THE SSCI
CONTEMPLATES
SPLITTING
CYBERCOMMAND FROM
DIRNSA

The Intercept’s Jenna McLaughlin liberated a
copy of the Senate Intelligence Committee’s
Intelligence Authorization for 2017 which was
passed out of committee a few weeks back. There
are two really shitty things — a move to enable
FBI to get Electronic Communications Transaction
Records with NSLs again (which I'1l return to)
and a move to further muck up attempts to close
Gitmo.

But there are a remarkable number of non-stupid
things in the bill.

I'm particularly interested in this language.

SEC. 413. PROHIBITION ON THE DIRECTOR OF THE NA-
TIONAL SECURITY AGENCY SERVING CON-
TEMPORANEOUSLY AS A COMMANDER OF A

COMBATANT COMMAND.

section 2(a) of the National Seeurity Agency Aet of
1959 (50 U.K.C. 3602(a)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“{4) During any period that an individual is serving
as the Director of the National Seeurity Agency that indi-

vidual may not serve as the commander of a unified com-
batant command (as defined in section 161(c) of title 10,

[United States Code).”.

Unless I'm completely misreading it, this
section would require the Director of NSA to be
a separate person from the head of CyberCommand.
It would require Admiral Mike Rogers’ current
dual hat to be split.

Correction: DIRNSA and CyberCom would only need
to be split if CyberCom gets elevated to be a
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full combatant command.

That's a recommendation the President’s own
Review Group made back in 2013, only to have the
President pre-empt PRG’'s recommendation before
they could publicize it. It would also likely
have some impact on NSA’'s decision, earlier this
year, to combine the Information Assurance
Directorate — NSA’s defensive organization — in
with its offensive mission.

Frankly, I think our entire cybersecurity
approach deserves a more open debate. The IC has
done a pretty crummy job at defending us from
attacks, and it’'s not clear what purpose their
secrecy about that serves.

But I am intrigued that SSCI seems to think NSA
should retain its defensive capability,
independent of all its offensive ones.


https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/2013-12-12_rg_final_report.pdf
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/dec/16/obama-nsa-review-group-whitewash

