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THE WHITE: HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

July 11, 1983 

Dear Jim: 

I enjoyed having you and Harold to lunch 
at the White House. I look forward to 
another chance in the near future. Thank 
you sincerely for the copy of your report 
"Church, State & the Corporation." I look 
forward to reading it soon. 

I leave Sunday for two weeks in the Far 
East and will be in touch when I return. 
I'm scheduled to be in New York sometime 
thereafter and will call to see if we can 
get together. 

Ma;;;;; 
MICHAEL K. DEAVER 
Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 

Mr. James H. Dowling 
President 
Burson-Marsteller 
866 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 



Burson· Marsteller 
866 Third Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
212.752.8610 

James H. Dowling 
President 

June 30, 1983 

Mr. Michael K. Deaver 
4521 Dexter Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mike: 

This is a belated thank you for your kind 
hospitality in having Harold and me to the 
White House for lunch. Always a heady 
experience for those of us who don't do it 
day by day. 

Even though I know your time schedule is some­
what extended, I would hope we could take a 
correspondingly longer view to determine 
whether "life after ••.• " might be mutually 
beneficial. From time to time, I would hope 
we could get together to exchange thoughts 
(not issues) about this business. We understand, 
though, the sensitivity of your position, so I 
suggest you recommend the occasions and the rules. 

In the meantime, I've enclosed a copy of our 
report on "Church, State & the Corporation." 
It's representative of the type of studies we 
like to do, both to increase our knowledge base 
and enhance our image before clients and prospects. 

Look forward to hearing from you. 

Best regards, 

\ 
/..:.:---'-\ ...;;...,..-------· 

( j 
,_A'HD/dr 

encl. 

cc: Mr. Harold Burson 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NG TON 

July 12, 1983 

Dear Dr. Freiwald: 

Thank you for your recent letter to 
the President regarding the Washington 
Post article on the President's discus­
sion with Ansel Adams. 

I appreciate the time you have taken to 
respond with detailed information and 
enclosures. You can be assured that 
your concerns regarding mineral exploi­
tation and the environment will be 
given consideration. 

Thank you again for your letter. 

s~lcerely, 
~~ 

MICHAEL K. DEAVER 
Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 

Dr. David A. Freiwald 
MRJ, ·rnc. 
10400 Eaton Place, Suite 300 
Fairfax, VA 2.2030 



MRJ, INC. • 10400 EATON PL • SUITE 300 • FAIRFAX, VA. 22030 

(703) 385-0700 

6 July 1983 

President Ronald Reagan 
c/o Michael K. Deaver 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Re: Washington Post article of 7/3/83 on your discussion with Ansel Adams; 
mineral exploitation and the environment. 

l. Perhaps Mr. Adams does not understand how dependent the U.S. is on 
nonfuel mineral imports. The enclosed two charts illustrate the 
situation. As you know, we cannot continue the import dependence 
on vulnerable foreign sources, and thus need to develop our own 
resources, substitutes, and recycling programs. 

2. There is a definite connection between energy and nonfuel minerals, 
as discussed in the enclosed article that I did three years ago. 
The connection is shown in Fig. 5 (pg 3) of that article for soft 
vs hard energy sources; the intensive use of nonfuel minerals for 
soft technologies such as solar and wind is a point that environ­
mentalists choose to ignore. 

3. This country runs on energy. For us, the future will be with coal 
and nuclear. And there will also be demands for coal (carbon) for 
substitute materials. Further, nonfuel minerals such as chromium 
(for stainless steel), cobalt (high temperature alloys), etc. will 
be needed to build the energy systems. 

I hope this information may be of use. 

7J/~ 
David A. Freiwald, Ph.D. 

DAF/dh 

Enclosures 
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"Our aim is to gain control of the two great 

treasure houses on which the West depends: The 

energy treasure house of the Persian Gulf and the 

mineral treasure house of central and southern 

Arri ca" -Leonid Brezhnev, 197.3. 
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U.S.S.R.'1 MAJOR FOREIGN 
SOURCES (19751 
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from: 11Mineral Self-sufficiency--The Contrast Between the Soviet Union 
and the United States" by S.D. Strauss, Mining Congress Journal, 11/79 
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David A. Freiwald 

W\. LOS ALAMOS SCIENTIFIC LABORATORY 
Post Office Box 1663 Los Alamos. New Mexico 87545 5051667·5061 

ENERGY BACKGROUND 

It takes energy to explore for, mine, and proceae 
mineral ores into bulk materials such as copper, 
iron, and aluminum. It takes additional energy to 
process these into engineering materials, and ad­
ditional energy to run the supply and construction 
equipment to fabricate these materials into ayatems 
hardware-electric generating atations, transmis­
sion lines, pipelines, solar collectora, replacement 
parts, and so on. 

It also takes energy to explore for, extract, process, 
and distribute nonrenewable fuels auch u coal, 
crude oil, gas, hydrogeothermal, and uranium. 
Solar, hydroelectric, tidal, and hot dry rock geother­
mal are renewable sources that do not generally take 
additional energy to process. 

In summary it takes energy to build energy 
systems, and energy to obtain the nonrenewable 
fuels. This energy must be added to the energy used 
by consumers to obtain the total US energy demand 
shown in Fig. 1. 

_,_ 

MINERALS CRISIS 

Both nonfuel minerals and nonrenewable fuels are 
in finite supply in the world. Let's focus on nonfuel 
minerals. 

A study done for a world population of 3 billion 
posed the following question. If all 3 billion people 
on Earth were instantly escalated to the same stand­
ard of living as those in the United States, how long 
would key nonfuel mineral resources last without 
recycling? The answers are startling, u shown in 
Fig. 2. Many key resources such as silver, tin, lead, 
and copper would be depleted within 12 years. 
Though the world on average does not have the US 
standard of living, emerging countries are trying to 
achieve it. And world population continue& to grow: 
now about 4 billion, it is expected to reach 5.5 billion 
by the year 2000. Thus, the study should aerve as a 
warning. 

The United States has used up much of its higher 
grade nonfuel mineral resources and is increasingly 
dependent on imports, as shown in Fig. 3. Certain 
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Report, November 12, 1979.) 



key resources come from the Soviet Union or emer­
ging nations with potentially unstable govemmenta. 
The cost of mineral imports went from $10 billion in 
1971 to $64 billion in 1978; over one-fourth of the bill 
in 1978 was for nonfuel minerals. Many of thoee 
minerals are key resources for building defense, 
energy, transportation, communications, and food­
producing systems. This increasing dependence on 
imports of minerals extracted on land has made the 
United States vulnerable to world cartels, like 
OPEC, for nonfuel minerals. In addition, an attempt 
is being made in the United Nations among a cartel 
of Third World countries to limit the exploitation of 
seabed minerals by industrialized nations by 
amending the Treaty on the Law of the Sea. 

As the world consumes its high-grade ores, lower 
grade ores will be used at increasing expense. Part of 
the expense is due to the fact that it takes much 
more energy at increasing expense to process low­
grade ores. An example for copper is shown in Fig. 4. 

The world situation has been studied by various 
groups and government agencies in the United 
States for several years. But no real substantive ac­
tion has been taken, even though the situation is 
comparable in magnitude (import costs and 
vulnerability) to the US energy situation. 

ENERGY HARDWARE AND MATERIALS 

In a recent study, Herbert Inhaber looked into the 
amount of materials needed for various kinds of 
energy systems. Inha.ber's results, though not neces­
sarily accurate in detail, stimulate thought. Shown 
in Fig. 5, they indicate that building soft energy 
systems like solar requires 20 times the amount of 
materials required to build hard technology systems 
like nuclear to obtain the same energy output. This 
suggests that overemphasizing soft technologies may 
result in a nonconservation ethic for nonfuel 
minerals and materials and may further aggravate 
the US nonfuel minerals-imports situation. 

We must recognize that high-grade energy sources 
are needed to obtain and fabricate the materials for 
soft technology systems. Thus, emphasizing soft 
technologies may push up the need for high-grade 
energy sources for several years. 

80 

~ 

~ 60 

8 
a: ... 
a: 
0 
~ 40 
C) 
a: 
w 
z 
w 

20 

o~.----'------'------------
0 0.5 1.0 

COPPER CONTENT OF ORE 
(weight per cent! 

Fig. 4. 

1.5 

Example, for copper, of energy needed to 
process ore vs grade of ore. Recyclini wes 
much less energy (E. Cook, "Limits to Ex­
ploration of Nonrenewable Resources," in 
Materiala: Renewable and Nonrenewable 
Reaourcea, American Association for the 
Advancement of Science, 1976, p.63). 
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Fil. 6. 
E1timate amount1 of material required to build 
variow energy 1ources for the same energy output of 
1 megawatt-year. [H. lnhaber, "Risk of Energy 
Production," Atomic Energy Control Board of 
Canada report AECB-1119/REV-l (May 1978).] 
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NEEDED ACTION 

Energy and nonf uel minerals iuues are tightly in­
terwoven; they cannot be treated separately. We 
must learn in detail how they interrelate, and we 
must use the information for planning and deciaion­
making. These important issues strongly influence 
our national security in the broadest sense. 

We should take the following actions immediate­
ly. 

• Expand stockpiles of strategic minerals that 
have no known substitutes. 

• Determine materials requirements for the 
various energy paths that the United States may 
take, and then re-think those paths. 

• Determine future energy needs for minerals ex­
traction and processing, and factor that data 
into the National Energy Plan. 

• Offer incentives for conservation and recycling. 
• Stimulate industry to explore for new mineral 

resources domestically by increasing non­
competitive government programs to delineate 
favorable exploration areas through reconnais­
sance studies like the Department of Energy's 

- '!-

National Uranium Resources Evaluation 
program, wherein collected samples can be 
analyzed for aeverol minerals. 

• Identify needs and stimulate work by funding 
the study and development of advanced mining 
and processing techniques for lower grade ores. 

• Expand research to find substitutes for critical 
materials. 

For additional information on US mineral inven­
tories, deficits, import reliance, critical materials, 
and issues, see the following publications. 

1. Stockpile Report to the Co111re1S, (April 1978 · 
September 1978), GSA Federal Preparedness 
Agency, GSA-DC-01904931 (April 1979). 

2. Mineral Commodities Summaries 1979, (An­
nual Summary) US Bureau of Mines, US GPO 
(1979). 

3. Report on the Issues Identified in the Nonfuel 
Minerals Policy Review, from an lnteragency 
Study for the White House Domestic Policy 
Staff, US DOI (August 1979). 

United States Department of Energy 
Contract W-7405-Eng. 36 

Readers are encouraged to correspond directly 111.ith the author. 
Perminion to reproduce this article is granted. 



DLA-G 

Ms. Janet n. Cook 
Chairperson 
Tyco, Inc. 
Post Office Box 5164 
Suffolk. VA 23435 

Dear Ms. Cook: 

2 0 MAY 1983 

This is in further respons:e to your letter of 31 t-~arch 1q~3 to 
r'rE.:&.i.dr-n+-~ R.Ragor) cont~F-rt1ing tho Go·vr"rn!:lc!nt: 's acqu.isi~ivn C;f 
spare parts. 

Your l ~t t.er to th~ ta;hi t!' House furni sred a •bri 'E:'f"' cor.s.i sting 
of ,;;, lctt~r dated 31 March 19£3 to t.h~ Comptroller G<:n.<:'r0l of 
the United States regarding a h!d protest by Ty~o, Inc. (~ye~) 
filed undt?r c~s~~ nur.!.b<?r B-20~444. At.ta<'.:'he0. to lhc!t lett c·r ""1Z·~ 
a docunent ent.i tl ee •Rcspone:-e to the Rt1?port .... 

Tyco 'hRd fil~d itF pr("ltc~st. wjth tr.r: Cc1:np~r-ollf.':-:- C."'.'ncr~l en 
2& September 19B2. It was againl!;t. n'ft':::rd c! sol icH:.C!ti0n 
DLA•1.00-~ ~-R-644.1 for hou~ i nq asscmbl it:: 3, NSH 4130-00-1)~.:.- :>(~ J 7. 
l:',airchild Iraduu.tries, In'.:'., "stratos DiviRion Pert Eurr:hc;r. H'·P71 
or 2407 5-2. On ~ l!o~..'e!1ber l 9R2, DL!>. fO!>rr'C'«r-de:d <:in i >-i: t. L::J 
r.eport. to GAO recmnrnenc'ing dis:rtisG2l. On f) f''('bnrnry 198::, DLl> 
:! urnish<:-d the Coti'!pt.rol le!." GenP.ru 1 with c>.n a.d:'1"inis1:..n:tiv~ repnrt 
responrH n9 t.o each issue rl!ise-d by the Tyco prntest. h'<· 
recornrnondE..!C, b~ s<=·c on the facts out Ji ner1 in t.1v-. rl".·pnrt, t:~a t 
the Ccr:<ptroll~r G~n(ral de:ny Ty<:"C:- 1

£ proteet. h2though jtl~ 
r••gul.c:.tione lim;t thr~ pr:.,riod for u protcst£·r to C'O!Tlt:u~~nt en :"ill 

<::.gcncy report t.o t.~m .:.fays, Gl'.O provideC. Tyco with m0r•,:, th::rn 30 
\1~ys. r.'2"'.'aUFt-2 it fl:i~ not rcc·rd.ve ony written or t"'lq1honc 
corrc-~rondcmcc f ror. Tyco in that pt>riod, GJ..0 cl0~t:·d its f.i.. l -3 

"1ith~ut n<'tion on Tyco•s pro~est on lf Mci.:-ch 19C:3. 

!3y lette;r of 4 April 1983 thP. Gi~C deni~d 'ryco's 24 M~r("h l')f!3 
requ~st t.ri., t. the protest under B-20~444 be rt:'OPflr.N'l, obs~::rvi ng 
thet: 

"Ci.:r letter of February 16, which I have quoten ahov<::, 
is s~lf-explnnntory: t.hcre can b~ no conlot vh;:t c 
prot~stcr must do to keop i~s protest under conri~e~~­
-tion. You .Ji<l not follow thNH: inP-t.ruction~. If yc.·u 
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i,.rished this Otficf.t' to 9rAnt.. an &xt.~n.sion of time for 
~he submission of eommQnt~ upon th~ ag~nr.y report, it 
does not seem unreasonable to expect you tc correspon~ 
directly with tllis Office, or to telc-phonf! the 
attorney-adviser assigned to this ca&o, in order to 
1Uke such a r~aqu~~t.• 

'nlus, to the ext~nt your lett~r to the Pr~sid~nt involv~s 
Tyco• s protest t.o the GAO unr:ler B-209444, issues raised. l:y thr.:-:! 
proteet were· fully addre~sed in th~ administrative report fjlad 
in that case. Nevttrt.heleas, we hl>.\.'C reviewed Tyco'a 31 M•irc:'h 
1983 letter to the Comptroller Ge:ner.~l .and the attnch:ir.ent 
thereto entitl~d •Response to the Re~ort" ~n<l will reGp~n~, ~$ 
.eppropriate, in subs~quent paragraphs of this letter • 

.First., you t-.lleg~ thnt the De: fens~ Gcnerr·d Supply C"."ntf'r { DGSC) 
ia keeping Tyco out of the compct.i t ion fC'r spare P"' rt.s or i~ 
preventing a .... ards whr.ml'!ve-r Tyco is the low c:-ffc:-or. Thi·! b<:r. ii; 
for this contention appenrs to b~ th~ same ae th~ original pro­
te•t aq<:tinst DLA400-8 2-R-€444. The protest. al loge;,.; th'=1 t 'Tyco 
was not solicittt<i. on a prior solicitation, ~PP ~Ll\400-f12-/::-
4~91, that. non-soU.citat..ion of Tyco Wl.':S improl'.'er anti ~h'1t, 
therefore, no aw<'lrd should be nk"d~ on l1 current. solicit.'ltion, 
~FP DLA400-B2-R-6444. 

A r~vi~w of this procurement reve~ls th~t a k~quP.st for Quot~­
tio~A (RFO} DL'1400-82-C-1'El8 w~s origin~lly iasucd on lC t"arch 
19(,:? to invit~ quotations on 37 hous.i.ng ZlBfH'·m~lies, NS1'; 
4130-00-9~~-2017, Fairchilrl Indu:st.riea, Inc., Stratos Di vi s5. on 
P/N 103371 or 24075-2. This \llaf.i husued by DGSC' s Equipr:ient. 
SIM l !. Purchase: S<>.ction because the. est im •. 'lt~'°, pur~h;,.se cost. ¥N..:I!". 

under $10,000.00. Ry the closing d~te, one quot~ticn hac b~~n 
re-cciv~a, at a price of over $10,C)CO.CO. ~incP. at t.hl>t time· 
the Sroall Purchase Section was not nuthori%e1 to prccr:Fs 
procurements in excess of $10' ono, it. trrinsfe!"r<•t~ th~ 
requirement to the Equipment Large Purchcse Section. 

Request for Proposals (Rf."I') DL~400-82-P-4491 wa& then isou~rl on 
-26 April 1962 by the Equipment L~rge Purchase Section to invite 
·offers on supplying 3 '7 housing aes~mbl iC>s, KS~.-: 413(,-0C-()~f -
2017, Fairch.i ld Industries, Inc., St ratot1 Di vis ion P/K l O~ 771 
or 24075-2. This procurement was negot!«ted pur~u,.nt to 10 
v.s.c. 2304(a)(lO). Only the on~ known. sourc~, F;dr·:=hiJ~ 
Industries, Inc., ~as solicite~. 



.. 

~ .0 MAY 1983 

DL>.-G P~GE 3 
Hs. Janet N. Coor. 

Prior to tho scheduled closing of RFP -44?1 on 2~ ~ey 19P2, it 
was brought to DGSC's i'lttention tl'ant ~nothcr solicitat}c.:1 ~~s 
outstanding in th~ Au~ornated Smull Purchase s~ction cov~ring a 
different. requirement. for the same housing assernblieE;. RFC 
OLA400-82-T-R296 h~d been issued on 21 1-lpril l9P1. in,1iting 
quotat.ions on 6 housing i'!ls.se-mhl if~S. l"airch.U ~ !ndustries, 
Inc., and Tyco, both listc:-d in the Autof!".ated Sm:iJ l Purchn~e 
fiection•s ven<!or list, h~d been so!ir.-it~"..1. f;Gi~C btdi.;:vf-~ r. 
more reaaonabl ~ pri<"'~ could be obtained fer a cor.1bJ n~d reqni r•.:­
:ment of 43 housing asse!'l'.bli~s, t.hnn for S•"?pnrote requir~~-:!n+ . .:; 
of. 37 housing l!ese.rnblii::s un~er R.1.-'"P DLA4CCJ-t:2-R-4.:1')1 an..:J f, 
housing aessezr<..hlitJs under RFC· DL~.400-~:?-T-R296. ':"h~ l:-1 t tf.-r 
requirement was tra.nsf~rren to the Zquipl'(lent L~rgc> Pur<:h~se 
Section on ll June 1902. 

DGSC determined it to he in thE: Govern~nt 's b~.st i nt.er~st to 
c?-ra~c- 1 ~FP DL.\40('1-82-R-44 91 a.n~ to re:soli.ci t th~ ccntd nE-~ 
rc,ouirement.. A:rn~ndment COCl, with an effe.:tive ~-?tc· c-" 
2 iugust 1992, was issuad c~ncelling FFr DLA400-02-R-4A91. 

RFP tJLA400-82-R-f\144 1.;as i &SUt"d on S August l 98~ to in vi'!:!.;; 
offcJ:~ on 43 housing asst.::mbll£:o.s, Nr.ti 4i3C-C0-~~9r--:>•.:17, 

F4irchild Industri~a, Inc., Stratoe Division P/~ 103~71 or 
2407~-2, and Am~ndment.s COO 1-0003 v.·r-rc, i f'SU~(1 i::rul~se<.7u·~nt l y, 
extending the closing datf! to (, Octohnr 19~-:2. Thi A p:::-eicur..:n~:it 
t<t"!g negot.iatea pursl!~nt to 10 u.s.c. 2JC4(a)(lO). ":"1~ PR 
tr~i ler, er comput.er printout liat in? suggested scurc•.! s, 1 j st{'fi 
only FC:lirch.ild Inoustr ics, Inc., ~s a J.~nrn-:n &<"Ure~'.>. H<:"M<:·v-c· r, 
Fairchild Industries, Inc. end Tyco, who both respon~ed to RFQ 
DlJA400-r:?.-'I-P29f, wer" solicitec. t:'1nly FairchU~ ln~~uf:t!"i'!G, 
Inc., sul:mdtted an off~r. 

Th•: only conc~rn soU.citfld on RFP D!..._l\400-22-I<-44'!}1 was t.h~ only 
scurc~ Jiutcrl on th<.~ PR tr<lilo!'." - Fai.r.chil<l Jn~ufitr! ... &, Inc. 
ncc...tus·~ the Equipment. Ldr9e Purchas:€ Section m~intld nCJ no 
!ibting by :rn;.~nt1facturt..r or par~ nur;lb.t:r llnd t.her!' w~e nn 11:~~.ory 
file or mailing list for this prccurement, thc~f, ,.,.~& no w~y 
t.hot tl'le fiect.icn could have- known t.hz,t Tyco w;;nt:r.d :'-\ "Opy ~f 

~Fl' DLA4CC'-f>2-F-4491. After Tyco• fl inter~!lt in "housing <'.sser:1-
bliec Wt'~s made known to the EquipM".'nt Ll:irg~ Pur-::h:i.E:e 5'=4ction, 
Tyco was eolicited on RFP DLA400-82-R-f444. 
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However, t.he feet Tyco was aoli ci tetl dof's not mean thl!lt Tyco 
ha~ qualified its pert aa bci.n9 equ~ 1 to th& l'airchi ld part. 
nwaber called out in JlPP 6444. Tyco ha~ refused to provide 
DGSC ~ith necea•ary d6ta to permit r:csc to ~valu~te its 
alternative part. 

This is related to Tyco'a aecond allegation which involves 
contentions by Tyco that varioue pr.cpl~ gt PGSC w~re attempting 
to steal, and/or we-re •tealing, 'l'yco •a tect.nic:ll 1 data by talting 
infor'f'!Slltion from it• propr.1.etary docum('nts.. Wrongful taking 
has not been eetabliehec in the court or otherwiee, and we hav~ 
no reason to believe that a.nyon0 nt DGSC hes s.-_cli"'n Tyco' s 
proprietary dra•ings or infor~tion !rom such dr~~ing6. rr~~­
ently, Tyco h~s pending one- l~wrsuit involvin~J P.Mf'l0'/<'1'.':!I or 
DGSC, i.e., tJorvel P. 'l£!r v. Un~tecl Stat("t!I of Americn., Civil 
.Z..ct.ion No. 80-354-N, n the United Stater:; D11:trict Court. for 
t'he .Eastt:rn District of Virgini~, Norfolk Oivisi1:m. Ira t.hie 
case ML• Tyler's basic contention ia th~t information pcrtain­
i.oa to a stud as!'e.mbly ._hic:h h~ subr-·1 t: tP.-1 to DGSC in thco! form 
of~ dra-in9s and spl'!cificC)tions, ~11 alleg~!c1ly r.v.tr'!o;.e\'! proprif·­
tary, aras digclose•:! to it competitor by for.mP.r l\n<l prt.·si;or.t DCCC 
en;>loye-es. DLA's position is th~t t.llie cont.~ntion is r:ot 
supported by the facts. 

OOSC hae not r~fuse~ to do business with Tyct::i, etnd in fnct. 
issued tWC l'm<!.ill purchase OTC~rs t.t:' Tyco C.S foll<'.:'0....-0: 

ltcm 

10 ~tal grlll<.'s 

70 each, wiring 
harn~ss, Pairchild 
P/L 2500-~64B or 
Tyco P/N 2500-4~4n 

10 Oct. e2 
e-xten.~ed to 
9 Apr Ft3 

25 Jun P.2 
eJ1Ctendnd to 
24 Sep 82, 
~~t1.:>ndcc to 
30 .Jul n 3 

t:tc;tua 

order wi ~.!-tdr ... ;·,..·n 
a ftcr dt~l i ''P-ry 
of on~ grille 

no unit& 
de:l.i.ve:-F.?d 

These c:ircuittst~nc~:s ar~ not indir.ative cf a rr:1,;pnn_siblE fJ":r: 
e~qcrly atteq>tinc; to do business with thi£ Agency. r:.urinc; ;;.; 
p.:riod of mor~ thhn ten ycarr;, DLI., th€' Gener.;l Ac•:ounting 
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Office and the Federal Courts have exhaustively reviewed many 
of t.heae •~~ alle9~tions by Tyco and hev~ found tb~~ wittout 
JDerit.. 

Sinct!rely, 

(SIGNED) 
JOSEPH H. CONNOLLY 
Major General, USAF 
Deputy Director 
(Acquisition Management.1] 

---------------·-· 
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DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
HEADQUARTERS 

CAMERON STATION 

ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22314 

•. ___ ._... ••. ......._ __ ~<IT ....... ~~~'-·~ ....... -"~ 

REFER TO DLA-G 6 MAY 1983 

Ms. Janet N. 
Chairperson 
Tyco, Inc. 
Post Off ice 
Suffolk, VA 

Cook 

Box 516~-

23435 

Dear Ms. Cook·: 

Thank you for your letter of 31 March 1983 to President Re:~gan 
concerning the Government's acquisition of spare parts. 

Your letter states that the Defense General Supply Center 
( DGSC) is keeping Tyco out of the competition for spare parts, 
or is preventing awards w'!ienever Tyco· is the lowest lawful 
offerer, especially when the competition was Fairchild 
Industries Inc. Your let:ter has been referred to this 11.gency 
for reply because it involves solicitations and contracts 
issued by DGSC, a field activity of this Agency. 

All of the information necessary to respond to your letter is 
not available at this Headquarters. t·ie have requasted 
additional information from DGSC and anticipate that a reply 
can be forwarded to you by 25 May 1933. 

Sincerely, 

Signed 
E. A. GRINSTEAD 
Vice Admiral, SC, USN 
Director 

-
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REFERRAL 

APRIL 21, 1983 

TO: DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ACTION REQUESTED: Ai ~ 
DIRECT REPLY, FURNISH INFO COPY/D\Ja· 

REMARKS: PLEASE RETURN HER REPORTS AS REQUESTED , 

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMING: 

ID: 

MEDIA: 

TO: 

FROM: 

118952 

LETTER, DATED MARCH 19, 1983 

FAITH WHITTLESAY 

MS. JANET N. COOK 
CHAIRPERSON 
TYCO, INC. 
POST OFFICE BOX 5164 
SUFFOLK VA 23435 

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR APPOINTMENT WITH PRESIDENT 

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE 
UNDERSIGNED AT 456-7486. 

RETURN CORRESPONDENCE, WORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 
AGENCY LIAISON, ROOM 91, THE WHITE HOUSE 

SALLY KELLEY 
DIRECTOR OF AGENCY LIAISON 
PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

W03954 
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t-...y rf11 March 1983 
_.I \..1/ 

/Faith Adams Whittlesay, 
/r Public Liaison to The President 

The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Ms. Whittlesay: 

•• SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23435 

-- .~. -.. ,..... 
-- .......; -~ .... 
_ . ...J -,-~· 

Thank you for your aide's response to my 19 March request. 

Attached is the substance of the "brief"(but shorter) that I desire 
to present to The President. 

After reading it, if you do not care to pass it on to his Secretary 
or to retain it for separate action on your own, then please return 
it. 

Thank you further for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

lf~o Inc. 

?t.::~o~ 
Chairperson 

JNC:kfs 

Attachment: (1} 

• MBE WOMEN OWNED • LSA CONCERN • 
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31 March 1983 

P. 0. BOX .5164 B m 

The Honorable Charles A. Bowser 
Comptroller General 

General Accounting Off ice 
Washington, D.C. 20548 

Re: B-209444 

Dear Mr. Bowser: 

SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23435 

Prior to your appointment, it is a matter of public records at GAO 
that DGSC/DLA employees have been liers and conspirators r_egarding, 
either keeping Tyco out of the compe

1
ti tion for Government-" spare parts" 

Contracts, or they have prevented awards whenever Tyco is the lowest 
lawful offerer. Especially when the competition was Fairchild-Stratos 
{now - Industries Inc.). 

This is the same situtation in the instant PROTEST, but more so. 

The related GAO File references to this same end, with the former own­
er are voluminous, and to costly to repeat here, but that some of your 
subordinate are completely aware. Some of his Civil Actions dating 
back to '69 are still active, and that speaks for itself to any open­
ed mined investigator. GAO even has records of perjury by DGSC employ­
ees, before the Armed Services Board Of Contract Appeals(No. 12704). 
Since DoD controls both(DGSC/ASBCA), that cover-up persist. I must add 
to that, ---GAO has done nothing in the past about those conditions, 
in the interest of Congress, and in turn the Public's, which apparent­
ly comes last, if ever. 

The list of like instances against this new owner is growing, and I am 
being forced(if I continue to bid), into the same profitless path. 

Like GAO, it appears that aides to the President do not care also about 
the waste on the Defense Budget· in these real examples; that DGSC has 
inflicted on the Taxpayers. 

Even more tragic, the past records reveal that GAO has added to DGSC/ 
DLA's illegal acts, with its own false statements in those matters, 
and added an unqualified technical decision that can be fatal. 

To the contrary, GAO has stated publically many times: 

" .•. will not substitute the technical expertise 
of the agency involved." 

and 

11 
••• the conformability of delivered articles is 
properly for determination by the agency."(B-173189) 

• MBE WOMEN OWNED • LSA CONCERN • 
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The Honorable Charles A. Bowser 31 March 1983 

---while in the critical case(B-194763, B-195072), GAO's Robert F. 
Keller, made an unqualified technical decision for that agency(DGSC)! 
A decision that has made· every B52 a "ticking bomb" with a defective 
spare part. DGSC in that instance, seized upon Keller's decision, and 
purchased, at a higher cost, the spare part("Vibrator"), that they 
knew positively was defective. Having received and concealed field 
reports(UER{s)) to that end. 

After all what did DGSC have to loose, for they can always say: · 

"The Devil(GAO) made us do it.", 

---and who really cares, that would have any reversing power. 

Still more important to DGSC, they had defeated Tyco in the process, 
which has a non-defective Vibrator, and at a much lower cost. Now does 
that make sense to the Taxpayers? 

Finally, the attached "RESPONSE TO THE REPORT" is another matter of 
record. Your personal conscience is your recommendation. Should you 
desire that DGSC/DLA/Fairchild have copies, then your office will 
have to accommodate them for·I cannot afford any further waste in 
this PROTEST. 

Your final response is requested for our records. 

Very truly yours, 

nyco Inc... ; 

~--V\_.L-~ 
/..Janet N. Cook, 
L-Chairperson 

JNC:kfs 

Attachment: RESPONSE TO THE REPORT, w/4 Exhibits. 

cc: Congressman Norman Sisisky 

Faith Adams Whittlesay 

Tom Shean 



RESPONSE TO THE REPORT 
(B-209444) 

DGSC/DLA would have the uninformed reader of their lawyer's 

REPORT, believe that its' "SMALL", "LARGE", and "AUTOMATED" purchas-

ing personnel are separated by miles of space, in different worlds. 

Regardless, an impartial investigator can easily discover that when 

it comes down·.to any potential bid, ------from Tyco, in competition 

with Fairchild, that DGSC has an actual "team" to thwart whatever 

possible positives that could result otherwise, for the taxpayers. 

As for openers and related lies, DGSC has stated: 

"D/TO(Director, Technical Operations) has 
taken action to obtain from the user(s), 
the manufacturer(s), and any other known 
sources, adequate data for competitive 
procurement." 

( DG SC At th. 3 ) 
(emphasis added) 

and 

"The PR(Purchase Request) trailer, o~ com­
puter listing suggested sources, listed 
only Fairchild Industries, Inc., as a 
known source~" 

(REPORT, par. 2.e.) 
(emphasis added) 

---while that Director, and the Contracting Officer's writers, have 

known for years, that Tyco is the only source in the World that can, 

and has, provided competition on that COMPRESSOR(4130-00-715-7711) 's 

Parts(Hawk Missile support). 

The truth is, Tyco has been on the "SMALL", and "LARGE" Bid-

der's List since 1967. It has been on the more refined, and "AUTO-

MATED" List since 1976(Ex. 1. and 2.). And the "team" knows it! 

Tyco's first significant competition, infurated Fairchild so, 

that they sent a representive all th.e way to DGSC to find out "how". 

Ever since that time, DGSC has been intimidated, and it is signifi-
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cant in Fairchild's 23 February 1983 "corrunents" to GAO. DGSC has even 

favored Fairchild to the point of refusing to Report(DAR 1-111) an 

apparent "price-fixing" scheme in a recent Parts Contract for that 

same COMPRESSOR. 

Tyco obviously upset some "cozy" relationship between DGSC's 

employees and Fairchild(employees), and DGSC's employees have con­

stantly communicated, legally and/or otherwise, with Fairchild's employ-

ees for assistance. 

Digressing to that end, DGSC awarded a Contract(DLA-400-M-

A477) to the John A. Becker Co. for Fairchild's "KITS" @ $415.05, 

while Fairchild bid to DGSC for the same "KITS" @ $747.35, on the 

same requirement. DGSC further allegedly satisfied itself that Becker 

would buy those "KITS" from Fairchild, but that " ... it had no res-

son to suspect(price-fixing, restraint of trade, the truth, etc.)H. 

In another instance, the same Fairchild personnel stated to 

a restrained dealer: 

"The item(Rotor, Match Set) .•. has been 
out of production for over twelve years 
..• Therefore, we must submit a no-bid." 

(emphasis added), 

---when in fact, Fairchild had two(2) concurrent Contracts(DLA-400-

79-M-DN89, -DP26), for the identical COMPRESSOR Part. And Fairchild 

had more than doubled their price("$5,839.91") for a third potential 

(DLA-400-400-80-Q-R920, 14 May 80) verses the unit prices("$2,650.00") 

for the concurrent two(2) Contracts that they had not delivered. 

Tyco's former owner was responsible for forcing Fairchild 

to reduce that price("$5,839.9l")down("$2,867.02") for the third 

Contract(DLA-400-400-81-C-2688). Tyco's price was "$2,128.57". 
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Wi thout Tyco's interference, DGSC would have awarded Fairchild 

that higher price, as they have done consistantly, despite PROTEST(~) • 

. The point in mentioning those apparent unrelated instances, 

is that DGSC had also boycotted Tyco from receiving(timely) those 

three(3) prior solicitations, two of which resulted in Fairchild 

having no· competion whatsoever. That Contracing Officer personally 

knew that Tyco had produced the 11 next assembly" in that COMPRESSOR'S 

Parts, in 1972, and again in 1980, for the identical Part(Rotor(s)). 

In the latter incidence, Tyco had received the solicitation 

{DLA-400-80-T-TGSS) by mistake, in so far as DGSC • s ."team" was con­

cerned, and that they were unable to cancel the resulting Contract 

(DLA-400-80-P-G208), before Tyco made an irrunediate delivery. 

Coming back to the deceit by DGSC/DLA in the current inci­

dence ("Housing"), the solicitation(DLA-400-82-Q-KE18) was issued on 

10 March 1982, yet the Requisition from their customer was received 

on or before 16 February 1982. That twentythree(23) days+ delay, 

was the time that DGSC's "team" was handling it manually, so as to 

prevent it being Mailed to Tyco. 

By comparison, DLA-400-82-T-R296, which accidently got into 

the computer, was received on 20 April 1982; it was printed and Mail­

ed the following day, and Tyco received it, the next 22 April 1982. 

On the otherhand, Tyco did not become aware of 11 KEl8 11 until 

DGSC's 1 October 1982 letter, and received a copy with DGSC's 25 

October 1982 letter; a six(6) months delay, and obviously after any 

time for bidding. 

For another comparison on the same "Housing", DGSC issued 
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still another solicitation(DLA-400-82-R-4491) on 26 April 1982. It 

was sent only to Fairchild(Ex. 3.). Tyco was first aware of it in 

DGSC's 10 September 1982 letter, and received a copy with their 20 

September 1982 letter~ a five(S) months concealment! Two times on 

the same "Housing" requirement, DGSC's "team", illegally boycotted 

Tyco from the opportunity to receive those solicitations, much more 

the opportunity to bid. 

To those ends, the Contracting Officer fails to mention 

that Tyco's price was "$340.90", verses Fairchild's "$1,398.90", and 

that DGSC has secretly furnished Tyco's price, and on numerious other 

occasions to Fairchild. 

The most un-informed can read that the Contracting Officer's 

only concern(lO_Sep 82, Att 10, par. 7) was, that Fairchild's price: 

" ••• ($1,398.48)could not be determined to be 
reasonable ••• ",(Att 10, par. 7} 

---and not that Tyco's lower cost($340.90) was available, ----if DGSC 

could be trusted with Proprietary Data/Drawings? In the latter, it 

is a matter of public record, that DGSC agreed(S_Feb 71) to abide 

by Tyco's "PROPRIETARY LEGEND" on all its Drawings and Data. GAO 

in its counterpart(30 Mar 71) concurred, and added: 

"DGSC has stated also that its personnel 
were aware that(Tyco's) restricted data 
may not be disclosed outside the Govern­
ment and that appropriate action will be 
taken if any violation is substantiated." 

(B-171601}, 

---and that latter statement has become the biggest lie of all. For 

under oath(CA-81-0409-R, 19 Mar 82), a DGSC employee admitted to 

taking "numbers" off of Tyco's Drawings and Data, in violation of 

that agreement(S Feb 71) and 18 USC 1905(a Criminal Code). 
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That violation as "substantiated" by a Transcript of that 

Trial was presented to the present Conunander of DGSC. 'He in turn 

refused to report the matter to the Department of Justice. Thereby, 

he became an "accessory after the fact"(l8 USC 4) as well as the 

"writers(DGSC lawyers)" are "before the fact"(l8 USC 201). 

Because of records of other thefts of Tyco's Drawings and 

Data by DGSC's employees; in: 1976(CA No. 75-38-N), DGSC agreed to 

return all of Tyco's Drawings., and to destroy the copies DGSC had 

made. That "agreement" tur.n.ed out to be a fraud, and GOA is aware 

of the sordid details. And Tyco's former owner lost over eighteen(l8) 

designs, involving hundreds of Drawings and Data. That list is to 

lengthy to repeat here. 

However, the point· is involving the HOUSING(B-209444), DGSC 

knows that Tyco will not supply its Drawings and Data,. until the sub­

ject of "PROPRIE.TARY", is settled, once and for all times. 

To prove Tyco's allegation that the "agreement" of 5 Febru-

ary 1971 continues to be a fraud on DGSC's part; on 1 September 1982, 

DLA-400-82-BN02 was issued, calling for Fairchild's P/N 26756-1, but 

also described(PID) as the Government's Drawing "08497-13". The latter 

having been inserted as a result of the theft of Tyco's PROPRIETARY 

DATA in 1969, and is illustrated in the Current Civil Action(B0-892-N). 

That Government Drawing is defective for the purpose intended, and 

was sold to the Government, by Fairchild. Regardless, the prior Part 

(Clip Assembly, P/N 26756-1) sold to the Government is not defective, 

and that its(Fairchild's)Drawing~ is a "trade secret". That is, Fair­

child did not reveal its "trade secret" in the Diawing it sold to the 

Government. The point is, how could the Government have bought a Draw-
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ing that is defective? And remain so, since 1957? 

To that end, on 17 September 1982, DGSC was warned by Tyco 

about that defective Drawing(D8497-13):and of DGSC's prior acknow­

ledgememt(22 Apr 81) of the "correct(ion)". As a result of the lat­

ter letter(l7 Sep 82), DGSC withdrew.the "D8497-l3~ and re-inserted 

only the "26756-1". This was an admission that DGSC had compromised 

Tyco's Drawings in 1969 , and again in 1971. Further in the inter­

vening time(30 Nov 73) with that recent admission; DGSC's employee 

mailed to Tyco's then Vendor, three(3) samples of Tyco finished 

Parts,· to a co-conspirator for "reverse engineering" purposes, and 

in violation of 18 USC 1905, a Criminal Code. 

In different words in 1982, DGSC was trying to protect Fair­

child. while admitting that the Government Drawing was defective; and 

at the same time admitting by its actions to have compromised Fair­

child, through the illegal use of Tyco's Drawings and Data, begin~ 

ning in 1969. In the intervening times also(l Apr 73, 3 May 73, and 

19 Mar 74), DGSC has awarded three(3) Contracts: 

DSA-400-73-M-CW59, 178 Ea. 

DSA-400-73-M-DK54, 71 " 

DSA-400-74-M-X253, 145 " 

---for defective Clip Assembly, under that Government Drawing. In 

those instances, the three(3) prior solicitations to bid, were with­

held from Tyco. Another series of boycotts. 

The hyprocrisy in the Clip Assembly, is illustrated in that 

in 1982, DGSC .is demanding of Tyco its Drawing, that it stole in 1969 

from the former owner! The truth is, the original Drawings and Data 

were never returned in 1976, per the Court ordered "agreement", and 
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the pretense of a second request in 1982 for the same Drawings and 

Data, is to give the impression that DGSC does not have that "copied" 

and "original" Drawings and Data, still in its posses~ion •. In 1976, 

DGSC's lawyer returned one(l) single original("2500-744A, 30 Mar 76"), 

but none of the duplicates they(DGSC) have or the multiple copies, 

which she(M.~Jo Hendley) certified she had "destroyed". The DGSC 

actions in 1982, is an attempted cover-up of fraud already comit-

ted. 

Digressing again to obvious "price-fixing" as it relates to 

the Clip Assembly; on 7 November 1982, DGSC awarded another Contract 

(DLA-400-83-P-1927) to the same John A. Becker Co., for Fairchild's 

Part Number "26756-1 11
• Fairchild's bid, for the same solicitation 

(DLA-400-82-T-BN02) was $108.26, verses Becker's: 11 $50.05 11
• Will 

GAO's defense be, 11 
••• the amount is less than $10,000.00 ... "? And 

therefore, the truth, and wherever, the Clip Assembly came from,.· is 

of no concern! Or that you cannot regulated rnoralsi 

"CODE OF ETHICS FOR GOVERMENT SERVICE, 85th 
CONGRESS, RESOLUTION 175, DoD 5500.7 et al", 

---that each and every DGSC employee(concerned) has certified, that 

they have read and "understand" that Code? 

Tyco's bid was "$100.00" for the non-defective Part, but 

that it would not supply again its Drawing, to DGSC. 

The same firm that DGSC had awarded the Contract("M-X253") 

to, for the defective Part in 1974, offered the same obvious defect~ 

ive Part, bef6re the Drawing change(27 Apr 81), at "$236.03"(3 Feb 

81);---again, verses Tyco's "$100.00" for the non-defective Part! 
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In the instant Protest(B-209444), the absence of Tyco's name 

and FSCM(Code 23414) on any of the "Trailers" is no proof whatsoever, 

that DGSC does not know that Tyco can, and has already competed with 

Fairchild in Class 4130, or even non-NSN(FSN) Parts, for the "Hawk" 

COMPRESSOR. First of all, because DGSC's "team" can control the print­

out of any of their Computers, to read anything to convince GAO. 

Further, that DGSC has been able to have Fairchild write a 

letter(23 Feb 83) about its "proprietary" position, also does not 

prove anything, or that those Fairchild statements are accurate and 

true. More important in that vain, that DGSC is attempting to have 

Fairchild decide for the Government, that it cannot accept "competi­

tive copying"(41 CFR 1.304-2). That precedence was established by the 

original Tyco in 1971, when it successfully competed with Fairchild 

for the ROTOR PLATE on two(2) Contracts("C-5557", 1 Jun 71, "M-BB93", 

17 Jun 71). The first competition ever in the World for that Part! 

More important, in the present incidence, DGSC is attempting 

to eliminate that competition, which it alleges to invite, simply to 

obtain PROPRIETARY DRAWINGS and DATA so that it can, as a matter of 

practice of late, to illegally mis-use, and in violation of a Crimi­

nal Code. A Code that it is attempting to have Fairchild speak of 

as a barrier to free competition between private enterprizes. While 

DGSC has failed to mention, that the Code(l8 USC 1905) is specifical­

ly to prevent Government employees from violating a confidence it 

aspires to in every quarter except DGSC, whose key employees are with­

out honor. Having been lead into that closet of "dirty linen" by 

their legal St~ff. 
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For enlightment of the opened minded, DGSC will "loan" or 

"sell" samples of PROPRIETARY Parts, for "competitive copying". Given 

that scheme doesn't work, they will send "inspectors" into the un-

suspecting small business' plants and take ~hatever information, in­

cluding "trade secrets" off of actual products, that they neither . 
own, nor the designs thereof. Here they circumvent the Drawings. 

A classic Case(CA No. 13332, Atlanta), wherein DGSC headed 

up a massive "reverse engineering" of a superior chemical formula; 

simply because a small business would not circum to the demands of 

a DGSC despot. When exposed, DGSC's legal Staff effectively maneu-

vered the Case out of Court, into a Million Dollar settlement, in 

order to prevent the despot from being forced into jail, as the Code 

would publically otherwise prescribe to the Court. And where was 

GAO's "watch.dog" performance then. 

The bases of this Protest however, is boycotts, and that the 

new Tyco will no longer provide PROPRIETARY Drawings or Data; having 

had numerious examples set by DGSC's actions against the former own-

er,--------in a system of dishonesty, and apparently condoned by 

GAO---so far. And that as a result of those boycotts, and restrained 

lower prices; otherwise Tyco should have received a Contract, due to 

its bid for DLA-400-82-T-R296, for a unit price of "$340.90", and 

immediate delivery(30 days ARO); under Public Law 95-507. 

Given that GOA will condone "no award" to a firm who is non-

responsive with its PROPRIETARY Drawings and Data, then it still has 

to justify the boycotts against just the opportunity to bid in the 

first place, regardless of the next step. Given also, that an in-
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dependant investigation will be made for the truth. 

The truth that is in DGSC's Files, and that is diametrically 

opposite those lies that the Contracting Officer has presented(see 

Page -1-} is the first consideration for GAO. Equally important,. the 

Contracting Officer does know his presentations in that respect are 

not with the truth and in violation of 10 USC 1001, and at least 10 

USC 4 or 201 as fraud. For he knows that the originals of the Bid-

ders List were at DGSC at the time of his "writer's" REPORT, and even 

if the "team" has since destroyed even the Computer's records, there 

is additional evidence of its' "print-out(s)" up to the date of this 

RESPONSE. 

Repeating again, DGSC would have the uninformed reader be-

lieve, that competition from Tyco did not exist when "Q-KE18" and · 

"R-4491" was issued, and that the Buyer and the Contr~cting Officer(s) 

were not informed. To the contrary, discovery will prove that DGSC's 

"team" is completely informed, and that they "run the show", includ-

ing its "legal staff" who wrote the REPORT, for the "new kid on the 

block"(Captain Sheldon). Ignorance of the law, of course, is no ex-

cuse for the latter. 

As for a touch of discrimination and deception, the informed 

only has to look at the alleged "Dealers" that "Q-KEl8 11 was Mailed 

to, in lieu of Tyco, a known competitor. 

Not one of the three(3) alleged "Dealers"(Ex. 3) listed is 

a Dealer for Fairchild. Not one of the three has ever supplied even 

a Fairchild Part to the Government, much less to DGSC. Those names 

were included in the distribution of "Q-KE18" solely to resemble 

competition, and that DGSC intended to award a Contract to Fairchild 
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without competition, from Tyco, who was coincidentally, knowingly, 
, 

boycotted and debarred without "due process". 

Those at DGSC have violated their most solemn trust under 

DoD 5500.7, and the will of Congress, all while signing a statement 

that they would do otherwise. Equally indicted, are their counter-

parts at DLA's Headquarters, for having passed on these frauds and 

reinforcing lies and misleading information, that they knew to be 

otherwise-. 

Finally, it has always been DGSC's intention to award the 

recent Contract(DLA-400-83-C-1624, 17 Mar 83) to Fairchild, simply 

because they knew(by reason) that Tyco would not provide its PRO-

PRIETARY materials, therefore Tyco would be "non-responsive". The 

fact that Fairchild does not have to present any DRAWING or DATA, 

with which the Government might "inspect" those HOUSINGS, has never 

entered the debate. And thereby proves the most underlying dis-

crimination of taking Fairchild's "word" with regard to its what-

ever Part, verses never accepting Tyco's. The question is there-

fore raised here, ---who has submitted false statements to GAO in 

this instance, and through the Mails(l8 USC 1341)? 

The saving grace for the Taxpayer's is, that Tyco has again 

forced Fairchild to reduce its price("$1,398.48") down("$422.54", 

Contract "C-1624?) for 43 units. Unfortunately, the Taxpayer has 

not benefited from Tyco's lower price("$340.90") for! units. To 

that end, DGSC has refused to provide Fairchild's prices _-for -"Q-KE18" 
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or "R-4491"; rather they have capriciously imposed a FOIA cost 

("$49.50", Ex. 4.} for further harrassment, just to obtain those prices 

from documents readily available on the Contracting Officer's desk. 

Prices and documents that Tyco should have already received under GAO 

Rule(s), Part 21.3, applicable to this PROTEST. 

Since Tyco could not complete its PROTEST, due to the lack 

of that information, and contrary to GAO's 16 March 1983 letter, that 

"file" should be reopened per Tyco's request(24 Mar 83), and that its 

positi·ons on: 

(A) "boycotts", and 

(B} "reasonably withholding proprietary documents", 

---should be sustained, and that the Contract("C-1624") be recorrunended 

canceled, and that the: 

(C} the requirements under DLA-400-82-T-R296 
be awarded to ~yco Inc. as the responsive 
and lowest offerer, and 

(~} the requirements under DLA-400-82-R4491 
be reopened as "37" units, "UNRESTRICTED" 
and "LABOR SURPLUS". 

That the false statements and other criminal matters by DGSC/ 

DLA employees, be reported to the Court, via the Justice Department 

(DoDSS00.7, et al), and as Public Law 67-13, and especially Section 

312 prescribes. Failing to do the latter, then GAO's principals are 

in violation of its Section 303. 

Respectifully submitted. 

Exhibit: 1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

Bidders List(Conforrnation}, 6 
II II 11 ,30 

DGSC, re: 11 Q-KEl8" ,11 
II II FOIA , 29 

Tyco Inc. 

Oct 67, w/Suppliment 
Jan 76. " 
Mar 83 

II rt 
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::• on.::behalf of. the· President,: I• wish- to thank you for... -­
-_;_your letter askinq, the President tc> meet with you~'- -, --

• ---__ '- _.-:.,Mt~~h\lli~f.-~:~:~td~n{;-~l!i<i-:~j6y'::~~~~Zi~-.w{~'.:;o~,'\_,-: __ : __ -•. -
· -.-~-- -- unfortunately,: Jilany.--:-tws-- ~e demands_ of_ his-official:•: - __ 

- ··responsibilities. are such that,1.t.ia not possible for:_• -~-
-... him to• v1ai t• with everyone' he ·.would like to see.:_:) Due _- :, 
.. to __ the extremely heavy schedule- he faces. at this_ tiine# ·- -- -
.we ·are unable to:arranqe a tim8 when he could meet · 
with you~ \'::- --_::·· • · - · · 

Non;theies~; th~ President asks that J:-~xtend to--you 
- -_his appreciation_ for your. interest and his best wishes.·_-

-· . - --------· - . --· . 

-- ···- . -- . ···----- --

x 
Miss Janet N. COok 
Chairperson 
·1XCO 
Post Off ice Box 5164 
su"f~olk; VA· 23435 _,-.". 
FJR_:vm\ 

c.:.0·""' 

>::<_Sincerely,_ -_ · 
.... -----. 

--···· 

FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR. 
-_Director, Presidential 

Appointments and Scheduling 

,_ -

-······ ·-­······ -- ..... 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 28, 1983 

Dear Janet: 

your letter 
19th. 

to Faith Whit­
Our off ice cannot 

Thank you 
tlesey 
schedule 

for 
of March 

the President for any meetings 
or conferences. I am forwarding your re­
quest to Mr. Fred Ryan in Presidential 
Scheduling and Appointments, and can as­
sure you that it will receive due consid­
eration. 

Thank you again 

Janet N. Cook 
Chairperson 
TYCO 
P.O. 5164 

Sp. 

for your interest. 

Sincerely, 

Dee Jepsen 
Asst. to the President 
for Public Liaison 

Box 
Suffolk, VA 23435 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 28, 1983 

Dear Janet: 

Thank you for your letter to Faith Whit­
tlesey of March 19th. Our office cannot 
schedule the President for any meetings 
or conferences. I am forwarding your re­
quest to Mr. Fred Ryan in Presidential 
Scheduling and Appointments, and can as­
sure you it will receive due consideration~ 

Thank you again for your interest. 

Sincere 

Dee Jepse 
Sp. Asst. to the President 

for Public Liaison 

Janet N. Cook 
Chairperson 
TYCO 
P.O. Box 5164 
Suffolk, VA 23435 



March 24, 1983 

Dear Janet: 

Thank you for your letter to Faith Whittlesey of March 19th. 

Our office cannot schedule the President for any meetings or 

conferences. I am forwarding your rquest to Mr. Fred Ryan in 

Presidential Scheduling and Appointments, and can assure you 

it will receive due consideration. 

Thank you again for your interst. 

Sincerely, etc. 



P. O. BOX 5164 m • 

19 March 1983 

Faith Ryan Whittlesay, 
Public Liaison to The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Ms. Whittlesay: 

SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23435 

This is to request that you obtain an appointment for me, for five 
minutes.of The President_'s time, .so that I may present a .short .~·,.,, 
written brief about discrimination by his subordinates against this -
and othe~ women-owned busin~sses.attempting to bid for Government 
Contr~cts .. All at th~-waste of the Defense Budget. 

I could be present at The White House within a four hour notice by 
phone(804-484-4431). 

Thank you for your consideration of this request, and your response· 
in any event. 

Very truly yours, 

Inc. 

,· ' Sh\. ~ e-~---C ;J 

[.Janet N. Cook, 
Chairperson 

JNC:kfs 

• MBE WOMEN OWNED • LSA CONCERN • 
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Congressman Norman Sisisky 18 April 1983 

to be placed with small business(P.L. 95-507, Amendment to The Small 
Business Act). Further, that such "small purchases" be placed: 

, 
" •.. without soliciting ... outside the trade area 
in which the procurement office is located." 

(41 use 1-3.603-l(b)). 

For reasons yet to be exposed, DGSC prefers to discriminate against 
Tyco in favor of that California firm for higher prices, time and time 
again. And such discrimination is a violation of the Congressional 
Resolution 175(DoD 5500.7, "Code Of Ethics For Government Service"), 
no less. 

Your inunediate response to General Pedroli is requested, because we 
have reason to believe that there is an irrunediate need for those 
spare parts, -for the Armed Services in Europe. And we can make an im­
mediate delivery; that is, without DGSC's interferences and indif­
ferences for those Laws. If you choose the Congressional liaison 
route otherwise, it may cause an irreversible harm. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. In the meantime, 
I look forward to meeting you in person on the 22nd. to discuss that 
other more serious .issues. 

Very truly yours, 

Tyco Inc. 

Jan.et N. \(oak, 
Cha.~perso' 
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18 April 1983 

Congressman Norman Sisisky 
1429 Longworth 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Sisisky: 

~~~ 
SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23435 

The Presid~nt has stated among other things in his just released 
Report "The State of Small Business: ... serious problems for(this) 
small business, and their abatement has been the key goal of my 
economic program."(Mar '83). 

However, if that statement is not just words without action in the 
immediate relief from aggravation and harrassment by his Defense 
General Supply Center(DGSC), ... this small business will be a neg­
ative statistics(out of business) in his next Report. You are now 
aware of another group of more "serious problems" for this small 
business, and created by that same Agency. 

On the.morning of 7 April, a Buyer, Sandra Long, phoned to alleged­
ly obtain a bid for an "urgent" requirement. I returned the call, 
and after obtaining the information requested, before 3:00PM. She 
had ~gone home~ and no one _knew of the requirement. Believing .it to 
be an "urgent" requirement, I followed with a letter(att.), that I 
know was in her hands the following Monday, if not Saturday before. 
Having no response from her, I phoned twice again-and gave messages. 

Later in the week I phoned her superior, Director, Marshall Bailey. 
This time I received the sense of a "put-off" by the way his phone 
was answered by another person. Waiting another day, I then phoned 
the Commander, General Pedroli, for the same results from his Sec­
retary, Dottie Verdi. Everyone seems to be in a "meeting" since the 
7th .. 

I now believe the truth is, that I was "set-up" to show phoney com­
petition, or that it was an attempt to illegally obtain a "Propri­
etary" Drawing. That is, I was either listed as "non-responsive" or 
a "no-bid", so that an award would be made without competition to 
Fairchild Industries. Or, that if I did bid with the Drawing, it 
would provide DGSC theopportunity to "misappropriate" another. One 
that they have been trying to get their hands on for over three(3) 
years(CA No. 81-0311-R). 

Therefore, this is to request your direct intercession with General 
Pedroli(804-275-3801) to obtain: (1) a definitive copy of the solic­
itation for those Rotor Set(att.), and (2) a written explaination 
for at least the rudeness against me personally, if not the charade. 
In the latter, DGSC is not trustworthy in verbal communications. 

In any event, the Law requires small purchases "under $10,000.00" 
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31 March 1983 

Pai th Adams Whi ttles_ay, 
Public Liaison to The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Ms. Hhittlesay: 

Thank you for your aide's response to my 19 March request. 

Attached is the substance of the "brief"(but shorter) that I desire 
to present to The President. 

After reading it, if you do not care to pass it on to his Secretary 
or to retain it for separate action on your own, then please return 
it. 

Thank you further for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

Tyco Inc. 

Janet N. Cook, 
Chairperson 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

July 12, 1983 

Dear Ms. Cook: 

Thank you for your letter apprising me of 
your dealings with the Defense Logistics 
Agency. 

By copy of this letter, I am asking that Vice 
Admiral Eugene A. Grinstead, the Director of 
the Defense Logistics Agency, have your 
original application located and returned to 
you. If, for some reason it is not return­
able, he will notify you of that, as well. 

If I can be of any further assistance to 
you, do let me know. 

MICHAEL K. DEAVER 
Assistant to the President 
Deputy Chief of Staff 

Ms. Janet N. Cook 
Chairperson 

·Tyco Inc. 
P. O. Box 5164 
Suffolk, Virginia 23435 


