been involved in developing the force-structure posi-
tions in support of the force structure and the warhead discus-
sions? 

General CHILTON. Senator, United States Strategic Command 
has been involved in supporting the Department in developing 
their positions with regard to the negotiating positions on START 
from the perspective of—we looked at what it would take to sup-
port the current strategy that’s in existence today, and the—and 
then, from that, what force structure and weapons would be re-
quired to support that strategy, and then provided analysis for op-
tions that were being considered throughout the process. So, we 
were always consulted as those negotiations were going forward, 
and I think that was a healthy relationship we had through the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy. 

Chairman LEVIN. Are you satisfied with the extent of those con-
sultations? 

General CHILTON. Certainly with the extent of them, Senator, 
I’m satisfied with those. You know, I don’t—we don’t ever want to 
say we agreed on everything. That’s—I mean, that’s—— 

Chairman LEVIN. Of course. 
General CHILTON.—that’s, of course, appropriate, that we have 

areas of disagreement and discussions on those. But, I couldn’t be 
more satisfied with the level of participation that was offered to 
United States Strategic Command throughout the negotiating pe-
riod. 

Chairman LEVIN. When you’re—when the treaty is finally en-
tered into and presented to the Senate, I presume, then, that you 
will be asked for your reaction; we can get into it at that time. 

General CHILTON. Yes, sir. 
Chairman LEVIN. On the Cyber Command issue, how do you— 

what is the plan for managing and dealing with the lines of author-
ity and command between the intelligence operations and military 
operations? How’s that going to be handled? 

General CHILTON. I would see them as no different than today, 
Senator, for intelligence operations and military operations in any 
regional combatant command or any military area. Those monies 
that are appropriated for intelligence need to be—stay and be ac-
counted for, and spent in the intelligence area; the same with those 
that are appropriated for other force structure and mission areas. 

We will rely, in the cyberspace domain, on intelligence, not just 
from—I mean, I should say, from all-source intelligence, so from 
human intelligence to reconnaissance to signals intelligence to sup-
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port, our—the development of our plans and operations for oper-
ating the networks, defending the networks, and, in crisis, utilizing 
them as part of the platform to support other operations. 

Chairman LEVIN. Are there going to be two separate approval 
and review processes through the two different chains of command? 
Will that remain? 

General CHILTON. For—— 
Chairman LEVIN. For approval of action from higher up—— 
General CHILTON. Right. 
Chairman LEVIN.—or for review and oversight of action from ei-

ther higher-up or from Congress. Is that going to remain the same 
for those two chains of command, intelligence— 

General CHILTON. I see no change in that, Senator. I mean, the— 
what I will be asked to do, as the combatant commander, will stay 
in the typical Title 10 lanes and under the Title 50 authorities that 
are normally afforded to combatant commanders, and flow down 
through the subunified command for that mission area. Those in-
telligence-area investments and decisions that are made would still 
flow down through the intelligence chain to the various intelligence 
committees and communities. 

Chairman LEVIN. And you think those lanes are going to be 
clearly defined. 

General CHILTON. Yes, sir. 
Chairman LEVIN. General Chilton, there’s a new approach, called 

‘‘phase adaptive approach,’’ relative to the missile defense plan for 
Europe. And I think your prepared testimony, and maybe your oral 
testimony, covered this; but, if so, I missed it. In your judgment, 
does the—this ‘‘phase adaptive approach’’ give us a—an effective 
way to address the Iranian missile threat, which is a growing 
threat? 

General CHILTON. I do believe it does, Senator. I think it shifted 
our focus more toward addressing the shorter- and mid-range 
threats first, and I think this—and a—we know, last year, when 
we looked at the JCM–2 study, it recommended that we increase 
our investments in addressing those threats, with increased invest-
ments in THADs and SM–3, which have been brought forward in 
this budget. But, it—taking a look at the Iranian threat, it puts us 
in a position to address what is a growing short- and medium- 
range palpable threat—that’s measurable—sooner, and yet pre-
serves the opportunity to address the longer-range threat, which 
we do have some capability against today, already. 

Chairman LEVIN. All right. And so, I believe, in your written 
statement, you conclude by saying, ‘‘The total effect of the phased 
adaptive approach will provide significantly more capability to 
counter today’s regional threats’’—I emphasize the word ‘‘today’s 
regional threats’’—‘‘and to improve our ability″—and I’m quoting 
you, here—‘‘to defend the United States against any future Iranian 
ICBM.’’ Is that a capsule—— 

General CHILTON. Yes, sir. 
Chairman LEVIN.—of your—— 
Chairman LEVIN. I think so. And as you look at to the future, 

we’ll have, I believe, more capability, in this plan, in the 2020 time-
frame than we otherwise would have had with this approach, for 
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both of those threats, both to the region and to the United States 
of America. 

Chairman LEVIN. And so, is it fair to say that this plan, then, 
in your judgment, will provide a better defense of Europe, espe-
cially against those short- and medium-range missiles than the 
previous missile defense plan? 

General CHILTON. I think it will, Senator, because there will be 
more capability deployed, and also, I think it gives us an oppor-
tunity to do some further burden-sharing with our allies in the re-
gion, which—of course, they’re eminently interested in the defense 
of that region, as well. 

Chairman LEVIN. And a possible spinoff—still only ‘‘possible’’—of 
the plan might be the inclusion of information from radars—from 
Russian radars as part of a missile defense capability. That’s not 
yet a fact, but it, I gather, is still a possibility. And my question 
to you is, then, that, If that occurred, if that cooperation with Rus-
sia took place, would that be in our interest? Do you think that it 
could send a powerful message to Iran that we are united, the 
world is united, in opposition to Iran’s threats to the region? 

General CHILTON. Senator, sensors are a key element of any mis-
sile defense system, and having additional sensor capability that 
would augment the defense of Europe from any potential aggres-
sion by Iran, I think, would be welcome. 

Chairman LEVIN. And is that additional sensor capability that 
you’re referring to the possible Russian additional sensor—— 

General CHILTON. I think there’s opportunity to examine that. 
Chairman LEVIN. But, the sensors that you were referring to are 

the Russian sensors that we—that I referred to in my—— 
General CHILTON. Yes. And so—— 
Chairman LEVIN.—in my question. 
General CHILTON. And so, I would say that opportunities for ad-

ditional sensors, to include Russians’, could be beneficial. But, I 
would also emphasize that the sensors are—that we provide, 
even—are an essential element of this. And too often we get fo-
cused on just counting missiles. The sensors are very key. 

Chairman LEVIN. That’s an important—— 
General CHILTON. Part of the Missile Defense Agency’s architec-

ture. 
Chairman LEVIN.—an important point. Thank you. 
General Sharp—— 
Okay, my time’s up. 
Senator Burr. 
Senator BURR. Mr. Chairman. 
Again, welcome, to all three of our panelists today. 
General Chilton, as you continue your preparation for standing 

up Cyber Command, to the degree that you can elaborate, what are 
some of the steps that are being taken in the short term to ensure 
that—the safety and security of our Nation’s computer networks? 

General CHILTON. Senator, we’ve done a lot of work to prepare 
for the standup of U.S. Cyber Command, to include completing an 
implementation plan. Also, as part of our normal plan, independent 
of the standup of Cyber Command, we took steps, this past year, 
to combine the Global Network Operations Team with the Network 
Warfare Team into a single entity so that we could bring together 
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closer sharing of information and teamwork between those two en-
tities that are responsible for operating and defending the net-
works, as well as preparing for contingency operations. 

I would remind this—the committee and—that what we are char-
tered to do at STRATCOM is to operate and defend military net-
works only. And so, we do not have the responsibility for defending 
other U.S. networks that—those fall under the responsibility of the 
Department of Homeland Security. 

But, it will be essential, in any contingency in the future, that 
we preserve our military network so that we can conduct oper-
ations, should this—military operations—should our Nation come 
under attack. And so, our—we have a laser-beam focus on doing 
that. And we’ve—I think we’ve made significant strides in three 
areas: 

One, changing the culture of the military with regard to how we 
look at our systems. They are no longer a—systems that we use for 
convenience; they are systems that we require and are a necessity 
in warfare. And so, changing that mindset, making it commanders’ 
business, not just the technicians’ business, to assure that our net-
works are ready and available to the warfighter, is absolute an im-
portant change. 

The way we conduct ourselves on the networks, improve training 
for our people, to make sure we tighten security for them, and 
teach them how to behave properly on the networks to minimize 
vulnerabilities, is the conduct part, as well as inspecting our units, 
globally, to make sure that they’re following instructions and direc-
tions put out to ensure Web security. 

And finally, capabilities—increased investments in capabilities, 
which we greatly appreciate the support of this committee on, and 
technologies that allows us to get out in front of threats coming 
into the military networks, are absolutely essential. 

Senator BURR. Just very quickly, do you see the threat, specifi-
cally to the military infrastructure, from cybercapabilities as great 
as other threats that are more physical? 

General CHILTON. I do— 
Senator BURR. Specifically as it relates to our capabilities. 
General CHILTON. Well, I look at it just like I do the space do-

main. And I don’t think we can imagine operations today—and I’ll 
defer to my colleagues to the left on this—but, I don’t think we can 
imagine military operations today without the advantages we have 
obtained from missile warning in space, global communications, 
GPS position navigation and tracking—or, timing. And the same 
thing in cyberspace. The way we conduct our planning today, the 
way we issue orders, the way we assess our operations, so much 
rely on our military networks. And so, they are a capability that 
we depend on, and we must anticipate we will be challenged in 
these domains of space and cyberspace, in any military operation 
in the future. 

Senator BURR. Thank you, General. 
Admiral, we have approximately 49,000 military personnel, most-

ly marines, at Futenma Airbase in Japan, with an uncertainty 
about their future. According to a Reuters article posted yesterday, 
the Prime Minister has not made a final decision on his commit-
ment to the 2006 Accord, in providing a location for the airbase at 
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Okinawa to move. What’s the latest information that you can share 
on the matter? And if you can, what’s the road ahead for us? 

Admiral WILLARD. Thank you, Senator. The first point I think I’d 
make is just to reaffirm the importance of the U.S.-Japan alliance 
as it exists today. It remains a cornerstone for security in North-
east Asia, and I think both nations recognize that. Prime Minster 
Hatoyama has come out reaffirming the importance in—that he 
places on the alliance, and certainly we do; and I state that fre-
quently. 

With regard to this relatively tactical-level issue in Okinawa, 
which is the replacement of the Futenma Airbase, as you suggest, 
the Japanese have been deliberating on this now for several 
months. We have a commitment from the Japanese government 
that they’ll disclose their options and decision regarding the review 
of whether the existing Futenma replacement facility is agreeable 
to them, by May of this year. We don’t know whether we’ll have 
disclosures of various options to consider before that, so I’m await-
ing, with some interest, what the Japanese have to say. 

I would offer that we’ve been discussing Futenma replacement on 
Okinawa now for the better part of 17 years with the Japanese, so 
this is not a new issue for us. The agreement that was discussed 
and come to in 2006 on the Futenma replacement facility was very 
much an agreement where the Japanese had a majority vote—the 
people of Okinawa and the Government of Japan, both—and we 
continue to believe that the Futenma replacement facility in the 
current plan is the best locating option for that airfield in Oki-
nawa. 

Senator BURR. But, you are confident that, in the next several 
months, there’ll be additional direction on how we move forward. 

Admiral WILLARD. Yes, I’m confident that the Government of 
Japan will meet their commitment to come forward with their as-
sessment of this particular item and their options, or agreement, 
that the existing FRF replacement facility is what they will advo-
cate for. 

Senator BURR. Thank you, Admiral. 
General Sharp, I think I understand your goal of increasing the 

number of command-sponsored families and the tour-length in-
crease of up to 3 years. I also understand that there are consider-
able limitations in funds and resources to support families; specifi-
cally, healthcare, schools, jobs for spouses, all of the things that we 
all look at to try to accommodate the service of our 
servicemembers. 

You talked a little bit about the process and how we’ve moved 
forward. Anything more you want to elaborate on that process? 
But, also, can you share with us any projected shortfalls that we’re 
going to have? 

General SHARP. Thank you, Senator. The process is—that is now 
ongoing is—as I’ve said, we have gone from about 1,600 families in 
the June 2008 time period to about 3,900 now. By this time—by 
next summer, by the end of next summer, we’ll be up to 4,900 fami-
lies. Those are the families that I can handle with the infrastruc-
ture I have in place right now on the peninsula; ‘‘infrastructure,’’ 
meaning housing, schools, and hospital, primarily. 
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What—the goal—to be able to go from that 4,900 to when all 
servicemembers can bring their families for 3 years, which will get 
us up to about 14,000 families, is really the process that’s going on 
right now in the deliberations in the Department of Defense for the 
POM 12–17 submission. 

I tell my people, ‘‘I can’t get ahead of my own headlights.’’ I want 
to make sure that we have the proper infrastructure in place in 
order to be able to handle those families. And that’s what you will 
see when the Department comes forward with the budget in Janu-
ary as we look out over the POM years. 

But, tour normalization is really making a huge difference in 
Korea, not only for the families, in eliminating another unaccom-
panied tour, but—and it greatly increases our capability there, and 
I think it really shows our long-term commitment to, not only the 
Republic of Korea, but all to—to all of Northeast Asia, which I 
think is important, not just looking at the Korean Peninsula, but 
how we are viewed for our long-term commitment in that very im-
portant part of the world. 

Senator BURR. Great. Thank you, General. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you, Senator. 
Senator Lieberman. 
Senator LIEBERMAN. Thanks, Mr. Chairman. 
Thanks, to the three of you, for your service. 
I must say that Chairman Levin and I were just agreeing that 

the three of you, and the combatant commanders we see in this se-
ries of hearings, are really most impressive, and we thank you for 
your service. 

Now I’ll go on to ask critical questions, of course. [Laughter.] 
But—not really—Admiral, I thank you—Admiral Willard, I 

thank you for your overview, a quick overview of the region. I 
thought your prepared statement was really excellent, that you en-
tered into the record. And it reminds us, even though we’re fo-
cused, because of combat going on in Afghanistan and Iraq, on 
other parts of the world in Central Command, that the Asia Pacific 
is really critical to us. You’ve got some numbers in here that—it’s 
very important to remember that five of our top ten trading part-
ners are now Asia Pacific countries. China, Japan, and South 
Korea are second-, fourth-, and seventh-largest trading partners. 
Obviously, an enormous number of people. We have, really, an ex-
cellent group of allies in the region. Japan, as you mentioned, foun-
dation for a long time. South Korea, very important. Australia. And 
now, India really rising as a critically important ally. I want to 
thank you for your statement, and I repeat it, ‘‘India’s strategic lo-
cation, shared democratic values, growing economy, and evolution 
as a regional power combine to make them a partner with whom 
we need to work much more closely.’’ And I think the military-to- 
military relationship that—there can be critical. 

I wanted to focus, first, in questioning, on another of our great 
allies there, which is South Korea. Continuing—though we’ve been, 
as you say in your prepared statement, General Sharp, ‘‘North 
Korea undertook a charm offensive’’—‘‘charm,’’ of course, like most 
other human activities, is a relative concept, relatively—‘‘charming 
during the second half of 2009,’’ although, as you say, ‘‘it’s not yet 
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led to any measurable progress towards the complete and verifiable 
denuclearization of North Korea,’’ end of quote. So, the North Ko-
rean threat remains. 

Here’s what I want to focus on. As you all know, in 2007, Presi-
dent Roh, of South Korea, and President Bush entered into an 
agreement, whereby transfer of wartime operational control in the 
U.S.-ROK Combined Forces Command will go to South Korea in 
2012. And I want to express to you my concern about that. I share 
what you’ve expressed, which is your faith, both Admiral Willard 
and General Sharp, in the professionalism skill of our South Ko-
rean allies, but I worry about the timing, because 2012 is a year 
in which both the U.S. and South Korea will hold presidential elec-
tions. We know, in our last presidential year, North Korea acted 
up. May have been coincidental; I don’t think so. I was struck—and 
North Korea has already said that they intend to make 2012 a spe-
cial year. I believe it’s the 100th birthday—100th—the anniversary 
of—100th anniversary of the birth of the previous great leader. And 
then I saw, recently, Minister of Defense Tae-young Kim, of South 
Korea, said, and I quote, late February, ‘‘The military must always 
prepare for the worst, and the worst scenario is the transfer of war-
time operational control in 2012,’’ end quote. 

So, I wanted to ask both Admiral Willard and General Sharp 
whether this is inevitably going to happen, this OPCON transfer, 
whether we’re reviewing it. I worry about it, both in terms of the 
Korean Peninsula, but, frankly, also its impact on other areas of 
the world, including, particularly, Afghanistan and Pakistan, where 
they worry about whether we’re going to leave before the job is 
done, as it were. 

So, Admiral Willard, would you take a first stab at that? 
Admiral WILLARD. I will, Senator Lieberman. 
And, first, this alliance between the ROK and U.S., as General 

Sharp indicated in his remarks, is as strong as I’ve ever witnessed 
it—— 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. 
Admiral WILLARD.—bar none. And we’ve been continually im-

pressed by the Republic of Korea armed forces capabilities in the 
field and capabilities in leadership throughout the exercise series 
that General Sharp oversees. So, we’re convinced that operational 
transition—operational control transition could clearly occur in 
2012. 

As you suggest, this is a Government of Korea decision, or cer-
tainly OPCON transition will be considered by the Government of 
Korea for its import and its impact on the region. We think that 
it strengthens the Republic of Korea’s armed forces position on the 
peninsula to take overall operational control of their own defense; 
and we think they’re ready for it. 

To the extent that the government would question that, I think, 
then, it becomes a government-to-government decision between the 
United States and the Republic of Korea. Our role in this—and 
General Sharp can be very specific regarding the many actions that 
he’s taken to help prepare for this transition to occur—has been to 
conduct a series of exercises and take all of the actions necessary 
to bring the moving parts together to make operational control 
transition a reality, April 12th, 2012. 
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Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. So, the transfer is not of operation— 
operational control to the South Korean military—is not inevitable. 
In other words, it—that is, for the 2012 timeframe. And I appre-
ciate what you’ve said, that if the Government of Korea has second 
thoughts about it—and, incidentally, I appreciate what you’ve said. 
Our relations with South Korea are probably better than they’ve 
ever been, today. And this agreement, as you know, in 2007, was 
signed at a time when the relations weren’t as good as they are 
today. 

But, anyway, I hear you say that if the Government of the Re-
public of Korea has second thoughts about assuming operational 
control in 2012, then that essentially gets bounced up to the polit-
ical leadership of both countries. Is that correct? 

Admiral WILLARD. I think so, yes. 
Senator LIEBERMAN. General Sharp, do you want to add to that? 
General SHARP. Senator, a couple of things. And, first off, from 

a military perspective, I’m absolutely confident we will be ready to 
do OPCON transition on 17 April 2012. We are on the second 
version of the plan, the bilateral plan that both countries will agree 
to, that will determine what is the supporting/supported relation-
ship that mission and forces of ours in the Republic of Korea would 
do in the defense of the Republic of Korea. We are already starting 
to stand up the organizations that need to be in place in order for 
that to happen, both on the ROK side and on the U.S. side. 

We have exercised this several times in our Ulchi Freedom 
Guardian exercises. We have people that are working on this—the 
plans, organizations, processes, and systems—literally on a daily 
basis. And I am confident in the Republic of Korea military leader-
ship in the processes that need to be in place for an effective com-
mand-and-control relationship for us to be able to defend the Re-
public of Korea. 

Having said that, I also believe that it is the right thing to do. 
Korea—the number-one responsibility of any nation is to defend 
their own country. In a country that is advanced as Korea is, the 
13th richest country in the world, a country that has a military 
that’s as strong as it is, it’s their responsibility to take the lead role 
in defending the Republic of Korea. 

I think it also sends a very strong message to North Korea and 
to other people in the region that the Korean military is so strong 
that the U.S. is willing to go in a supported-to-supported relation-
ship, and willing to do it in 2012. And to delay that time, I think, 
sends exactly the opposite signal, which I think is not the right 
thing to do, against North Korea or other parts of the—parts of 
Northeast Asia. 

Again, as Admiral Willard said, if North—if the Republic of 
Korea comes and asks for a delay, I’m sure that will be a discus-
sion at the highest levels of both governments, because both gov-
ernments agree to this timeline of 17 April 2012. And to change 
that timeline, both governments will have to agree to change that. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. I appreciate your answer. Look, I agree that 
the transfer of operational control is the right thing to do. The 
question I’m raising is whether 2012 is the right time to do it, and 
also, of course, to make clear, as I think you have, that if oper-
ational control occurs then, or a year later or 2 years later, it 
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doesn’t mean that the U.S. is exiting South Korea, or that part of 
the world. 

General SHARP. That—exactly, sir. And the commitment of 
28,500 troops to the Korean Peninsula for the foreseeable future— 
the words Secretary Gates and the President have used—and I 
think it’s a great investment, and it has been for the last 60 years, 
to be able to maintain peace and security there. As we move for-
ward in OPCON transition—one of the things that I think is mis-
understood, especially on the Korean Peninsula, is, there is a belief 
that, after OPCON transition, the total responsibility for defending 
the Republic of Korea lies with the Korean military. And that can’t 
be further from the truth. I’ve heard words of ‘‘independent, self- 
reliant forces’’ in South Korea. And the fight that—and the commit-
ment—that we have to the Republic of Korea does not change. It 
will be a combined warfight, just like it is today, after OPCON 
transition. 

And, as Admiral Willard said, I think it will—I’m very confident 
it will make the Republic of Korea military even stronger, just as 
it has been since 1994, when they took armistice operational con-
trol of their military, and all the progress that has been made 
along those lines. And— 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Thank you both. 
Thanks, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you, Senator Lieberman. 
And I just want to let you know, General Sharp, how much I wel-

come your comments about the importance of that transition date 
being sustained, and the reasons that you give for it. 

Senator LeMieux. 
Senator LEMIEUX. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Good morning, gentlemen. Thank you for your service. Thank 

you for being here this morning. 
The first question I have is to Admiral Willard, but, General 

Chilton, you may also want to respond to this. 
Last week, the Washington Times cited a 2009 CIA report to 

Congress stating that assistance from Chinese and Russian entities 
had helped Iran move toward self-sufficiency in the production of 
ballistic missiles. What is your assessment of China’s support to 
Iran’s ballistic missile program? 

Admiral? 
Admiral WILLARD. I would probably defer to General Chilton to 

get his assessment of this. I would offer that, in the military-to- 
military relations that China has across the region, there are al-
ways oversight by us and concerns with regard to proliferation that 
might occur to accompany that. So, this is the issue of who is sell-
ing ballistic missile capability to whom. And in the case of North 
Korea, that we’ve been discussing over the past few minutes, who 
might proliferate, worse than that. 

So, proliferation concerns, I would offer, certainly exist. In terms 
of specifics between China and Iran, I’m not prepared to discuss it. 

Senator LEMIEUX. General? 
General CHILTON. Senator, nor am I prepared to discuss spe-

cifics—and this would be out of ignorance—between China, specifi-
cally, and Iran. I share—agree completely with Admiral Willard’s 
comments, that proliferation, in general, is a concern. And certainly 
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we have seen North Korea proliferating missile technology. And 
that has been a focus and an area of concern for us all. 

Senator LEMIEUX. Just as a followup to that, have you seen any 
evidence of Iran trying to project influence into your region? 

Admiral? 
Admiral WILLARD. Iran has military partnerships within our re-

gion. In that sense, yes. And Iran’s influence in the region, by and 
large, has to do with Iran’s energy resources and the dependence 
by Asia Pacific countries on those resources. So, to a great extent, 
the economic relationship of a great many countries in the Asia Pa-
cific with Iran has to do with oil. And, at the same time, there are, 
yes, military-to-military relationships that we monitor between 
Iran and some Asia Pacific countries. 

Senator LEMIEUX. Admiral, in terms of Islamic extremist groups, 
what gives you the most concern within your region? 

Admiral WILLARD. For the past half a dozen years, we’ve been 
working with the armed forces of the Philippines—in the Southern 
Philippines, against a variety of groups—Abu Sayyef group being 
predominant. 

With Indonesia, we work with the Indonesians with regard to 
their JI concerns. In both these countries, we have been successful 
in our work with their respective armed forces and police forces in 
the conduct of counterterrorism. Right now our concern is the 
movement of Lashkar-e-Taiba, the terrorist group that emanates 
from Pakistan that was responsible for the Mumbai attacks in 
India, and specifically their positioning in Bangladesh, Nepal, the 
Maldives, and Sri Lanka. And we’re working very closely with the 
Indians, and we’re working within our own community to develop 
the necessary plans to counter that particular terror group as they 
migrate into the Asia Pacific region. 

Senator LEMIEUX. Are they a regional threat, or just a threat to 
India? 

Admiral WILLARD. We’re attempting to develop a further under-
standing of the extent to which they’re a regional threat. If you’ll 
recall, Lashkar-e-Taiba was evidenced in Chicago, with the arrest 
of Headley, and we have, certainly, knowledge of their influence 
within the region, beyond the countries that I just mentioned. The 
extent of that influence is what we’re taking under study. They are 
predominantly a threat to India. 

Senator LEMIEUX. General Chilton, I want to talk to you about 
the importance of manned spaceflight and the work of NASA, and 
how it impacts Strategic Command, and the relationship thereto. 
I know this is something you’re uniquely capable to speak about. 

The administration has proposed to abandon the Constellation 
program and abandon our short-term lower Earth orbit capabili-
ties, rely instead upon the Russians to get us to the International 
Space Station. Does this have any concern to you as the combatant 
commander for Strategic Command? 

General CHILTON. There’s just one second-order effect of that, 
that I think we need to study, and—but, I’ll speak it in a more 
broad sense, and that has to do with industrial-base issues. So, 
NASA was, in their plan for Constellation, going to use large—a 
large solid rocket motor as part of that architecture. And now I 
have to take that into context with—moving away from that, in the 
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context of requirements for sustainment of the D–5 for our sub-
marine-launched ballistic missiles and for the Minuteman III, for 
the ICBM. So, it’s an—you know, I think it warrants us to then 
evaluate the impacts on the industrial base. I can’t say that there 
are clear impacts that would affect U.S. Strategic Command, but 
it warrants us to take a look at industrial—potential industrial- 
base issues with regard to that critical industrial base, which al-
lows us to build large solid rocket motors for the strategic deter-
rent. 

Senator LEMIEUX. Beyond the industrial-base capabilities and 
the requirements that you need for your missiles, is there—it 
would occur to me that NASA’s innovation and the way that they 
bring new innovations to—not just space exploration, but to missile 
technology and other aerospace technologies, that that would have 
some impact upon what you do if they were no longer pushing the 
envelope in that regard. 

General CHILTON. Well, sir, I guess I can’t comment on whether 
NASA will continue to push the envelope or not. I suspect they 
will. They certainly—as we look through our history, we have bene-
fited, not only in space, but in aeronautics, from the great research 
and development and technology that has been developed by NASA 
over the years. And I look forward to them continuing to push the 
envelope in both domains, because we have benefited from that in 
the past. 

Senator LEMIEUX. Admiral Willard, there was some discussion 
earlier about the—our relationships with China. We have the— 
China reacting to our military exchange with Taiwan, and they re-
acted previously, in 2008, when there was a similar exchange. Do 
you think there’s—this is business as usual for them, or are there 
any additional long-term ramifications to their response to our 
agreements with Taiwan? 

Admiral WILLARD. Well, certainly the suspension of military-to- 
military relationships is consistent with what we’ve seen in the 
past from China when they’ve had a disagreement with our Nation; 
in this case, with regard to an announcement of Taiwan arms 
sales. We’ve been in dialogue with China, prior to this particular 
suspension taking place, offering that the military-to-military rela-
tionship is worth continuing, worth sustaining, regardless of dis-
agreements between our two nations. And we believe that strongly. 
We think that across all of the engagement with China that’s cur-
rently occurring with the Departments of the United States, that 
the military-to-military relationship tends to lag behind the other 
forms of engagement, and that that shouldn’t be the case, so that 
we can, number one, find areas of common interest, where we can 
begin to advance our relationship into the future, and, second, so 
that we can have frank discussions about areas of disagreement, 
which, clearly, when we suspend military-to-military relationships, 
that dialogue stops. So, we think that it’s certainly in both coun-
tries’ interest. They get a vote, and they must see the value in it, 
as we do, I think, to see anything other than this predictable be-
havior occurring in the future. 

Senator LEMIEUX. Thank you very much, Admiral. 
Mr. Chairman, thank you. My time is up, but I would like to sub-

mit some questions for the record that I would have asked con-
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cerning cybersecurity. We know, recently, that Google has experi-
enced attacks, and I was at a China Commission—bicameral com-
mission meeting this week. It was not articulated directly by the 
folks from Google, but there certainly seems to be the indication 
that those attacks came from the—you know, sponsored by the Chi-
nese government. So, I’ll submit some questions along those re-
gards. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
[The information referred to follows:] 
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, Senator LeMieux, for 

those questions, which I think will be important—the answers will 
be important to all the members of this committee and Congress, 
because it—you’ve pointed to an extremely important issue that is 
ongoing. 

Now, I understand that Senator Akaka has been happy to yield 
to Senator Nelson. 

Senator Nelson. 
Senator BEN NELSON. Well, thank you very much. 
Thank you, Senator Akaka, for your courtesies, extending me 

this opportunity to ask a question, because I’ve got a airplane to 
catch here shortly. 

General Chilton, it’s a MILCON question. You know, for some 
time, you and I and others have talked about the need for a new 
Strategic Command headquarters building. And so, I’ve been very 
pleased with the progress that we’ve made towards addressing this 
vital need. The facility’s shortcomings and problems are well 
known. They’ve put STRATCOM’s mission and its personnel at 
some risk. And the existing headquarters was built in 1957; it’s 
weathered the five decades with little renovation. And, in recent 
years, the building’s experienced failures in electrical service, as 
well as some fires and flooding. And the Air Force and the Presi-
dent have addressed these shortcomings so that, in fiscal year11, 
there’ll be money to complete the plan and design of the head-
quarters facility, with construction beginning in fiscal year12. 
When we talked last, I think you probably said it the best I’ve ever 
heard it, that the U.S. Strategic Command headquarters is the nu-
clear command-and-control node for the U.S., and we must make 
the appropriate investments. 

Can you speak to why this facility has been a priority for you, 
as combatant commander, and what you foresee as the value of a 
new headquarters, in terms of our capabilities? 

General CHILTON. Thank you, Senator. I’m happy to talk to it. 
When I got to the Command, of course, you first reviewed the 

working conditions and—for your people. And I’ve walked the halls 
and the tunnels of the headquarters extensively. I think the con-
text is, this headquarters was built with a large underground facil-
ity that extends seven floors below the surface, to our Global Oper-
ations Center, in a time—at the height of the cold war, when it was 
felt necessary to bury things as such. 

Since then, technology has evolved and we started using com-
puters, bringing a lot of computer capability into this infrastructure 
that was absolutely not designed to handle that, so heat loads, 
working-space conditions are intolerable in some areas, for some of 
our people; and we are actually constrained in the capabilities that 
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we would like to deploy in the building, both on how we would or-
ganize and implement the critical functions that we have, to in-
clude nuclear command and control, and add on to that the new 
mission sets that we’ve had. So, we’ve had mission growth in space 
and cyberspace, which also demands better support and integra-
tion. 

So, this is about not only the fact that we live in a building that 
was designed to—and occupied early in—you know, over 50 years 
ago, for a different era and a different sole mission set, with dif-
ferent technologies. It’s about mission growth and it’s about doing 
what we need to do for the country, both as a nuclear command- 
and-control node, but as a cyberspace node and a space node for 
this Nation. 

Senator BEN NELSON. Now, would you—would it be safe to say 
that it’s a fairly large multistory bomb shelter? 

General CHILTON. There’s quite a bit underground, Senator. And 
I don’t believe we need that anymore today. 

Senator BEN NELSON. Right. 
General CHILTON. I don’t believe we need the deep underground 

capability. We do need protections for our people in our command 
centers to withstand weather phenomenon in the area, and to en-
sure that it’s always there for America. And so, I think we have 
a—we’ve worked very hard on the design of a new infrastructure 
and facility to take us into the 21st century and what this com-
mand needs to do its missions in the future. And I’m satisfied we’re 
on track. And we—— 

Senator BEN NELSON. Appreciate— 
General CHILTON.—appreciate your support and the support of 

this committee. 
Senator BEN NELSON. I want to thank you and your—and the 

many personnel, both civilian and military, who make Strategic 
Command such an important part of our National security and 
help keep us as safe as possible. 

I thank you, Admiral and General, for your commitment and 
your very diligent and impressive work, as well. 

And thank you, Senator Akaka. I appreciate that. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, Senator Nelson. 
Senator Akaka. 
Senator AKAKA. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
I want to say aloha and welcome to Admiral Willard and General 

Chilton and General Sharp. And I want to thank you very much 
for your distinguished service to our country, and also all the mili-
tary personnel that serves under you to assure that the security is 
there. 

The posture of PACOM and also U.S. Forces-Korea is of par-
ticular interest to me because of the strategic location of Hawaii in 
the Pacific. The growing economies, also, of the Pacific region, and 
particularly China, India, and South Korea, present both opportu-
nities and challenges. But, I continue to be interested in the readi-
ness of our forces in the Pacific as challenges in other parts of the 
world continue to compete for military resources. And, of course, 
we’re always looking at resources for our military and to be certain 
that we have it ready for our forces. 
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Admiral Willard, India is becoming a growing economic and mili-
tary power in the region. Last year, the U.S. and India reached 
agreements in military cooperation, space issues, and peaceful nu-
clear energy generation, during the visit of Secretary Clinton. Ad-
miral, can you tell us how we are working with India’s military and 
about any future developments? And, of course, I ask this for infor-
mation that you can reveal in this forum. 

Admiral WILLARD. Aloha, Senator Akaka. 
Senator AKAKA. Aloha. 
Admiral WILLARD. And thank you very much for the question. 
Senator AKAKA. Also let me say welcome to Donna. 
Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Thank you very much, Senator. And happy to 

answer the question. 
The military-to-military relationship with India has been evolv-

ing now for most of the last decade, and really started at the tac-
tical level, service-to-service-type interaction, some of which I expe-
rienced while I was the Seventh Fleet Commander in hosting exec-
utive steering groups with my counterparts in the Indian Navy. At 
the same time, we’ve had, in the past, modest exercise series with 
the Indians that have grown over the years to become, now, com-
plex exercise series with the Indians. 

And as our military-to-military relationship has advanced, it’s 
also elevated itself such that we’re now holding strategic-level dis-
cussions with the Indians, and very complex military discussions 
regarding our respective advancements and our future, in terms of 
exercising together. And then, there is a growing foreign military 
sales relationship with the Indians as they’ve expressed interest in 
acquiring United States-produced military hardware. And so, in my 
engagement with India—and I just returned, about 3 weeks ago, 
from a military-to-military exchange with them—we discuss in 
great detail their interest in acquiring U.S. systems. 

So, I would offer that not only is India now an economic and re-
gional power, certainly in the Indian Ocean region, but it has glob-
al implications, as well, in the relationship between the United 
States and India has been evolving, through my experience, to a 
point where it’s very strong, at the moment. 

Senator AKAKA. Admiral, I want to commend you and our mili-
tary for continuing to keep, as you were mentioning, the relation-
ships between the military and our friendly countries, and also to 
try to continue to work with them in their exercises, as well. 

General Chilton, the establishment of U.S. Cyber Command rec-
ognizes the growing importance of the cyberdomain to national se-
curity. This growing importance will require forces that are able to 
operate and defend DOD information networks and provide the 
President with response options in cyberspace. 

General, can you tell us how your organization is giving your 
personnel the knowledge and tools they require to operate effec-
tively in this environment? 

General CHILTON. Thank you, Senator. You’ve hit on a very key 
point, and that is growing and sustaining cyber-expertise in the 
military. We have—a couple of things that have happened in—over 
the past year, that have been very encouraging. One, all of the 
services are now organizing in such a fashion as to present 
cyberforces to U.S. Strategic Command to do those critical missions 
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of operating and defending the networks and responding, when re-
quired. And I would point out the Navy’s new fleet organization, 
as well as the Air Force’s new Numbered Air Force, as two exam-
ples of this. And what that means is, the individual services who 
are responsible for organize, training, and equipping forces for the 
combatant commanders are organizing in such a fashion to put 
focus on the training of those personnel. And so, it will—we will 
see the services increase the tension on accessions and training and 
growing the expertise of individuals in the various services, and 
making them available to United States Strategic Command to con-
duct our operations. 

Internal to the headquarters and U.S. Strategic Command, we 
are taking seriously educational opportunities and growth opportu-
nities for the people, particularly our civil servants that work in 
the headquarters, who will be there for the long haul, for these 
very critical mission areas of space, cyberspace, and deterrence. 
And so, we’re paying attention to that. 

And lastly, Senator, I would say the Department, under the lead-
ership of Secretary Gates, has increased the joint—the capacity of 
the joint school, down in Pensacola, that is run by the U.S. Navy, 
to provide increased educational opportunities for the personnel we 
will need, from all the services, in U.S. Cyber Command to execute 
our mission. 

Senator AKAKA. Thank you very much for that information. If I 
have time, I’ll come back with further questions on cyberspace. 

General CHILTON. Thank you, Senator. 
Senator AKAKA. Admiral Willard, it is my understanding that 

China is investing heavily in fourth-generation fighters and ad-
vanced surface-to-air missiles. Admiral, F–22s are being phased 
into PACOM. They are in Alaska, and are scheduled to be in Ha-
waii in the near future. Can you discuss the importance of having 
these assets in the Pacific, and provide an update of the Hickam 
basing schedule? 

Admiral WILLARD. Thank you, Senator. I think the statement 
that you made regarding China’s advancements in capability and 
capacities in some very high-tech areas, and their—particularly 
their investment in the People’s Liberation Army air force assets, 
fourth-generation fighter capabilities, combined with their inte-
grated air defense systems, which are, as well, very sophisticated, 
are illustrative of why the F–22 is particularly well suited to the 
Pacific, given its very unique capabilities. 

So, as the Pacific Command commander—and I know that Gen-
eral North, my Pacific Air Force commander, would attest, as 
well—we’re very pleased that the F–22 forces in Alaska, and even-
tually in Hawaii, will be made available to us. Again, a very unique 
capability that is particularly well suited to some of the potential 
contingencies in our area of responsibility; and, as well, contrib-
uting to extended deterrence throughout the Pacific. So, we look 
forward to those assets. They have served in the Pacific, as you 
know, often a squadron in Guam, at Anderson Air Force Base, and 
they will play a key role, I’m sure, in our various Air Force oper-
ations in the Pacific. 

In terms of the timing for the Hawaii Air National Guard to ac-
quire F–22s, without being definitive about a very specific date, I 
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would offer that both in the Alaskan Command, as well as at 
Hickam Air Force Base, as you’re well aware, we’re currently ex-
pending the military construction funds, over the next several 
years, to equip both of these sites to accommodate the F–22. And 
provided those military construction funds are timely and we’re 
able to complete the advancements in ramp space, hangar space, 
and the necessary support facilities for that unique aircraft, then 
I’m hopeful that their laydown, both in Alaska, as well as Hawaii, 
will occur on time. 

Senator AKAKA. Thank you very much, Admiral. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator LIEBERMAN [presiding]. Thanks, Senator Akaka. 
Senator Burr, it’s my inclination to go a couple of more ques-

tions, if that’s okay. And obviously, give you the opportunity, as 
well. 

Senator BURR. That’s fine, Mr. Chairman. I have no additional 
questions at this time, but the Chair can feel to go ahead. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Thank you. 
Admiral, I wanted to go back to China. And I appreciate the 

statements that you made in your opening statement, I quote again 
here, ‘‘China’s rapid and comprehensive transformation of its 
armed forces is affecting regional military balances and holds im-
plications beyond the Asia Pacific region. Of particular concern is 
that elements of China’s military modernization appear designed to 
challenge our freedom of action in the region,’’ end of quote from 
your opening statement. 

So, it’s certainly my impression that, over the last year or so, 
there seems to have been an—a move up in the assertiveness of 
China, economically, diplomatically, and militarily. I take it, from 
that statement that I read from your opening statement, that you 
agree. And if I’m right, why do you think this is happening now? 

Admiral WILLARD. Thank you for the question, Senator. I think 
that we have seen a change in tenor from the People’s Republic of 
China in the last year or so, such that the exchanges that occur— 
in my instance, mil-to-mil, and often in other fora with our govern-
ment and with regional partners—is a changed tone that, as you 
suggest, demonstrates more assertiveness on the part of the Chi-
nese. 

It would be hard to speculate as to why that has occurred in 
this—at this particular time. But, when you consider the very rapid 
growth of capability in the People’s Liberation Army armed forces 
over the past decade, combined with the economic growth of China 
and its growing global influence, there is a level of confidence, I be-
lieve, that comes with that, pronounced assertiveness, that we’re 
all experiencing. 

I think it will be very important for the People’s Republic of 
China to regard that level of influence and their responsibilities 
now as a very influential global partner, to dialogue with the inter-
national community and with the United States in a very respon-
sible manner, and take their place at the table, to ensure that, 
rather than shrill exchanges, that we’re on common ground with 
regard to meeting our global responsibilities. And I think they cer-
tainly have them. 
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Senator LIEBERMAN. Well, I agree with what you said, both parts 
of—all parts of your statement, including, obviously, the fact that 
we acknowledge and respect the growth in China’s economy, its im-
portance in the world. We seek a constructive, obviously a peaceful, 
relationship with them, but we also have both historic presence in 
the Asia Pacific region, and we have national security interests in 
the region, and very important allies that depend us—on us in the 
region. So, we’ve got to both maintain the peacefulness of the rela-
tionship, but a clarity and an honesty in our relations with the Chi-
nese. 

Tell me what you meant when you said that elements of China’s 
military modernization appear designed to challenge our freedom of 
action in the region. 

Admiral WILLARD. China has made a number of investments in 
a variety of anti-access-capability areas; area denial, perhaps an-
other way to think about it. And this ranges from integrated air 
defense systems off their coastline which stand off well beyond 
their territorial waters and airspace, to their investments in sub-
marines, which is pretty profound, and that particular capability, 
now, that is ranging throughout the South China Sea, East China 
Sea, and Yellow Sea, and beyond, and other capabilities that, to-
gether, provide sizable area-denial capability. 

Over time, they have very much appeared to zero in on U.S. ca-
pabilities and the potential ability to counter those, as a framework 
for these investments. But, I would offer that they not only concern 
the United States, but our regional allies— 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. 
Admiral WILLARD.—as well. As you suggest, Japan, the Republic 

of Korea, our allies in Southeast Asia, the Philippines, and Thai-
land, and our partners in Vietnam and elsewhere in the region, all 
have to deal, now, with capabilities that could potentially infringe 
on their freedom of action throughout this very important part of 
the world. 

And I would just remind that we’ve been present in these waters, 
and in this airspace, for the past 150 years. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. 
Admiral WILLARD. We’ve been providing security for sea lines of 

communication that are moving over a trillion dollars of commerce 
per year, both back and forth to the United States and to our im-
portant allies and partners in the region, which has also provided 
for the economic growth of China. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Correct. 
Admiral WILLARD. And we don’t intend to cede any of that space, 

but, rather, continue to protect those sea lines of communication 
that are so vital to the United States and the Asia Pacific region 
as a whole. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Well, I appreciate that statement very 
much, and also the fact that this—China’s growth and assertive-
ness is not just a concern of ours, parochially, it is very much a 
concern of most of the rest of the countries in the region who are 
allies. I gather, unfortunately, that the kind of military-to-military 
relationships that have otherwise been quite useful in diminishing 
tension between countries has actually not done very well, yet, 
with the People’s Republic of China. And now, if I’m not mistake, 
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the military-to-military contacts are suspended as a result of Chi-
nese reaction to our recent arms sales to Taiwan. I wonder if you 
have anything to say about the state of our mil-to-mil relationship 
with China. 

Admiral WILLARD. You describe it accurately, Senator 
Lieberman, when you refer to the suspension and also the fact that 
our mil-to-mil relationship tends to lag behind the other engage-
ments that we enjoy with the People’s Republic of China. We be-
lieved that we were making progress last year, when General Xu, 
one of the very high-ranking members of the Central Military Com-
mission, visited Washington, to include Secretary Gates, and 
agreed upon a method to advance our military-to-military relation-
ship, and mature it. He stopped in Hawaii on his way back to Bei-
jing, and he and I spent a day or so together, again revisiting the 
areas of common interest that we thought we could advance discus-
sions and relations with, and also the opportunity that mil-to-mil 
dialogue provides, in terms of dealing with our differences. 

Regretfully, those engagements that had been agreed upon with 
the People’s Republic of China were—are part of this suspension, 
to include the high-level visits—invitations extended to the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs, Secretary Gates, and, lastly, myself—were 
part of this demarche. So, we believe strongly that China needs to 
revisit the value of a continuum of military-to-military relationship 
and dialogue with the United States and determine its value in 
their self-interest, which we believe strongly in, and we—we’re 
hopeful that they’ll have that internal discussion and ultimately 
we’ll be able to depart on a more continuous relationship. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Well, said, thanks. 
General Chilton, one quick question. This morning, as I’m sure 

you know, President Obama and, I presume, President Medvedev 
will be announcing the successful conclusion of the START treaty 
negotiations, and that they’ll be submitting, in this case, the treaty 
to the Senate for consideration. Many of us here have been con-
cerned that the Russians might try to bring into the treaty some 
limitations on our freedom of action with regard to defensive sys-
tems, missile defense systems, particularly. I gather that there’s a 
reference to defensive systems in the preamble, but nothing in the 
heart of the treaty, that the Russians are apparently going to say, 
publicly, in a separate statement, that they Reserve the right to 
leave the treaty if they think our defensive missile systems are, in 
some sense, threatening them. 

Do you agree that the START treaty should be a separate matter 
for consideration, which is basically the reduction of our nuclear 
arms—nuclear weapons inventories, on both great powers, and 
leave the question of defenses separate from that? 

General CHILTON. Senator, I do. That’s the short answer. 
Senator LIEBERMAN. It’s a good one. 
General CHILTON. Missile defense—in spite of our—all our ef-

forts—and we need to continue these efforts—the U.S. Missile De-
fense System has been fielded for two purposes; one, to counter a 
Korean capability—— 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. 
General CHILTON.—that, in some future date, should we not have 

a missile defense, might put them in a position to deter the United 
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States from meeting our responsibilities and our commitments to 
the people of South Korea. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. 
General CHILTON. Likewise, to prevent Iran from fielding a sys-

tem that they could blindly blackmail, or use to blackmail or 
threaten, our friends and allies, both in the Central Command re-
gion, but also in the European Command region. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Yes. 
General CHILTON. And that is our focus. If you put on a pair of 

Russian shoes and look at it from their perspective, their concern 
is that it’s—there’s more to this than that, perhaps. But, when 
you—so, we need to continue dialogue with the Russians to assure 
them that is not the case, not only through dialogue, but through 
our actions. I think our actions to date have shown that we’re field-
ing a limited system, with focused capabilities, to address those 
two focused threats—those two specific threat areas. 

And again, this kind of circles back to the point on mil-to-mil dis-
cussions. Mil-to-mil discussions with Russia, as well as China, are 
important. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Right. 
General CHILTON. Russia, on this particular topic, China, on this 

particular topic, as well as, certainly, others when we start talking 
about strategic deterrence and posturing for strategic deterrence 
between those three countries—us, China, and Russia. 

Senator LIEBERMAN. Thank you. 
Senator Burr. 
Senator Akaka, do you want to ask another question? 
Senator AKAKA. Mr. Chairman, may I? 
Senator LIEBERMAN. Oh, please, go ahead. 
Senator AKAKA. Yes. 
Admiral Willard and General Sharp, I believe we must expand 

our foreign language capability, and also our cultural knowledge. 
There seems to be an emphasis within DOD to improve these capa-
bilities within our forces. Admiral and General, what are your 
thinking of the Department’s efforts to develop servicemembers’ 
cultural knowledge and foreign language skills in order to better 
perform their roles in counterinsurgency and stability operations? 

Admiral WILLARD. Yeah, thank you, Senator Akaka. The—it’s an 
important question. In my previous assignment as the Vice Chief 
of Navy, I was a party to many of the discussions inside the Pen-
tagon regarding the need to increase our investments in foreign 
language skills and cultural awareness, which was fundamentally 
an increase in the number of foreign area officer—you know, 
trained officers for very specific areas of the world, that each of the 
services were making. And we have made sizable investments 
within the Department of Defense to support those increases in 
language training and the increases in foreign area officers. As a 
Pacific Command commander, I’m enjoying the benefits of that, 
such that now a sizable number of my headquarters 
staffmembers—I know it’s true in the components, as well, having 
previously served as the Pacific Fleet commander—we’re enjoying 
greater language skills among our junior officers and senior en-
listed personnel, such that, when they conduct their engagements 
and capacity-building around the Asia Pacific region, they’re much 
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better able to converse across the wide number of languages and 
dialects that you’re more than familiar with exist in our part of the 
world. 

So, this has been a great investment, and I am assured the serv-
ices all will continue to make this investment, as I think we’ve 
learned some lessons regarding its importance to the work that we 
do out there. 

Senator AKAKA. General Sharp? 
General SHARP. And I agree completely with Admiral Willard. 

And I think the initiative that the Department has undertaken to-
ward normalization of longer tours in Korea also greatly contrib-
utes to the cultural understanding and the capabilities that we 
have, specifically in the Republic of Korea. And I was in the build-
ing at the same time Admiral Willard did, working on this same 
initiative, and agree with him that it is critically important for our 
services to step up to this and make more language and cultural 
awareness among all of our forces. And I think they’re doing very 
well at that. It’s critically important. 

Senator AKAKA. Well, thank you very much for those responses. 
I’m happy to hear that. 

Mr. Chairman, I asked the question because it goes back to 
World War II, when the MSIs—Japanese from our country—made 
a huge difference with General MacArthur in Japan at the—and 
believed that they helped to build a base that has become what 
Japan has succeeded to be through their efforts and through the 
language and cultural skills that our military had at that time, and 
was able to deal with Japan. And I look upon that in—as impor-
tant part of our future strategies as we work with other countries. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator LIEBERMAN. Thank you very much, Senator Akaka. 
General Chilton, Admiral Willard, General Sharp, thanks for 

your service, thanks for your testimony today, thanks for your pa-
tience with Senate procedure during the week. It’s been a really 
helpful and informative discussion this morning. And I know I can 
say, on behalf of Chairman Levin, Senator McCain, Senator Burr, 
and everybody else here on this committee, that we appreciate very 
much what you’re doing for us in very important aspects of our se-
curity around the world, and we’ll try our best, in our authorization 
responsibility, to give you the support that you, and all those men 
and women in uniform serving under you, deserve. 

So, thank you very much. 
The hearing is adjourned. 
[Whereupon, at 10:43 a.m., the committee adjourned.] 
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