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PROCEEDI NGS

| (b)(6) | This is | (b)(6) | witing a

story on Multinational Corps-lrag and the U S. Arny Center of

Mlitary H story.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | This is | (b)3). (b)(6)

the MNG-1 historian.

[ ®e_ 1 Today is 7 June ZO@d we are

about to interview | b)(3), (b)(6) e C3 Chief,
Plans, Miltinational Corps - |Ira @t he Headquarters,
Mul tinational Corps - Iraq, A FaQP.aI ace, Canp Victory,
Baghdad, |rag. K

| 0)3), (b)(6) &Qd you briefly take a few
mnutes to describe ackground and experience that
prepared you for thiQ tion?

(b)(8), Backgr ound: Simply to the nornal
pr ogr essi on ools, with the single exception that | am
not a vo f Advanced Mlitary Studies graduate.

| (b)(6) | Did you conmand a brigade?

| wmae.me | No, | have not conmanded a bri gade.
The last command that | held was commanded three different
battal i ons.

| (b)(6) | Three battalions?
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[ ®meLoe | Yes, sir.
| (b)(6) | What branch are you?
| oe.ome | | amInfantry, sir.
| (b)(6) | I nfantry. Ckay. Ckay. How | ong

have you been the Chief of Plans for the Corps?

[ oe.oe | One year, sir.

| (b)(6) |  One year? So you were at “Fort Hood,

and you then probably participated iw Sthe preparatory
exerci ses and training exercises bef,oregsthe depl oynent. l's

that correct?

| (0)@3). (b)(6) | Yes, si"m, Nthat's correct.

[ ()(6) | Can \Wwou take a few mnutes to
descri be those exercisessas_/you renenber them because | know
they were back in June and July of 2006, and describe if you

think they were useful for you as the Chief of Plans?

L o3 o6 | "Il say at the outset that they
wer e very, usef ul . Having just graduated fromthe U S. Arny
War College in June, | nmade it to Fort Hood to attend the

second two weeks of the m ssion rehearsal exercise.
The m ssion rehearsal exercise for the second
hal f of that was the actual execution, the first week being

the ranp-up. We were given several things to plan. It was
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then that | nmet the team W forned the teamat that tine.

| 0)3), (b)6) | had been the senior
planner two rotations ago. So | benefitted from his
experience in drawing the team together. W finished that

week, and then there was one other block that week that we
had that we brought in several academicians later Jin the
sumer, actually in October right prior to gumn, depl oynent,
that served to sand down all the rough ‘edges) if you wll,
and put the finishing touches on oupstfd hing to that point

to properly prepare us for this depl oynent.

| (b)(6) | And di @~yoeu cone over here also on

sone visits with this corps?

| (b)(@3), (b)(6) | Yes. Yes, there was one |eader's

reconnai ssance thate Wwe Wwere able to conduct prior to the

depl oynent back .irm Adgust of | ast year.

| (b)(6) | And how | ong was that?
N oe.me | It was |ess than a week.
I (b)(6) | Less than a week?
(b)3), (b)(6) Less than a week, but it was still
very --
| (b)(6) | D dyou neet with your counterpart in

5th Corps?

m
H
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| 0)(3), (b)(6) | At that tinme? Well, actually, no,
| did not neet with ny counterpart. He was on EML at the
tinme, but I was -- |'msorry.

| (b)(6) | Ckay. EM., neani ng?

| me.me | | beg your pardon, R&R, for sake of

a better, nore readily recognized term He was ony¢R&R  So
what that afforded ne was an opportunity togfget“around ny

soon-to-be area of responsibility within thesCorps staff.

| (b)(6) | Ckay. Wer e syous anare of the plans

that they were making at that tine fog their Qperations O der

06037

| ®E.om6 | ¥Xes, sir, | was.

| (b)(6) | Ckay Before we get into that part,

t hough, could you tell me a little bit about your section,
the Plans Sections how it is organized, how many people, and

who are the key planners that you have working for you?

N’ (0)@3). (0)6) | Ckay. By nane or are you talking

about --

| (b)(6) | Vell, let's take it step by step.

How are you organi zed?

| 0E.o6) | Ckay. For point of clarification,

| amthe Chief of Plans and Policy. Therefore, | have three
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di fferent sections under Plans and Policy.

One is Plans. One is Force Ceneration, and the
last is the Iraqi Security Forces. Al three fall under ny
of fice.

The Plans, as | have already stated, is headed up

by the Chief of War Plans, | (b)(3). (b)(6) "

have one canpai gn planner, a contingency operatihofts pl anner,
a coalition planner, several of the ‘oalition partners,
Australian and fromthe U K, and they “Woifm the core of the
Corps Plans team Then naturally, yeu have the remai nder of
the rest of the staff will thensplus-up that, the Corps Pl ans
teamto be the Plans Team

Al told, theke/ are -- |I'm in charge of and
supervi se 60 peoplewithi'n Plans and Policy.

Forcer Geperation is a smaller cell, six people

headed up by @ col onel --

I ©)6) | [ oe.oe |
| (b)(6) | Yes, | (b)(3), (b)(6) | and | have a
-- He has a deputy. | have then several people who work for

the two of them in doing different things within the Force
Gener ati on.

The last section is the Iraqgi Security Forces.

)}
0
m
n
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That, too, is headed up by a Colonel, a U K Colonel,

L_o@E.06) | and he has a small teamas well, roughly -- again,

only six people, and they are essentially the people who keep
track of the database of all of the information that cones
fromall the different divisions, and the mlitary transition
teans feed information into a database called Scoreboard, and
they conpile that data on a nonthly basis. That*"data then
serves as the basis for a briefing Sto¢ the Transition

Readi ness Assessnment to CGeneral Petraeus.

| (b)(6) | Oh, to Ceneralf Petraeus?

| mE).o6E) | Yes, #/CGeneral Petraeus. We crunch
that for him

I (b)(6) |: You said throughout vyour whole
section, you got 604 %SO it's not just 60 in the Plans. | t
woul d be Iike 48 ko the plans then, | guess. 1Is that right?

You had six “n jForce Generation and six in lraqi Security

For ces. twSo“Plans and Policy --

| ®e.06 |  Roughly, yes. Yes, roughly. But

| need to further clarify that, although I'm working here and

we are over here as Miultinational Corps-lraq, | still amin
charge of the people, the one civilian -- Departnent of the
Arny civilian and the 12 or so contractors that | have back
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at Fort Hood. | still maintain contact with them and direct

actions as wel |.

[ ®®e |1 And are they part of the 60?2

[ oe.me | They are part of the 60, yes.

[ me | Ckay, okay.

[ ®ome.me [ It's a good question.

| (b)(6) | What do they do back atf/Fert Hood?

| (0)@3), (b)(6) | Primarily, t7ailni ng. They
naturally are looking -- They've extended the horizon for

after we return and we are getting tQ the unencunbered corps
aspect upon our return. So, wesane planning for that, and
then also planning for the traigning for the next up to three
years, so that when weshit . /the ground when we redepl oy, we

will be able to do so.

I (b)te) I You wll have all your ranges

arranged for ‘@and)everyt hi ng?

N o@e).0e | Major training exercises, etcetera.

| (b)(6) ! As you prepared for the Miltinational

Corps-lrag at Fort Hood |ast year, in general what were sone
of the major key plans that you worked on? You nentioned
that you had already taken a | ook at 0603, and | assune that

you were working on the Corps plans, your 3rd Corps inprint
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to that plan.

| ®@E). o6 | W thought -- The team the Plans

team -- we thought at one point that we were going to be one
of the last -- Before the Miltinational Force-lraq and
Mul ti nati onal Corps-lraqg conbined the headquarters, we
t hought we were going to be the last MNC-I, Ml tdinational
Cor ps-Iraqg, headquarters, and we even took that” A-“at |east |
did -- that we mght be putting the finiShi'ng touches on our
depl oynent here to Irag.

So when we |ooked at a nermal canpaign plan and
the different phasing of a norpah “ecanpai gn plan, we had been
-- In ny estimation, we, hady been in Phase 4, which is
stabilized. Phase 5 issenable civil authority.

So last sunmmer, | had discussed with the rest of
the planners how we/would go about doing exactly that, and
that's exactly what we are doing now with the publishing of
0701, and, how you enable Iraqi civil authority and | essen our
foot printy here and draw down our forces to be able to at sone
point get to an enduring level here in country, and redepl oy
fromthe joint forces.

So | know that kind of junps over 0603, but |

would submt to you that 0603 was an interim step. After

m
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0601 they had been working off of 0601 for a while. They
scheduled to publish 0603 in the Novenber tinme frane, which
they did on about the end of the first week. It |ooked very

much |i ke 0601, and then things changed in Decenber.

I (b)(6) | Ri ght . Ri ght . How nuch attenti on,

back at Fort Hood now, did you pay to the energing CON
strategies -- CON is counter-insurgency stratgghes -- during
your preparation? And in particular, whath f/Zamtrying to get
a connection with is -- because thesEMg-23, | think -- 24
just came out in January, and you probably saw a draft of it.

So, you know, whatgNm trying to get at is if
there was any connection begween your planning and the

ener gi ng doctrine.

| 0)G), O)6Em & Yes, there was, nmatter of fact. )"}

were one of thegrecipients of the draft. W were asked to

provide comment.) So | sat down with several of the planners,

and | By3). (0)6) | had 0. 66 to pull our
t hought s ton that together, the II1 Corps response.
It becane a major effort. It was sort of a nonth

that we had sone tine to pull our thoughts on that together,
and all the while that we are doing this, becomng actually

nore -- | nmean, several of the planners had just cone from
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the School of Advanced Mlitary Studies, one of them being

| (b)(3), (b)(6) |

So taken from -- and ne comng from the War
Col l ege, comng from the school house, immersed in doctrine,
know ng that this is what -- because we had discussed it. W
were | ooking to operate or conduct those operations;y{counter-
i nsurgency operations, providing response to the,draft field
manual , further ingrained it, if you wlI§ GismMtio what we were
doing on a regular basis, and we stanted looking nore at --
| ess at the offensive operations, knewing full well that we
were still going to have _tor~doy, that, but the counter-
i nsurgency operations andg. speeifically, stability, stability

oper ati ons.

| 0E  aL |\ Rght.

| 06 0e | So, yes, having sonething --

Provi ding comment on 3-24 actually did help.

! (b)(6) ; Do you recall that nonth that you

| ooked aty t he manual, the draft nanual, Septenber or Cctober?

| 0)@E) 06 | That sounds -- | was going to say
t hat . | believe it was after our |eadership conference in
August. So | don't know. | can't recall for certain.

| (b)(6) | Ckay. From the TOA forward, 14

qn
m
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Decenber, when you published your own initial fragos
(Phonetic) on about the 30th of Decenber -- and | found a
briefing that was dated 28 Decenber that enunciates the Corps
Commander's mssion and strategy for the initial set-up
fragos -- were you following the basic strategy of V Corps as

outlined in 0603?

| ©)@3), (b)(6) | W were at the tineg. YW were in

the mddle or had just received the Chapges in bridging

strategy --

| (b)(6) | Right.

L oe.oe | --, from\V Corps. Force had just

briefed us in the Force cenference room and | would have to

say, yes, we were.

| 06 )y Vell, what | was also trying to get

at: Wuere were you anticipating -- There nust have been sone
tal k about an,increase of troops in Decenber. But | don't

know t haty,, and | wondered if --

| (b)@3), (b)(6) | Yes. There was a Request for

Information that did conme in Decenber that -- very sinply,
what would you do if you had five additional brigades?

Now | haven' t been privy to al | t he

conversations. W had just arrived. | (b)3), (b)6) | had

q/)
m
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|l ed one of the liaison officer teans over here prior to the
remai nder of -- an advance party prior to the main body of
[11 Corps com ng.

So he had a better grasp by about 30 days of what
was happening here on the ground, but this Request for
Information did cone in Decenber. [t was born “out of a
conversation at the four-star |evel that we gere“not privy
to.

So we set about sinply answering the RFI. I't,
for whatever reason, gained sone traction and took off, and
there was a difference of opinien,between Miltinational Force
Headquarters and Ml tinat honal \Cor ps Headquarters as to what
to make of this RFlI, because it was a departure from what V
Corps had been working on, and that is transition over to

(I'naudi bl e) and ,handing this over to the governnment of Iraq.

| (b)(6) | Vell, one of the reasons | nention

t hat istWecause in 0603 they used the word transition quite a

bit.

| e 66 | Yes.

| (b)(6) | And | didn't see that in your first

m ssion brief on 28 Decenber that enunciates m ssion tasks.

In fact, 0603 didn't even have tasks in it that | could see.
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You guys -- IIl Corps always puts -- seens to put
tasks in their briefings and their orders, but V Corps
didn't. But they used the word transition and V Corps, and
all of a sudden, that disappeared from the |lexicon in your
Corps, in Il Corps.

| wondered if you recall that. Was, there any

debate on that?

| ome.oe | Yes, | do recal it fand, no, there

was very little debate. Ve were gstold J-- W were given

specific instructions, and that --

| (b)(6) | Here irsnthe wording of 0603. | t

says: "M ssi on: No changenfrom o Oder 0601. IMNC- |
conducts operations to=, hestore order using predom nantly
nonki netic neans togtyansition security responsibilities to
t he governnent off raq," and so on and so on.

Your jinitial mssion statenent doesn't even use
t hat word, twansition, at all. Now !l think it may nmention it
farther on down in the brief, but it's certainly out of the
m ssion statenent. Seens like an entirely new approach, to
me.

Wul d you characterize it as that, or not?

| 06,06 | You could say so, yes. You could
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say so, yes. There were -- Yes. |'Il leave it at that.

| (b)(6) | | am going to pause at this tinme and
| et (b)(3), (b)(6) ask questions.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) l: | want to ask in particular

about this first kind of tract little piece where there was
this request for information about, okay, what wouldd/you do
with five additional brigades.

Wuld you have in your nohess Sonewhere when
specifically that date was or is thatmsopething that is still

a trackabl e docunent that's avail abl e,out there sonewhere?

| oe.m@ | The fimst thing that cones to mnind

Is on or about the 20th of Deeenber, and | believe, because

we had done -- W had dené,.-+ or we did such a detailed work-

up to recount that,. K believe one of the planners, if not
(b)(3). (b)(6) LAsStill has that.

| B)(3), (b)(6) F Ckay. In the broader sense,

once thiss, change of direction kind of canme into play, | just

am curious to know, what did that nean to the Plans Section
in particular about -- Wat was going through your mnd in
terns of what did that nean to you all in terns of what you
were going to need to do to nake that happen? Wat kind of

things did that put in notion as it becanme apparent that that

m
)
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was the direction things were going to go?

| oe.06 It was pretty much opposite. Wth

V Corps and the transition in ranping down of forces and
transitioning to the governnent of Ilraq, and then to cone in
to have sone conditions on the battlefield change or to at
| east have a different read, because you now have_a“different
commander, an operational |evel commander, |ooKing®to -- wth
a different intent, different vision, we,then had to think
differently, take on an offensive imndset, if we were to
secure Baghdad, protect the populous, and then proliferate
that throughout the Iraqi theaten “ef operations, and then be
able to interdict the accelerants, that we called them into
t he Baghdad area.

W figurediythat if we could do that -- Actually,
t he Conmmander thought that, if he could do that, we could
finish this “successfully and turn the thing over to the
gover nnent_ of<| r ag.

At the point that we took over transfer of
authority, it was evident to us that he did not believe that

we were at that point.

| 0)3), (b)(6) . W is "he"?

| ®e.me | The Commander. |'msorry.

* S E CRE T *
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| (b)(3), (b)(6) | Her e. General Corelli or
General Odi erno?

| @), b)6) | No, no, GCeneral dierno. CGener al
Qdi er no.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | He did not believe that we were
at the point to --

| ©)3), (b)(6) | Continue the transition and turn

It over as is to the governnent of Irag.N Where were things
that he -- | can't speak for ghim/ fbut it was our
understanding that there were things,that could be done to
get to a different point in_tjme er on the ground where we
would be in a better posi#ion o do so, and work better with
t he governnent of |raqinhbel ping them enable themto take

control of their own.nation

| B)(An(b)(®) ) Was there a pivotal tine that
you recall iA terns of -- |If 20th of Decenber is when this
RFI canew;- “Wwou nentioned, interestingly, that there was sone

di sagreenent between MNFI-I and MNC- I about what did this
mean.

How | ong between that sort of initial "wow, this
sonething different; what do we nake of this" -- WAs there

then a subsequent pivotal point in tinme where it becane
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crystal clear, and was it a formal process where the
Commander or soneone else in the chain brought key players
together and said, okay, this is where we are goi ng now? Was
that a verbal or was it -- WAs there a pivotal nonent when
there was a gathering of the key staff, so to speak, to say,

okay, here is what we are doi ng?

| ®E).06) | | don't recall there,“being that

nonent . There were several parallel Sacetibns that were
ongoing, and we were essentially responding to the RFl, to
the request for information, respondiing to his gui dance, and

It wasn't in the setting as yourhawe descri bed.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) t Ckay . So just nore a continued

evolution of, as yous Ssaid, par al | el actions to the

communi cations that put all this into notion?

[ oarbde, | Yes.

| (0)(3). (b)(6) L Ckay.

N ©© | Let nme follow up on that, on
sonething that you said seened to indicate -- Now Ceneral

Qdierno and your Corps cone in, and you bring with it a
different mndset and a different approach, and you said -- |

bel i eve you sai d nore aggressive approach.

| ®mE.me [ OFfensive m ndset.
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| (b)(6) | O fensive m ndset. That's correct.

More of fensive m ndset.
There seened to be a di sconnect between Odierno's

of fensi ve m ndset and CGeneral Casey's transition and Ceneral

Cherelli's transition strategy and bridging strategy, if you
will.

Did that -- Can you talk a little bifabout that?
From what you saw as the planner -- | meand ' m not asking

you to speculate, but to describemwhat! you saw as the
pl anner . | nmean, | could inmagineysonething |ike GCeneral
Casey, with a new guy com ng, igfNsaying you got it, go take
it, even though it was against maybe GCeneral Casey's
phi |l osophy, or it couldy,have been different than that. I

don't know.

| wErbes | It was ny sensing that Lieutenant
CGeneral Corelfli Jwas turning the reins over, and he didn't
bel i evefathaty" he was done yet. In ny mnd, | believe he

wanted to do nore or felt he could do nore, but he was still
-- transfer authority was going to go on.

CGeneral Casey was providing direction to continue
to conduct the transition, execute the transition bridging

strategy, and that briefing that he provided -- that he and

[4¢]
m
)
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staff provided toward the end of January gives us about a 30-
day tine frame in which we cane in with a different m ndset.
W received the request for information: Wat would you do
with five additional brigades?

Based on a conversation, again that | wasn't
privy to, and instead of transitioning and reduCing our
footprint, GCeneral (Qdierno was taking us the Jjetter way to
prosecute his vision of how he wanted tozattack the problem
here in-country.

Throughout that nonth tine period, there were a
couple of instances in which sGneral (Qdierno wanted to do
sonething or acconplish sonething along his line of logic
that he was informed by-Miltinational Force-lraq that that's
not -- that wasn'teWithin General Casey's left and right

limt, so to speak:

| (b)(6) | Ceneral Casey's left and right limit?

N 0E.oe | As the Force Commander, he

establishes the left and right limt or he provides guidance
to General (dierno, guidance and direction.

There were, as | said, a couple of instances in
which General Odierno wanted to do sonething, and GCeneral

Casey said that he would either not get an asset, not get a
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resource, whether it be a request for forces, sonething as we

were planning over that nonth-long tine period to get five
nore brigades into the fight, so to speak.

Ceneral Casey -- It didn't appear that General

Casey was wanting to support Ceneral dierno.

| (b)(6) | | think | understand what /you're
trying to say.

| oe.me | Al right.

| (b)(6) | Your M\Gal “fcoalition canpaign
operational concept dated, | believe, 6 March '07 is a very
t horough and well witten, |_thimky, canpaign narrative. Wo

was the primary author?

[ 0e.06 | ytat's | (6)3). (b)(6) |

[ o6 (b)(3), (b)) |

[ meEroe s [ Yes, sir.

| “ o® | | think you' ve already answered this,

but |I' mMgai ngto go ahead and ask it anyway.

Does it represent an iterative evolutionary
approach from the MNF-1 joint canpaign plan, April '06, and
the MNF-1 2007 joint canpaign action plan draft dated January
of '"06, which I'm sure you ve |looked at, or would vyou

characterize it as a new approach?

= T
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| oe.0e [ 1'msorry. Wich approach?

| (b)(6) | Wuld you characterize it as an

evolutionary or an iterative approach or would vyou
characterize it as a conpletely new approach? |'m talking
about the March -- the 6 March MNC-I canpai gn plan, coalition

canpai gn operational concept. |'msorry.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) ’ Did you see [{iNJUst as a

continuation of what had cone before or Wwasth a totally new

direction? |s that what you are --

| ®me | Right.

| oE.me |- | wouldn™, see it as an -- | see it
as atotally -- a new directi on.

[ oe | Rioht!

| (b)(3). (b)(Eh W\ |- Last year being the vyear of
transition, yeargof sthe police. Correct. I'd say it was a
new di rectiont

\ (b)(6) | Ckay. That's what | thought vyou

woul d says

The coalition canpaign operational concept in
March looks |ike it mght reflect the canpaign design
chapter, Chapter 4 in FM-24. What do you say to that? |

mean, that's ny look at it. | |ooked at Chapter 4. | | ooked
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at canpai gn, the operational concept. They |ook not exactly

simlar, but along the sane |ines.

| oE.o06) | No, in that | (b)(3), (b)(6) | again,

did the work that he did last year on the draft of the field
manual . It was naturally what he went back to in the

pronul gati on of this order.

| (b)(6) | Now for that plan in Mirgh™ was there

any or what, if any, had been the NWF-I's influence,
recogni zing that General Petraeus and=hi's’ ¢rew cane in on the
10th of February and this plan, this operational concept,

cones out on 6 March '07?

| me.oe | And again, your question: What, if

any --

| (b)(6) |\ Yes -- had been MNFI-1's influence on

t hat operati onal ¢cencept ?

I (b)(3)} (b)(6) I No, there was a distinct -- It was

di sti ncty.,.. because we had read sone of the articles that
Ceneral PRetraeus had witten.
| have a copy of his counter-insurgency rules on

ny wall in nmy office.

| (b)(6) | So it would be influenced, but

probably kind of indirect influence from Petraeus' thoughts

m
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and i deas?

I (b)(3), (b)(6) | Yes, indirectly at the outset.

| (b)(6) | Because | know that General Petraeus

has a CAG an initiatives group, or sone smart guys up there.
| just wondered if they canme down and advised you or

(I'naudi bl e) you at all.

| oe.me | No.

| ©)@3), (b)(6) | Can | ask a questilon al ong those
| i nes?

Was there -- especiallySin the Plans decision,

can you tell e anything about ghewelationship with the MF-
| plans? Wen | say that o | say under Ceneral Petraeus, once
they did arrive, and ats,What point did you start receiving
their formal pl anni g~ docunments upon which to start
devel opi ng MNC- | sy planni ng docunents, or was that nore of an
I nformal process, as you' ve kind of indicated here? Ws it a

matter ¢of, mneading his articles or was there a definitive

hand-down, if you will, of their plan to MNGC1I?
| ®E).06) | Well, no, there wasn't, but | wll
say that the strategic plans, the SPA -- | (b)(3), (b)(6)

(Phonetic), very hel pful --

I (b)(6) | At Multinational?
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®)3), b)6) | Yes, at Miltinational Force.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | for Plans, very, very supportive.

They did provide quite tinely -- when they did generate their
I nteri m docunent in February. But because we were steadily
pl anning and generating follow ng General Qdierno's vision
what they provided -- and | wll say that we_had/  people
sitting in on their process; so that hel ped fagihi tate.

So in a parallel manner, as” Jwe did wth
generating operations order 0701, wemcamtiinued to march, if
you will. So when they did publish,Swe nmade certain that we
were nested naturally wthin_everything.

They have yet to0 publish their JCP, their joint
canpai gn plan, but we fixtny believe that we are well within
because of the parald el planning and the collaborative effort
bet ween the twogheadquarters really assisted in our ability
to generate our operations order.

Se" you <could say that their effort, their
process, Stheir draft docunent, did in fact help to inform

generating ours.

| (b)(6) | And when did they do their draft?
| oe.me [ Wll, the JCAP, the interim was out
-- again, was out -- It was April. I'msorry | msspoke. |
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wasn't February. It was April

| (b)3), (b)(6) ; But you had already published
your --

L 0e.06e | Vell, we had done the operational

concept, yes. But again, ours has been alnbst just a running
process since we transferred authority, becauseydwe went
t hrough 0603 to answer or to build on what we had received
fromV Corps, and then we had to change, “and’ then we pursued

generating 0701 to the way ahead.

| (b)(6) | What form ‘does that collaborative

process take? Do you all actwallhy get in a room together
periodically? Is it bys BTC? What process seens to be
wor ki ng, since that reaklW.Seens to be a key nuance to what

I's working well?

[ moErbe. | To a lesser extent, not so much in
a room togethery; the two staffs planning. But again, we
woul d -&w] ‘sent either (b)3), (b)(6) (Phonetic) or [uea), oyl

| m@E.be e | over to the International Zone, and he would sit

in on the process and, nost specifically and nost recently,

)(3), (b)(6) lwas in -- | would send him down for

several days at a tinme over several weeks, the past severa

weeks, to sit in on not just generating Annex B to their
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joint canpaign plan, which is the security Iine of operation.
He would also then sit in, naturally, to the generation of
the -- you know, the discussion on the base docunent for the
Mul ti national Force-lraq joint canpaign plan.

So that was our in, so to speak, of their
pr ocess. He would then share with us the securjty line of
operation annex, because that is Ceneral (di erno' s
responsibility, the security.

Then when they publishedsthe /draft annex, they
woul d share it. It wasn't kept closeyhold. They would share
it wth us, and then ask us togprovi de comment. W did that
on several iterations.

So therein Liges _the collaborative effort, if you
will, and | wouldgsubmt to you that it's a -- It has
sonething to doswith the fact that we are geographically
separ at e.

We" are here, and down they are down at the |Z
So there'were a couple of occasions on which we tal ked across
the conputer, the information work station, but it was
primarily | sent a planner there or two planners there, and

then they woul d share the docunments with us.

| (b)(6) | | see in both the new operations
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order that just canme out this nonth and your operational
concept really quite a sophisticated and nuch different
approach than had been before, and |'ve |ooked at all the
orders before, including the one for Ceneral Met son
(Phonetic), Il Corps, when they were over here before.

" m just wondering, does that represent “growth in
j ust experience gai ned here, because | know al | ot guys have
served multiple tours over here or masts of the senior
of ficers have served nmultiple tours. sl % ust wondered. Wat
do you think about that?

Do you think it's -#~Dbecause we've been fighting
this war for five years, hut |I%see your plan as not only nuch
nore sophisticated but _prebably the right approach. But |

mean, |'mnot judging at all, but --

[ o@mes | No, I'mglad you think so. It is a

function of experience, starting at the very top with General

Qdi er nogshavi-ng agai n | (b)(3), (b)(6) | as the Chief of
War Plans, this being his second tour, the three -- |[m@).w®e
| me.0e | having comranded the brigade here.

|'ve been in theater down at CENTCOM for two

years prior to this, and probably the nost curious aspect of

this is that our canpaign planner, | (b)(3), (b)(6) | -- no

7)
m
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previ ous conbat experience. So he's fresh out of the
school house, fresh off of having provided the comments on the

field manual 2-24, counter-insurgency operations, and he's

the one who wote that. He's the one who penned the
O der.

| (b)(6) | Do you -- Do you or did%you ever
think you have -- you would have sufficient greops to task

ratio, as outlined in the CON manual, to%soelWVvé this counter-
I nsurgency? Do you think now you hawve enough or do you ever

think it?

L OO.06) | Havisng, N\commanded, you can never

have enough sol di ers.

| (b)(6) | [\.ean, | saw a planning docunent

from your section -4l %think it was from your section -- that
said, even wthgtthe/surge, you don't have enough troops as
outlined in thejnew CON nmanual. And | think they -- They
give thewrati«os and, if | renenber right, it's like 30 or 35
to one in the CON nmanual ; the best we can get, including al
the Iraqi security forces and the U S. forces, is like 20 to
one. Is that right?

No. The CO N manual says 20 to one, and the best

we can get is about 35 to one, sonething like that. Do you

m
)]
Py
n
n
*
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recall that?

[ oe.me) | Yes, | do. W had that discussion

but we tended to steer away from it, because we believed -
and CGeneral Qdierno in conversations, discussions, guidance
that he provided to us -- that we believed that the nunber of
bri gades that we had comng in was about right.

Now |'Il follow that up with a statgment that he
made to us in the Plans the other day, %hat” based on where
we're at now, we could use probablygsenesnbre brigade, three
battal i ons.

If you were to talksto Miltinational D vision-
Baghdad at the outset «of planning for this, they had
requested three nore battalions, one nore brigade than the
Arny or Marines were,able to provide us.

So Iehelyeve we are doing fine where we're at
right now. Wen we first started and then now that we have
the fif@sh,_phys-up brigade on the ground and we are getting
themto their full operational capability, the one brigade or
three nore battalions, understandably, would help us get at
sonme of the other problens and help bring this to an end nore
quickly than if we, naturally, wouldn't have them because we

would be able to dedicate that additional force on those

3
m
+H
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problemareas, and it will just take us a little |Ionger given
the current set that we have, the 20 brigade conbat teans
that we have on the ground. But | believe we're doing fine
wi th what we have on the ground now.

Even then, | have to bring up the point that that

| ast one just arrived.

I (b)(6) | Right.

| omELome | So it's too early, t@ assess.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) ) | stillsshavel a couple of nuts

and bolts questi ons.

First of all, are_we™ekay on your tine?

| we.oe [ That''s, fine.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) I W ended up starting a little

| at er than pl anned.

As farWas' the operations within Plans, one of the
terns | have heard people discuss is effects integration. 1Is
that a (eencept that conmes into play in the Plans Section or
how -- [I%m just kind of interested to know the synergy that
happens within the CG3 Section overall.

How do you pull together with the Future Ops
folks, with Current Qps? \What's the process that happens,

and is that unique to the way IIl Corps is doing business
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conpared to other units?

| ®@E.be | The last part of your question, |

can't answer, because | don't know how the other Corps are
working the effects aspect of the process. How we attacked
this was the objectives that you find in the concept, and
then in the order were provided to General MDonald/in the
Effects Cell wupstairs, and then they set dabout” -- after
having heard and then read the Operationsy/Order, took the
obj ectives and established m nutes ofselfecti veness, m nutes
of performance neasures of effectiveness against those
obj ectives, and then devised rheisx board, if you wll, or
presentation or their tragekingynechanismto see or to track
how well we are getting,‘ats/ on each of the objectives that
supports the Conmanden's plan, and that is briefed then to
t he Commander and the 3 and the Chief.

So,it's not sonmething that -- They are on the
second fhoore~ W are on the first floor. |'ve got Effects
guys. | Shave Effects planners in Plans. So sone of Ceneral

MDonald's -- a couple of his folks are -- primarily one,

(b)(3), (b)(6) (Phonetic), he's the Effects planner that

sits in the Plans shop or on the Plans team So he is ny

connectivity to it in the Effects Cell.
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How woul d you descri be where the

Pl ans handl es and what Future QOps

handl es? |Is there a line in the sand there? How do you guys

split that out?

It's actually pretty good that

| (b)3), (b)(6) L
you asked that question, and
recorder, because | wll tel

that are here from 1st Cor ps,

fromFort Lew s.
Wien |

of the mssion e

exact concept, P

Nor mal

I'"'m glad this is_,o0n /a tape

you that the two/dozen people

fromFort Lew.s, fare a bl essing

first got to Fort "Hood for the second week

Xer ci se,

we were,still struggling with that

ans, FUORS, CQarrent Ops.

ly, | sould be the C 5.

1l Corps the last tine.

It was |

a decision priorgete sy arriva

There was a G5 in

)3, 0)6E) |

Sonebody nade

at Fort Hood not to take a G5

or not to have }Ja C5 on the staff.

(b)), (b)(6) | Tt hENC- 3,

Qos, 3-5Which is Future Qps,

Because we got

deci ded to nake

it

So then | (b)(3), (b)(6)

3-3, which is Current

and a 3-7 which is Pl ans.

t hat

plug of two dozen people --

Now, granted, not all 24 sit in G3. There's a couple in G
4, but the predom nant plug -- alnost all of them have forned
the 3-Ops Cell, and what that did was enable Plans, | @), wmie

(%))
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®@E. 06 | to be able to then extend the horizon and | ook out

further on planning; because if you were to talk to

(0)(3), (b)(6) | (Phonetic) who was Jeff's

predecessor as the Chief of War Plans of V Corps, one of the
bi ggest issues that he had was that he didn't have the
benefit of a Future Ops.

Therefore, he was always planning /the near-end
fight. He had trouble extending the hohizoen. So the 4-Op
says it was constituted here on our staff to enable us to do
t hat .

So they | ook out fop=abeut six weeks, and then we
take it from six weeks ony,out\, and that is a very arbitrary
line, because in the _grand schene and when you read our
doctrine, the C3 is_the guy who nmakes the call as to where
that line is -- _gyou _know, literally -- and then he |ooks at,

okay, how nueh of the workload does each 3-3, 3-5 and 3-7

have. And Nizhere will be tinmes when | will get -- If our
wor kl oadgets light, I'll get sone close-in, near-termissues
to sol ve.

If | get bogged down, you m ght give one to FUOPS

If we've got a longer tine on it.

| (b)©) |  That's probably why, you know, your

E= N "R S | way T
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order and your operational concept appear so different and, |
think, so much nore sophisticated and better than previous

ones. That is, the structural difference between FUOPS and

Pl ans.

| bet that contributes to it.

| (b)(3). (b)(6) | It does. It does. \dget sone
real go-getters in the FUOPS, too. | (b)(3), (b)(e) land hi s

crew have (| naudible).

| ()(3). ()(6) [ Do vyow, ‘ever own the Frago
process?
No,#~I, do not.
(b)), (b)(6)
So that really all falls to

Current and Future Qps?

| (b)(3), (b)E) | Primarily, Future Ops. | will -
- There wll begtinmes when | will provide -- for lack of a
better descri‘ption -- the guts of the order, the tasks, the
over al | t~¢oneept, to Future Ops, and they wll then -- 1"l
conduct a handoff with Future Ops. They will generate the
or der.

| (b)(6) | But you guys wote this order 07017

| (0)(3), (b)(6) I Yes, we did. Yes, we did.

| (b)(6) | Not FUOPS?
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| ()3), (b)(6) I Right. That's correct.

| (b)(6) | Full-fledged technical (Several words
I naudi bl e) .

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | Yes, Fragos (Phonetic) note,
correct.

| (b)(6) | Ckay.

I (b)(3). (b)(6) [ | just want t@ jpaKe sure |

under st ood the delineation there, too.

L o L Let me junpsi i/ Here. Qper at i onal
reserve -- It appears that MNC -- and | know you all have
westled wth this. |'ve _seen, “evidence of it. But it

appears that the Corps does not, have an operational reserve,

nunber one. |s that true,JAs that a true statenent?

| (b)(3), (0)(6) | W had one until we commtted
it.

| (b)(6) | When was that?

| (b)(3), (b)(6) I That was when 32 was conmm tted

up north%o Baqubah. 3-2 had been, up until that point, what
we call above ground. They were over on the west side of
Baghdad, not nmintaining terrain. They were not holding a
pi ece of terrain and not responsible. They weren't a terrain

owner .

= T
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So they were above ground, and that term nology
was coi ned by V Corps. But when we saw, you know, things

happeni ng the way they were, we started --

| (b)(6) | This was early March?

I (b)3). (b)(6) I Yes. Wien we saw AQ, A Quaeda,
start -- As we were achieving success, we'd like_taodhelieve,
I n Baghdad, they got out -- the eneny got out tonthat area up

in Diyala Province, and the Conmander “madé la decision to
dedicate the reserve, mssion in reservef up to Baqubah, and

that's where they are at right now.

| (b)(6) | But rjghtsnew you don't have any. |Is
that correct?

| (b)(3), (b)(6) ) That's correct. That 1s
correct.

| (b)6) | So if a ;problem cones up sonepl ace,

if General Mxon, for exanple, wants nore reinforcenents

what i stthe~Gor ps Commander -- Wat choi ces does he have?

| (b)(3), (b)(6) [ W have attenpted to articulate

in a fragnentary order to have the Divisions designate a unit

that -- a battalion level, a battalion |evel organization, to
be able to disengage and respond -- you know, the conpany, in
the first 36 hours and the remainder -- with attack, and then
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the remai nder of the battalion within 48 hours.

So there is a -- Because he commtted the
reserve, he asked FUOPS to generate this order so that he
could have already provided a warning order, so to speak, to
each of the Division Conmanders to say, okay, because | have
conmtted nmy reserve, | need you to think through “hi's; and
if | should pick up the phone and call you, | /heed you to be
able to execute.

So they should have gonesthfough that planning

process to have that up and runni ng.

| (b)(6) | That . sgfalxly recent, though, isn't

| (0)(3), (b)(6) NIt is very recent. Very recent.

| 06 o & IMcidentally, the CO N nanual nowhere

in it has the wonrd jreserve in it, and you know, from what
|'"ve seen hereg, Jif there is a hole in that -- It's a great
manual , ¢ut N there is a hole, it doesn't address, you know,
how you conduct those kinds of offensive operations wthout a
reserve. And |'ve seen it play out here with nostly, |
guess, M\D-North and CGeneral M xon requesting reinforcenent.
The borders: How do you westle the borders?

How do you plan for -- to seal the borders? And this is not
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only your problem but |I neant certainly addressing it as you
see it as the planner. But it's really a long term problem

and it's also an MNFI problem

| (b)3), (b)(6) | That's how we are approaching

it. That is how we are approaching it. In fact, over the
last few weeks, Miltinational Force-lraq has %¢held an
operational plans team to get at the foreignfi"ghters and
facilitators, and their focus has been te the west, because
naturally, the -- Well, as we underst@nd it, the foreign
fighters and facilitators, terrorists' primary route is
comng in from Syri a.

So that's beemtheixy focus at this -- Wile they
have been pl anning on that_sand asking for us to sit in and
provi de conment, our, flocts, or General COdierno's focus, is to

t he east.

[ ow® | Right.

\ (b)(3). (1)6) | | 1.4b, 1.4d

1.4b, 1.4d

So we have nmaintained since January that our

stance shoul d be non-invasive, but the borders and the ports
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of entry are primarily Force's responsibility, but the
governnent of Iraq should be the ones on the ground with the
actual hands-on.

| go back to the Prime Mnister's energency
nmeasures that he put in place at the beginning of the year.
One of those was to secure the borders and ports _ofientry --
well, it's primarily the ports of entry -- for #2*hours; you
know, actually, a little |onger than that:

W were to assist during antisne frane -- prior to
that tine franme, to assist the border, el enment at each one of
those ports of entry, but themystep back and allow them
nmeaning the governnent of Irag, to enforce the energency
nmeasures, the inspections,\etcetera.

R ght now, \we don't have any -- Qher than at the
ports of entry, ewe don't have forces on the border sealing

the border, and that OPT for it would be -- Operational Plans

Team - {~Jhates effort still continues. It hasn't cone to a
close yeth, But that's still where we're at.

| _®me | Right.

I (B)3). (b)(6) i Qurs is to renmain renoved from -

- To help the governnent of Irag with the ports of entry, but

not be at the ports of entry with weapon in hand bl ocki ng or
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stopping traffic or conducting the inspections, and we are
also not patrolling the Dborders, because our focus,
naturally, is inside and on the routes -- right now, as it
stands, major routes from those ports of entry down into
Baghdad. So our surveillance neans from the air are doing

t he sane thing.

| e | Right.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | | have one Nast” jguesti on. You

tal ked about the relationship Dbetweenyyourself and higher
headquarters, M\FI, in the planning process.

Wat is the relationship between the planning
process at your level and the, Multinational D vision troop
forces? 1Is there a collahoration there? Wat's -- |Is there

much ongoi ng connectd Vity there?

| (b)®), ()6 | W have plans -- W have

elenents from each one of the Dvisions that are resident
right there“i-n our workspace. W share everything with them

They go back --

What's their rank?
(b)(3), (b)(6)

Primarily Majors, and | have a

couple of Lieutenant Colonels, and I've got a DA a

Departnment of the Arny, elenment as well. But anyway, the
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pl anners from each of the Dvisions -- they attend everything
that we do. They receive the information. W don't keep
anything close hold. They, naturally, correspond with their
Di vi si ons.

W talk wth the lead planners. For exanpl e,

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | (Phonetic), | (b)(3), (b)(6) |

down at MN\D- Baghdad. W talk with him regul@rhys with the
Marines our west, at |east once a week, i WOth two, to their
LNO

So that we don't have asforum if you will. W
don't sit down with them on _amenthly or quarterly basis or

anything like that. W get good m | eage out of the LNGCs.

| (b)(3), (6)(6) NG eat .

[ 0)e) «l% Let ne ask a couple of -- 1've just
got a couple of more/questions.

Center of gravity: Was there a discussion on the
change?fwYou~shad the center of gravity as Baghdad, to secure
Baghdad. That was the Corps' center of gravity, and now
you've changed -- in 0701 vyou ve changed it to Iraqi
popul ations. Center of gravity is the Iraqi popul ations.

Can you talk a little bit about why that change

was made?
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| (b)(3), (b)(6) I W believe that, if we could

protect the populous of 7-plus mllion people, the hub of --
what | called the hub of all activity in another interview -
- it would have a way of proliferating throughout the
country.

So that's why we decided to focus on seedring and
protecting the popul ous of Baghdad, and not at/the*expense of
the rest of the country either, because ‘they Jare doi ng nuch
of the sane thing throughout the couptsyup north, west, down
sout heast, that Miltinational Diviskton-Baghdad is doing in
Baghdad, with the clear controland (I naudible) of the major

popul ati ons centers, etceteera.

| (b)(6) |  LQOnthe MFI canpaign strategy -- and

you've basically answered this. But you seem so far ahead of
anyt hi ng that they,have put out, because they haven't put out
a new canpai gn, strat egy.

Are they, in a sense, followng what you are
al ready doing? 1Is their canpaign plan that is going to cone
out -- is it going to change anything in your canpaign plan

and strategy?

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | To our know edge, no, it won't

serve to change anything. Once again, it gets back to their

7)
m
P
D
m
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sharing their product wth wus, even though they haven't
published it vyet. And the only reason why they haven't is

because CGeneral Petraeus has yet to brief the Secretary of

Defense. That's basically it -- all it is.

| (b)(6) |  Recognizing that forward hope is not

in the planner's lexicon, please give ne a, fealistic
assessnent of the MC planning in order. What's your

assessnent, your assessnent on the succesS,aof this plan?

I (b)(3). (b)(6) | M/ assesshEnt is that we, in
fact -- There was the function of time, and you read about it
in the field manual, and _patience and I|level of force,

interaction with the | ocale poputl ous.

Because of _the/ nunbers of soldiers, sailors,
ai rmen and marines that We have on the ground, we need tine,
now t hat we haver tihe 20t h Bri gade Conbat Team on the ground,
to be able toYconplete the clear/ control/retained tasks that
we haveéwthat< are in the order, primarily through our nain
effort, the city of Baghdad, to be able to realize -- and |
don't like to use -- |I'll say success, success as it applies
to the operation order.

| don't see that happening for a while yet. As

we do that, as we are able to control, then retain, and we

oo Ty T
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can get at the other things in the grand schene -- that fifth
failure | was talking to you about in the canpai gn plan about
enabling civil authority, the infrastructure and essenti al
service needs -- we can get at those things.

So it's much in line with what General dierno
has been speaking all along, that GCeneral Petraeusy¢has been
espousi ng.

| just thinking about that |asti/yéar when | was
at the War College, and after | foupd, out /that | was com ng
to Fort Hood as the Chief of Plans, S\that | started thinking
about it back then and sketehmng things and capturing
t houghts and that kind of « hi ng.

| believe wesare/ on glide path, but we need tine

to be able to -- To.answer your question, | believe we are on
glide path, and%l /) believe we are headed in the right
di rection.

| (b)(6) | Do you think Decenber of '07, which I
believe Bs witten in -- certainly witten in the canpaign

oper ati onal concept --

| (b)3), (b)(6) ! And the Commander's intent.
| (b)(6) | And the Commander's intent.
| (b)(3), (b)(6) :  That's correct.
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-- is realistic?

| (b)(3), (B)6) | Did you mean Decenber ' 08?

[ ®e | No, Decenber 'O07.

| (b)(3). (b)(6) | No, Decenmber 'O07. No, the

Commander westled with that. W discussed back at Fort Hood
| ast year about being able to effect sonme kind of .change by -
- because our original rotation was supposed t06“ be up in
Novenber .

He was |ooking for that snomentum to be able to
achieve sonething, irreversible nomentum by Decenber; and
that -- W talked better thap houryat a senior plans neeting
one norning just on that «alone, Geat conversation. G eat
di al ogue.

General Qierno still firmy believes that we can
get there frome'here, and | believe, in answering this
question and “dovetailing off of ny previous response to you,
|  belidve,  Ser | believe we can get there from here. I
believe, Wike | said, we are on that glide path to being able
to do that by Decenber, even if you were to superinpose
provincial elections over the top of that as well, which is
here in the offing as well as we continue to enable civil

aut hority.
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| (b)(6) | Speaking of -- 1'm glad you brought
up provincial elections. | had seen in one of the V Corps
plans that they -- one of their assunptions was that the

provi ncial el ections would have al ready been held, provincial

governnents' elections would already be held by this tine.

I (b)(3), (b)(6) . Yes, sir.

| (b)(6) | And they haven't been.

| (B)3). (B)(6) | Right, sir.

| (b)(6) | Is there sonething in the offing, you
sai d? W know it's a GJ, gover nnent of I raq,
responsi bility.

| ()3), (b)) \ Yes, it is. I've been in

di scussions in which wes,as/a Headquarters realized that we
have 20 brigade conbaty teans on the ground. Because we have
t hat anmount of feonces here on the ground, we foresee a need
to talk to --Y,engage the governnent of Iraq to help them see
t he goadnessy#i n conducting those provincial elections while
we have this anmount of force on the ground, so that we can
assist them as we have done over the l|last year or two, but
again trying to keep the Iraqgi forces, naturally -- the Iraqi
Arny, naturally, in the lead there; and even nore so, the

Iraqgi police, because we need to keep -- W continue to train
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and build the capacity and capability of the Iraqgi Arny, but

the policing function of a society is what denocracy is all

about .

As we enable civil authority, the police need to
step up. That is why the V Corps -- Last year was the year
of the police. They did sonme yeonman's work _in hel pi ng

getting that together.

W need to now get to the graduate |evel, and |
think we are doing that. But we need, t0 keep pressing them
and working with the police and working with the government
of Ilrag to help them see theggeodness in conducting these

provinci al el ections between now and spring of next year.

| (b)(6) | A_final question, unless

| ®m@E). b6 | has sonet hing.

What gphans are in the works now? For exanple,
are you working)on any contingency planning for downsizing
the foree, Ok glide pathing to 15 and 12 and 10 bri gades,

regardl ess of the success or not of the current plan?

| (b)3), (b)(6) | I n answering your question, we

are responding and attending a Central Comrand two-week

planning tinme period the 11th through the 21st. |[|'m sendi ng

the Chief of War Plans, | b)3), B)E) | ny
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conti ngency operations planner, | (b)(3), (b)(6) | down to

Sit in on and provide the Miltinational Corps-1lraq
perspective on the operational needs of the theater posture.
It's a Theater Posture Pl anning Conference that is being held
by Central Command down in Qatar.

At that conference, they will get at exac€tly what
you just described, scaling down of the BCTs andistte D vision
Headquarters, the Coalition, to a endurings Jset threshol d.
But it's just know ng that, you knowgmas /e draw down forces,
as we further enable civil authority,swe know that we have to
reduce our footprint.

So that's why §his planning is taking place.

| (b)(6) | But,your section in Plans here at the

Corps -- you haven'st \done any planning on that -- in that

regard, have you?

| 0)3), 0)6) | Based on -- I'lIl go all the way

back tawthewbegi nning of our conversation. It was what |
drew up at the War College last year. So | knew eventually

t hat we woul d have to do this.

| (b)(6) E |'ve actually seen a lot of stuff on

V Corps that had planning and basi ng that was concurrent.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | Correct. BRAC Order Ir ag --
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yes, that termnology. But our ook at this -- and you asked

the question wthin Plans. Because | nore or |ess broached

the subject with | 0)@3), (b)(6) | during the summer of |[ast

year, and how would we go about doing this, and then it was
pretty nmuch shelved around the tinme that we deployed, or
right prior to when we deployed, and then we depligyed, and
t hen what happened i n Decenber/January tine framne.

Then we got it back out andi/dusted it off,
knowi ng full well that there are thipgs ‘happeni ng back in the
States that are going to eventually dgive us to this.

So | guess the answer=wto, your question is yes.

| (b)(3), (b)(6) ( One of the things that cane up

just yesterday in the _battle update assessnent was Cenera
Petraeus inplying thaty there was a formal plan waiting to be
enacted and how “Wthat was just about to happen as five
addi ti onal brf¥gades on the deck.

hs there an operational plan that is pending
action that is a specific unified piece that's waiting to go

into effect now that we have all those el enents there?

| (b)(3). (b)(6) | The answer to your question is

no. And the reason why: There was -- He's speaking

figuratively about getting the 20th Brigade Conbat Team on

* S E CRE T *
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the ground with the 3rd Conbat Avi ation Brigade.

Now we have our full conplenent. Wat we planned
for and started receiving in January with the second bri gade
of the 82nd Airborne that arrived, which is the 1st Brigade
Conbat Team we are now -- we have received our full
conpl enent of what the services said they would prowi‘de.

H s conment yesterday was: Now we’ hav€ our set,

and now we are going to get about what we%;-

| (b)(3), (b)(6) | It was pevey inplied? There is

no (I naudi bl e) operation?

| (6)(3), B)6) L NoewWo. Now we have our full

conpl ement, and now we ane ready to get after the eneny in

support of the ComandersS\\ si on.

| 06 « |\ VEell, that's all we have for [m@E. 06 |

Ve woulgdyl i’ke to thank you very much for your tine

and your answers)to these questions. Thank you very nuch.

! (b)(3), (b)(6) | That conpletes this interview






