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A Response To CATOs Plan to Cut Defense Spending

November 16th, 20:

Recently, the libertaria@ATO Institutereleased its plan twut defense spending by over 1.2 trillion dollars aegryearsThe
plan was conceived by CATO’s two defense policyestgBenjamin FriedmamandChristopher PreblePreble spent some time
in uniform, serving aboard an Aegis cruiser fron90:9.993.

CATO's plan disappointingly falls victim to many tife misconceptions about military service andawarall defense posture
that have plagued other plans to curtail defensedipg . The report for the most part simply regtds ideas from thé&/ar is
Making Us PoolAct andSecretarnyGatess planto cut defense spending, while tweaking a few bete and there. | find this
unfortunate because while | disagree with some&AFQ@'s positions, | usually find their work to be bigh quality.

While | disagree with most of the report, let marsoff by highlighting some of the agreementsvéwith CATO when it
comes to defense spending. More below the fold...

1. Cut the nuclear weapons arsenal.

The nuclear weapons arsenal should be cut to 5floy warheads. This would include a 50 percenircthe
number of delivery platforms, and would includevehation of the bomber leg of the nuclear triad and

consolidation of nuclear laboratory and testinglitm:s.3 Our proposals would cut $66 billion from the Depzent
of Defense (DoD) budget and $21 billion from thepBtment of Energy (DoE) budget over 10 yéars.

This proposal would retain six ballistic nucleasssiie-carrying submarines (SSBNs), which wouldwalfor at least

four ballistic missile submarines to be deployedmt one time, saving $3 billion over 10 yeaf&hese platforms,
which were designed to carry as many as 192 washe&all deter any leader foolish enough to conteatgh strike
on the United States. To make doubly sure, we wiatlin 150 Minuteman Il Intercontinental Ballistlissiles in
the continental United States. We would also forisgopurchase of Trident Il missiles for the SSBINd upgrades
to nuclear cruise missiles and shelve plans toayemliclear weapons on the F-35 Joint Strike Figiigecause a
smaller arsenal requires less support, we wouldaatate nuclear weapons production and testinigitfes, which
fall under DoE’s purview.

500 deployed warheads is enough to destroy thedveordl we frankly don’t need anymore now that theel®@dar is over. We
should insure we have enough tactical warheads#mbe employed by SSNs, fighter aircraft, initaid to the SLBMs and
ICBMs.

However, right away we see CATO making a propdsat is either totally unfeasible or would put tremeus strain on our
Navy. Having a total inventory of six SSBNs andrtimaving fou of those deployed at a time would mean that theneld be
practically no shore time for the crews and theoaild literally no ability to refit/upgrade the SSBN5ood luck getting sailors
to volunteer for sub duty if they aren’t going tet@ny time on dry land....

15. Reform maintenance and supply systems.
According to the CBO, reform of DoD maintenance angdply systems would save $13 billion over 10 gear
Reforms would include consolidating DoD retailiehanging DoD’s depot pricing structure for equiptrepairs,

and easing restrictions on contracting for depdhteaance.

I will admit this is easier said than done, bus isomething that our military frankly needs to dots or no cuts. Every year too
many pieces of gear ¢ unaccounted for and all four services’t give a complete inventory of th equipment as a resi
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17. Reform command, support and infrastructure.

About 40 percent of DoD’s budget goes toward ovadh@ncluding rents, depreciation of equipmentilitées
maintenance, utilities, headquarters staff, infdrometechnology, and other defense-wide supporganms. The
Defense Business Board, a DoD advisory group, tBceated that this overhead ratio is at an histbigh,
reflecting rapid growth in Pentagon managementsdostecent decades. As part of an effort to §1ifl0 billion
from swollen overhead costs to force structure tlvemext decade, the secretary of Defense recamgigested
closing Joint Forces Command and several othed #0&l organizations, hiring fewer contractors, aaducing
staff in the Office of the Secretary of Defense.

We have too many generals and admirals with laeféssand in light of the fact that the much of cgg@nal control in the
current wars in Iraq and Afghanistan is in the Isaoidbattalion commanders and below, we need tsauke of the fat at the
top.

My agreements with CATO pretty much end thereel fhe rest of the report recommends budget catsabuld severely
degrade our military’s capabilities and would mékdifficult to recruit and retain high-quality mnnel in both the active duty
military and the Reserve/National Guard compondfrisdman and Preble seem to think these cutdeaitl to the military
being deployed less and as a result the DoD witilide to absorb the cuts without much pain. Theshghis “restraint
strategy”, yet they cannot guarantee that a Pres{de Congress) will follow this strategy becatisey have a smaller military
at their disposal. One simply has to look back360k’ to see this doesn’t work. Despite massive tauthe military’s size and
budget at the end of the Cold War under the firesilent Bush and President Clinton, the U.S mjlitmnducted more large-
scale overseas operations in the 1990s’ (both cbarzh“non-combat”) than during the 1980s’, whefedse spending and the
size of the military were much larger. Operatian§omalia, Haiti, Bosnia, Kosovo, and the containihed Iraq all saw the
deployment of tens of thousands of troops not rmargmaller operations in places like Liberia antahia that still saw the
deployment of thousands of troops. The combinatfahis high op-tempo, the lack of quality equipmspecially in the
Infantry), and poor military compensation in thedQ8' led to thousands of highly-qualified NCOs afficers leaving the
service who would have probably otherwise made@etaut of the military.

Many of the cuts CATO has proposed | believe wavd the same effect. Lets look at the “reformsYythieggest for military
compensation:

14. Reform military compensation.

Currently, some components of military compensatiociuding tax advantages and housing allowarexesnot
included in the pay raise calculations that arggpdgo changes in the civilian sector. We proposkiding these
benefits when pay raises are calculated, phasengefiorm in as forces are withdrawn from Afghamisaad Irag.
That would save $55 billion over 10 years.

Premiums for DoD’s health care system, TRICARE ehaot risen in 10 years. Lower premiums encouraijearg
retirees earning full-time civilian salaries to ose TRICARE even though health coverage is availtivbugh
their employer. According to a June 2009 CBO repeform of TRICARE could save more than $60 billimver
10 years. Such changes are more reasonable unglgraint strategy because that strategy wouldlgresiuce the
burden on military personnel.

Jonn harps on this nonsense all time and rightly.ets be clear: THE MILITARY IS NOT LIKE ANY OTHEROB. When
you sign up for four years (or longer) you canitjquit the next day like you would be able toafiywere flipping burgers at
McDonalds. As | have already stated, cutting beés&fill drive out NCOs and officers from the miliygand make it difficult to
recruit quality people into the military. These papedly generous benefits are essential to maingaam all-volunteer force. |
doubt Preble and Friedman want to bring back thé,drowever they do not offer specifics on how Dgdh retain high-quality
personnel when benefits are being cut.

Preble and Friedman also propose ending the V-8ZE&Y programs fothe Marines. Both programs have been charlie éts
without a doubt, but it doesn’t negate the fact tha Marines need new helicopters and armoredthezhiPreble and Friedman
even think that Marine Corps should continue usireg40 yr old AAV-7, which proved to be death trap$raq. There are
several other similar proposals in this report al.w

I do not think that the DoD’s budget should be loffits to any cuts or reforms. However, the Do the reason for our

current fiscal mess. Even CATO’s own website pomisthat the percentage of GDP spent on deferstdl iilower than in the
1980¢, even with the wars in Iraq and Afghanis
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Federal Spending as a Share of Gross Domestic Product
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Balancing the budget on the backs of our troopseaide expense of our military readiness is jadbalish now as it was in the
1990s’. Continually downsizing and then expandhgymilitary when a new threat emerges inevitabadk to more spending
in the long-run than maintaining a well-equipped aalanced force that can respond to a varietiirebts around the world.

GE Rolls-Royce
Fighter Engire Teom
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JUST DOESN'T MAKE SENSE.

Posted by Operator Dan Rolitics
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1. 1

OldSoldier54 Says:
November 16th, 2018t 3:04 am

I hold to the “walk softly and carry a big freakistick” school.

That being said, | know of at least one area thatccuse some fixin’. Procurement. It needs tollegal for any officer,
after retiring from a career, in any branch, to kvimr any aerospace/defensector company or any subsidiary or affilie
that sells, or would like to sell, any product ensce to any part of DOD, for a period of twensays after retirement.

Too many bloated programs with officers retiringeakard to a fat cat job in some Defense Corponadtiecause he/she
“smoothed the way” for whatever over-priced pieterap they were peddling. Like the M-16.

2. 2
Sorkmaster Says:

November 16th, 20168t 3:25 am

I wonder if it would be a bad time to bring thig.

3. 3

2549 Says:
November 16th, 2018t 4:10 am

They’d consolidate Strat Weps R&D into a departnvembse sole purpose 3 decades ago was to sohdepandency on
foreign oil. That sounds like a model for efficigt
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