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 MR. PETER HUESSY:  I want to thank you all for being here this morning.  My name is 

Peter Huessy.  And on behalf of AFA, NDIA and ROA, thank you for coming here to the next in 

our series of seminars on missile defense. 

 Just a few notes, I’d like to welcome Brigadier General Fay who is here from the Joint 

Staff.  I also want to welcome our friends from the embassies of Austria and Israel, Russia and 

Great Britain, and in particular say hello to my friend Mirov (ph).  And also to remind you to 

please come and hear General Harencak on the 7th.  It’s not only a very important issue, but he 

is one of the finest speakers in this business when it comes to nuclear deterrence. 

 And next week, my apologies, but I’m the one who has to get up at five o’clock, because 

we have four breakfasts.  On June 11th we have Senator Kyl.  On June 12th we have General 

Kehler.  On June 13th we have Ambassador Brooks and John Harvey.  And then on the 14th we 

have Larry Welch. 

 And also remember we’ve scheduled five additional breakfasts, two of which we now 

have dates for.  Trent Franks on the 18th and two people from NNDO with the Department of 

Homeland Security, who are speaking about nuclear forensics and the worldwide map of 

nuclear forensics that they’re doing.  And we have the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense, 

Mr. Klinger, who is going to be talking about space and geospace issues.  And General Kowalski 

moved his remarks to, I believe, the 31st of July, but please check with me or the updated 

schedule. 

 We are honored today to have Lieutenant General Richard Formica, who is the 

Commander of the Space and Missile Defense and Army Forces Strategic Command and Joint 

Functional Component Command in Huntsville, Alabama, a job he took on 15 December 2010.  

Previously he was at the headquarters staff as special assistant to the chief of staff of the Army, 

where he worked on missile defense issues.  He grew up in Connecticut and was commissioned 

in 1977 on completion of ROTC at Providence College.  He graduated from Bryant College in 

Smithfield, Rhode Island. 
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He graduated from field artillery officer basic with advanced courses in the cannon 

battery officer’s course.  And in 1990 he graduated – is a graduate of the Army Command and 

General Staff College.  And he earned a Masters in military arts and science degree, and he 

graduated also from the National War College in 1997 where he earned a Masters degree in 

national security strategy. 

This may not be the last time that General Formica speaks here, but will be, I believe, 

the last time he speaks as commander of the Space and Missile Command in Huntsville.  I want 

to thank you, General, for your extraordinary service to our country.  You have done an 

extraordinary job as our point person on developing and fielding and deploying missile defenses 

not only here but with our allies around the world. 

So would all of you -- my sponsors and friends and colleagues – would you give a very 

warm welcome to Gen. Richard P. Formica? 

(Applause). 

GEN. RICHARD FORMICA:  Well, good morning.  And Peter, thank you for that 

introduction.  I, as always, start off by thanking NDIA, the Air Force Association and the Reserve 

Officers Association, and of course our host, Peter Huessy, for hosting this breakfast this 

morning, and to all of you for coming.  After listening to the impressive speakers that are on the 

schedule, thank you for coming for this one. 

(Laughter). 

I’m honored to be here, representing the men and women from the United States 

Army’s Space and Missile Defense Command and Army Forces Strategic Command, and U.S. 

StratCom’s Joint Functional Component Command for Integrated Missile Defense, which I’ll 

refer to as SMDCR-Strat and Joint-CCIMD.  This is my third time now coming to you in this role 

and speaking here at this breakfast, and I appreciate the opportunity to share what we’ve been 

doing in both commands regarding – and specifically missile defense, and a little bit about 

what’s on the horizon.  Let me start with some strategic context. 

When I spoke here last year I mentioned that the new U.S. defense strategy, “Sustaining 

U.S. Global Leadership Priorities for the 21st Century,” which was released in January of 2012, 

that missile defense was among those capabilities that were critical to the strategy.  Over the 

past 18 months now, we’ve seen that strategy unfold with operational deployments of missile 

defense capabilities, the continued development of our long-term missile defense capability, 

and building partnerships and increasing our dialogue and discussion on missile defense with 

our allies and coalition partners.  Since that strategy was released, we’ve seen the threats from 

North Korea and Iran, and we do know we take those threats seriously. 



At both commands, as I said, SMDCR-Strat and Joint-CCIMD, we’ve supported U.S. 

StratCom, NorthCom, and the geographical combatant commands as we prepare, train and 

ready missile defense capabilities in the regions and in our homeland to protect our citizens and 

our forces at home and abroad.  We use the opportunity to respond to those threats to 

exercise tactics, techniques and procedures and to rehearse conops and to improve command 

and control relationships across our combatant commands and our interactions with our 

partners and allies. 

The ballistic missile threat from regional actors such as North Korea and Iran is not new.  

We’re monitoring those threats and we expect them to increase.  It’s important that our 

advances in missile defense capability and capacity stay ahead of those threats.  And so, to that 

end, our number one missile defense priority remains to defend the homeland against a limited 

ballistic missile attack.  And we will also deter and defend against the prevalent regional 

ballistic missile threats that face our forces abroad, our partners, and allies.   

Over this past year, we’ve seen the deployment of an additional ANTPY-2 forward-based 

mode (ph) radar to the CentCom area of responsibility.  We’ve seen Patriot NIST (ph) deployed 

to Turkey in support of Turkey and NATO. We’ve deployed a Theater High Altitude Area 

Defense or THAAD battery to Guam.  And we’ve expanded our missile defense collaboration 

with allies. 

We continue to implement phase one of the European Phased Adaptive Approach.  And 

we’ve already supported operational testing of some of the elements that will be deployed in 

phase two.  And we are continuing to address the unique regional threat environments and 

partnerships that are required to defend our homeland.  The recent deployment of the THAAD 

battery to Guam, for instance, and the positioning of the sea-based X-band radar in the Pacific 

and the deployment of Aegis ships during the most recent Korean threat, demonstrates our 

ability to increase our readiness and status of our GMD forces to defend our homeland, and to 

deliver capabilities that will address the North Korean missile threat to our friends and allies in 

the region. 

The strategic environment grows more complex every day, and we have to find 

innovative and effective ways to deal with the technological advances of the threats while 

facing the fiscal realities that require cost-efficient and operational and effective methods of 

integrating current and future capabilities.  So with that as a background, let me take a little bit 

of time and talk to you about some key missile defense specific initiatives that we’re focused on 

first in SMDCR-Strat and then in Joint-CCIMD.  And then I’ll close with some thoughts that I 

shared at the recently sponsored Ronald Reagan Symposium on where I’m seeing we’re headed 

in missile defense from an operator’s perspective. 



So first, for SMDCR-Strat, we provide capabilities today, tomorrow and the day after 

tomorrow.  Since I last spoke, the command has continued its high optempo and focused on 

our three core tasks as a command: first, to provide trained and ready space and missile 

defense forces, capabilities we provide today; second, to build the future space and missile 

defense forces, those are the capabilities we provide tomorrow; and third, to research, test and 

integrate space and missile defense related technologies, those are the capabilities that we say 

we’ll provide the day after tomorrow.  Given the combination of the operational environment 

that we see and working our way through the impact of sequestration, and then facing the 

impending furlough of our DA civilians, coupled with the hiring freeze, we see that optempo is 

going up while we face a reduction in personnel and no real reduction in the mission tasks that 

we’re charged to execute. 

However, through all that, we’ve remain absolutely focused on our missions and 

executing our three core tasks in the three lines of effort of operations, capability development 

and material development.  And while both – talked about both space and missile defense, I’ll 

just highlight a few that are specific to missile defense. 

In our operations development, on any given day we have about 920 operational forces, 

and that’s both space and missile defense, that are either U.S.-based, forward stationed or are 

deployed in support of space or missile defense operations: specifically, the soldiers from the 

100th Missile Defense Brigade and the Colorado Army National Guard headquartered in 

Colorado Springs; a detachment at Vandenberg Air Force Base with the California Guard; and 

the 49th Missile Defense Battalion forwarded at Fort Greeley, Alaska with the U.S. Army 

National Guard.  All remain on point, 24/7/365, focused on the operational task and stand 

ready to defend our nation and its territory from a limited intercontinental ballistic missile 

attack.  As they like to describe it, or we call it, 300 soldiers defending 300 million Americans.  

These soldiers played a critical role in support of U.S. NorthCom’s response to the recent North 

Korean threat. 

The 100th Missile Defense Brigade also serves as the force provider headquarters for 

(another ?) Army service component command for the TPY-2 forward-based radars that are 

deployed around the globe.  And in our First Space Brigade, our joint tactical ground station 

detachments, or JTGS, which operate under the operational control of U.S. StratComs Joint 

Functional Component Command for Space, are forward stationed around the globe.  And they 

provide 24/7/365 dedicated, assured theater missile warning to U.S. StratCom and to the 

geographic combatant commands. 

In our capability line of effort, we’re really here more focused on what I call playing 

dotmil.PF catch-up to some of the missile defense capabilities that have been deployed by the 

Missile Defense Agency.  As you know, they rapidly developed and have deployed some 



capabilities, like the TPY-2 radar in a forward base.  And it’s now time for us to ensure that our 

doctrine, our organizational structure, our training, our leader development and our 

sustainment capabilities are all in line with the deployed capabilities. 

And so we see a transition to more soldier-operated systems.  And it’s important that 

we sufficiently plan, program and provide for those capabilities so that we can sustain them for 

the long-term.  It’s also important that our soldiers have the appropriate quality of life for the 

remote and often austere locations in which those radars find themselves. 

In our material development line of effort, while MDA was the principal material 

developer for ballistic missile defense, SMDCR-Strat does have a number of ongoing missile 

defense related efforts.  I’d like to highlight just two.  First, in low cost target development, the 

Army is continuing to pursue a technology effort to develop low cost targets specific for the 

Patriot test program. 

The intent is to design threat representative targets at a reduced cost for short-range 

ballistic missile testing.  We’ve successfully demonstrated that with an intercept by a Patriot 

missile against a low cost target, which again replicates a threat missile, and are scheduled to 

include low cost targets again in a PAC-III missile segment enhancement test.  We think that 

this is a big deal as this low cost target provides a significant cost saving to the previous test 

targets used to test the Patriot system. 

The second one I’d like to talk about is high energy laser development.  To meet 

capability gaps for regional threats and to provide force protection for our forces, we’re 

working to develop high energy laser mobile capability that would be effective against low 

trajectory rockets, artillery and mortars.  There’s two aspects to this. 

First is maturing the laser technology and demonstrating a capability to defeat the 

threat.  And then the second is the solid state laser test-bed gives us the model and downlink 

data that we need to hone our laser technology.  And then the high energy laser mobile 

demonstrator, or HELMD, will demonstrate how to integrate a solid state laser weapons system 

to provide the capabilities to counter rockets, artillery and mortars on a tactically mobile 

platform. 

In March we demonstrated the success of a laser against an unmanned aerial vehicle 

and against SAMORS (ph).  And in the Fall OMD will demonstrate its ability to integrate those 

capabilities on that platform. Of course, the challenge is to get the right amount of power to 

have sufficient laser on this tactically mobile platform so that we can defeat rockets, artillery 

and mortars.  And from my view, if we can demonstrate and get success with directed energy in 

rockets, artillery and mortars, then that can spur continued technological development that will 

eventually – potentially lead to directed energy utility in missile defense. 



The third area I’d like to talk about is missile defense testing.  The United States Army’s 

Space and Missile Defense Command operates the Reagan test site at Kwajalein Atoll.  It’s a 

strategic asset for our nation located in the Marshall Islands in the middle of the Pacific, literally 

in the middle of the Pacific.  And it’s a place where MDA and others conduct missile and missile 

defense testing, service test and target testing. 

Just in the next several months, the Reagan test site is lined up to support five major 

tests between now and the end of FY ’13, the NASA Pegasus launch, two U.S. StratCom Glowing 

Tip ICBM test launches, and MDA’s test of one of their GBIs, FTG07 (ph).  And then FT101, 

integrated test for both short- and medium-range rockets.  We can build on the lessons that we 

learned last Fall, in FT101, a highly successful test that was conducted by MDA at the Reagan 

test site. 

And then later this year the Reagan test site will also provide range assets to support 

MDA’s follow-on TBI (ph) test, FTG06B (ph).  So that’s a quick run through of the missile 

defense activities in SMDCR-Strat.  What I’d like to do now is focus my remaining remarks on 

the role that Joint-CCIMD is playing as a global synchronizer for ballistic missile defense 

capabilities, and talk to you a little bit about where we are with missile defense from that 

perspective. 

So like the other joint functional component commands of U.S. StratCom, Joint-CCIMD 

was formed to operationalize U.S. StratCom’s mission in missile defense and allow StratCom 

headquarters to focus on strategic level integration and advocacy.  Joint-CCIMD, as you may 

know, is headquartered at Schriever Air Force Base in Colorado Springs and is truly a joint 

headquarters with soldiers, sailors, airmen, marines and civilians constituting its workforce.  

U.S. StratCom has seven assigned responsibilities for missile defense under the unified 

command plan.  And from that Joint-CCIMD has derived five key mission tasks: to synchronize 

planning and serve as the global force manager and to recommend global force management 

solutions to the Joint Staff and to OSD; second, to conduct operational support and asset 

management of the global ballistic missile defense system; third, to integrate joint ballistic 

missile defense training; fourth, to advocate for missile defense capabilities and to do 

assessments and analysis on missile defense from an operator’s perspective; and then to assure 

we monitor and do network support for the BMDS network system. 

We remain confident in our ability to protect the nation against ballistic missile attack, 

even in the face of a changing strategic environment and even in the current fiscal circumstance 

we find ourselves.  Now we get asked that question all the time, how confident are you that 

you can defend?  And we are confident.  We remain confident in the system to defend against a 

limited ballistic attack. 



But I always add, but it ain’t easy.  It requires sustained effort and investment.  And, 

after all, it is rocket science and it takes work.  And as you know, we put a lot of effort put into 

it. 

So as you are aware, in March the Secretary of Defense announced some key initiatives 

to stay ahead of the threats posed by Iran and North Korea’s development of their longer-range 

capabilities, to increase the number of ground-based interceptors at Fort Greeley from 26 to 

40, bringing the total number of GBIs to 44, and to deploy a second forward-based mode TPY-2 

radar to Japan.  This will be the fifth such radar deployed around the world, and we’re working 

as part of the U.S. team, with Japan, to finalize site selection details. 

Congress, as you know, also tasked the Missile Defense Agency as part of the fiscal year 

’13 NDAA to conduct a study for a possible third site in CONUS.  And we are working with MDA 

on that study to provide an operational perspective.  The additional site clearly has the 

potential to bolster the nation’s capability to defend against threats, but would come at a 

significant cost.  As within many of the challenges associated with the implementation mission, 

the architecture of Joint-CCIMD supporting U.S. StratCom in synchronizing missile defense, we 

are working closely with the geographic combatant commands to assess and address cross-

regional gaps in the area of planning, policy, capabilities and operations to enhance our 

capability worldwide. 

Let me talk for a minute about global ballistic missile defense assessments.  While the 

regional phased adaptive approach is mature and with homeland defense at the forefront, we 

work closely with the geographic combatant commands to conduct an annual assessment of 

the level of operational risk associated with the execution of their op plans and the allocation of 

BMD capabilities.  This annual assessment, which of course is classified and we can’t get too 

specific here today, but it makes recommendations for future global force management 

recommendations and advocacy for future capability developments.  We completed the 2012 

assessments, obviously last year, and the 2013 assessment is underway. 

On regional threats, our assessments, of course, indicate that missile defense threats 

remain a challenge to our geographic combatant commanders in the regions.  It really comes 

down to a couple of key features.  One, capability.  In order to influence capability we must 

continue to invest in and improve persistent sensor coverage in-depth for both classification 

and discrimination capability, while we continue to develop and improve the capabilities of our 

interceptors. 

So it’s about capacity.  There will never be enough interceptors for the number of 

threats that are out there.  And so, it is a little bit about capacity, which tells us that missile 

defense cannot be just about active defense.  It must include attack operations, offense-



defense integration, and passive defense measures that contribute to our ability to provide for 

our missile defense.  In the near-term, we’ll address these with a comprehensive global force 

management process; and in the long-term, by evolving and developing the right offense-

defense mix, (accepting ?) our operational requirements to meet demand, while at the same 

time emphasizing missile defense as part of U.S. StratCom’s campaign of deterrence and 

assurance. 

On training, war-games and exercises, I’m going to talk about training from two aspects. 

First, we continue to focus on training with our allies and partners in regional missile defense 

architectures.  And we do that predominantly through a war-game called Nimble Titan, which 

many of you undoubtedly are familiar with.  It’s a biannual missile defense war-game. 

We scaled it back, this two-year campaign that we’re in now, because of the budget 

issues.  And what was to be interactive war-games will be tabletop exercises.  But, we designed 

them so we could still get after many of the major issues that we need to address with our 

coalition partners and allies. 

In this year’s campaign, in addition to NATO and the European Air Defense Task Force, 

we have 21 participating nations and a large number of international observers.  Also, Nimble 

Titan typically includes participation across the U.S. government: State Department, OSD Policy, 

Joint Staff, all the geographic combatant commands; and it attracts the attention of not only 

the military but the ministries of defense and foreign ministries of the nations who participate 

with us.  This year, for the first time, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates and 

Turkey will participate in our war-game. 

Our campaign goal for this iteration of Nimble Titan will continue to advance our 

national policy objectives by helping to mature NATO’s missile defense mission area on the one 

side, while strengthening our Japanese, South Korean and Australian engagement in missile 

defense on the other; and openly working coalition BMD issues with Middle East nations.  We 

will focus this year on sensor integration, offense-defense force integration and multi-national 

BMD planning solutions.  It’s all very consistent with the gaps that we’ve identified in our 

assessment. 

So to sum it up, in terms of Nimble Titan, the war-game is an invaluable engagement 

tool.  It’s an integral part of missile defense policy.  It allows us to mature our relationships with 

our allies, advance our combatant command’s regional security objectives, helps us to take a 

look at combined BMD architectures, and shapes our recommendation for asset allocation 

resources and operational planning in the DOD forums in which we participate. 

Now joint BMD training – a little bit more U.S.-centric.  During this past year the 

Department of Defense designated U.S. StratCom as the lead for integrating and synchronizing 



joint BMD training.  This designation required that we transfer missile defense training 

resources and responsibilities previously done by MDA to U.S. StratCom, and we’ll execute that 

at Joint-CCIMD in behalf of StratCom. 

To prepare for this task, we recently completed a training needs assessment to identify 

the joint missile defense gaps, the training gaps as named by our geographic combatant 

commands, and to look at ways to change training to fill those gaps.  And finally, the 

recommendations are currently being coordinated within the missile defense community and 

with the Joint Staff, the geographic combatant commands and with the services.  So in the near 

future we will expect to implement a joint DOD training curriculum that will enable us to 

address some of that. 

A little about warfighter acceptance and the integrated master test plan.  As missile 

defense architectures mature, operators call for a credible, comprehensive assessment of those 

capabilities to inform operational acceptance.  The Missile Defense Agency, in coordination 

with the Office of the Director of Operational Test and Evaluation, executes a very robust 

developmental and operational and integrated master test plan.  It’s a rigorous test program 

that builds the confidence of the stakeholders and strengthens deterrence.  We support MDA’s 

return to intercept plan to retain the confidence in the initial GBI, the CE-1s, while gaining 

confidence later this year in the follow-on GBIs when they’re tested. 

As part of the warfighter’s readiness and acceptance process we work closely with MDA 

and the geographic combatant commanders to ensure that our warfighters can take full 

advantage of the tests that MDA conducts so that we better understand their capabilities and 

limitations.  We practice tactics, techniques and procedures, even operating procedures and 

CONOPS.  These are some of the key initiatives that we have going on at Joint-CCIMD.   

As we look into FY ’14 and beyond, I thought I’d leave you with just a few thoughts 

regarding missile defense from my operational viewpoint.  I’ve shared some of these with the 

missile defense stakeholders at MDA in late April at the Ronald Reagan symposium.  And the 

first is what I call the evolution from global ballistic missile defense system, big “G”, to global 

ballistic missile defense system, little “g”. 

Where we now look at the interaction of missile defense across AORs, as it was 

originally designed the system was literally focused on defending the homeland against the 

threat from North Korea, and absolutely and correctly so, but with both threats – other threats 

in mind.  But as we look now at the deployment of capability and to reach back to the regional 

threats, it’s important that we are able to support missile defense to defend the homeland and 

to support the missile defense requirements and responsibilities of our geographic combatant 

commanders.  And as we see those capabilities deployed, we see an increasing need to ensure 



that the seams – cross-boundaries – seams are filled, because the threat isn’t going to be 

particular to our particular geographic boundaries. 

So cross AOR is important.  So I see the evolution of global ballistic missile defense 

system from big “G” to little “g”, including across AOR as we look across the different regions.  I 

also see a move towards more global integrated air and missile defense. 

If you’re facing a missile defense threat, particularly in the region but even in the 

homeland, you’re increasingly concerned with not just ballistic missiles but air and cruise 

missile defense.  And so you’re seeing, I think, an evolution towards operationalizing combined 

architectures that will be both aggregated for air and missile defense.  And to that end, our 

ballistic missile defense assessment in FY ’13 is evolving to an integrated air and missile defense 

assessment. 

And as I mentioned earlier, the continued deployment of capabilities and dotmil.PF 

catch-up so that we can ensure – the services can ensure that the capabilities that are deployed 

can be organized, manned, operated, trained and sustained for the long-term. And of course 

we’re doing that in SMDC with headquarters DA for the Army. And we want to ensure that we 

have a credible and comprehensive assessment of BMD capabilities, and so we will stay actively 

engaged with the Missile Defense Agency for its test program. 

And we continue to advocate for regular, routine, operational tests so that we can 

retain confidence in the systems that we have and gain confidence in the new systems. And we 

want to continue to look at how to better exploit the sensors that are out there for multiple 

missions so that we can take advantage of the netted sensor capabilities and use cross-

functional areas and take better advantage of the sensors that are out there. 

So in closing, in view of world-wide events and the current fiscal challenges that both 

SMDCR-Strat and Joint-CCIMD remain focused on executing our core tasks and ensuring a 

posture of missile defense forces to meet the threats that are out there.  Work certainly needs 

to be done, and as I said this area requires continued effort and sustained investment.  But I 

think we’ve made significant progress in evolving the global missile defense capabilities and 

strengthening our ability to defend our homeland and the regions in which we operate and 

where we have coalition partners and friends.  The strategic significance of both space and 

missile defense to DOD and to our nation will continue to build, and so in both of our two 

commands we work hard every day to ensure our forces are trained and ready to provide those 

capabilities. 

Now any time we talk about missile defense most of the time we’re thinking about 

technology and things and capabilities.  And I want to close by reminding us that the mission 

success that we achieve is directly the result of the dedication of the team of military, civilians 



and contractors, our partners in industry and academia.  And it’s the people, the ones who 

design, develop, deploy and operate our missile defense systems, that are the heart of our 

missile defense capability. 

It’s been an honor and a privilege to serve in the United States Army, and for my final 

assignment to serve as the commanding general of both SMDCR-Strat and Joint-CCIMD.  I thank 

each of you for the support that you provide to our soldiers, sailors, airmen, marines in 

uniform, and the civilians that support them and their families.  So thank you, thanks for your 

attention, and I’m happy to take some question. 

(Applause). 

MS. RACHE OSWALD:  Rachel Oswald, Global Security Newswire.  It was reported last 

week that China gained access to the designs of a number of weapons including (SM-3 ?).  Are 

you at all concerned now that China may find a vulnerability to (SM-3 ?) or perhaps somebody –

(inaudible). 

GEN. FORMICA:  First of all, I think all of us would be concerned about any hacking of 

our capabilities.  I am not personally familiar with exactly what it is the Chinese hacked or what 

capability they got, so I won’t go beyond that.  And I would say that we’re not specifically 

responding to that in our command, but I know that that’s an area of attention in the 

Department of Defense. 

MR. JOHN ISAACS:  John Isaacs, Council for a Livable World.  I’m reviewing testimony 

and I’ve been trying to figure out what’s happening with the East Coast missile defense system.  

I understand the Pentagon is studying a lot of options now.  Is the idea to narrow it down to 

three sites, in which there’d be environmental impact statements, or one site by the end of the 

year? 

GEN. FORMICA:  The NDAA specifically tasked the Missile Defense Agency to identify 

three sites – at least one of which had to be, two of which had to be on the East Coast – by the 

end of the year, from which an EIS would then be done. 

MR. ISAACS:  On all three sites? 

GEN. FORMICA:  Well, you can do an EIS – you do those three and then you can look at 

other alternatives.  But what MDA is looking at right now, and again we’re working with them, 

is to identify a variety of sites and narrow it down to get to at least the three that they’re 

required to by law. 

MR. :  General Formica, would you address in a little bit more detail the sensor issues 

that you’re now facing?  And the second issue is, inventory. 



GEN. FORMICA:  Okay, on sensors, sensors are critical to increasing capability so that 

you cannot only classify but discriminate the threat.  As we looked at the decision to cancel the 

space-based system inside the department, it was important to take a look internally to find 

out, if you’re not going to develop a space-based system what requirements does that cause for 

other systems, ground-based or otherwise?  So we’re doing an internal look, an assessment of 

what sensor coverage would be required in order to ensure that we got persistent sensor 

coverage in-depth in the right places so that we can contribute to improved capability in our 

ability to intercept. 

On inventory, I know you asked me, what was our total?  I don’t have the numbers of 

our total inventory of interceptors.  We continue to grow in our capacity, but we’ll never have 

enough.  And so that’s why for me it’s about – it is about missile defense.  And ultimately, this is 

an important capability, but it can’t be just about missile defense. And that’s where the 

offense-defense (aggregation ?) comes in. 

MR.  :  Could you talk us a little bit about the role that SMD (plays ?) in prompt global 

strike and what initiatives – (off mic)? 

GEN. FORMICA:  SMDCR-Strat is doing technology development work under the 

auspices of OSD’s prompt strike.  The technology that we’re developing was tested in 

November of 2011 and was very successful.  By the way, we’re not doing this alone.  We do this 

as part of the campus at Huntsville with the Missile Defense Research and Engineering Center, 

MRDEC (ph) and with Sandia Labs.   

We are developing what was an alternative hypersonic weapons technology, which was 

successful in November 2011.  Our technology development continues to progress and we’re 

looking to do a second test in 2014 again under the auspices of OSD’s prompt strike with the 

end net result of demonstrating technology that can then be developed into programs.  It’s got 

tremendous potential for operational fires for many capability areas that could well be used as 

part of an offense-defense integration for missile defense, for instance. 

MR. JOHN HARPER:  John Harper with the Japanese newspaper Asahi Shimbun.  You 

mentioned the offensive component of missile defense, and I was wondering if you were 

referring to pre-emptive strikes against enemy missile sites?  And on a related note, the 

Japanese government is considering revising its laws to allow for pre-emptive strikes against 

imminent enemy missile attacks.  And I was wondering if you would encourage such a change? 

GEN. FORMICA:  I will leave Japanese political decisions to Japanese policymakers.  Nice 

try.  Offense-defense integration is about defeating threats after launch and then after launch 

to deter future launches.  And so it is about ensuring that we can use the best mix of offense 

and defensive capabilities to protect our homeland and our regional friends, allies and forces. 



MR. RICHARD BENNEY (ph):  Richard Benney with American Company.  Could you 

elaborate a little more on  integrated air and missile defense in the Gulf region.  You mentioned 

an exercise with Saudi, UAE and Turkey.  For example, why wasn’t Kuwait included in that? 

GEN. FORMICA:  I was talking about Nimble Titan, which is a particular war-game that 

we sponsor on behalf of OSD and U.S. StratCom.  Nimble Titan is by invitation.  Participants 

choose to participate or not. 

We work closely with our geographic combatant commands, who work with the 

countries in each of the regions.  And the countries that participated this year indicated an 

interest in being invited.  They were invited and they accepted.  And that’s why those countries 

were included this year. 

MR. BENNEY:  Could you talk a little bit about – I’m with American Company now.  I used 

to be with Raytheon working in Abu Dhabi.  So obviously we did a lot of work in our missile 

defense capacity.  The integration between the Gulf allies in that region and the United States 

has always been a real challenge.  Initiatives are in place right now to improve the integration, 

the systems integration. 

GEN. FORMICA:  Yeah, there’s two kinds of requirement you’ve got to get after.  One is 

political integration.  That’s probably the first thing you have to deal with.  Who will allow a 

system to be used to either defend someone else’s homeland; or will you allow someone else’s 

system to be integral to the defense of yours.  So you’ve got to deal with that policy issue first. 

And then the second is the technical challenge to stitch them all together. We’ve got a 

long way to go on both fronts.  As you know, most of it is bilateral agreements and 

arrangements that we work in that region.  And that’s something that Central Command has 

taken on with full vigor. 

MS.  :  You recently deployed THAAD to Guam, the first battery.  And so I was wondering 

if you could shed any light or give us a sense of how that – (off mic) – first battery – (off mic) – 

has provided you some information on how to – (off mic). 

GEN. FORMICA:  Did somebody tell you to ask that question? 

(Laughter). 

First of all, I’m really proud of the deployment of that THAAD battery to Guam.  The 

battery, as you know, is commanded by a senior captain.  You didn’t ask this question, but I’m 

going to give you a little human anecdote here. 



When I was a battery commander in Germany 150 years ago, I remembered our 

battalion deployed to Grafenwoehr, which was a major training area.  And at the end of our 

training exercise most of the battalion came back and one battery had to stay at Graf longer to 

provide support to some of the brigade that were training.  And I had the opportunity to do 

that. 

And I remember thinking, what a big deal that was to be out from underneath the 

battalion, to be up in Graf as a battery commander responsible for my troops and my unit to 

provide real fires in a training environment for the brigade.  I thought that was pretty good.  

And I think about this young captain, minding his own business, (doing inspections ?), one 

morning wakes up and deploys his entire battery to Guam for a strategic missile defense 

mission. 

So I’m pretty impressed with not only the work of that battery to deploy, but the efforts 

of the 32nd Air and Missile Defense Command to provide them the support and all that it took 

to get them out the door and deployed.  And so that was a pretty important effort. I think we 

demonstrated the capability to deploy forces from the continental United States, and to 

provide a regional capability. 

That said, there’s a limited number of THAAD batteries that have been built.  Right now 

the number is six.  There’s not a lot.  They are a truly operationally significant capability, and 

we’ll need to be able to deploy batteries. 

And something that the Army is looking at with diligence today, in conjunction with the 

joint forces that it supports, is what’s the right mix of forward-stationed or forward-based and 

home-based or CONUS-based THAAD capabilities?  So that decision, that hasn’t been made yet.  

That is clearly a decision to be made.   

The answer is not going to be – I don’t believe – this is my opinion.  I don’t believe it’s 

going to be all or nothing on either case.  I think that there’s an appropriate blend of some 

forward-base, forward-deployed and CONUS-based to provide for strategic and operational 

flexibility. 

MR. HUESSY:  General Formica, thank you so much. 

GEN. FORMICA:  Thank you, I appreciate it. 

(Applause). 

MR. HUESSY:  We will see you here Friday for General Harencak, and then next week we 

have four.  If you haven’t signed up please let Sarah know.  And again, thank you, General 

Formica for your service. 



GEN. FORMICA:  Thank you, Peter. 

MR. HUESSY:  Thank you for your remarks.  And we wish you all the best as you go off 

into something else sometime around what, July or August?  Keep working hard in the 

meantime, and thank you for being here today. 

(Applause). 

 


