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Thursday, August 23, 2001

THE HONORABLE PATTY MURRAY

ATTN:  IVAN KAPLAN

173 RUSSELL S.O. BLDG.

WASHINGTON, DC  20150

Subject:  US Army purchase of Canadian LAV-III armored cars for the Interim Armored Vehicle (IAV) Program.  [RFP No.  DAAE07-00-R-M032]  

Dear Senator Murray:

This is my response to Mr. Oscar’s letter of May 31, 2001.  (Encl. A)  Mr. Oscar is repeating the standard DA mantra of the claim that there exists an “…immediate need for a … (BCT) equipped with IAVs that can be rapidly deployed…”  (Encl. A, 2d Para., 2d sentence.)  No one in DA has ever answered my charge, and that of other concerned citizens, that the alleged ‘need’ was met four decades ago when the Army introduced the M113 Armored Personnel Carrier (APC) – the original Light Armored Vehicle.  (The heavier LAV-III is more of a Medium Armored Vehicle.)  

Consequently, I will not answer Mr. Oscar’s letter in detail, the substance of which I have answered in other letters.  Rather than get further involved in unproductive correspondence, an expense that I can ill afford, I take here a new approach:

1.  Congressional pressure is needed.  The Army leadership is pretending the M113 FOV does not exist.  (See Encl. B)  

I can’t explain why, and I don’t have to since I am not accountable for DA folly.  However, as a citizen, I have the right to protest egregious waste and abuse of public funds, as well as to protest DA determination to replace the M113 with an expensive vehicle that is less capable of the serious business of going to war – not running around on hard surfaced roads.  

Consequently, what I’m asking you (and Senator Cantwell, and Rep. Larsen) to do is to apply sufficient Congressional pressure to:

· Be certain that my correspondence is passed on to the appropriate Congressional committees,

· And do what can be done to force the Army to stop fighting /delaying the Congressionally-mandated field evaluation trials of both the M113 and the LAV-III.

2.  Credibility.  Government officials act as though they are ‘objective’ sources of information.  That is very far from the truth.  They are all government employees and subject to many kinds of pressure – and reprisal.  Anyone who reads the papers know how little real protection is provided to government employees by ‘whistle-blower laws.’  Furthermore, many positions are stated by government officials who have ‘signed off’ on procurement actions.  Anyone who has signed off on a procurement action is an ‘interested party’ and is hardly in a position to be claiming to be making objective opinions on it – especially when the procurement goes into crash mode – and that is only a matter of time.  Sooner or later, the press will stop ignoring this mess, or the new Bush Administration will stop ignoring it, and/ or the schedule / cost /performance will crash, or the Congressionally mandated comparison tests with the M113 will show the folly.  Perhaps the mandated tests will not take place, anyway, because the Army may still have NONE of the ‘off-the-shelf’ vehicles it was supposed to buy.

Why do you suppose the Army is struggling so hard to avoid the comparison tests?  It is not the comparison tests, or UD’s protest, that have delayed the Army’s schedule.  The reason is that the Army didn’t buy the LAV-III!  It is buying a developmental vehicle that doesn’t exist and needs time to develop it.  It ought to be called ‘XLAV-IV,’  ‘X’ for experimental, and for ‘eXpensive.’

3.  Documentation to support my charge that the “…immediate need…” is a sham. 

To support the charge that the Army has had a capability for deployment of LAVs (M113s) by C-130s for four decades, I offer the following documentary support:

Attachment 1:  The Army has had, for four decades, a capability to deploy LAVs by C-130s.  That fact can be found in standard reference sources in public or governmental libraries.  One good reference source is Christopher Foss’s Jane’s World Armoured Fighting Vehicles, published in 1977.  It gives some history, shows the large number of variants and countries using it, a good physical description, and states that the first production order was signed in 1959.  It further states that over 60,000 M113s (including its many variants) had been made as of 1977.  The book is now out of date, since the M113 FOV has had many improvements since, but it still gives useful information.  The book has 5 pages of text on the M113, as well as 7 photo pages.  I have included here only 2 pages of text.

Attachment 2:  (Att. 2 and the next 3 Att’ts are US Army or USAF documents, in case you are more comfortable with military documents.)  A 1964 US Army Special Text used at APG’s Ordnance Center and School, Handbook of Ordnance Materiel, shows a picture of the M113 and one of the M113A1.  (Only the M113A1 photo, p. 351, is included here.)  This demonstrates that the vehicle was part of the Army’s fleet in 1964, and was being taught to mechanics then.

Attachment 3:  Airdrop of Supplies and Equipment: Rigging Tracked Personnel-Cargo Carriers is a joint Army/ Air Force manual containing instructions for rigging tracked vehicles for airdrop.  The source used was revised in August 1997.  (I believe you can concede that, if the M113 can be air-dropped from a C-130, it can certainly be ‘deployed’ by a C-130.)  Page 2 of Att. 3 mentions M113s and C-130s, and Page 3 shows an illustration of an M113 rigged for airdrop. 

Attachment 4:  This is an earlier version (specific date unknown) of the same manual as Att. 3.  The 2 pages extracted here are useful for showing some of the development history and evolution of the M113 FOV.  

Attachment 5:  This is the cover sheet and the first 7 pages of the DATA BOOK:  M113 Family of Vehicles, issued by the Project Manager, M113/M60 FOV in April, 1992.  Useful information is provided on the M113.

The five attachments included here prove my charge, and that of others, that the alleged urgent necessity to buy wheeled armored vehicles so as to have deployability by C-130 aircraft has no basis in fact.  The entire program is spurious.  

In past correspondence on this issue, I wrote long letters with extensive documentation supporting my position.  That may have been a mistake, since DA officials just wrote letters repeating their ‘story.’  If GEN Shinseki, LTG Kern, Mr. Oscar, or anyone else at DA, wishes to explicitly challenge the documentation attached here (no mantras), I will be glad to respond.  

I will not respond to platitudes.  If they decide to challenge, they might wish to explain what it is that the USAF has been deploying in C-130s for four decades, if it is not the original Light Armored Vehicle, a real one -- the M113 APC.
4.  Subsequent letters.  In this letter, I’ve documented only that the need to buy armored cars is fictional.  (It could also be verified by checking the open literature readily found in a public library.  This is not ‘rocket science.’)

My next three letters will show, one at a time, that:

· The Army’s claim of improved technology for wheeled armored vehicles is false,

· The Army’s claim that the vehicle it bought, the LAV-III, is C-130 transportable is false, 

· And the Army’s claim that it bought an ‘off-the-shelf’ vehicle is false.


For what it’s worth, all the above arguments have already been submitted to the government (Congress, GAO, and DOD), by me and others, since late 1999. 

Sincerely,

Enclosures and Document Attachments are listed in the order in which they are mentioned --

Encl. A:  KJ Oscar 5/31/2001 ltr to The Honorable Patty Murray.  [Scanned into E-mail as DJL file:  gg-KJOscar_5-31-2001.}

Encl. B:  Vugraph print: “General Shinseki says the only alternative to: …”.   DJL File: Shinseki~2.ppt.

Document Att’ts:  (Page counts are the number of pages extracted from the document.)  These hard copy Attachments are not available in the E-mail version of this letter.  Hard copies of the entire letter are available upon request. 
1. C.F. Foss, Jane’s World Armoured Fighting Vehicles, St. Martin’s Press, NY.  1976.  (3 pages)

2. US Army OC&S, Handbook of Ordnance Materiel, ST 9-159.  1964.  (2 pages on 1 sheet)

3. FM 10-567/TO 13C7-16-171, HQ DA, HQ DAF, Airdrop of Supplies and Equipment: Rigging Tracked Personnel-Cargo Carriers. Rev’d 1997.  (3 pages)

4. Same manual as Att. 4, earlier version.  (3 pages)

5. PM, M113/M60 FOV, USATAC, Data Book, M113 Family of Vehicles. 1992.  (8 pages)
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