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MILITARY AND BIPARTISAN NATIONAL SECURITY EXPERTS AGREE: 

IT’S TIME TO REDUCE MILITARY SPENDING 

 

As the deadline for the Super-Committee draws near, rumors of a “grand bargain” have surfaced 

with some reports indicating that it could include $100 billion in new defense reductions.  

Though confusion continues over what counts as a “cut” and how the numbers are calculated, 

one thing is clear: a bipartisan chorus of serious defense thinkers believes that U.S. security can 

be maintained, and its sustainability enhanced, if military spending shares in the reductions. 

NSN’s latest report, Matching Resources with Interests: A Strategy to Guide the Defense 

Budget, outlines how the United States can “realign our defense strategy, re-balance the force 

and invest in systems that match our missions.” Experts point out prime targets for Super-

Committee action including spending patterns that fail to reflect strategic priorities, over-sized 

ground forces, uncontrolled procurement budgets and cost overruns, as well as backward-looking 

investments in nuclear and other Cold War-era systems.  The Super-Committee now has three 

weeks remaining to meet its deadlines:  a November 23 vote on a plan with $1.5 trillion in deficit 

reduction; a December 2 submission of the plan to Congress, and a December 23 deadline for 

both houses to pass the plan as submitted.  If this fails, the “trigger” leading to $1.2 trillion in 

future cuts would go into effect January 15, 2012 – but the cuts would not occur until 2013, 

leaving Congress a year to find another solution. 
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ECONOMIC SECURITY IS THE FOUNDATION OF OUR NATIONAL SECURITY 
 

 Leslie Gelb, president emeritus of the Council on Foreign Relations. "[E]conomics has to 

be the main driver for current policy, as nations calculate power more in terms of GDP than 

military might. U.S. GDP will be the lure and the whip in the international affairs of the 

twenty-first century. U.S. interests abroad cannot be adequately protected or advanced 

without an economic reawakening at home." [Leslie Gelb, Foreign Affairs, 12/10] 

 

 Admiral Michael Mullen, former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff: "The most 

significant threat to our national security is our debt." [Michael Mullen via CNN, 8/27/10] 

 

 Travis Sharp, fellow at Center for a New American Security: “Over time, the economic 

consequences of indebtedness may crowd out investments in a U.S. military that undergirds 

international security; render the United States more vulnerable to economic coercion; and 

erode America's global stature and soft power. Relieving U.S. indebtedness demands 

preventive action by American society and government - including [Department of 

Defense]." [Travis Sharp, CNAS, 2/11] 

 

 Joseph Nye, former assistant secretary of defense for international security affairs and 

former chair of the National Intelligence Council: "Economic resources can produce soft-

power behavior as well as hard military power. A successful economic model not only 

finances the military resources needed for the exercise of hard power, but it can also attract 

others to emulate its example." [Joseph Nye, Project Syndicate, 6/1/11] 

 

 Richard Haass, president of the Council on Foreign Relations and a senior national-

security adviser in both the first and second Bush presidencies: "We've reached a point 

now where there's an intimate link between our solvency and our national security." [Richard 

Haass via Wall Street Journal, 2/2/10] 

 

 Kori Schake, Hoover Institution fellow and former National Security Council and State 

Department official in the Bush administration: "Defense has for too long lived immune 

from economics... Conservatives need to hearken back to our Eisenhower heritage, and 

develop a defense leadership that understands military power is fundamentally premised on 

the solvency of the American government and the vibrancy of the U.S. economy." [Kori 

Schake, Foreign Policy, 1/20/10] 

 

 Lawrence Korb and Laura Conley, senior fellow and research assistant for national 

security and international policy at the Center for American Progress: "U.S. defense 

spending is now at its highest levels in real terms since the end of World War II-higher than 

peak spending in Vietnam, and higher than military spending at the height of the Reagan 

build-up in the 1980s. With the United States scheduled to withdraw the last of our forces 

from Iraq by the end of this year and to begin an initial drawdown of forces in Afghanistan in 

July 2011, this is the right time for Obama to scale back defense spending. Doing so will not 

only help bring fiscal discipline to a budget that accounts for more than 50 percent of our 

overall discretionary spending, but will enhance our national security by contributing to the 

reduction of our national debt." [Lawrence Korb and Laura Conley, CAP, 1/21/11] 

http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/66858/leslie-h-gelb/gdp-now-matters-more-than-force?page=show
http://articles.cnn.com/2010-08-27/us/debt.security.mullen_1_pentagon-budget-national-debt-michael-mullen?_s=PM:US
http://www.cnas.org/files/documents/publications/CNAS_DefenseBudget_Sharp_3.pdf
http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/nye95/English
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703422904575039173633482894.html
http://shadow.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/01/20/stop_spending_so_much_on_Defense
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2011/01/defense_budget_sotu.html
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THE DEFENSE BUDGET PLAYED A ROLE IN CREATING THE DEFICIT – AND IT 

MUST PLAY A ROLE IN REDUCING IT 
 

 Colin Powell, former secretary of state, national security adviser and chairman of the 

Joint Chiefs of Staff: "As we draw down from Iraq and as over the next several years as we 

draw down from Afghanistan, I see no reason why the military shouldn't be looked at. When 

the Cold War ended 20 years ago, when I was chairman and Mr. Cheney was secretary of 

Defense, we cut the defense budget by 25 percent. And we reduced the force by 500,000 

active duty soldiers, so it can be done. Now, how fast you can do it and what you have to cut 

out remains to be seen, but I don't think the defense budget can be made, you know, 

sacrosanct and it can't be touched." [Colin Powell, CNN via Huffington Post, 1/23/11] 

 

 Admiral Michael Mullen, former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff: "I have said from 

the beginning that I think defense has to be on the table... I think a haircut, or everybody just 

taking a little off the top, isn't going to work. I think we have to be very precise and focused 

in where we do take cuts, and they will come. I think when you go through a decade like 

we've been through, when you've had the money and you haven't had to make hard choices, 

we have lost that. Secretary Panetta, the president, myself, the service chiefs, the service 

secretaries have all said: ‘We'll make hard decisions.' One of my goals is to make sure that 

we make them together." [Michael Mullen via Defense News, 7/10/11] 

 

 Bruce Bartlett, former economist for the Reagan and George. H.W. Bush 

administrations: "No one is saying the defense budget is the sole source of the deficit, but 

the fact is that it has risen from 3 percent of the gross domestic product in fiscal year 2001 to 

4.7 percent this year. That additional 1.7 percent of GDP amounts to $250 billion in spending 

- almost 20 percent of this year's budget deficit. And according to a recent Congressional 

Research Service report, the cost of wars in Iraq and Afghanistan alone accounted for 23 

percent of the combined budget deficits between fiscal years 2003 and 2010." [Bruce 

Bartlett, The Fiscal Times, 10/8/10] 

 

 House Majority Leader Eric Cantor (R-VA): "Everything's got to be on the table. 

Everyone in this town must go through what people at home are doing-which is doing more 

with less, and prioritizing what we should be about." [Eric Cantor via Mother Jones, 1/4/11] 

 House Majority Whip Kevin McCarthy (R-CA): "When we say everything is on the table, 

that's what we mean." [Kevin McCarthy via UPI, 6/27/11] 

 

 Congressman Chris Gibson (R-NY): “This deficit that we have threatens our very way of 

life, and everything needs to be on the table.” [Chris Gibson via New York Times, 1/26/11]  

 

 Congressman Robert Hunt (R-VA): “I would never support anything that would reduce the 

safety of the troops on the ground. But bureaucracy is bureaucracy, and there are ways to get 

at it, even in the Pentagon.” [Robert Hunt via Washington Post, 6/26/11] 

 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/01/23/colin-powell-defunding-npr-deficit-cutting-defense_n_812738.html
http://www.defensenews.com/story.php?i=7058688&c=FEA&s=INT
http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/Articles/2010/10/08/Neocons-Talk-Deficit-but-Wont-Budge-on-Defense-Cuts.aspx
http://motherjones.com/mojo/2011/01/cantor-defense-cuts-on-table
http://www.upi.com/Business_News/2011/06/27/Republicans-consider-defense-cuts/UPI-24771309193025/#ixzz1XO9yCZAI
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/27/us/politics/27pentagon.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/gop-compromise-on-debt-cut-military-spending/2011/06/25/AGPrGBmH_story_1.html
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 Congressman Mike Mulvaney (R-SC): “We’re not just talking about cutting things that we 

don’t like, while not cutting things that we like.” [Mike Mulvaney via Business Week, 

5/31/11] 

 

 Senator Mike Lee (R-UT): “Historically, you’ve had a lot of Republicans who have refused 

even to consider the possibility of cuts in the area of defense.  I don’t think we have that 

luxury anymore.” [Mike Lee via Business Week, 5/31/11] 

 

 Congressman Adam Kinzinger (R-IL): "I know there are sacred cows. But we cannot 

afford them anymore." [Adam Kinzinger via UPI, 6/27/11] 

 

 Senator Rand Paul (R-KY): “Republicans traditionally say, oh, we'll cut domestic 

spending, but we won't touch the military... Bottom line is you have to look at everything 

across the board.”  [Rand Paul via Politico, 1/25/11]  

 

 Senator Tom Coburn (R-OK): “We need to protect our nation, not the Pentagon's sacred 

cows.” [Tom Coburn, Washington Examiner via Friends Committee on National Legislation, 

11/3/10] 

 

 Congressman Mike Pompeo (R-KS): “Freshman Tea Party Rep. Mike Pompeo (R-KS) said 

that the defense cuts in the trigger mechanism contained in the debt ceiling deal are “not a 

doomsday for me,” as some are claiming they will be for the military. Pompeo, an Army vet 

who graduated first in his class from West Point, told the Wichita Eagle editorial board that 

while he would prefer to not cut the military, “If you’re going to shrink the federal 

government, you’re going to have to pretty much shrink it everywhere.” “Our national 

security apparatus is going to have to operate effectively in a constrained fiscal environment 

as well,” Pompeo said, adding that “we’ll find a way to do our national security mission at 

those levels” of funding.” [Mike Pompeo, Wichita Eagle via ThinkProgress, 8/19/11] 

 

WE MUST REALIGN OUR DEFENSE STRATEGY AND RETHINK HOW AND WHERE 

WE USE OUR MILITARY 
 

 Andrew Bacevich, Boston University professor: "The prospect of defense cuts ought to 

concentrate some minds in Washington. To avoid reductions that are arbitrary and capricious 

requires clarity of strategic purpose. The really big question is not how many billions should 

come out of the Pentagon's bloated budget. No, the big question is this one:  given our 

straitened economic circumstances and in light of the monumental catastrophes of the past 

decade, what is America's proper role in the world? Simply reciting cliches about ‘global 

leadership' won't cut it. The time to make hard choices is at hand." [Andrew Bacevich, 

National Security Network, 8/1/11] 

 

 Gordon Adams, distinguished fellow at the Stimson Center: "As Bernard Brodie, one of 

America's great strategic thinkers, put it more than fifty years ago: ‘Strategy wears a dollar 

sign.' A disciplined approach to both will produce budgetary savings and ensure that our 

military capabilities and global leadership remain powerful and well focused on core 

http://www.businessweek.com/news/2011-05-31/defense-spending-no-sacred-cow-as-republicans-look-for-cuts.html
http://www.businessweek.com/news/2011-05-31/defense-spending-no-sacred-cow-as-republicans-look-for-cuts.html
http://www.upi.com/Business_News/2011/06/27/Republicans-consider-defense-cuts/UPI-24771309193025/#ixzz1XO9yCZAI
http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0111/48178.html
http://fcnl.org/issues/budget/pentagon_budget_quotes/
http://thinkprogress.org/security/2011/08/16/297094/panetta-spending-2007-devastating/
http://pompeo.house.gov/about-me/full-biography
http://www.kansas.com/2011/08/17/1978121/pompeo-defense-cuts-wouldnt-be.html
http://thinkprogress.org/security/2011/08/19/299675/mike-pompeo-defense-cuts-doomsday/
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748703422904575039173633482894.html
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missions. This means making choices linked to a realistic assessment of risks, defining 

missions better connected to a more coherent strategy, and doing so within constrained 

resources." [Gordon Adams, House Committee on the Budget, 7/7/11] 

 

 Christopher Preble, author and vice president for defense and foreign policy at the 

Cato Institute: “Strategy weighs a nation's ends against its means, and adapts ways to 

achieve these ends within those resource constraints. A wise strategy also prioritizes the 

"must dos" from the "nice to dos." A country's threats do not rise or fall with its wealth. If 

anything, countries should be able to spend a decreasing share of their economy on defense 

as they grow richer. But U.S. military spending has nearly doubled in real terms since 1998, 

and we now spend more than at any time since the end of World War II, even though the 

threats facing this country are far more modest.” [Christopher Preble, Cato/Huffington Post, 

10/14/11] 

 

 Lieutenant General David Barno, USA (Ret.), senior advisor at the Center for a New 

American Security: "[I]n my judgment, the United States is going to continue to have the 

overarching role around the world that it's had over the last ten/fifteen/twenty years and 

beyond. I think we have to find ways to do that spending less on defense and I think that's 

eminently doable but I also think there has got to be some degree of appetite suppressant out 

there with presidents and administrations who want to get involved in every conflict that 

comes along." [David Barno via Battleland, 7/25/11] 

 

 Major General Paul Eaton, USA (Ret.), senior adviser at the National Security 

Network: "Every commander has to at once prioritize, declare the main effort and manage 

risk. The command will never be everything to everyone. In today's constrained economic 

environment, the president's review should focus on how America can lead its allies and the 

world via a whole-of-government approach -- employing cost-effective tools such as 

diplomacy and development when possible and reverting to the military only when 

necessary." [Paul Eaton, National Security Network, 4/13/11] 

 

 General Anthony Zinni, former CENTCOM commander: "For the United States to be an 

effective world leader, it must strategically balance all three aspects of its power - defense, 

diplomacy, and development." [Anthony Zinni, Small Wars Journal, 3/5/08] 

 

 

MAKE 21
ST

 CENTURY INVESTMENTS—NOT BACKWARD-LOOKING SPENDING TO 

FIGHT THE LAST CENTURY’S WARS 
 

 Admiral Michael Mullen, former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff: “[W]ith the 

increasing defense budget, which is almost double, it hasn’t forced us to make the hard 

trades. It hasn’t forced us to prioritize. It hasn’t forced us to do the analysis. And it hasn’t 

forced us to limit ourselves and get to a point in a very turbulent world of what we’re going 

to do and what we’re not going to do.” [Michael Mullen, Government Executive Media 

Group, 4/28/11] 

 

http://www.stimson.org/images/uploads/Adams_Testimony.pdf
http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=13768
http://www.cnas.org/node/6731
http://www.nsnetwork.org/node/1964
http://smallwarsjournal.com/blog/journal/docs-temp/553-finney.pdf
http://smallwarsjournal.com/blog/journal/docs-temp/553-finney.pdf
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 Brigadier General John Adams, USA (Ret.), former deputy U.S. military representative 

to the NATO Military Committee: “Let’s face it, we can no-longer afford the cost of doing 

more of the same with defense spending, especially when that means applying 1980’s 

solutions to problems of the second decade of the 21st Century. A prime example of this is 

our nuclear posture.  Ever since President Reagan, we have negotiated reductions in Russian 

and US nuclear forces, with strong verification measures that created stability and 

predictability.  We must advance this system and insist on reductions in other countries’ 

nuclear arsenals as well. Further nuclear arms reductions should eliminate weapons we don’t 

need, while retaining a strong and appropriate deterrent.  In the process, we will free up 

resources to meet 21st Century challenges.” [John Adams, The Hill, 8/26/11] 

 

 Matthew Leatherman, research analyst at the Stimson Center: “With the Cold War over, 

our dynamic with China still delicate, an emphasis on arms control coming from the 

commander-in-chief, and receding resources for defense, the Pentagon’s civilian leadership 

needs to override the Services’ bureaucratic interests and start thinking about how to manage 

the Triad procurement plan as a whole.” [Matthew Leatherman, The Will and the Wallet, 

10/5/11]  

 

 General James Cartwright, former vice chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff: “The 

challenge is we have to recapitalize all three legs and we don't have the money to do it… My 

concern right now with the bomber is the trend that were on -- hundreds of B-52s, 100 B-1s, 

and 20 B-2s. So, what's the next one? I'm worried we're pricing ourselves out of the market.” 

[James Cartwright via Battleland, 7/14/11] 

 

 Robert Kehler, STRATCOM commander: “We're not going to be able to go forward with 

weapon systems that cost what weapon systems cost today… Case in point is Long-Range 

Strike. Case in point is the Trident replacement.... The list goes on. [Robert Kehler via 

National Journal, 7/26/11] 

 

 New York Times Editorial Board: “[T]he Pentagon must also sharply prune the tens of 

billions it spends every year on building new versions of cold war weapons systems ill suited 

to America’s 21st-century military needs: aircraft carriers, nuclear attack submarines, stealth 

destroyers and manned aerial combat fighters. The United States already has a comfortable 

margin of dominance in all these areas. The Pentagon’s ambitions expanded without limit 

over the Bush era, and Congress eagerly wrote the checks. The country cannot afford to 

continue this way, and national security doesn’t require it.” [New York Times, 9/27/11] 

 

MILITARY BUDGET BY THE NUMBERS 

 
 U.S. defense spending has doubled in the past decade.  A budget analysis by National 

Priorities Project points out that total U.S. defense spending –including Pentagon base 

budget, war spending, nuclear-weapons-related funding and homeland security money-- rose 

from approximately $318.9 billion in 2001 to $614.2 billion in 2011. [National Priorities 

Project, 5/26/11] 

 

http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/economy-a-budget/178311-lets-seize-the-opportunity-to-take-control-of-defense-spending
http://thewillandthewallet.squarespace.com/blog/2011/10/5/roughead-on-the-triad.html
http://battleland.blogs.time.com/2011/07/14/air-force-argument-for-new-bomber-bombs-top-general-says/
http://www.nationaljournal.com/nationalsecurity/top-u-s-nuclear-commander-signals-modest-tack-on-updating-forces-20110726
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/09/27/opinion/the-pentagon-budget-and-the-deficit.html?_r=1
http://nationalpriorities.org/publications/2011/us-security-spending-since-911/
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 “The baseline defense budget has been growing in real terms for 13 straight years—the 

longest-ever period of sustained real growth in U.S. defense spending,.” write Center for 

American Progress’s Lawrence Korb and Laura Conley. [Lawrence Korb and Laura Conley, 

CAP, 9/10] 

 

 “Overall, Reagan and George H.W. Bush lowered defense spending by 23 percent 

without any harm to our national security or significant change in our national security 

strategy,” write Korb and Conley. [Lawrence Korb and Laura Conley, CAP, 9/10] 

 

 “The Obama administration and Congress could cut $150 billion  from the budget and 

still be at Reagan levels. President Obama would need to reduce the budget by about 40 

percent, or close to $300 billion, to reach the budget levels established by Presidents 

Eisenhower, Nixon, and Clinton,” according to the Center for American Progress. [Lawrence 

Korb, Laura Conley and Alex Rothman, CAP, 7/6/11] 

 

 Since 2001 defense spending has increased almost three times as fast as non-defense 

discretionary spending. Politifact reports, “Discretionary spending on the military has been 

trending up for more than a decade. From 2001 to 2010, it increased by 71 percent -- almost 

three times the rate of increase in domestic discretionary spending, which rose about 24 

percent. Nonsecurity-related discretionary spending accounts for only about 15 percent of the 

$3.5 trillion total budget.” [Politifact, 1/24/11] 

 

 The Pentagon budget accounts for 64.6 per cent, approximately two-thirds, of the 

increase in federal spending in the past decade. The Sustainable Defense Task Force 

report, citing Office of Management and Budget figures, explains, “The relevance of defense 

to debt and deficit relief is obvious when we review discretionary spending over the past 

decade. Since 2001, annual discretionary spending rose $583 billion. … defense spending is 

responsible for nearly 65% of this increase. Discounting the war budget, the “base” or 

“peacetime” defense budget accounts for nearly 37% of discretionary budget growth.” 

[Sustainable Defense Task Force, 6/10] 

 

 America spends more on defense than the next seventeen countries combined. Citing the 

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), The Economist reports, 

“America's own budget crisis is prompting tough discussions about its defence spending, 

which, at nearly $700 billion, is bigger than that of the next 17 countries combined,” 

including China, UK, France, Russia, Japan, Saudi Arabia, Germany, Italy and others. CAP 

adds, “the portion of the world’s military expenditures the United States consumes compared 

to our potential adversaries has grown from 60 percent to 250 percent. This means that even 

if the United States were to cut its spending in half it would still be spending more than its 

current and potential adversaries. We are far beyond the point of diminishing returns in U.S. 

defense spending relative to our actual defense requirements.” [SIPRI via The Economist, 

6/8/11. SIPRI, 4/11/11. Lawrence Korb and Laura Conley, CAP, 9/23/10] 

 
 President Obama’s “massive cuts” in defense spending slow the rate of projected 

growth but are actually a one-percent increase in real, inflation adjusted terms. Cato 

Institute’s Christopher Preble writes, “These supposed cuts are only “cuts” in Washington-

http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2010/09/pdf/defensecuts.pdf
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2010/09/pdf/defensecuts.pdf
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2011/07/defense_cuts.html
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2011/07/historical_defense_budget.html
http://www.politifact.com/ohio/statements/2011/feb/18/dennis-kucinich/rep-dennis-kucinich-says-defense-spending-consumes/
http://www.comw.org/pda/fulltext/1006SDTFreport.pdf
https://bryan.ad.nsnetwork.org/owa/redir.aspx?C=f0546a786fc74afe831859de82e6ee0e&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.economist.com%2fblogs%2fdailychart%2f2011%2f06%2fmilitary-spending
http://www.sipri.org/research/armaments/milex/factsheet2010
http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2010/09/defense_spending.html
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speak. The Pentagon’s base budget under both the [Congressman Paul] Ryan and Obama 

plans will increase 1 percent in real, inflation-adjusted terms.” An Associated Press fact-

check further explains, “There have been no ‘massive defense cuts’ under Obama, although 

he has slowed the projected rate of increase and in April asked the Pentagon to identify 

another $400 billion in reductions over the next 12 years. When he took office, the defense 

budget was $513 billion, not counting another $153 billion to pay for the wars in Iraq and 

Afghanistan. For the budget year that ended Sept. 30, the figure was $530 billion, with an 

additional $159 billion to pay for the wars. For the current fiscal year, Obama requested $553 

billion for the defense budget, exclusive or war costs. But in a deal worked out by Congress 

and the White House as part of a deficit-reduction plan in August, he was forced to come 

down to $513 billion.” [Christopher Preble, Cato, 4/12/11. AP, 10/8/11] 

 

 The U.S plans to spend more than $400 billion over the next decade on new nuclear 

delivery systems. The Arms Control Association’s Tom Collina and Kelsey Davenport 

explain, “Twenty years after the break-up of the Soviet Union, the U.S. Navy plans to build 

12 submarines to carry more than 1,000 nuclear warheads into the 2070s, at a total cost of 

almost $350 billion. The Air Force wants a strategic bomber that will cost at least $50 billion, 

as well as a new ground-based ballistic missile. As the Pentagon searches for hundreds of 

billions in budget reductions, can the United States afford to spend in excess of $400 billion 

on new nuclear weapons over the next decades? No, it can't.” [Defense News, 10/24/11] 

 

 Since 2001, the Army and Marine Corps have grown by nearly 20 percent in order to 

support military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan.  “In the last 10 years, the Army and 

the Marine Corps have added 118,500 soldiers and Marines as the U.S. pursued occupation 

and counterinsurgency operations in Iraq and Afghanistan. The Army currently plans to 

complete a 49,000 soldier drawdown by September 2016, with 22,000 expected to be out by 

the end of 2012… Predicated upon a departure from COIN operations, an end strength of 

approximately 480,000 and 173,000 for the Army and Marine Corps, respectively, would 

allow for sufficient ground forces in the event that U.S. interests are challenged and the 

services are called on to act,” explains a recent National Security Network report. [Paul 

Eaton and Kelsey Hartigan, NSN, 10/5/11] 

 

 

http://www.cato-at-liberty.org/no-paul-ryan-really-doesnt-cut-pentagon-spending/
http://cnsnews.com/news/article/fact-check-romney-misfires-defense
http://www.defensenews.com/story.php?i=8031421&c=FEA&s=COM
http://spi.typepad.com/files/nsn-policy-paper_defense-budget_oct2011_final.pdf

