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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Daniel McCarthy [DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 3:02 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Attachments: BRAC Calcs-MilCon for Cecil-Actual Comparison-Rev1 .XIS 

BRAC Calc+MilCon 
for Cecil-Ac ... 

Number totals $263M vice $284M. Attached are detailed cost analysis. 

I can send the meat of the Mayor's letter, however, they do not use electronic letterhead 
so I have it on hard copy ... stoneage. 
-Maggie for Dan McCarthy 
904-630-7228 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRACn cWilliam.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/12/05 2:47 PM >>> 
Too late unless there is a big number change. We already have the COBRA in work. I 
prefer electronic copies - if any. 

Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 1:53 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Bill, I need your fax number to send revised estimates of Cecil Field upgrades for Master 
Jet Base. 

Thanks, 
Maggie for Dan 

>>> "Fetzer, william, CIV, WSO-BRAC" cWilliam.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/12/05 7:42 AM >>> 

Mike, 

I'm only on the first page but should have this all checked by noon. 

It's urgent that you check your col N heading. Shouldn't that be in thousands rather than 
millions? The total surfaced airfield pavement should be a positive # since they asked 
for more than Cecil has. 

Please review the whole sheet again to ensure the data is as accurate as you can get it. 

As soon as you verify the millions/thousands column, send it to me corrected and I will 
run a new COBRA. 

VR, Bill 

From: Saylor, Mike [mailto:MSaylor@arcadis-us.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2005 7:47 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: BSimpson@jaa.aero; Daniel McCarthy 
Subject: FW: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 
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Bill, 

Attached is an Excel spreadsheet that should match-up to your Cobra analysis. 

Note that rather than breaking-out certain facility codes into multiple entries, as the 
Oceana requirement does, we have aggregated those cat-codes into a single total. Those are 
so-noted. 

We are providing you both the deficit at Cecil (requiring construction) and surpluses 
(which we have not reallocated to other cat-codes to satisfy a deficit, but certainly 
would in a realignment scenario). 

The resulting analysis points out the following: 

1. Even with an Exchange, Commissary, BOQ and BEQ requirement at 
Cecil 
the entire construction program rolls-up to be $331.8 million; 

2. Deducting the Exchange and Commissary (available at NAS Jax) 
reduces the above cost by $47.3 million; 

3. Deducting the on-base housing requirement (which could 
reasonably 
be offset by PPV housing in the Jacksonville marketplace) reduces the program cost by 
another $166 million; 

4. Assuming that PPV is a successful strategy for this 
realignment, 
the adjusted, on-base construction program for operational capability rolls-up to $118.4 
million 

These are our conclusions from the data. Will leave it to you to draw your own. 

If you have questions, please call Andy Eckert, at 904-861-2830 or me. 

Also, I checked further on the zoning code matter. Jacksonville has been implementing 
AICUZ regulations since 1981, but re-codified its Zoning Code in 1991 to update to the FAA 
and Navy-recommended Model AICUZ Ordinance. 
Under the 1991 ordinance, the City enforces FAA obstructions to navigation 
(height) limitations and land use compatible use zones. AICUZ is treated as an overlay to 
existing, conventional zoning, with certain use restrictions and/or structural 
modifications required to achieve noise level reductions to acceptable Federal levels. 

Good luck. 



Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 Prudential Drive, Suite 400 

Jacksonville, F1 32207 

(904) 861-2850 

(904) 861-2452 Fax 

msaylor9arcadis-us.com 
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From: Gingrich, Karl, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

Friday, August 12, 2005 3:05 PM Sent: 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Oceana to Cecil Field COBRA Run 

Attachments: Oceana to Cecil Field Adj 081205.pdf 

Oceana to Cecil 
Field Adj 0812 ... 

Karl H. Gingrich 
COBRA Analyst 

. Base Closure 8 Realignment Commission 
703-699-2923 
karl.gingrich@wso.whs.mil 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Friday, August 12, 2005 3:08 PM 
'Daniel McCarthy' 
RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Fax is 703-699-2735 

- - - - - Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielMlcoj.net] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 3:02 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Number totals $263M vice $284M. Attached are detailed cost analysis. 

I can send the meat of the Mayor's letter, however, they do not use electronic letterhead 
so I have it on hard copy. .. stoneage. 
-Maggie for Dan McCarthy 
904-630-7228 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, 
08/12/05 2:47 PM >>> 
Too late unless there is a 
prefer electronic copies - 

WSO-BRAC" cWilliam.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 

big number change. We already have the COBRA in work. I 
if any. 

Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 1:53 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Bill, I need your fax number to send revised estimates of Cecil Field upgrades for Master 
Jet Base. 

Thanks, 
Maggie for Dan 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" cWilliam.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/12/05 7:42 AM >>> 

Mike, 

I'm only on the first page but should have this all checked by noon. 

It's urgent that you check your col N heading. Shouldn't that be in thousands rather than 
millions? The total surfaced airfield pavement should be a positive # since they asked 
for more than Cecil has. 

Please review the whole sheet again to ensure the data is as accurate as you can get it. 

As soon as you verify the millions/thousands column, send it to me corrected and I will 
run a new COBRA. 

VR, Bill 

From: Saylor, Mike [mailto:MSaylor@arcadis-us.com1 
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2005 7:47 PM 
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To : William. Fetzermso. wljs;:mi;' '.'Jli; , ' 

Cc : BSimpsonk3jaa. aero; ~ & i i e l : ? ~ c ~ ~ r g h ~  
Subject: FW: Cecil COBRA ~od&l/ ~~geadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Bill, 

Attached is an Excel spreadsheet that should match-up to your Cobra analysis. 

Note that rather than breaking-out certain facility codes into multiple entries, as the 
Oceana requirement does, we have aggregated those cat-codes into a single total. Those are 
so-noted. 

We are providing you both the deficit at Cecil (requiring construction) and surpluses 
(which we have not reallocated to other cat-codes to satisfy a deficit, but certainly 
would in a realignment scenario). 

The resulting analysis points out the following: 

1. Even with an Exchange, Commissary, BOQ and BEQ requirement at 
Cecil 
the entire construction program rolls-up to be $331.8 million; 

2. Deducting the Exchange and Commissary (available at NAS Jax) 
reduces the above cost by $47.3 million; 

3. Deducting the on-base housing requirement (which could 
reasonably 
be offset by PPV housing in the Jacksonville marketplace) reduces the program cost by 
another $166 million; 

4. Assuming that PPV is a successful strategy for this 
realignment, 
the adjusted, on-base construction program for operational capability rolls-up to $118.4 
million 

These are our conclusions from the data. Will leave it 

If you have questions, please call Andy Eckert, at 904 

to you to draw your own. 

-861-2830 or me. 

Also, I checked further on the zoning code matter. Jacksonville has been implementing 
AICUZ regulations since 1981, but re-codified its Zoning Code in 1991 to update to the FAA 
and Navy-recommended Model AICUZ Ordinance. 
Under the 1991 ordinance, the City enforces FAA obstructions to navigation 
(height) limitations and land use compatible use zones. AICUZ is treated as an overlay to 
existing, conventional zoning, with certain use restrictions and/or structural 
modifications required to achieve noise level reductions to acceptable Federal levels. 



Good luck. 

Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 prudential Drive, Suite 400 

Jacksonville, F1 32207 

(904) 861-2850 

(904) 861-2452 Fax 

msaylor@arcadis-us.com 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel l~ ,c~a~hy[ '~a~niel~@coj .net]  
Friday, August 1:2( 2005 3:10 PM 
~illiam.~etzer@~so?whs.rnil 
RE: Cecil COBRA! Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

; !  

Thank you, sir. I will send now... 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" <William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/12/05 3:07 PM >>> 
Fax is 703-699-2735 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.netl 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 3:02 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Number totals $263M vice $284M. Attached are detailed cost analysis. 

I can send the meat of the Mayor's letter, however, they do not use electronic letterhead 
so I have it on hard copy. .. stoneage. 
-Maggie for Dan McCarthy 
904-630-7228 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" <William. Fetzer@wso.whs .mil> 
08/12/05 2:47 PM >>> 
Too late unless there is a big number change. We already have the COBRA in work. 
prefer electronic copies - if any. 

Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.netl 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 1:53 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: RE: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Bill, I need your fax number to send revised estimates of Cecil Field upgrades for Master 
Jet Base. 

Thanks, 
Maggie for Dan 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" <William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/12/05 7:42 AM >>> 

Mike , 

I'm only on the first page but should have this all checked by noon 

It's urgent that you check your col N heading. Shouldn't that be in thousands rather than 
millions? Thetotal surfaced airfield pavement should be a positive # since they asked 
for more than Cecil has. 

Please review the whole sheet again to ensurethe data is as accurate as you can get it. 

As soon as you verify the millions/thousands column, send it to me corrected and I will 
run a new COBRA. 

VR, Bill 



From: Saylor, Mike [mailto:MSaylor@arcadis-us.com1 
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2,005 7:47 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: BSimpson@jaa.aero; Daniel McCarthy 
Subject: FW: Cecil COBRA Model Spreadsheet- City-JAA Assets Analysis Attached 

Bill, 

Attached is an Excel spreadsheet that should match-up to your Cobra analysis. 

Note that rather than breaking-out certain facility codes into multiple entries, as the 
Oceana requirement does, we have aggregated those cat-codes into a single total. Those are 
so-noted. 

We are providing you both the deficit at Cecil (requiring construction) and surpluses 
(which we have not reallocated to other cat-codes to satisfy a deficit, but certainly 
would in a realignment scenario). 

The resulting analysis points out the following: 

1. Even with an Exchange, Commissary, BOQ and BEQ requirement at 
Cecil 
the entire construction program rolls-up to be $331.8 million; 

2. Deducting the Exchange and Commissary (available at NAS Jax) 
reduces the above cost by $47.3 million; 

3. Deducting the on-base housing requirement (which could 
reasonably 
be offset by PPV housing in the Jacksonville marketplace) reduces the program cost by 
another $166 million; 

4. Assuming that PPV is a successful strategy for this 
realignment, 
the adjusted, on-base construction program for operational capability rolls-up to $118.4 
million 

These are our conclusions from the data. Will leave it to you to draw your own. 

If you have questions, please call Andy Eckert, at 904-861-2830 or me. 

Also, I checked further on the zoning code matter. Jacksonville has been implementing 
AICUZ regulations since 1981, but re-codified its Zoning Code in 1991 to update to the FAA 
and Navy-recommended Model AICUZ Ordinance. 
Under the 1991 ordinance, the City enforces FAA obstructions to navigation 
(height) limitations and land use compatible use zones. AICUZ is treated as an overlay to 
existing, conventional zoning, with certain use restrictions and/or structural 
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modifications required to achieve noise level reductions to'acceptable Federal levels. 

Good luck. 

Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 Prudential Drive, Suite 400 

Jacksonville, F1 32207 

(904) 861-2850 

(904) 861-2452 Fax 

msaylor@arcadis-us.com 
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From: Fetzer, William, C~V; WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Friday, August 12,i 2005 4:59 PM 
To: 'McCready, Sheila' 
Subject: RE: FRS I TRAWING Co-location 

Sheila, 

I fully agree, and that's why the Congressman and his staff have my utmost respect. 

Bill 

From: McCready, Sheila [mailto:sheila.mccready@rnail.house.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 4:16 PM 
To: 'William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil' 
Subject. Re: FRS / TRAWING Co-location 

Bill, 

Thanks for your straight forward candor. We obviously will continue to examine all options and scrutinize assumptions, but 
I was personally struck by your last statement about staying above the politics to get to the right answer. It may not always 
seem so in the middle of the fray, but one of the reasons I agreed to come on detail thru an IPA to work with the 
Congressman is his absolute, core conviction and commitment that doing the right thing will provide the right answer and 
outcome. Readiness and safety of our uniformed military is a core commitment for Congressman Ortiz that trumps all. He 
has been fortunate that STX military interests have always coincided. Your statement was a good reminder and caution 
for us to be careful to examine ourselves as well as others since we are constantly aware that politics play an important 
role in many arenas, including Navy historical practices and preferences. Anyway, sincerely, thanks. The one thing we 
want to know at the end of the day is that our integrity is intact and we relied on the wisdom and blessings of the LORD to 
guide us. 

Vlr, Sheila 
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From: ~e tze r ,  V$il(!am,!CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Friday, August.12, 2005 5:03 PM Sent: 

To: ' ~ c ~ r e a d ~ , i ! ~ h e i l a '  
Subject: RE: ~ugust~2OBRAC Hearing 

Checking on it. It appears to be a moving target. 

Bill 

From: McCready, Shei\a [mailto:sheila.mccready@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 3:59 PM 
To: 7ames.Hanna@wso.whs.mil'; 'William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil' 
Cc: 'Deirdre.Walsh@wso.whs.mil'; Turner, Gordon; King, Mac; Travis, Cathy; Villarreal, Patricia 
Subjeet: August 20 BRAC Hearing 
Importance: High 

We were forwarded an article this morning indicating that there will be a heariiig on August 20th to review Florida and 
Texas options for closing NAS Oceana. Is there any validity to that article? Is there a hearing planned or under 
discussion? Please advise. 

Thanks very much! 

Sheila 
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From: Fetzer, ~ i l l i am, ' :C l~ ,  WSO-BRAC I 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sunday, August 14,2005 855  AM 
fetzent@aol.com 
FW: FRS I TRAWING Co-location 

From: Fetzer, William, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 12:33 PM 
To: Turner, Gordon'; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: King, Mac; McCready, Sheila 
Subject: RE: FRS / TRAWING Co-location 

Yes - but. Nobody said that those were good ideas - just because someone suggested the scenarios. Maybe that's why 
they didn't prevail in the end. In fact the fleet hates the idea of separating the RAG from the sqdrns and also hates the 
idea of combining training ops with fleet ops for safety reasons, and the Air Force also does it that way. 

Please remember that we are trying to do the best job for the most effective, safest and most efficient operation of the 
navy and the sailors and pilots. Stay above the politics to get the right answer. 

Fetz 

From: Turner, Gordon [mailto:gordon.turner@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 12:25 PM 
To: 'Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC' 
Cc: King, Mac; McCready, Sheila 
Subject: FRS / TRAWING Co-location 

Bill, 

Below are two of the JSF FRS scenarios put forward by the Navy during the BRAC process. Both co-located VT and VFA 
activities. EBT-0020 specifically calls out the retention of TRAWING Two in the scenario description. CNATRA was the 
lead for the EBT JCSG, so lack of Navy input can not be an excuse. 

Vr, 
gordon 

EBT-0020 
Realign NAS Kingsville, Moody AFB, and Eglin AFB by establishing an Initial Training Center for the Joint Strike Fighter 
Graduate Level Flight Training. At NAS Kingsville: Traininq Wing TWO (T-45) remains in place. At Moody AFB: the 
49th and 435th Flying Training Squadron (T-38 IFF) remains in place. The remainder of the 479th Flying Training Group 
(3rd Flying Training Squadron T-6) is relocated to Columbus AFB. The Operations Group, Maintenance Group, and the 
Headquarters Elements of the 347th Rescue Wing are relocated to a base determined by the USAF. The remainder of the 
347th Rescue Wing is to remain in place. At Eglin AFB: the Operations Group, Maintenance Group, and the Headquarters 
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Elements of the 33rd Fighter Wing are relocated to a base determined by tbe USAFr The remainder of the 33rd Fighter 
Wing is to remain in place. Note: All other aviation related activities remain in place at Eglin AFB. 

EBT-0059 
Establish Joint Strike Fighter Integrated Training Center (ITC) 
Establish an lntegrated Training Center at Kingsville, TX for the Joint Strike Fighter Program. The intent is to consolidate 
maintenance and flight training for the Joint Strike Fighter. 

Establish Centers of Excellence for Joint or Inter-service education and training by combining or co-locating like schools 
(e.g., form a "Do0 University" with satellite training sites provided by Service-lead or civilian institutions). Source and 
Application: Education 8 Training 

Establish "joint" officer and enlisted specialized skill training (initial skill, skill progression 8 functional training). Source and 
Application: Education 8 Training 

Collocate Joint Strike Fighter graduate flight training and maintenance training. 

Gordon Turner 
Congressional Fellow 
Office of Congressman Solomon Ortiz (TX-27) 
(202) 225-7742 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Monday, August 15,2005 6:40 AM 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Aarnio, James, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC 
FW: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: 
WWF 13 

Attachments: Reply to CH 0863 commission re imagery of Cecil Field.pdf; Clearinghouse request WWF # 
l3.doc 

Reply to CH 0863 . Clearinghouse 
commission re... ,quest WWF #I3 ... 

Info in case it has not reached you 

From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2005 2:44 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, UV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, 
OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, OR, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; marsha Warren 
Subject: MI: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #086X (pdf file is provided). 
OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 
-----Original Message----- 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2005 2:34 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: bracprocess 
Subject: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please find resolution to subject tasker attached below. 

VR, LCDR Bossuyt 
-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 08,2005 15:42 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Wednesday, 10 
August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 
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OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 08,2005 3:35 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject. Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#13 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank you 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF #13.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
I ij 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 7.1 8 AM 
To: Hill, Christine, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: August 20 BRAC Hearing 

Christine, 

Forwarded to you for action as discussed yesterday. I also have on other that I will send 
in a few moments. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - - Original Message----- 
From: McCready, Sheila [mailto:sheila.mccready@mail.house.govl 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 7:22 PM 
To: lJames.Hanna@wso.whs.mill; 'William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil' 
Cc: 'Deirdre.Walsh@wso.whs.mill; Turner, Gordon; King, Mac; Travis, Cathy; Villarreal, 
Patricia; McCready, Sheila 
Subject: RE: August 20 BRAC Hearing 

As you know, we have been trying to track this down since early this morning 
- -  I think Gordon sent the first inquiry. We just got a copy of the Commission press 
release regarding the 2 hearings on August 20th. We recognize that you have a ton on your 
plate, but need to respond that Congressman Ortiz is requesting that NAS Kingsville be 
included in the hearing on the Navy need for a master jet base. We will send an official 
letter to the Commission as soon as possible. 

NAS Kingsville was the only Navy facility specifically mentioned as a possible alternative 
at the time that the Commission voted to place NAS Oceana on the list for possible closure 
or major realignment. During public press conferences the Commissioners have stated on 
more than one occasion that NAS Kingsville scenarios are being reviewed in conjunction 
with the possible closure or realignment of NAS Oceana. COBRA runs and scenarios have 
been developed and reviewed. 

While the Commission press statement was very specific that you are reviewing issues 
related to an "East Coast" Master Jet Base, the limitation imposed by the terminology 
"East Coast", should not be decisive in excluding NAS Kingsville. First, there is no 
"requirementv for the Master Jet Base primarily serving the Atlantic Fleet to be 
physically located on the "ast Coast". That is a matter of historic Navy practice. 
Secondly, as the Navy has clearly discussed publicly, they have seriously reviewed 
alternatives for a master jet base to replace Oceana at locations that are not 
specifically "East Coastt1 - -  for example, NAS Whiting Field and NAS Pensacola are both 
located on the Gulf Coast as is NAS Kimgsville. That alone should be sufficient to 
justify NAS Kingsville's ability to have the same stature and standing as Cecil Field when 
discussing the Navy need for a new master jet base and possible closure or major 
realignment of Oceana. 

The citizens of South Texas did not propose that NAS Oceana be added to the BRAC 
Commission list; however, since that addition was directly linked to a discussion of the 
unencumbered air space, lack of encroachment and lack of other problems in South Texas 
that currently plague NAS Oceana, it is only equitable that the South Texas Military 
Complex have equal opportunity for thorough examination and discussion by the Members of 
the Commission. 

Since the Commission is committed to judging with equai measures/scales, it is imperative 
that NAS Kingsville and Texas have exactly the same opportunities as NAS Oceana and 
Virginia and certainly the same as Florida and the previously closed NAS Cecil Field. 

Remember, there are Atlantic squadrons that deploy with Atlantic carriers that are based 
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on the West Coast - -  so really, NAS Kingsville is much more compatible. 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: McCready, Sheila 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 3:59 PM 
To: 'James.Hanna@wso.whs.mill; 'William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil' 
Cc: ~Deirdre.Walsh@wso.whs.mil~; Turner, Gordon; King, Mac; Travis, Cathy; Villarreal, 
Patricia 
Subject: August 20 BRAC Hearing 
Importance: High 

We were forwarded an article this morning indicating that there will be a hearing on 
August 20th to review Florida and Texas options for closing NAS Oceana. Is there any 
validity to that article? Is there a hearing planned or under discussion? Please advise. 

Thanks very much! 

Sheila 
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From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I .  \:,, r ,  
I!. i 

Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 7.1 9 AM . r :  
To: Hill, Christine,'CIV, WSO-BRAC . . 
Cc: Hanna, ~ a m e s , I c l ~ ,  WSO-BRAC 

FW: August ~O'BMC Hearing Subject: 

FYI 

From: McCready, Sheila [mailto:sheila.rnccready@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 6:56 PM 
To: 'Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC' 
Subject: RE: August 20 BRAC Hearing 

Bill. 

We just heard from the Congressional Liaison staff that the hearing may be limited to Cecil FieldIOceana with the topic 
"east coast" master jet base. In all fairness, NASK and Texas were mentioned as an option the day that Oceana was 
added and we should be included in the August 20fi hearing. Anything we can do to ensure equal access? 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC [mailto:William.Fetzer@ws~~whs.rnil] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 5:03 PM 
To: McCready, Sheila 
Subject: RE: August 20 BRAC Hearing 

Checking on it. It appears to be a moving target. 

Bill 

From: McCready, Sheila [rnailto:sheila.rnccready@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2005 3:59 PM 
TO: 'James.Hanna@wso.whs.mil'; 'William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil' 
Cc: 'Deirdre.Walsh@wso.whs.mil'; Turner, Gordon; King, Mac; Travis, Cathy; Villarreal, Patricia 
Subject: August 20 BRAC Hearing 
Importance: High 



We were forwarded an article this morning indicating that there will be a hearing on~Augbst 20th to review Florida and Texas options 
for closing NAS Oceana. Is there any validity to that article? Is there a hearing plannedor under discussion? Please advise. 

Thanks very much! 

Sheila 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC , . 

From: Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 7:29 AM 
To: Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, 

WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Miller, Gary, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: 

WWF 13 

Frank, 

Thanks. I don't see anything unusual here -only the fact that it is five years old. You may check with Gary Miller about 
how long this noise footprint would be considered "valid" under NEPA (I think there is a time limit or other criteria that MAY 
necessitate that a new study would have to be done depending on the zoning and who there now is gooing to move out - 
not 100% sure), but I think since I've heard the rumor that some F-18's actually go to Whitehouse (from Oceana) to 
practice bounce patterns because they can "stack" there and actually simulate more realistic carrier ops (since they are 
restricted at Fentress) I would think some updated noise contours would be out there somewhere - especially if there are 
some closet groups (like in ANY community) that don't like the noise? If not - guess there isn't a problem at Whitehouse. 
As the old saying goes, however: "It only takes one". 

Same would apply to Cecil. From what I've seen thus far, seems like JAX area is more environmentally friendly for Naval 
Aviation than Virginia Beach. 

Hope this is helpful, 

Jim 

From: Cirillo, Frank, CN, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 6:40 AM 
To: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, UV, WSO-BRAC; Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Info in case it has not reached you 

From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2005 2:44 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CN, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CN, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, 
OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CTR, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; marsha Warren , 
Subject: FW: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0863C (pdf file is provided). 
OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 
-----Original Message----- 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2005 2:34 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: bracprocess 
Subject: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 
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Please find resolution to subject tasker attached bdow. 

VR, LCDR Bossuyt 
-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 08,2005 15:42 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CN, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Wednesday, 10 
August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 08,2005 3:35 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#13 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank you. 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF #I d.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy T e a m  Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

www.brac.aov 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
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Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
: i ,:; :PI ~ j ; .  

From: ! '! b! j ,I,, : 

Monday, August 15,2005 8:22 AM 
'q.fq 

Sent: 
To: Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank,CI$@O-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV. 

WSO-BRAC r1,i i 
Cc: Miller, Gary, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, C / V ; ~ ~ ~ - B R A C  
Subject: RE: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse ~askei. /0863~ - Navy Marine Corps Question: 

WWF I 3  : i /  1 ', 
( t i j  , 

! . I  
. . .  

F-18's routinely operate out of Cecil and Whitehouse when CVs are working up...over 85,000 Navy operations last year ... 

From: Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 7:29 AM 
To: Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Miller, Gary, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subjed: RE: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Frank. 

Thanks. I don't see anything unusual here - only the fact that it is five years old. You may check with Gary Miller about 
how long this noise footprint would be considered "valid" under NEPA (I think there is a time limit or other criteria that MAY 
necessitate that a new study would have to be done depending on the zoning and who there now is gooing to move out - 
not 100% sure), but I think since I've heard the rumor that some F-18's actually go to Whitehouse (from Oceana) to 
practice bounce patterns because they can "stack" there and actually simulate more realistic carrier ops (since they are 
restricted at Fentress) I would think some updated noise contours would be out there somewhere - especially if there are 
some closet groups (like in ANY community) that don't like the noise? If not - guess there isn't a problem at Whitehouse. 
As the old saying goes, however: "It only takes one". 

Same would apply to Cecil. From what I've seen thus far, seems like JAX area is more environmentally friendly for Naval 
Aviation than Virginia Beach. 

Hope this is helpful, 

Jim 

From: Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 6:40 AM 
To: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subjed: FW: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Info in case it has not reached you 

From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2005 2:44 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, 
OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CTR, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; marsha Warren 
Subjed: FW: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

474 
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Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0863C(pdf file is provided). . ; 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 
-----Original Message----- 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10,2005 2:34 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: bracprocess 
Subject: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please find resolution to subject tasker attachedbelow. 

VR, LCDR Bossuyt 
-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 08, 2005 15:42 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Wednesday, 10 
August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 08, 2005 3:35 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, OR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#13 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank you. 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF #IJ.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 





Attachments: Clearinghouse request WWF # l4.doc 

Clearinghouse 
,quest WWF # 14.. 

Mike, 

Attached CH Q needed to get data that Navy IAT has in their possession, a matter of 
public record, but they are withholding paper until we request it. 

Please forward. 

VR, Bill 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC , , 
I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV; WSO-BRAC 
Monday, August; 15,/1005 10:48 AM 
Hanna, James, CIV,; WSO-BRAC 
RE: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: 
WWF 13 

Jim, Those 85,000 were "all" operations last year - not just Navy jets. 

Bill 

From: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 8:22 AM 
To: Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, UV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Miller, Gary, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

F-18's routinely operate out of Cecil and Whitehouse when CVs are working up ... over Navy operations last year ... 

From: Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 7:29 AM 
To: Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Miller, Gary, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Frank, 

Thanks. I don't see anything unusual here - only the fact that it is five years old. You may check with Gary Miller about 
how long this noise footprint would be considered "valid under NEPA (I think there is a time limit or other criteria that MAY 
necessitate that a new study would have to be done depending on the zoning and who there now is gooing to move out - 
not 100% sure), but I think since I've heard the rumor that some F-18's actually go to Whitehouse (from Oceana) to 
practice bounce patterns because they can "stack" there and actually simulate more realistic carrier ops (since they are 
restricted at Fentress) I would think some updated noise contours would be out there somewhere -especially if there are 
some closet groups (like in ANY community) that don't like the noise? If not - guess there isn't a problem at Whitehouse. 
As the old saying goes, however: "It only takes one". 

Same would apply to Cecil. From what I've seen thus far, seems like JAX area is more environmentally friendly for Naval 
Aviation than Virginia Beach. 

Hope this is helpful, 

Jim 

From: Cirillo, Frank, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 6:40 AM 
To: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: MI: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 



Info in case it has not reached you 

From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10,2005 2:44 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, 
OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CIR, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; marsha Warren 
Subject: MI: Resolution to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0863C (pdf file is provided). 
OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 
-----Original Message----- 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10,2005 2:34 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: bracprocess 
Subject: Resolution to  OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please find resolution to subject tasker attached below. 

VR, LCDR Bossuyt 
-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:flearinghouse@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 08,2005 15:42 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C - Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 13 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Wednesday, 10 
August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting theclearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0863C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 08, 2005 3:35 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#13 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank you. I (I 
<<Clearinghouse request WWF #13.doc= 
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Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

www.brac.qov 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

.. , .': 
Saylor, ~ike;'[~~~~loi$Z@arcadis-us.com] j ! I 

Monday, August! 5, 2a05 1 O:52 AM 
William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Encroachment I !  

Hi Bill, 

In regard to the Oceanal Cecil debate, it occurs to me that the BRAC Commissioners might want to 
hear from the leading novernment expert on aircraft noise and land use encroachment issues, if they 
have not already done so. 

Alan Zusman, Chairman of the Federal Interagency Committee on Aircraft Noise (FICAN) represents 
all the uniformed services, FAA, NASA, EPA, National Park Service, HUD, and other fed agencies, 
regarding the study and mitigation of nuisance aircraft noise. Alan does draw a Department of Navy 
paycheck though. 

If I were the Chairman of the BRAC Commission, I would want to hear from FICAN at some point in 
our fact-gathering stage. I specifically would ask FICAN to provide a rank-ordering (from worst case 
to best case) of all military aviation installations in the United States, in the following categories: 

I .  those at-risk of litigation resulting from noise and property damage; 
2. those likely to suffer compromised operational integrity over the next five years due to public 
pressure or threatened litigation; 

3. those located in communities which have failed to adequately address fence line encroachment 
through municipal zoning and other regulatory approaches 

Mr. Zusman's testimony on these topics would be pivotal to an objective evaluation by this BRAC 
commission, in fact I would have to assume they have already asked for this information. If not, they 
are ill-informed. 

Here's thelink to FICAN, where Alan can be reached: www.fican.orq . 

Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 Prudential Drive. Suite 400 

Jacksonville, FI 32207 

(904) 861-2452 Fax 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC : c j I 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC I( 
i 

Monday, August 15,2005 12:14 PM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: CH 0916 DON 0319 

Attachments: CH 091 6 DON 031 9.pdf 

CH 0916 DON 
0319.pdf (85 KB) 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:13 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CTR, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; marsha Warren 
Subject: FW: CH 0916 DON 0319 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0916C (pdf file 
is provided) . 
OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Remily, Alex T. Major [mailto:Alex.Remily@navy.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:03 PM 
To : BRAC Clearinghouse (E-mail) 
Subject: CH 0916 DON 0319 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN IS=, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT 0 FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOIA 



From: ~ e k k r ,  ~ i l l i i m !  CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 12:29 PM 
To: 'Saylor, Mike' ' 
Subject: RE: Encroachment 

Thanks Mike. Trying to contact him now. Do you have a phone number for him? The website 
didn't list anything, so I left a message with Mary Ellen Eagan. 

Bill 

From: Saylor, Mike [mailto:MSaylor@arcadis-us.com1 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 10:52 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Encroachment 

Hi Bill, 

In regard to the Oceana/ Cecil debate, it occurs to me that the BRAC  omm missioners might 
want to hear from the leading government expert on aircraft noise and land use 
encroachment issues, if they have not already done so. 

Alan Zusman, Chairman of the Federal Interagency Committee on Aircraft Noise (FICAN) 
represents all the uniformed services, FAA, NASA, EPA, National Park Service, HUD, and 
other fed agencies, regarding the study and mitigation of nuisance aircraft noise. Alan 
does draw a Department of Navy paycheck though. 

If I were the Chairman of the BRAC Commission, I would want to hear from FICAN at some 
point in our fact-gathering stage. I specifically would ask FICAN to provide a rank- 
ordering (from worst case to best case) of all military aviation installations in the 
United States, in the following categories: 

1. those at-risk of litigation resulting from noise and property damage; 
2. those likely to suffer compromised operational integrity over the next five years 
due to public pressure or threatened litigation; 

3. those located in communities which have failed to adequately address fence line 
encroachment through municipal zoning and other regulatory approaches 

Mr. ZusmanOs testimony on these topics would be pivotal to an objective evaluation by this 
BRAC commission, in fact I would have to assume they have already asked for this 
information. If not, they are ill-informed. 

Herefls the link to FICAN, where Alan can be reached: www.fican.org . 

Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 Prudential Drive, Suite 400 

Jacksonville, F1 32207 



1 (904) 861-2452 Fax 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Monday, August 15,2005 12:29 PM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: CH 0916 DON 031 9 -- Corrected 

Attachments: CH 091 6 DON 0319.pdf 

CH 0916 DON 
0319.pdf (444 KB) 

Disregard last email 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:21 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: CH 0916 DON 0319 - -  Corrected 

Disregard previous, this is the correct response 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0916C (pdf file 
is provided) . 
OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess~avy.mill 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:16 PM 
To: BRAC Clearinghouse (E-mail) 
Subject: FW: CH 0916 DON 0319 - -  Corrected 

Clearinghouse, 

Attached is the CORRECT DON response to the subject tasking. Please replace the document 
I sent earlier. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN IS&A, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT O FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOIA 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Remily, Alex T. Major 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:03 
To: BRAC Clearinghouse (E-mail) 
Subject: CH 0916 DON 0319 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN IS&A, Medical Team 



2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 1 

Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT U FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER F O I A  



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Monday, August 15,2005 12:30 PM 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: Encroachment 

Jim, FYI, Trying to contact him now. 

Bill 

From: Saylor, Mike [mailto:MSaylor@arcadis-us.com1 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 10:52 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Encroachment 

Hi Bill, 

In regard to the ~ceana/ Cecil debate, it occurs to me that the BRAC  omm missioners might 
want to hear from the leading government expert on aircraft noise and land use 
encroachment issues, if they have not already done so. 

Alan Zusman, Chairman of the Federal Interagency Committee on Aircraft Noise (FICAN) 
represents all the uniformed services, FAA, NASA, EPA, National Park Service, HUD, and 
other fed agencies, regarding the study and mitigation of nuisance aircraft noise. Alan 
does draw a Department of Navy paycheck though. 

If I were the Chairman of the BRAC Commission, I would want to hear from FICAN at some 
point in our fact-gathering stage. I specifLcally would ask FICAN to provide a rank- 
ordering (from worst case to best case) of all military aviation installations in the 
United States, in the following categories: 

1. those at-risk of litigation resulting from noise and property damage; 
2. those likely to suffer compromised operational integrity over the next five years 
due to public pressure or threatened litigation; 

3. those located in communities which have failed to adequately address fence line 
encroachment through municipal zoning and other regulatory approaches 

Mr. ZusmanOs testimony on these topics would be pivotal to an objective evaluation by this 
BRAC commission, in fact I would have to assume they have already asked for this 
information. If not, they are ill-informed. 

HereUs the link to FICAN, where Alan can be reached: www.fican.org . 

Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 Prudential Drive, Suite 400 

Jacksonville, F1 32207 

(904)' 861-2452 Fax 





From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC [mailto:William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 12:29 PM 
To: Saylor, Mike 
Subject: RE: Encroachment 

Thanks Mike. Trying to contact him now. Do you have a phone number for him? The website didn't list anything, so I left a message 
with Mary Ellen Eagan. 

Bill 

From: Saylor, Mike [ mailto:MSavlor@arcadis-us.com] 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 10:52 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Encroachment 

Hi Bill, 

In regard to the Oceand Cecil debate, it occurs to me that the BRAC Commissioners might want to hear from the leading government 
expert on aircraft noise and land use encroachment issues, if they have not already done so. 

Alan Zusman, Chairman of the Federal Interagency Committee on Aircraft Noise (FICAN) represents all the uniformed services, FAA, 
NASA, EPA, National Park Service, HUD, and other fed agencies, regarding the study and mitigation of nuisance aircraft noise. Alan 
does draw a Department of Navy paycheck though. 

If I were the Chairman of the BRAC Commission, I would want to hear from FICAN at some point in our fact-gathering stage. I 
specifically would ask FICAN to provide a rank-ordering (fiom worst case to best case) of all military aviation installations in the 
United States, in the following categories: 

1, those at-risk of litigation resulting from noise and property damage; 
489 



:_.. . . . . .  
2. those likely to suffer comprom~sed ,operatio$alintegrity over the next five years due to public pressure or threatened 

. .  I+ 3.-', " litigation; i !$;,I:,i ;,;,it:: : 
, ,I,,,: ,!, , ! 

. I  , . j l .  , , T '  

3. those located in communities which hide failgd to adequately address fence line encroachment through municipal zoning and 
other regulatory approaches ./ ..i 1 :  

. , p  ,I ill! ; 
1 , t  , ;, 'j,i ! 

Mr. ZusmanOs testimony on these topics would b~ qivotal to an objective evaluation by this BRAC commission, in fact I would have 
to assume they have already asked for this information. If not, they are ill-informed. 

' I  . I 

i I S  
Herens the link to FICAN, where Alan can be reached: www.fican.org . 

Michael J. Saylor 

Jacksonville Area Manager 

BHR - an ARCADIS company 

1650 Prudential Drive, Suite 400 

Jacksonville, FI 32207 

(904) 861-2850 

(904) 861-2452 Fax 

msaylor@arcadis-us.com 



, ,. , ,. ... " .. ., , ;: ' " 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC : : ' k i t  ill it 

' 'Y j '  $41 ; 
From: Deputy. Carl W. CDR BRAC [carl.deputy@navy.mil]; 1 

Monday, August 15,2005 12:30 PM 
, l  ' .  '#  ' 

Sent: I " 

To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC ! i 
Cc: Zusman, Alan F CIV (NAVFACHQ); Carlson, Margaret M CDR BRAC 
Subject: FW: Alternative to OLF 

Sir, 
This one may interest you. It came to Alan Zusman at NAVFAC and he has no business trying to meet this person's 

concerns. 

CDR Carl W. Deputy 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy, IAT (Navy BRAC) 
703-602-6490 (DSN 332) 
carl.deputy@navy.mil 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Zusman, Alan F CIV (NAVFACHQ) 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:lO 
To: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC; Carlson, Margaret M CDR BRAC 
Subject: FW: Alternative to OLF 

Margy and Carl, 

I received the email below today and thought it's a matter under your IAT cognizance. Not sure where he got my name, 
but here it is anyway. 

Alan 
-----Original Message----- 
From: kich wyeroski [mailto:rwyerosk@suffolk.lib.ny.us] 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 11:09 
To: Zusman, Alan F CIV (NAVFACHQ) 
Subject: Alternative to OLF 

Mr Zusman: 

The Navy wants to build a base in an environmentally sensitive area in North Carolina. 
However we are asking you to look int Calverton L.1 NY, the former Grumman base where the 
F-16,s was built. 

In addition locating to Calverton will also provide Home Land Security to the NY area and not 
cost $186,000,000 dollars. 

Please check web site and please let me know if the navy might consider this alternative 

Thank You, 



Richard Wyeroski, President 
CALVERTON EXECUTIVE AVIATION ASSOCIATION 
#631-455-9317 



. .  1 1  

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-B&C , ,Il 1 1  

From: 
I 

Saylor, ~ / k e  [MSaylor@arcadis-us.com] 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 12:40 PM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Alan Zusman's phone number 

Bill, here it is: 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 12:41 PM 
To: 'Saylor, Mike' 
Subject: RE: Alan Zusman's phone number 

thnx 

From: Saylor, Mike [mailto:MSaylor@arcadis-us.com] 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 12:40 PM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Alan Zusman's phone number 

Bill. here it is: 



Alan, 
I 

I t  Please call me when you get a chance this afternoon. 703-699-2915 

VR, Bill Fetzer I 
I 
I 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 
I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Monday, August 15,2005 1 :02 PM 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
MlLVAL Rankings - BRAC 1993 Oceana - Cecil 

Attachments: 1993 BRAC MILVAL Rankingspdf 

1993 BRAC MILVAL 
Rankingspdf ... 

Jim, 

The Chairman requested this info yesterday. This is confirmation of the rankings that I relayed verbally. Please forward as 
appropriate. 

VR. Bill 



. . 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC -~ i 1, t i, , , . I I ,~ !hd 1,; d l,i,i;:j( ':, 
' : ' 1 I , I. : ' !:It 

I 
From: Fetzer, William. CIV, WSO-BRAC , , , j j j l l j / , j  : !  ': 

' I ,  I. , ,. ,I( $ 

Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 1:11 PM ! i  . 'i 
To: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC I I 

Subject: RE: Alternative to OLF 

Carl, we already did that. Essentially, that would be MJB to Old Dirt, USA. (New Dirt + Demolition costs). 

Fetz 

From: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC [mailto:carl.deputy@navy.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 15,2005 12:30 PM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Zusman, Alan F CIV (NAVFACHQ); Carlson, Margaret M CDR BRAC 
Subject: FW: Alternative to OLF 

Sir, 
This one may interest you. It came to Alan Zusman at NAVFAC and he has no business trying to meet this person's 

concerns. 

VIR 
... cd 

CDR Carl W. Deputy 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy, IAT (Navy BRAC) 
703-602-6490 (DSN 332) 
carl.deputy@navy.mil 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Zusman, Alan F CIV (NAVFACHQ) 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:lO 
To: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC; Carlson, Margaret M CDR BRAC 
Subjeck FW: Alternative to OLF 

Margy and Carl, 

I received the email below today and thought it's a matter under your IAT cognizance. Not sure where he got my name, 
but here it is anyway. 

Alan 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Rich Wyeroski [mailto:rwyerosk@suffolk.lib.ny.us] 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 11:09 
To: Zusman, Alan F CIV (NAVFACHQ) 
Subject: Alternative to OLF 

Mr Zusman: 



The Navy wants to build a base in an environmentally sensitive area'in North Carolina. 
However we are asking you to look int Calverton L.1 NY, the foimer Grumman base where the 
F-16,s was built. 

In addition locating to Calverton will also provide Home Land Security to the NY area and not 
cost $186,000,000 dollars. 

Please check web site and please let me knowif the navy might consider this alternative 

Thank You, 

Richard Wyeroski, President 
CALVERTON EXECUTIVE AVIATION ASSOCIATION 
#631-455-9317 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

, , ,:, .,,, 1: , ,; 11.1. 
~etzet;  ~ l l i h m ;  CIV, WSO-BRAC 
~onday,:august 15, 2005 2:30 PM 
Gingrich,'Karl, CIV.!WSO-BRAC 
Cobras ' 

I 
Attachments: DON-0068A Post-Final Commission 050627 Certified CorrectedCBR; DON-0068A Post- 

Final Commission 050627 Certified Corrected.CBR; Crit 5 DON-00326 BCRC Req.doc; 
DONOO32B-BCRC Req-rev1 .CBR; DONOO32B-BCRC Req-rev1 .CBR 

DON-0068A 
>+Final Commissio. 

Crit 5 DON-00326 DONOO326-BCRC DONOO32B-BCRC 
BCRC Req.doc ... Req-revl.CBR (lS..Req-revl.CBR (92 ... 

C a r l ,  F Y I  



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Fetzer, ~ i l l i a m ,  CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Monday, kugust 15,2005 5:51 PM 
McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Furlow, Clarenton, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: ADDS for Final Deliberation 

Wow! I don't know that I can say that the SECDEF substantially deviated from anything 
other than trying to prevent a base from being choked to ineffectiveness by developers and 
ambivalence ! ! ?? - 

Fetz 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 3:15 PM 
TO: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Furlow, Clarenton, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: nDDs for Final Deliberation 

FYI and coordination: 

Please take a look at the attached motion for final deliberations next week drafted by 
legal. I think this situation may only apply to Broadway and perhaps Oceana and Brunswick, 
but it appears Commissioners will have to affirm (a 7 out of 9 vote hurdle) a finding of 
substantial deviation before they can add Broadway to the list of recommendations for the 
President's review. 

Is this consistent with the R&A position on analysts, not Commissioners, making 
determinations of substantial deviation? I was not aware until Saturday afternoon that the 
R&A case for Broadway, or any of the other additional "considerations", would require the 
analyst effectively providing "facts" supporting substantial deviation. 

Does anyone know, what I am not sure what standard of llprooflr or R&A justification is 
required to justify the Secrets-ry of Defense deviated substantially from the final 
criteria and FSP by not including a 14 acre annex! 

I'd like to discuss as soon as possible. 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 11 :02  AM 
To: McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hague, David, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sarkar, Rumu, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: ADDS for Final Deliberation 

Brian - 

Here be. As I understand it, all eight adds will be done up front, first the "totally 
new," meaning Broadway, Galena, Prof Dev & Ed, Joint Med Commands, then the four "further 
realignments or closures," meaning Brunswick, Oceana. Pope and DFAS. Where the 
"furthers" bring up an existing recommendation, that will be brought to the fore and dealt 
with regardless of whether the add passes. 

There will only be one 7 of 9 vote on each add. If it passes, it can be amended later by 
5 of 9 (so long as the amendment doesn't further realign or close what was voted in by 7 
of 9 ) .  If it fails, it's gone for goo d. 

V/R 

Dan Cowhig 



Deputy General Coqsel.; and .~esignat~? Federal Officer 
2005 Defense ~as 'b  c&&e and"~ei1'ilgnment Commission 

s :' 
2521 South Clark Street 
Suite 600 Room 600-20 
Arlington Virginia 22202-3920 
Voice 703 699-2974 
Fax 703 699-2735 
dan.cowhig@wso.whs.mil 
www. brac . gov 

From: McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 10:46 AM 
To: Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: ADDS for Final Deliberation 

Dan. 
Can you send me the example we discussed briefly on Saturday? How many times will 
commissioners ltvotelu on Adds durina final hearinas? < - 
Also, will adds be deliberated separately or will Broadway be included with other DON 
recommendations? 
Thank you, 
Brian 

Prom: Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 10:33 AM 
TO: McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: ADDS for Final Deliberation 

Brian - 

Afar as I know the changes have not impacted the way we'll do adds. 

Dan 

Prom: McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 10:20 AM 
To: Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject : ADDm for Final Deliberation 

Dan, 

We spoke on Saturday but with every other "format" changing, I was wondering what's the 
latest approach GC is recommending for the "ADDS~~? 

Thanks, 
Brian 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel McCarthy [~&iel~@coj.net] 
Tuesday, August 16,2005 7:41 AM 
William .Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. His command 
maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. Here is his 
reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Ja~ksonville~~ <chip.dobson@navy.rnil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

v/r 
Chip 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the runway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons' ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. The primary lighting impediments 
to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the field itself (runway lighting, 
fire truck, crash crew, etc). 

From the VS Wing: 

Initial response on llcultural lighting" indicates no specific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCm Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topic). 

LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is not an issue, it is still plenty dark out there. 
LCDR Muller has flown at Whitehouse with VS-22. He reports that lighting from outside the 
fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is com&etely dark at night. Runway 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing and lights at the 180 deg out mark to the start of the 
approach turn. It is not an issue and does not impact training. He noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. 

commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at night. In the mid- 
'nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from Cecil and looked for the "big dark spotn. These 
days, aircrews rely almost 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
bultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Tuesday, August 16,2005 752 AM 
'Daniel McCarthy'; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
'Saylor, Mike'; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Thanks Dan. 

That is excellent feedback. Also, I had a good discussion with Andy Eckert yesterday 
about the quality of the engineering assessment that went into the Cecil COBRA feedback. 
I am convinced that it is good ... but for the record, I would like to have any 
qualification/ certification or other such documentation that speaks to the credibility of 
BHR and Andy's qualifications. For my perspective, he is much more qualified than most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of data calls to input 
to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time cost to move to 
Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little over $400M. 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy & Mike's resumes, etc would fill in 
that box. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. His command 
maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. Here is his 
reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Jacksonville" cchip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

v/r 
Chip 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the ruhway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons' ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. The primary lighting impediments 
to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the field itself (runway lighting, 
fire truck, crash crew, etc). 

From the VS Wing: 

Initial response on "cultural lightingt, indicates no specific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topic). 



LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ope: .-~ighti'ng: is not an issue, it is still plenty dark out there. 
LCDR Muller has flown at; Whitehoiis= with VS-22. He reports that lighting from outside the 
fence,line is not an issue. , ,I .. i- 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is completely dark at night. Runway 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing and lights at the 180 deg out mark to the start of the 
approach turn. It is not an issue and does not impact training. He noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. 

Commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at night. In the mid- 
nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from Cecil and looked for the "big dark spot". These 
days, aircrews rely almost I 

exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

' ;  i,i[ ;i.d ! ! 
~etze$, Willia'm, GIV, WSO-BRAC 
~uesday]' @gust 16,2005 7:52 AM 
'Daniel McC%th$; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
'Sayldk, ~ i k e ]  Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

, ! 

Thanks Dan. 

That is excellent feedback. ~l/so, I had a good discussion with Andy Eckert yesterday 
about the quality of the engineering assessment that went into the Cecil COBRA feedback. 
I am convinced that it is good 1 . .  . but for the record, I would like to have any 
qualification/ certification or other such documentation that speaks to the credibility of I BHR and Andy's qualifications. I For my perspective, he is much more qualified than most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of data calls to input 
to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time cost to move to 
Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little over $400M. 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy & Mike's resumes, etc would fill in 
that box. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.netl 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. His command 
maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. Here is his 
reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Jacksonville" cchip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

v/r 
Chip 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the runway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons' ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. The primary lighting impediments 
to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the. field itself (runway lighting, 
fire truck, crash crew, etc). 

From the VS Wing: 

Initial response on "cultural lighting" indicates no specific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topic). 



LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is not an issue, it is still' plenty dark out there. 
LCDR Muller has flown at Whitehouse'with VS-22. He reports that lighting from outside the 
fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is completely dark at night. Runway 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing and lights at the 180 deg out mark to the start of the 
approach turn. It is not an issue and does not impact training. He noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. 

Commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at night. In the mid- 
nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from Cecil and looked for the "big dark spot". These 
days, aircrews rely almost 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel McCarthy [DanielM@coj.net] 
Tuesday, August 16,2005 8:22 AM 
Williarn.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
RE: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---Will get this to you asap . . .  Any idea on which Commissioners/staff might be coming 
on Friday? Thanks---dm 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" <William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil~ 
08/16/05 7:52 AM >>> 
Thanks Dan. 

That is excellent feedback. Also, I had a good discussion with Andy Eckert yesterday 
about the quality of the engineering assessment that went into the Cecil COBRA feedback. 
I am convinced that it is good ... but for the record, I would like to have any 
qualification/ certification or other such documentation that speaks to the credibility of 
BHR and Andy's qualifications. For my perspective, he is much more qualified than most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of data calls to input 
to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time cost to move to 
Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little over $400M. 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy & Mike's resumes, etc would fill in 
that box. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. 
His command maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. 
Here is his reply . . .  dan . 

>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Jack~onville~~ <chip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM > > 2  
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by,all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the runway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons' ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. 
The 
primary lighting impediments to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the 
field itself (runway lighting, fire truck, crash crew, etc). 



From the VS Wing: b ." , . l c l  I - ,%;i! .'., , 
i I , ;  j, ,! jlij 

Initial response on "cultural lightingv1 indicates no:ifspeciific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topi$ j 

, (I) i 

LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is not an 
LCDR Muller has flown at Whitehouse with VS-22. from outside the 
fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is completely dark at 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing +d lights at the to the start of the 
approach turn. It is not an. issue and does not, noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. : 

11 Commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at night. 
In the mid-nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from ~ecill and looked for the "big dark 
spot". These days, aircrews rely almost ' 1) 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there isiincreased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 



,. . . , : . . .  . . 
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Fetzer, William, C I ~ ,  WSO-BRAC I I ji; i I I: I i /: 
I,) '1,) : I 0 ,  

; I  1, , P , l l ; .  i l l  ;ll!i Jli.: '. 
From: Ec+rt: Andyi[aqclCert@arcadis-us.com] 
Sent: ~ u e s d a ~ ! ~ ~ u ~ u s t ! ~ l 6 , ~ 2 0 0 5  8:49 AM 
To: ~an ie l \~@a i th$  hilli6~.fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
CC: Saylbrl$ike i (ji, ' 
Subject: RE: RE:' BhRLARACDIS Qualifications for BRAC 

! ! . .  $ 1  , , 

! I , 
Attachments: B H R - A ~ C ~ ~ ~ S  ~~ialif ications.~df 

, ; I  
1 / ;  

This e-mail is in response to your request on the BHR qualifications for the recent Cecil 
Field COBRA analysis. Attached is info on BHR's qualifications to provide in-depth 
analysis of the infrastructure and AICUZ for Cecil Field. BHR has been involved in Master 
Planning Navy and other DOD facilities for 25 years. Work includes evaluation of existing 
facilities with comparisons to requirements as outlined in Navy criteria such as the 
NAVFAC P-80 and other planning documents. 

Mike Saylor, as President of BHR and now Senior Vice President of ARCADIS GM, has led the 
overall planning efforts of BHR as it relates to the DOD programs outlined above. He has 
over 25 years experience in planning and engineering and has extensive knowledge of the 
NAVFAC programs and methodology. 

Andy Eckert has previous experience in Navy and Marine Corps facilities and 
infrastructure. As a Navy Civil Engineer Corps officer for 21 years, his experience 
includes : 

1. Planning Officer, NATO and Navy/~ir Force projects in Keflavik Iceland which included 
evaluation of existing facilities and development of new requirements based on operational 
needs, which included deployment of the Air Force AWACS system to Iceland. 
2. Public Works Officer, MCAS Kaneohe, HI - Developed overall Master Plan working with 
NAVFACENGCOM for initial deployment and stand-up of 
F/A-18 squadrons to Marine Corps Air Station, including facilities requirements and AICUZ 
development. 
3. Operations Analyst- CNO Staff Pentagon: Assisted in the development of the 1988 COBRA 
Model for BRAC-88, and reviewed all data for modeling purposes. Performed facilities 
analysis of all Navy R&D Laboratories in 1990 when the 68 various R&D Installations were 
realigned. 
4. Asst Chief of Staff, Commander Naval Forces Marianas - In 1995 worked with the BRAC 
Commission in evaluating all DOD assets on Guam, which resulted in the realignment of 
major facilities in 1996. Reviewed and validated the Navy's certified data call info that 
was used in the 
1995 COBRA modeling analysis. 
5. Operations Officer, Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command - 
Coordinated NAVFAC's planning and construction efforts to initiate and complete major BRAC 
actions from the 2 previous BRAC closure. 
6. From 2000-2005, Program Manager for the redevelopment of NAS Cecil Field into the 
Cecil Commerce Center for the City of Jacksonville. 
Senior engineer in the infrastructure upgrade program and implementation of the Business 
Plan that resulted in the immediate reuse of Cecil Field and the creation of 1700 jobs. 

Let me know if you need any additional info. 

Andy Eckert 
(904) 721-2991 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.netl 



Sent : Tuesday, August 16 ; 20:0,5!j.;8 :i03'!%3' ' 
To: Eckert, Andy ,!i, , >: . *  :, 

,I.: ,,,, , 

Subject: Fwd: RE: Whitehouse' 0d~:dd Lighting 
/I' 

II 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" <William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/16/05 7:52 AM >ss 
Thanks Dan. 

That is excellent feedback. Also, I had a good discussion with Andy 
Eckert 
yesterday about the quality of the engineering assessment that went 
into the 
Cecil COBRA feedback. I am convjnced that it is good . . . but for the 
record, I would like to have any qualification/ certification or other 
such 
documentation that speaks to the credibility of BHR and Andy's 
qualifications. For my perspective, he is much more qualified than 
most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of 
data 
calls to input to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time 
cost 
to move to Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy 
etc 
would fill in that box. 

over $400M. 

& Mike ' s resumes, 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.netl 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF 
Whitehouse. 
His command maintains the field and works directly with the aviation 
squadrons using it. Here is his reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Jacksonvillen <chip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on 
the 
situation at Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to 
their 
training ops. Responses are below. 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct 
single and dual aircraft NVG training hops. .Flight operations are 
conducted 
on/around the runway itself and in designated landing zones around the 
field's perimeter. There are currently no cultural or environmental 
lighting issues that impede the squadronst ability to complete NVG 
training 

510 



. " .,, 
at the field. ~~~.i+d':squ'adro~!~aircrews reported that there a're 

. . , , several 
houses south and east of the fieid that are occassionally lit, but 
these , , 

houses must be avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. 
The 
primary lighting impediments to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse 
originate inside the field itself (runway lighting, fire truck, crash 
crew, 
etc) . 
From the VS Wing: 

Initial response on "cultural lightingw indicates no specific 
issues 
(NAS Asst Ops spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the 
topic). 

LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is not an issue, it is still plenty 
dark 
out there. LCDR Muller has flown at Whitehouse with VS-22. He reports 
that 
lighting from outside the fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is completely dark at night. Runway 29 
has 
seen an increase in lighting with housing and lights at the 180 deg out 
mark 
to the start of the approach turn. It is not an issue and does not 
impact 
training. He noted that having it dark enhances training and forces 
instrument scan development. 

Commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at 
night. 
In the mid-nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from Cecil and looked 
for 
the "big dark spot". These days, aircrews rely almost 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the 
quality of 
training. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 9:35 AM 
To: 'ddickson@yesvirginia.gov' 
Subject: News Article 

Attachments: Closure Panel Wants Action On Oceana Encroachment.doc 

Dave, 

Attached is article that I mentioned. 

VR, Bill 

Closure Panel 
Wants Action On ... 
VR, Bill 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

.'I# I,., ,RA, 1 ! 

Fetzer, ~ i l l i a m !  Cly,/il:i;WSO-BRAC 
Tuesday, August 16; 2005 10:05 AM 
'Eckert, Andy'; ~ a $ l . ~ c ~ a r t h ~ ;  Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Saylor, Mike 
RE: RE: BHR-ARACD'IS Qualifications for BRAC 

Outstanding. Thanks!! 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Eckert, Andy [mailto:aeckert@arcadis-us.com1 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 8:49 AM 
To: Daniel McCarthy; william.fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Saylor, Mike 
Subject: RE: RE: BHR-ARACDIS Qualifications for BRAC 

This e-mail is in response to your request on the BHR qualifications for the recent Cecil 
Field COBRA analysis. Attached is info on BHR1s qualifications to provide in-depth 
analysis of the infrastructure and AICUZ for Cecil Field. BHR has been involved in Master 
Planning Navy and other DOD facilities for 25 years. Work includes evaluation of existing 
facilities with comparisons to requirements as outlined in Navy criteria such as the 
NAVFAC P-80 and other planning documents. 

Mike Saylor, as President of BHR and now Senior Vice President of ARCADIS GM, has led the 
overall planning efforts of BHR as it relates to the DOD programs outlined above. He has 
over 25 years experience in planning and engineering and has extensive knowledge of the 
NAVFAC programs and methodology. 

Andy Eckert has previous experience in Navy and Marine Corps facilities and 
infrastructure. As a Navy Civil Engineer Corps officer for 21 years, his experience 
includes : 

1. Planning Officer, NATO and Navy/Air Force projects in Keflavik Iceland which included 
evaluation of existing facilities and development of new requirements based on operational 
needs, which included deployment of the Air Force AWACS system to Iceland. 
2. Public Works Officer, MCAS Kaneohe, HI - Developed overall Master Plan working with 
NAVFACENGCOM for initial deployment and stand-up of 
F/A-18 squadrons to Marine Corps Air Station, including facilities requirements and AICUZ 
development. 
3 .  Operations Analyst- CNO Staff Pentagon: Assisted in the development of the 1988 COBRA 
Model for BRAC-88, and reviewed all data for modeling purposes. Performed facilities 
analysis of all Navy R&D Laboratories in 1990 when the 68 various RLD Installations were 
realigned. 
4. Asst Chief of Staff, Commander Naval Forces Marianas - In 1995 worked with the BRAC 
Commission in evaluating all DOD assets on Guam, which resulted in the realignment of 
major facilities in 1996. Reviewed and validated the Navy's certified data call info that 
was used in the 
1995 COBRA modeling analysis. 
5. Operations Officer, Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command - 
Coordinated NAVFAC1s planning and construction efforts to initiate and complete major BRAC 
actions from the 2 previous BRAC closure. 
6. From 2000-2005, Program Manager for the redevelopment of NAS Cecil Field into the 
Cecil Commerce Center for the City of Jacksonville. 
Senior engineer in the infrastructure upgrade program and implementation of the Business 
Plan that resulted in the immediate reuse of Cecil Field and the creation of 1700 jobs. 

Let me know if you need any additional info. 

Andy Eckert 
(904) 721-2991 



- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto :~ani&~@coj .net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 8:03 AM 
To: Eckert, Andy 
Subject: Fwd: RE: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" <William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/16/05 7:52 AM >>> 
Thanks Dan. 

That is excellent feedback. Also, I had a good discussion with Andy Eckert yesterday 
about the quality of the engineering assessment that went into the Cecil COBRA feedback. 
I am convinced that it is good ... but for the record, I would like to have any 
qualification/ certification or other such documentation that speaks to the credibility of 
BHR and Andy's qualifications. For my perspective, he is much more qualified than most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of data calls to input 
to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time cost to move to 
Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little over $400M. 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy & Mike's resumes, etc would fill in 
that box. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: ~uesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. 
His command maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. 
Here is his reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Jackson~ille~~ <chip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

v/r 
Chip 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the runway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons' ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. 
The 
primary lighting impediments to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the 
field itself (runway lighting, fire truck, crash crew, etc). 

From the VS Wing: 

Initial response on "cultural lightingM indicates no specific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topic). 



LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is not an issue, it is still plenty dark out there. 
LCDR Muller has flown at Whitehouse with VS-22. He reports that lighting from outside the 
fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is completely dark at night. Runway 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing and lights at the 180 deg out mark to the start of the ' 

approach turn. It is not an issue and does not impact training. He noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. 

Commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at night. 
In the mid-nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from Cecil and looked for the "big dark 
spot". These days, aircrews rely almost 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

. i  , ! , 11 
Fetzer. William. CIV~WSO-BWC / : /  
Tuesday, August 16,12005 10:05 AM \ 

'Eckert, Andy'; Daniel ,McCarthy; Fetzer, William, GIV, WSO-BRAC 
Saylor, Mike I 

I 
RE: RE: BHR-ARACDIS Qualifications for BRAC 

Outstanding. Thanks!! 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Eckert, Andy [mailto:aeckert@arcadis-us.com1 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 8:49 AM 
To: Daniel McCarthy; william.fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Saylor, Mike 
Subject: RE: RE: BHR-ARACDIS Qualifications for BRAC 

This e-mail is in response to your request on the BHR qualifications for the recent Cecil 
Field COBRA analysis. Attached is info on BHR1s qualifications to provide in-depth 
analysis of the infrastructure and AICUZ for Cecil Field. BHR has been involved in Master 
Planning Navy and other DOD facilities for 25 years. Work includes evaluation of existing 
facilities with comparisons to requirements as outlined in Navy criteria such as the 
NAVFAC P-80 and other planning documents. 

Mike Saylor, as President of BHR and now Senior Vice President of ARCADIS GM, has led the 
overall planning efforts of BHR as it relates to the DOD programs outlined above. He has 
over 2 5  years experience in planning and engineering and has extensive knowledge of the 
NAVFAC programs and methodology. 

Andy Eckert has previous experience in Navy and Marine Corps facilities and 
infrastructure. As a Navy Civil Engineer Corps officer for 21 years, his experience 
includes : 

1. Planning Officer, NATO and Navy/~ir Force projects in Keflavik Iceland which included 
evaluation of existing facilities and development of new requirements based on operational 
needs, which included deployment of the Air Force AWACS system to Iceland. 
2. Public Works Officer, MCAS Kaneohe, HI - Developed overall Master Plan working with 
NAVFACENGCOM for initial deployment and stand-up of 
F/A-18 squadrons to Marine Corps Air Station, including facilities requirements and AICUZ 
development. 
3. Operations Analyst- CNO Staff Pentagon: ~ssisted in the development of the 1988 COBRA 
Model for BRAC-88, and reviewed all data for modeling purposes. Performed facilities 
analysis of all Navy R&D Laboratories in 1990 when the 68 various R&D Installations were 
realigned. 
4 .  Asst Chief of Staff, Commander Naval Forces Marianas - In 1995 worked with the BRAC 
Commission in evaluating all DOD assets on Guam, which resulted in the realignment of 
major facilities in 1996. Reviewed and validated the Navy's certified data call info that 
was used in the 
1995 COBRA modeling analysis. 
5 .  Operations Officer, Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command - 
Coordinated NAVFACts planning and construction efforts to initiate and complete major BRAC 
actions from the 2  previous BRAC closure. 
6. From 2000-2005, Program Manager for the redevelopment of NAS Cecil Field into the 
Cecil Commerce Center for the City of Jacksonville. 
Senior engineer in the infrastructure upgrade program and implementation of the Business 
Plan that resulted in the immediate reuse of Cecil Field and the creation of 17.00 jobs. 

Let me know if you need any additional info. 

Andy Eckert 
(904) 721-2991 



. -,. - - - - -  Original 
From: Daniel 
Sent: Tuesday, August 
To: Eckert, Andy 
Subject : Fwd: RE: Whitehouse OLF and ~ighting 

I 
I 
i 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-B,MC" <William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/16/05 7:52 AM >>> 
Thanks Dan. 

I 
That is excellent feedback. Also, I had a good discussion with Andy Eckert yesterday 
about the quality of the engineering assessment that went into the Cecil COBRA feedback. 
I am convinced that it is good ./. . but for the record, I would like to have any 
qualification/ certification or other such documentation that speaks to the credibility of 
BHR and Andy's qualifications. For my perspective, he is much more qualified than most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of data calls to input 
to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time cost to move to 
Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little over $400M. 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy & Mike's resumes, etc would fill in 
that box. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. 
His command maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. 
Here is his reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS Jacksonvillen <chip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

V/ r 
Chip 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the runway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons' ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. 
The 
primary lighting impediments to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the 
field itself (runway lighting, fire truck, crash crew, etc). 

From the VS Wing: 

Initial response on llcultural lighting" indicates no specific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topic). 



LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is,not an issue, it is still plenty dark out there. 
LCDR Muller has flown at WhitehouG,& with VS-22. He reports that lighting from outside the 
fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 iJ completely dark at night. Runway 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing ,and lights at the 180 deg out mark to the start of the 
approach turn. It is not an issue and does not impact training. He noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. 

Commentary: Whitehouse has always! been a challenge to get into at night. 
In the mid-nineties, aircrews flew: north 3 miles from Cecil and looked for the "big dark 
spot". These days, aircrews rely ahost 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC .,, ii !,ilj!8 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

'!; 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I. 

Tuesday, August 16,2005 10:16 AM I '  

Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BFWC; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Barrett, Joe, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, CIV, WSO-BFWC; ~ ~ s & i n ,  David, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Furlow, 
Clarenton, CIV, WSO-BRAC; McDaniel, Brian, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: Important Information 

As Jim was running out the door (to ease the pain for me by going to Texas in my place) he mentioned that he was 
concerned about the Commissioners' seemingly many concerns about the Navy specific items. I surmised that it was 
because they shared our concerns - but I don't know since some of them I've never met! 

In any event, when we leave these guys tomorrow and in the next few days, we want to have a clear understanding of their 
issues about our programs, and if we have a difference of opinion, we need to know that in order to strategize on how to 
convey the right message - hopefully in the best interest of the Navy: 
Operational Effectiveness - first, and Economically - second. 

Please look over the documents (below) that Mike has laid out and update and print out as appropriate. 

VR, Fetz 

From: Kwler, Michael, CN, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 9:16 AM 
To: Hanna, James, UV, WSO-BRAC; Barrett, Joe, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, UV, WSO-BRAC; Feher, William, U V ,  WSO-BRAC; 

Epstein, Dav~d, UV, WSO-BRAC; Furlow, Clarenton, CIV, WSO-BRAC; McDaniel, Brian, aV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Important Information 

Material needed for tomorrow: Print out from S:\R 8 A\Re~orts. Only print out the bases for which you are responsible, if 
you need help doing that just let me know. These are the three pieces of material that you will need for tomorrows 
meeting, all are found on the S/Drive link referenced above. Remember to highlight the "Yes" columns on the Matrix. 
1. Recommendation Matrix (Matrix) 
2. Consolidated Checklist (Tab 1) 
3. Recommendation Details (Tab 2) 

We have a Commissioner Consultation with Commissioners Coyle and Hill at 1630 tomorrow in the R&A Conference 
Room. There will be a pre-meeting at 1530 in our Navy Room to run over the recommendations. 

We will also be having team meetings EVERYDAY at 8:30. If this is going to be aconflict for anyone, please let me know. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC / ,  / I 

' #  
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, C~V ,  WSO-BRAC 
Tuesday, August 16,2005 10:18 AM 
'ddickson@yesvirginia.org' 
FW: News Article 

Attachments: Closure Panel Wants Action On Oceana Encroachment.doc 

Second attempt. Please advise receipt. 

Bill 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 9:35 AM 
To: 'ddickson@yesvirginia.gov' 
Subject: News Article 

Dave, 

Attached is article that I mentioned. 

VR, Bill 

Closure Panel 
Wanh Action On ... 

VR, Bill 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

~etzer:  ~ i l l i i m ,  CIV,' WSO-BRAC 
Tuesday, ~ u ~ u s t  16,:2005 10:35 AM 
Hill, ~hristine, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hanna, ~ames,  CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO- 
BRAC; Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: This Reader Feedback 

Christine, 

That was pretty amazing and a huge indictment of the City and Local Governments. 

Please consider forwarding this info to all the Commissioners. It tells a much different story about the VA Beach "Military 
Quality of Life" at the sailor's level than what we get from the City Council and the State and Federal Politicians. 

Thanks, Bill Fetzer 

From: Hill, Christine, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 10:04 AM 
To: Feber, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subfeb: 

Interesting: 
http://horne. ham~tonroads.com/auestbook/auestbook.cfm?id=342 

Only looked at first 10 - but would be curious to see how this readership stacks against the BRAC Web comments 

Ck&t/ie 
Christine 0. Hill 
Director, Legislative Affairs 
BRAC Commission 
703-699-2950 



" ,  

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 11 :19 AM 
To: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: RE: BHR-ARACDIS Qualifications for BRAC 

Attachments: BHR-Arcadis Qualifications.pdf 

BHR-Arcadis 
Qualifications.pdf ... 

Carl, FYI 

In case there is some question by, or to, your staff about who provided the data for the 
Commission's Staff-Developed COBRA. 

I went over each of the 182 line items provided in the Navy COBRA with BHR and added or 
subtracted depending on what Cecil presently has. 
Note: Where Cecil had more square footage or facilities than what CFFC specified, we 
didn't take credit above the minimum amount, and where Cecil had less, we used the 
standard P-80/FPG rates to calculate the cost of meeting the minimum requirements. 

I backed out the cost of buying the land and buildings back, since the Governor of FL 
offered then to the DoD for free. The Gov also said in writing that they would pay to 
relocate the non-DoD activities, leases, etc. so that was also reduced. 

I backed out the cost of 0 & E housing since the FL Governor offered to strongly back a 
PPV housing initiative. 

I backed out the cost of a new Exchange and Commissary since NAS JAX has a large, 
relatively new facility within 6 miles. N E X / C O ~ ~ ~ S S ~ K ~  can be a future Navy infrastructure 
decision. 

I backed out relocating Site X to Cecil, since that is a Navy issue that a former and 
credible CFFC Flag Officer stated could be accommodated by other arrangements without 
significant relocation (from VA Beach) or upfront costs. 

I backed out $100M in cost avoidance (30,000+ acres of land + OLF infrastructure and 
personnel) to the N a v y  by abandoning the Washington County OLF since it will not be needed 
to relieve the encroachment at Oceana. I don't know how much of the $187M allocated for 
the WC OLF has been spent, but I consider $100M as a conservative ROM since only a few of 
the targeted acres have been purchased. 

Please advise if you have any questions, comments, insights or other areas that I may have 
included or excluded. 

VR, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Eckert, Andy [mailto:aeckert@arcadis-us.coml 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 8:49 AM 
To: Daniel McCarthy; william.fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Saylor, Mike 
Subject: RE: RE: BHR-ARACDIS Qualifications for BRAC 

This e-mail is in response to your request on the BHR qualifications for the recent Cecil 
Field COBRA analysis. Attached is info on BHR's qualifications to provide in-depth 
analysis of the infrastructure and AICUZ for Cecil Field. BHR has been involved in Master 



Planning Navy and other DOD facilities for 25 years. (Work includes evaluation of existing 
facilities with comparisons to requirements as outlined in Navy criteria such as the 
NAVFAC P-80 and other planning documents. 

Mike Saylor, as President of BHR and now Senior Vice president of ARCADIS GM, has led the 
overall planning efforts of BHR as it relates to the DOD programs outlined above. He has 
over 25 years experience in planning and engineering and has extensive knowledge of the 
NAVFAC programs and methodology. 

Andy Eckert has previous experience in Navy and Marine Corps facilities and 
infrastructure. As a Navy Civil Engineer Corps officer for 21 years, his experience 
includes : 

1. Planning Officer, NATO and Navy/Air Force projects in Keflavik Iceland which included 
evaluation of existing facilities and development of new requirements based on operational 
needs, which included deployment of the Air Force AWACS system to Iceland. 
2. Public Works Officer, MCAS Kaneohe, HI - Developed overall Master Plan working with 
NAVFACENGCOM for initial deployment and stand-up of 
F/A-18 squadrons to Marine Corps Air Station, including facilities requirements and AICUZ 
development. 
3. Operations Analyst- CNO Staff Pentagon: Assisted in the development of the 1988 COBRA 
Model for BRAC-88, and reviewed all data for modeling purposes. Performed facilities 
analysis of all Navy R&D Laboratories in 1990 when the 68 various R&D Installations were 
realigned. 
4 .  Asst Chief of Staff, Commander Naval Forces Marianas - In 1995 worked with the BRAC 
Commission in evaluating all DOD assets on Guam, which resulted in the realignment of 
major facilities in 1996. Reviewed and validated the Navy's certified data call info that 
was used in the 
1995 COBRA modeling analysis. 
5. Operations Officer, Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command - 

Coordinated NAVFAC1s planning and construction efforts to initiate and complete major BRAC 
actions from the 2 previous BRAC closure. 
6. From 2000-2005, Program Manager for the redevelopment of NAS Cecil Field into the 
Cecil Commerce Center for the City of Jacksonville. 
Senior engineer in the infrastructure upgrade program and implementation of the Business 
Plan that resulted in the immediate reuse of Cecil Field and the creation of 1700 jobs. 

Let me know if you need any additional info. 

Andy Eckert 
(904) 721-2991 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 8:03 AM 
To: Eckert, Andy 
Subject: Fwd: RE: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

>>> "Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC" cWilliam.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil> 
08/16/05 7:52 AM >>> 
Thanks Dan. 

That is excellent feedback. Also, I had a good discussion with Andy Eckert yesterday 
about the quality of the engineering assessment that went into the Cecil COBRA feedback. 
I am convinced that it is good ... but for the record, I would like to have any 
qualification/ certification or other such documentation that speaks to the credibility of 
BHR and Andy's qualifications. For my perspective, he is much more qualified than most of 
the data gatherers that the Navy used during their last few months of data calls to input 
to COBRA. 

I will be severely challenged in validating how I whittled the one-time cost to move to 
Cecil Field down from $1.6B to a little over $400M. 

So a BHR corporate profile, past performance, Andy & Mike's resumes, etc would fill in 
that box. 



Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj .net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 7:41 AM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Whitehouse OLF and Lighting 

Bill---I asked CO of NAS JAX to address lighting issues at NOLF Whitehouse. 
His command maintains the field and works directly with the aviation squadrons using it. 
Here is his reply ... dan 
>>> "Dobson, Chip W CAPT NAS ~acksonville" cchip.dobson@navy.mil> 
08/15/05 5:07 PM >>> 
Dan, 

As we discussed I pulsed both the local HS and VS communities on the situation at 
Whitehuse OLF regarding impact of cultural lighting to their training ops. Responses are 
below. 

V/ r 
Chip 

From the HS Wing: 

OLF Whitehouse is used frequently by all local HS squadrons to conduct single and dual 
aircraft NVG training hops. Flight operations are conducted on/around the runway itself 
and in designated landing zones around the field's perimeter. There are currently no 
cultural or environmental lighting issues that impede the squadrons1 ability to complete 
NVG training at the field. WTU and squadron aircrews reported that there are several 
houses south and east of the field that are occassionally lit, but these houses must be 
avoided anyway so they do not disrupt flight operations. 
The 
primary lighting impediments to NVG flight operations at Whitehouse originate inside the 
field itself (runway lighting, fire truck, crash crew, etc). 

From the VS Wing: 

1nitid response on "cultural lighting" indicates no specific issues (NAS Asst Ops 
spoke with CSCWL Ops Officer and VS-30 paddles on the topic). 

LCDR Muller, CSCWL Ops: Lighting is not an issue, it is still plenty dark out there. 
LCDR Muller has flown at Whitehouse with VS-22. He reports that lighting from outside the 
fence line is not an issue. 

Lt Mondy, VS-30 LSO: Runway 11 is completely dark at night. Runway 29 has seen an 
increase in lighting with housing and lights at the 180 deg out mark to the start of the 
approach turn. It is not an issue and does not impact training. He noted that having it 
dark enhances training and forces instrument scan development. 

Commentary: Whitehouse has always been a challenge to get into at night. 
In the mid-nineties, aircrews flew north 3 miles from Cecil and looked for the "big dark 
spot". These days, aircrews rely almost 
exclusively on GPS to get out to the field. While there is increased 
cultural lighting out there, it has little, if any, impact on the quality of training. 
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From: BrenderiMark [MBrende~@Spacelmaging.corn] 
Sent: Tuesday; ~ $ ~ u s t ~ @ ~ 2 0 0 5  4:30 PM 
To: ~ i l l i a m ~ e t z e r ' @ ~ o ~ w h s : m i l ~  
Cc: Napier ~ a r f  ' ~ e b b ~ ~ a l ~ ' : ~ o s e ,  Kerri; Brender Mark 
Subject: Oceana and ~ e ~ l ~ h k ~ ~ ~ ~ l m a g e r y  

, pl l l l l l  
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Attachments: Oceana-NASllilMay04:jpg; cecil~nas~4m~26dec2001 .jpg 1; & I I 
' . 1 , ,,' 

Oceana-NAS-11Macecil-nas-4m-26de 
yWjpg (4 MB) c2001.jpg (2 ... I 

Bill: 1 

Thanks for the call. I am pleased hou are doing well. Given the attention on Oceana and Cecil, I 
thought I would send along 4-meter IKONOS satellite imagery of both airfields. The Oceana image 
was taken on May 11,2004 and the Cecil NAS on Dec. 26,2001. The imagery really shows the core 
issues surrounding these facilities. YOU are welcome to use this imagery in any capacity as long as 
we get some type of photo credit ("space Imaging"). We may eventually provide this imagery to the 
local papers in Norfolk and Jax. 

I 
I 

You are welcome to download much larger versions at the below ftp site. The larger versions are 
8MB and 55MB in size. 

Cheers, 

Mark 

Mark E. Brender 
703-558-0309 
703-629-5368 (cell) 

ft~://ftp.s~aceimanina.com/splNavalAirStations/ 
username: jsi 
password: spacepicl 

Oceana: 7k x 7k May 11,2004 8MB 
Cecil: 12k x 15k December 26,2001 55MB 

This message is intended only for theluse of the Addressee and may 

contain information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. 

If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 

dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have 



I L ' : :  

, !, 

received this communication in error, A&se erase all copies of th6, 
! 'I 1 

! ,  
message and its attachments and nothy Space Imaging immediately. 

I ' , 
.................................................................................. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 ,  i l l  / 

Tuesday, August 16,2005 501 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Barretl, Joe, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Attachments: cecil-nas-4rn-26dec2001 .jpg; Oceana-NAS-11 May04.jpg 

c2OOl.jpg (2 ... y04.jpg (4 MB) 
If anyone can show me how to make these as side by side comparisons on the same 

scale, I would appreciate it. I wish I had time to fool with it, but alas, I don't 

From: Brender Mark [mailto:MBrender@SpaceImaging.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 4:30 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Napier Gary; Webb Val; Rose, Kerri; Brender Mark 
Subject: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Bill: 

Thanks for the call. I am pleased you are doing well. Given the attention on Oceana and Cecil, I 
thought I would send along 4-meter IKONOS satellite imagery of both airfields. The Oceana image 
was taken on May I I ,  2004 and the Cecil NAS on Dec. 26,2001. The imagery really shows the core 
issues surrounding these facilities. You are welcome to use this imagery in any capacity as long as 
we get some type of photo credit ("Space Imaging"). We may eventually provide this imagery to the 
local papers in Norfolk and Jax. 

You are welcome to download much larger versions at the below ftp site. The larger versions are 
8MB and 55MB in size. 

Cheers, 

Mark 

Mark E. Brender 
703-558-0309 
703-629-5368 (cell) 

ft~://ft~.s~aceimaqina.com/s~/Nava~AirStations/ 
username: jsi 
password: spacepicl 

Oceana: 7k x 7k May 11,2004 8MB 
Cecil: 12k x 15k December 26,2001 55MB 
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This message is intended only for the use of the Addressee and may 

contain information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. 

If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 

dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have 

received this communication in error, please erase all copies of the 

message and its attachments and notify Space Imaging immediately. 

.................................................................................. 
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From: Barrett,  be, CIY, WSO{BRAC !I. 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 5:06 PM 
To: Fetzer, William,!'Cly, ,vS,O-BRAC 
Subject: FW: Oceana an$ Cecil 14<ONOS Imagery 

, , I  41 

Attachments: Oceana-NAS-11 ~kyd4.jpg; cecil-nas-4rn-26dec200l .jpg 
I 1  

Oceana~NAS~11Macecil~nas~4m~26de 
y04.jpg (4 MB) c2001.j~ (2 ... 

Joe N. Barrett 
Senior Analyst 
Navy-Marine Corps Team 
BRA C Commission 
703-699-2943 

From: Fetrer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 5:01 PM 
To: Kessler. Michael. CIV. WSO-BRAC: Barrett. Joe; CIV. WSO-BRAC , , 

Subject: &: 0ceana and Cecil IKON& Imagery 

If anyone can show me how to make these as side by side comparisons on the same scale, I would appreciate it. I wish I 
had time to fool with it, but alas, I don't 

From: Brender Mark [mailto:MBrender@SpaceImaging.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 4:30 PM 
To: William.Fetrer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Napier Gary; Webb Val; Rose, Kerri; Brender Mark 
Subject: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Bill: 

Thanks for the call. I am pleased you are doing well. Given the attention on Oceana and Cecil, I 
thought 1 would send along Cmeter IKONOS satellite imagery of both airfields. The Oceana image 
was taken on May I I, 2004 and the Cecil NAS on Dec. 26,2001. The imagery really shows the core 
issues surrounding these facilities. You are welcome to use this imagery in any capacity as long as 
we get some type of photo credit ("Space Imaging"). We may eventually provide this imagery to the 
local papers in Norfolk and Jax. 



You are welcome to download much larger versions at the below ftp site. The larger versions are 
8MB and 55MB in size. 

Cheers, 

Mark 

Mark E. Brender 
703-558-0309 
703-629-5368 (cell) 

ft~:llftp.s~aceimanina.com/s~INavalAirStations/ 
username: jsi 
password: spacepicl 

Oceana: 7k x 7k May 11,2004 8MB 
Cecil: 12k x 15k December 26,2001 55MB 

This message is intended only for the use of the Addressee and may 

contain information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. 

If you\are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 

dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have 

received this communication in error, please erase all copies of the 

message and its attachments and notify Space Imaging immediately. 

.................................. 



s 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 9:37 PM 
To: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Clearing House Request 

Carl, 

Thanks for your quick response on the Staff COBRA. Our Commission experts in PPV housing advise that it is possible 
for the government to negotiate deals where the housing costs are all borne by the private sector as long as the leased 
land is available and the paybacks make business sense. Since FL offered to fully support the PPV deal, I feel OK about 
backing out the $166M housing estimate. 

The NEXICommissary at NAS JAX (10 miles from Cecil) is recently new. If that's a deal breaker for CFFC for their ideal 
MJB then we can add back the $47M. But that's still way under $500M OTC. 

FYI, I have been unable to understand exactly what "two schools and the shopping center" that CFFC was concerned 
about. Since CFFC raised the issue and the politicians and press are focusing on any and all issues, I need to be able to 
answer this question for the chairman. I called CDR.Keys at CFFC today, but he didn't have the answer and left me with 
the impression that he was going to provide it through you. Therefore, I am prepping this CHR WWF#15 for release 
Wednesday AM. 

VR, Bill 

In the lkpamnenfs August 9, ZOOS ~sponse to the Comrm'ssion 3 q u e s t  
~gam5hg the relocation of the N a y s  East CoastMasterJetBase to Gcil Field, FLY 
"two schooh and a shopping center" were cited as evidence that Cecil Field was 
expenenchg "s&mYicant zsihntid and comme~:ial gtv wth near the base. " 

Please identifi the specific names and locations of the two schools and shopping 
centerlocated widun a fe w d e s  of Cecil Field that weE identified as concern by the 
lkpamnent 

I would appreciate your~sponse as soon as pmcticable but no later than August 19, 
2005 for comideration by t%e C 0 ~ ' s s i o n  Please provide a conmlnumber for fis 
q u e s t  and do not hesiate to conact me ifl can p t vde  htheridonnation concemhg 
dus nquesr; My cont;lctpoint is Mr. BBiU Fetzer703-699-2915 
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From: Fetzer, W~IIJ&~:.CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: ~ednesda$$&'&st 117,2005 1 :08 PM 
To: Deputy, Carl;W:CDRBRAC 
Subject: VA Beach ~ h < & c  - :"' 

) I  ., . . . i 11 

FYI 

From: Hill, Christine, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 10:04 
To: Feher, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: 

Interesting: 
htt~:llhome.hamptonroads.comlauestbook/ ook.cfm?id=342 

11111 
Only looked at first 10 - but would be curious torsee how this readership stacks against the BRAC Web comments a: 
C&~t/ic ', !?, .bhjil 

Christine 0. Hill ;! :, !, 
f, !$$ 1 

Director, Legislative Affairs I t i l  
BRAC Commission 

*I.! / 1 ';#,I 
703-699-2950 
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, Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRA~II , 
I I ! 

From: ~ e p &  Carl?#. CDR BRAC [carl.deputy@navy.miI] 
Sent: Wednesday,[August 17,2005 1:23 PM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: VA Beach Ch,atter 

Yep, I've been keeping up with most of these weekly. Seems the big scapegoat is the VBCC and mayor. 

VIR 
... cd 

CDR Carl W. Deputy 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy, IAT (Navy BRAC) 
703-602-6490 (DSN 332) 
carI.deputy@navy.mil 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Fetzer, William, CN, WSO-BRAC [mailto:William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17,2005 13:08 
To: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC 
Subjeb: VA Beach Chatter 

FYI 

From: Hill. Christine. CIV. WSO-BRAC 
Sent: ~uesday, ~ u i u s t  i6, 2005 1094 AM 
To: Fetzer, William, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject 

Interesting: 
http:/lhome.hamptonroads.coml~uestbook/questbook.cfm?id=342 

Only looked at first 10 - but would be curious to see how this readership stacks against the BRAC Web comments 

C%vkt/ie 
Christine 0. Hill 
Director, Legislative Affairs 
BRAC Commission 
703-699-2950 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Aarnio, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Wednesday, August 17,2005 1.38 PM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Summary Bullets and Statement 

Attachments: Cecil Summary.doc; Cecil Field and Airspace 1993.doc 

Bill, 

Let me know where we need to tweak to line up with the information I don't have from the Navy side. 

Hoope this is close - I'm gone after tomorrow until Monday. 

Jim 

Cecil 5ummary.doc 
(33 KB) 

Cecil Field and 
Airspace 1993 .... 
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From: Aarnio, James; ClM,.i!$(SO-BRAC I 

Sent: Wednesday, ~ug<$t~,$?,2005 2:11 PM 
Fetzer, William, CI$ WSO-BRAC To: 

Subject: Amendment 1.1 
; h i  ; 

Attachments: Cecil Field and ~i r#ace 1993.doc 
/ ! L  

Noted a mistake in the copy of Hooperk letter. ~ e - d i d  the document cvorrectly. Here is corrected version. 
i I 

Jim 

Cecil Field and 
Airspace 1993 .... 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I 1 '  ,I;> 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Wednesday, August 17,2005 3.1 7 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: CH 0916 DON 0319 -- Corrected 

You can keep this one, I found the original, so that when I need it again, I'll cash it 
in! ! 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 2:16 PM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: CH 0g16 DON 0319 - -  Corrected 

Don't loose it again, we have a two forward limit here -----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:21 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: CH 0916 DON 0319 - -  Corrected 

Disregard previous, this is the correct response 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0916C (pdf file 
is provided) . 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:16 PM 
To: BRAC Clearinghouse (E-mail) 
Subject: FW: CH 0916 DON 0319 - -  Corrected 

Clearinghouse, 

Attached is the CORRECT DON response to the subject tasking. Please replace the document 
I sent earlier. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN Ism, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Remily, Alex T. Major 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2005 12:03 
To: BRAC Clearinghouse (E-mail) 
Subject: CH 0916 DON 0319 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. 'Remily 

DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOIA 



M a j o r ,  USMC 
DASN IS&A, Medical Team 
2 2 2 1  S o u t h  C l a r k ,  S u i t e  9 0 0  (CP6) 
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 2 2 2 0 2  
P h o n e  ( 7 0 3 )  6 0 2 - 6 3 7 3  
F a x  ( 7 0 3 )  6 0 2 - 6 5 5 0  

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT OFOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOIA 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC ': . 
From: Eckert, Andy [aeckert@arcadis-us.com] 
Sent: Wednesdav. Auaust 17.2005 6:00 PM , .  . 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

mweitzel@ioj.n& willia'm.fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Saylor, Mike 
Cecil PPV Info 

Attachments: Cecil Field PPV Site Map.ppt; CECIL PUBLIC PRIVATE VENTURE INFORMATION 
SHEET.doc 

Cecil Field PPV Site CECIL PUBLIC 
Map.ppt (... RNATE VENTURE I. 

Dan1 Bill: 

Attached is an info sheet on the PPV initiative. The 1996 Family Housing Survey referenced for the Jacksonville area was 
commissioned by Southern Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command. Within that study it outlined the projected 
shortfall in Family Housing units and the fact the deficit may be met thru a PPV. Since then, the Navy has gone into PPV 
in a more aggressive way including now looking at Unaccompanied Housing PPV initiatives. Essentially the DOD wants to 
get out of the housing business, and the Navy is more willing to do this than the other services. We have identified land on 
Cecil located in the north part of the area that would be a good location for a PPV - Proximity to other existing Navy 
Housing (just west off Normandy Blvd), adjacent to a) the new Regional Park and Community Center, b) FCCJ new 
Westside campus, and c) near the new New World Ave 4-lane divided street that will connect to Branan Field Chaffee 
Expressway and Interstate 1-10 (useful for spouse who may work elsewhere in Jacksonville). 

If you read a lot of the info on the various DOD websites, you'll see that DOD wants out of the housing business also, so 
it's unusual that some are saying that PPV is not the.way of providing housing in the future. Some may not have been 
made aware of the push towards this. 

Let me know if you need anything else. 

Thanks, 

Andy Eckert 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I 

Wednesday, August 17,2005 8:27 PM 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Van Saun, David, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Reader's Comments from the Virginia Pilot 

These should be forwarded up the chain to anyone who would want to know what the "street" 
is saying about VA Beach City Council and Oceana. These are the last ten postings taken 
in order from the paper's website. I think that they are trying to tell us something. 
ttttttttttttttttttttt**tttt*ttt**t*t**ttt***ttt***ttt**t*tt 

Barbara C. 
City: Virginia Beach 
Posted: 
5:10 PM Aug. 17 
OUR RIGHTS OR OCEANA? 
If it can happen in the resort area, it can happen anywhere in Virginia Beach. 
All resort area property owners are in danger of losing our property rights, specifically 
our right to develop our property according to CURRENT land use zoning, which has been in 
place for decades. If the CURRENT zoning of a property allows the owner to add a home 
("increase density"), lawmakers are talking about taking away that right --a right we paid 
for when we bought our property. 
This devalues our property, because we cannot build additional home(s) on our lot, and a 
developer would pay less because of this NEW restriction. 
When City Council threatened to take homes "to save Oceana." homeowners packed City 
Council chambers in protest. This new attack is even more devious. We need to tell our 
representatives that taking property rights in this new way is just as bad! 
Michael 0. 
City: Va.Beach 
Posted: 
5:01 PM Aug. 17 
THE SKY IS NOT FALLING 
We object to our representatives spending hard-earned tax dollars, without referenda or 
overwhelming citizen support, in a knee-jerk reaction to save Oceana. 
It is unconscionable that the leaders of this city, region, and state, and media, would 
jump on the doom and gloom bandwagon and encourage widespread panic among the populace. To 
claim this area would suffer untoward economic loss is simply fighting their fear of 
change by attempting to stir up mass hysteria. 
Many recent articles in the Virginian-Pilot and Governing magazine, state that most 
regions that lose military bases fare as well if not BETTER THAN they did prior to the 
base closing. For example: 
"U BRAC is not a death knell for a community's economlc health. 'Economies become more 
diversified, stronger and more immune to cyclical ups and downs of defense budgets. They 
become 2lst-century economies rather than 20th-century industry economies that grow up 
around a base."' (Kenneth Beeks, VP of policy for Business Executives for National 
Security) It's time to have an honest discussion about Oceana. 
Steve P. 
City: Va beach 
Posted: 
4:18 PM Aug. 17 
Close it down. To all the whiners that say Oceana was here first I say Tell it to a 
native Americanw. 
Greg C. 
City: VB. 
Posted: 
2:56 PM Aug. 17 
Close Oceana! The pilots themselves say that they can't properly train there. What else 
needs to be said. 
If the Mayor and City Council, Warner, Allen and Drake really are concerned for the Navy 
readiness the safety of the citizens of V.B. and the Navy pilots not just the money, they 
should stand aside for they have had many chances over many years and have failed 
miserably on record for everyone to see. 
Charles L. 



City: Lemoore . . / , , . .  ,*; , !' . , 
.:, . . .  

Posted: .:,, , :  

1:46 PM Aug. 17 ; 5,'; 
Princess Anne County ? Va Beach in 1963.. . Navy was there begore; Va Beach. .Growing up in 
and around Va Beach and also stationed at Oceana, I haveseen/ the City grow. Yes the city 
has been chasing their own tails on this matter for yearb..Now it's high noon... The city 
has done it to themself, by being too big and money hungry. pet s just sit back and think 
of all the we have done to support the city in the past.. ~he~/:ma~or has been in office how 
long?? The navy has stoodby and let the city come too c10se;~'But I yet we sit back and point 
fingers away from ourself when we let this happen over the $&s. . So we think that Texas 
and Fla are going to set back and do nothing after what happet to them in 1993?. .Come on 
people its here the time has past and you the people of Va Bachjare going to pay a high 
price if this happens..so vote next time and make it co*t.!$ause if you don't There maybe 
other things that go bye. . .Remember what you lose if 0ceana/ ,c+oses.. ALOT! I dont t live 
there anymore but it just brings up things that have been going one for yeara..Remeber Va 
Beach was a small town no she has outgrown it and will pay a!/dear price for its growth..( 
what gave its growth in the first place) GregM. I 

City: Portsmouth I' 

Posted: I! 

1:43 PM Aug. 17 ii 
I hope that the BRAC commission at least has the good sense t;,o ignore this latest ploy by 
the city of Virginia Beach. I think it would be pure stupid it;^ to belive that Virginia 
Beach won't throw the encroachment machine back into high gear as soon as Oceana is off 
the BRnC list. / j  
Not that I wish to see Oceana close, but I cannot find it in ibyself to feel sorry for the 
city of Virginia Beach. They have allowed their government to, encroach on Oceana over the 
Navy's protest. They took for granted they could do what they,wanted and Oceana would 
never leave. Now the city is acting like a spoiled child who Fs finally be asked to pay 
for its mistakes. 
Karl S. 
City: Virginia beach 
Posted: 
1:40 PM Aug. 17 
First I have to say that this is a feeble attempt to do Damage Control on a sinking ship. 
Do you really think that the.BRAC commission is going to buy this token effort. Sorry, I 
am making plans to sell my house in VA Beach before the bottom drops out with panic and 
move to Isle of Wight. Now for some other interesting points that I would invite the 
Virginian Pilot Investigative reporters to sink their teeth into. I would be interested to 
see what ties there are to the current Vriginia Beach Council membersand the real estate 
community or better yet the developers that work hand in hand with the realtors. Correct 
me if I'm wrong but didn't Thelma Drake make all her money in real estate and isn't she 
currently active in real estate. It is interesting to me that she proposes that the entire 
Hampton Roads community should pay for the sins of a few greedy fat cats. Let us not 
forget how Va Beach invokes imminent domain to build their high rise hotels on the beach 
and drive out family owned businesses that have been there for years. It isn't even the 
fault of the Va Beach residents other than their blind stupidity in watching this develop. 
Remember the light rail and how that got voted down to keep the rif-raf of Norfolk out of 
the posh surroundings of Va Beach. Or the Southeastern Expressway? If I lived in Norfolk, 
Chesapeake, Suffolk, Newport News or Portsmouth I'd say tough luck Virginia Beach you made 
your bed now sleep in it. I could go on but I would continually digress. I just hope that 
the surrounding communities donut start posting signs that say Dogs and Virginia Beach 
residents prohibited. 
John N. 
City: Virginia beach 
Posted : 
1:26 PM Aug. 17 
Do we really think that Va Bch will purchase that land after the Sept vote? They'll most 
likely find something else they forgot they needed the money for, that extenstion of 64 to 
Pat Robinson's empire for example, and use it as an excuse to default due to lack of 
funding. It's great for them because they will win some citizens votes and "save" oceana. 
Would we really suffer from oceana relocating? Most expert economists say that in the 
short term, perhaps(wetd see a great decrease in bumper sticker sales). But in the long 
run, no. Home prices may flatline but not decline. Virginia Beach is a growing tourist 
attraction and also a growing attraction for big businesses. Just look at how fast they 
filled Town Point. I'd hate to see the base that brought me here, disappear. But, I feel 
in the long run we'd benefit from it's removal. 
P S. 
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City: Virginia Beach .. * ,  # 

Posted: 
1:26 PM Aug. 17 
I was born and raised here in Va ~each. Oce ana 

I I 

I I I  
was here 1ong;before I was. The city 

officials have blatantly ignored requests from the Navy fo5 yyars re: development. In the 
last two years alone, 6, SIX, new neighborhood developments have been built within a two 
mile radius of my home. When does it end! Let the city buyl/ th!s land back, but let it come 
out of the mayor's & council's bank accounts, not charged to us! 
Celeste R. 1 
City: Hayes 
Posted: 
1:07 PM Aug. 17 
I think that Oceana should be closed. Since I have moved to Hampton Roads nearly 4 years 
ago, all that you hear is people complaining of the jet noise. Then the city agreed to the 
building of the condos and now are so concerned with losing the base that they are now 
willing to spend the extra money to purchase the land back is absurd. I feel that the 
people are getting what they originally wanted with the jets being moved, so why a change 
of heart now. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC , , 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18,2005 9:22 AM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: CecilIOceana 

Attachments: Cecil-0ceana.jpg 

From: Plack, Philip,CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 3:54 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject. CecillOceana 

Take a look and let me know if it's OK. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18, 2005 9:26 AM 
'Brender Mark' 
RE: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Attachments: Cecil-0ceana.jpg 

Cecil-0ceana.jpg 
(2 MB) 

Mark, This is a side by side that my imagery guy put together. Note the SI credit. 

Thanks, Bill 

From: Brender Mark [mailto:MBrender@SpaceImaging.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 4:30 PM 
To: William.Fe~er@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Napier Gary; Webb Val; Rose, Kerri; Brender Mark 
Subject: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Bill: 

Thanks for the call. I am pleased you are doing well. Given the attention on Oceana and Cecil, I 
thought I would send along Cmeter IKONOS satellite imagery of both airfields. The Oceana image 
was taken on May 11,2004 and the Cecil NAS on Dec. 26,2001. The imagery really shows the core 
issues surrounding these facilities. You are welcome to use this imagery in any capacity as long as 
we get some type of photo credit ("Space Imaging"). We may eventually provide this imagery to the 
local papers in Norfolk and Jax. 

You are welcome to download much larger versions at the below ftp site. The larger versions are 
8MB and 55MB in size. 

Cheers, 

Mark 

Mark E. Brender 
703-558-0309 
703-629-5368 (cell) 

~ ftp://ftp.spaceimaaina.com/s~/NavalAirStationsl 
username: jsi 
password: spacepicl 

Oceana: 7k x 7k May 11,2004 8MB 
Cecil: 12k x 15k December 26,2001 55MB 



This message is intended only for the use of the Addressee and may 

contain information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. 

If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 

dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have 

received this communication in error, please erase all copies of the 

message and its attachments and notify Space Imaging immediately. 

.................................................................................. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Brender Mark [ ~ ~ ~ n d d r @ ~ ~ a c e l m a ~ i n ~ . c o m ]  
Thursday, August ;18,2005 1 1 :06 AM 
Fetzer, William, CIY, WSO-BRAC 
RE: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Looks nice .... really make the point about encroachment. Any feedback from anyone associated with 
BRAC about this please let me know. 

Mark 

Mark E. Brender 
703-558-0309 
703-629-5368 (cell) 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC [mailto:William.Fetrer@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Thursday, August 18,2005 9:26 AM 
To: Brender Mark 
Subject: RE: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Mark, This is a side by side that my imagery guy put together. Note the SI credit. 

Thanks, Bill 

From: Brender Mark [mailto:MBrender@SpaceImaging.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 4:30 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Cc: Napier Gary; Webb Val; Rose, Kerri; Brender Mark 
Subjed: Oceana and Cecil IKONOS Imagery 

Bill: 

Thanks for the call. I am pleased you are doing well. Given the attention on Oceana and Cecil, I 
thought I would send along 4-meter IKONOS satellite imagery of both airfields. The Oceana image 
was taken on May 11,2004 and the Cecil NAS on Dec. 26,2001. The imagery really shows the core 
issues surrounding these facilities. You are welcome to use this imagery in any capacity as long as 
we get some type of photo credit ("Space Imaging"). We may eventually provide this imagery to the 
local papers in Norfolk and Jax. 

You are welcome to download much larger versions at the below ftp site. The larger versions are 
8MB and 55MB in size. 

Cheers, 
545 



Mark 

Mark E. Brender 
703-558-0309 
703-629-5368 (cell) 

ftp://ft~.spaceimaaina.comlsdNavalAirStations/ 
username: jsi 
password: spacepicl 

Oceana: 7k x 7k May 11, 2004 8MB 
Cecil: 12k x 15k December 26, 2001 55MB 

This message is intended only for the use of the Addressee and may 

contain information that is PRIVILEGED and CONFIDENTIAL. 

If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 

dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have 

received this communication in error, please erase all copies of the 

message and its attachments and notify Space Imaging immediately. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18,2005 1.05 PM 
Daniel McCarthy; BSimpson@jaa.aero 
FW: Transportation - Jacksonville 

From: Baxter, Kristen, CIV, WSO-BMC 
Sent: Thursday, August 18,2005 11:44 AM 
To: 'skinner&gtlaw.com' 
Cc: 'CarrilloE@gtlaw.com'; Battaglia, Charles, CIV, WSO-BMC; FeQer, William, CIV, WSO-BMC 
Subject Transportation - Jacksonville 

Sir, 

Pam Dana (Governor Bush's Director of Tourism, Trade and Economic Development) will meet you in the hotel lobby at 
9:15 AM tomorrow morning and transport you to Cecil Field. Travel time is approximately 20 minutes. The Mil Air flight 
from Andrews AFB is scheduled to arrive at Cecil Field at 10:OO AM. 

Pam's cell phone number is (850) 556-5798. 

Hotel Information: 

Clarion Hotel 
21 01 Dixie Clipper Dr 
Jacksonville, FL 3221 8 
Telephone number: (904) 747-1997 
Confirmation number: 2951 11 

Flight information: 

August 18,2005: 19:lO - 22:40 United flight 5348 ORD to JAX 

Please let me know if you have any questions. I gave Pam your cell phone number in case 

Thank you, 

Kristen 

anything changes. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC j . i ;  
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Thnx 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18,2005 1 115 PM 
Heigh, Martin, COL, WSO-BRAC 
RE: Cecil Field 

From: Heigh, Martin, COL, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2005 1:08 PM 
TO: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Cecil Field 

Bill, I talked to the crew and they will go to the ANG ramp at Cecil. They also know that it is only 3 pax on the way down but 
4 on the way back. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I, 
I I 

From: Kessler, ~ ichah l ,  C I ~ ,  WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Thursday, ~ u g u s t  18,2005 4:22 PM 
To: Fetzer, ~ i l l i am, /  CIV~ WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: Resolutionito Clearinghouse Taskers 223, 225, 226, 227, 237, & 244 (WWF 6-1 1) 

I ; 
Attachments: 0CEANA.pdf; CFFC.pdf; MERIDIAN.pdf; KINGSVILLE.pdf; CFFC.pdf; CFFC.pdf; CFFC.pdf; 

0CEANA.pdf; CHERRY-PT.pdf; CFFC.pdf; 0CEANA.pdf; KINGSVILLE.pdf; CFFC.pdf; VFA 
FRS to KINGSYILLE C5.pdf; Unique Mission Requirements.pdf; Question 47 For.All 
Scenarios.pdf; OLF PICKETT C5.pdf; olf manning attachment[l].pdf; MJB to NEW DIRT 
C5.pdf; MJB to KINGSVILLE and UPT to MERIDIAN C5.pdf; MJB to CECIL FIELD C5;pdf; 
HQMC Q47 to 2 VFA SQDS to Cherry Point.pdf; Commission 19 MJB OCE-Cecil05.08.07 
1441 .CBR; Commission 18 OCE-Kings 05.08.05 0822.CBR; Commission 17 MJB OCE-Base 
X 05.08.05 1604.6~k ;  Commission 16 OLF Pickett 05.08.04 1252.CBR; Commission 15 
Option 4A FEIS 05.08.05 1620.CBR; Commission 14 VFA 106 KlNGSVlLLE 05.08.06 
0833.CBR: 2 VFA SQDS to CHERRY POINT C5.pdf Redv to DON 223 225-227 237 244 

0CEANA.pdf (12 CFFC.pdf (76 KB) MERIDIAN.pdf (28 UNGSVILLE.pdf (85 CFFC.pdf (7 KB) ~~ i%.pdf  (82 KB) CFFC.pdf (39 KB) 
KB) KB) KB) 

0CEANA.pdf (42 CHERRYJT.pdf CFK.pdf (6 KB) OCEANA.pdf (53 (1NGSVILLE.pdf (39 CFK.pdf (6 KB) VFA FRS to 
KB) (27 KB) KB) KB) INGSVILLE C5.pdf (, 

Unique Mission Question 47 For All OLF PICKETT olf manning MJB to NEW DIRT MJB to KINGSVILLEUIJB to CECIL FIELD 
Requiremenh .pd... Scenarios .... C5.pdf (52 KB) ~ttachment[l].pdf .. C5.pdf (97 KB) ... and UPT to M... C5.pdf (98 ... 

HQMC 447 to 2 :ommission 19 MJB Commission 18 bmmission 17 MlB3mmission 16 0LF Commission 15 lommission 14 VFA 
JFA SQDS to Cher ... OCE-Cecil 05.. OCE-Kings 05.08 .... OCE-Base X 0. .. Pickett 05.0 ... Option 4A FEIS O... 106 KINGSVIL ... 

2 VFA SQDS to Reply to DON 223 
:HERRY POINT C5 ... 225-227 237 2... 

Michael Kessler 
Navy Team Associate Analyst 
BRAC Commission 
Office of Review and Analysis 
www.brac.gov 

From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Thursday, August 1 8 ,  2005 8:55 AM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Warren, Marsha, CTR, WSO-E&T JCSG; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CrR, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; Sillin, 
Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; warren marsha 



Subject: FW: Resolution to Clearinghouse Taskers 223, 225,'226, "227, 237, & 244 (WWF 6-11) 

Re-forwarding p e r  con w /  Nanci Bowers, t h a t  you havenot p r e v i o u s l y  r e c e i v e d  t h i s  t a s k e r  

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2005 10:53 AM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRFC; Cook, Robert, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, CIV, OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CTR, WSO-OSDDST JCSG; marsha Warren 
Subject: FW: Resolution to Clearinghouse Taskers 223, 225, 226, 227, 237, & 244 (WWF 6-11) 

Attached is the response for taskers 0637C. 0640C, 0641C, 0642C. 0643C, and 0669C 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- . 
From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mill 
Sent: Tuesday, August 09. 2005 10:20 AM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: bracprocess 
Subject: Resolution to Clearinghouse Taskers 223, 225, 226, 227, 237, & 244 (WWF 6-11) 

Clearinghouse, 

The attached document consolidates responses to the listed taskers. Please close these 6 
Clearinghouse taskers. 

VR, LCDR Bossuyt 





Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18,2005 4:29 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC 
CHR # 16 

Attachments: Clearinghouse request WWF # 16.doc 

Mike, 

Please prep and send this. I only gave them a 24 hour turnaround because they already have the answer in hand (as do 
I), but we need official transfer of data for the record. 

bill 

Clearinghouse 
'equest W W F  # 16.. 



. . .  .:. . . , ,,:' :I ;:, . :  . . ' 

!I : ,,, 5 ' . 1 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSOBRAC , i;i~.:li 'Ii!! . . 

i 1' r ? '  ; ;q.q$ 3,; 
From: ~eputy,Carl W. CDR IB,RAC [carl.deputy@navy.mil] 
Sent: Thursday, August 1:8#2005 4:33'PM 
To: Fetzer, W i l l i a m , C l L # ( $ 0 - ~ ~ ~ ~  
Cc: bracprocess; ~airba~[n,j~dward J. CDR BRAC CP6,9,900,67 
Subject: RE:CHR#16 f y : ! ' : :  'I 

I .  11 , ' 

Attachments: Clearinghouse req"'!& WWF # 16.doc 
I, . 
I1 

Sir, 
The official answer will be significantly shorter, in essence says there are no impacts. We're already prepping it. 

CDR Carl W. Deputy 1 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy IAT ( ~ a &  BRAC) 
703-602-6490 (DSN 332) I 

Clearinghouse 
equest W W F  # 16.. 

I :  
-----Original Mesage----- j !  8 

Fmm: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSC-BRAC [ma~lto:William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Thunday, August 18,2005 16:29 j i  
To: Kenler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC ; i ; 
Cc: Hanna, James, U V ,  WSO-BRAC; Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC 
Subjed: CHR # 16 

Mike, I1 , 
Please prep and send this. I only gave them a24 hour turnaround because they already have the answer in hand (as 
do I), but we need official transfer of data for the record. 

Sorry, 

bill 

<< File: Clearinghouse request WWF # 16.doc >> 



) + I  l i l  
Attachments: Clearinghouse vh. request WWF # 16.doc 

FYI 

From: Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC ~mailto:carl.de~utv@naw.mitj 
Sent: Thursday, August 18,2005 4:33 PM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC ' , 

Cc: bracprocess; Fairbairn, Edward I. CDR BRAC CP6,9,900,67 
Subject: RE: CHR # 16 

Sir, 
The official answer will be significantly shorter, but in essence says there are no impacts. We're already prepping it. 

CDR Carl W. Deputy 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy, IAT (Navy BRAC) 
703-602-6490 lDSN 3321 

Clearinghouse 
equest WWF # 16.. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC [mailto:William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Thursday, August 18,2005 16:29 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, lames, CN, WSO-BRAC; Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC 
Subject: CHR # 16 

Mike, 

Please prep and send this. I only gave them a 24 hour turnaround because they already have the answer in hand (as 
do I), but we need official transfer of data for the record. 

Sorry, 

bill 

<< File: Clearinghouse request WWF # 16.doc >> 



Attachments: cecil floridd t/m& binion 18 Aug 05.doc 
, 

. I  I 

Hi Sir, , I  I 
Have you seen this neat article? / / 

cecil florida times 
union 18 A,.. 

CDR Carl W. Deputy 
Deputy ~ssistant secretary of the Navy, IAT (Navy BRAC) 
703-602-6490 IDSN 332) 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC ! 1 

v ,  

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Fetzer, William, GIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18,2005 6:35 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, CIV, WSO-BRAC; McDaniel, Brian, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Furlow, Clarenton, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Barrett, Joe, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, 
William, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Epstein, David, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hearing Qs 

DOD Hearing Q's 

1. (This is lona, but it aoes riaht to the heart of the master Jet Base Issue): 

Sir, The Department and the Navy have repeatedly testified that Oceana is the only suitable place for the East Coast 
Master Jet Base. The Navy has also asserted that the ability to co-locate all strike fighter assets provides: "significant cost 
savings while increasing material, operational and training efficiencies and improves the quality of life and quality of service 
of our aircrew and maintenance personnel." Additionally, the Department responded on 5 August to the Commission's 
question about moving additional F-18's out of Oceana to reduce the noise impacts, quote: 

"Basing all Atlantic Fleet F-18 aircraft at a single site with their TYPEWING FRS, weapons school and Center of Naval 
aviation Technical Training Unit provides the following:" 

Operational synergy 
Flexible inventory management 
Efficiencies in maintenance support 
Optimized simulator utilization.. 
Decreased Permanent Change of Station (PCS) moves 
Enhanced quality of life 
<Decreased> PCS move costs 

The Navy's Final Environmental Impact Study of July 2003 stated that only 8 of the 10 F-18 Super Hornet squadrons-could 
be located at Oceana because of noise and air quality concerns. Consequently, 2 of the 10 new Super Hornet squadrons 
are planned for stand-up at Cherry Point, NC. 

Doesn't the evidence of developmental encroachment in the Oceana area already constrain the operational readiness, 
adversely impact the Navy's operating budget to maintain two Super Hornet sites and contrary to all the issues that were 
cited in the Department's 5 August response regarding the advantages of single siting all the Strike fighter squadrons? 

2. If the Navy was offered to relocate to a suitable facility that already had 75% of the facilities (hangars, ramp space, etc), 
an unencroached OLF and a minimally encroached main airfield with strong local controls against encroachment, wouldn't 
that be a good opportunity to significantly improve the operational readiness of the Navy's Atlantic fleet fighter squadrons? 

3. Has anyone in the DoD seriously studied and analyzed the advantages of relocating the Navy Master Jet Base to Cecil 
Field FL with the caveat that the field would be provided freeand clear of all Non-DoD activities? 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 
From: Fetzer, Willlam, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Thursday, August 18.2005 6:35 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, CIV, WSO-BRAC; McDaniel, Brian, CIV, 

WSO-BRAC; Furlow, Clarenton, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Barrett, Joe, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, 
William, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Epstein, David, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

Subject: Hearing Qs 

DOD Hearing Q's 

1. (This is lonq. but it qoes riaht to the heart of the master Jet Base Issue): 

Sir, The Department and the Navy have repeatedly testified that Oceana is the only suitable place for the East Coast 
Master Jet Base. The Navy has also asserted that the ability to co-locate all strike fighter assets provides: "significant cost 
savings while increasing material, operational and training efficiencies and improves the quality of life and quality of service 
of our aircrew and maintenance personnel." Additionally, the Department responded on 5 August to the Commission's 
question about moving additional F-18's out of Oceana to reduce the noise impacts, quote: 

"Basing all Atlantic Fleet F-18 aircraft at a single site with their TYPEWING FRS, weapons school and Center of Naval 
aviation Technical Training Unit provides the following:" 

Operational synergy 
Flexible inventory management 
Efficiencies in maintenance support 
Optimized simulator utilization 
Decreased Permanent Change of Station (PCS) moves 
Enhanced quality of life 
<Decreased> PCS move costs 

The Navy's Final Environmental Impact Study of July 2003 stated that only 8 of the 10 F-18 Super Hornet squadrons could 
be located at Oceana because of noise and air quality concerns. Consequently, 2 of the 10 new Super Hornet squadrons 
are planned for stand-up at Cherry Point, NC. 

Doesn't the evidence of developmental encroachment in the Oceana area already constrain the operational readiness, 
adversely impact the Navy's operating budget to maintain two Super Hornet sites and contrary to all the issues that were 
cited in the Department's 5 August response regarding the advantages of single siting all the Strike fighter squadrons? 

2. If the Navy was offered to relocate to a suitable facility that already had 75% of the facilities (hangars, ramp space, etc), 
an unencroached OLF and a minimally encroached main airfield with strong local controls against encroachment, wouldn't 
that be a good opportunity to significantly improve the operational readiness of the Navy's Atlantic fleet fighter squadrons? 

3. Has anyone in the DoD seriously studied and analyzed the advantages of relocating the Navy Master Jet Base to Cecil 
Field FL with the caveat that the field would be provided free and clear of all Non-DoD activities? 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
' I .  8 ; 1; 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18,2005 6:59 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Tickle, Harold, CIV, WSO-BRAC; McDaniel, Brian, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC; Furlow, Clarenton, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Barrett, Joe, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Epstein, 
David, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hearing Qs FL - VA 

1. Please outline the local zoning policies and regulations in place around Cecil and Whitehouse OLF that will control 
developmental encroachment for now and into the future. 

2. Please advise the Commission regarding the State of Florida's offer to support PPV for the housing that will be needed 
to host a master jet base. 

3. Please advise the commission regarding the issue of ambient light that might affect night flight operations and training 
around Whitehouse OLF. 

1. Governor: As you know ~irginia's "land use rights" is a significant obstacle in controlling growth around the air facilities 
of Oceana and Fentress. Even with legislation in place that enables local governments to proactively control encroachment 
around civilian and military airfields, it is still left to the local planning commissions and governments to act in good faith to 
adhere to the guidelines about building in danger and noise zones. Please advise the Commission on how the State of 
Virginia plans to ensure that the local communities in the southeastern Virginia region will not revert back to their history of 
weak enforcement of encroachment restrictions. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Thursday, August 18, 2005 7:26 PM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
AiCUZ OVERLAY 

Attachments: Reply to CH 0863 commission re imagery of Cecil Field.pdf 

Reply to CH 0863 
commission re:.. 

Provided FYI . 
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From: Fetzer, William, ClV: WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Thursday, August 18,2005 7:26 PM 
To: Feuer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: AiCUZ OVERLAY 

Attachments: Reply to CH 0863 commission re imagery of Cecil Field.pdf 

Reply to CH 0863 
cummission re... 

Provided FYI 
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From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I j,:. . #  

Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 6:57 AM ., I '  

To: Hill, Christine, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: 

Christine, 

I don't know if the Commissioners have seen this web site yet, but it really does reflect what the people think. Every friend 
that I know from VA Beach - including those that love the Navy and VA Beach - say the exact same thing. The City 
Council always goes with the developers and they predict that when BRAC goes away again, the encroachment will start 
up again like a cancer. 

Bill 

From: Hill, Christine, U V ,  WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 16,2005 10:04 AM 
TO: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: 

Interesting: 
htt~://home.hamptonroads.com/~uestbook~questbook.dm?id=342 

Only looked at first 10 - but would be curious to see how this readership stacks against the BRAC Web comments 

Ckrkhie 
Christine 0. Hill 
Director, Legislative Affairs 
BRAC Commission 
703-699-2950 
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From: Daniel McCarthy [DanielM@coj.net] 1 I: II 

Sent: Friday, August 19,/20052:34 PM , i . 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil i 
Subject: Please review 'VALUE OF MASTER JET BASE COMMITMENT BY' 

' I 
Attachments: VALUE OF MASTER JET BASE COMMITMENT BY.doc 

VALUE OF MASTER 
JET BASE COMMI ... 
Here's the document you asked for . . .  By the 
assessent for 1993 . . .  Cecil Field number is 

way, i have located the military Value 
way above Oceana ... dan 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Friday, August 19, 2005 4:03 PM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: OSD BRAC Clearinghosue Tasker 0973C Navy ~ a r i n e  Corps Question: WWF 16 

Attachments: reply to ch 0973c Cecil field.pdf 

reply to ch 0973c 
Cecil field .... 

From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 3:18 PM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Warren, Marsha, OR, WSO-E&T JCSG; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Flood, Glenn, 
CIV, OASD-PA; Hoggard, Jack, CTFI, WSO-OSD-DST JCSG; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: OSD BRAC Clearinghosue Tasker 0973C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 16 

Attached is the response to your inquiry, OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker #0973C (pdf file is provided) 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
Fmm: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 3:05 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: BRAC Inquiry Workflow; Kessler, Michael, UV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fairbairn, Edward 3. 
CDR BRAC CP6,9,900,67; Deputy, Carl W. CDR BRAC; bracprocess 
Subject: RE: OSD BRAC Clearinghosue Tasker 0973C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 16 

Attached signed pdf responds to Tasker 0973C. 

Thank you, 

Jan Rivenburg 

-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2005 16:47 
To: bracprocess 
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Cc: BRAC Inquiry Workflow; Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV,, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: MI: OSD BRAC Clearinghosue Tasker 0973C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 16 

Our Apologies ... This Tasker belongs to the Navy. 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Monday, 22 
August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0973C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2005 4:42 PM 
To: BRAC Inquiry Workflow 
CC: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghosue Tasker 0973C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 16 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Monday, 22 
August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

'When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0973C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Thursday, August 18,2005 4:36 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#16 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank you. 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF # 1 G.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Saturday, August 20, 2005 9:20 AM 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Attachments: CH 0962 DON 0365.pdf 

CH 0962 DON 
0365.pdf (225 KB) 

From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mill 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 6:16 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse; bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, 
CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN IS=, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOIA 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse~so.whs.mi11 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 11:50 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, 
CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tracker 0962C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 15 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT 
noon Friday, 19 August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0962C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 11:29 AM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
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Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#15 r r  

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF #15.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

www.brac.gov 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Saturday, August 20, 2005 2:59 PM 
Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Battaglia, Charles, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Oceana Mission 

Bill: In case you want to send per C Hill - 

Frank 

Critical question - please respond by Aug 22: 

1) Please explain any limitations or impacts of moving the Oceana classified mission to 
any other location on East Coast. 

2) Can the above mission be relocated as above before 2009? 2011? 

3) What would the one-time cost be for such a move? 

This e-mail has been sent from the Blackberry of Frank Cirillo, Director of Review and 
Analysis, Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Saturday, August 20,2005 9:44 PM 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Conservative Blog 

Attachments: Picture (Metafile) 

In researching OLF issues I came across this string of comments on the Washington County 
OLF. It's quite interesting to see what the WASH County Legal team is working on and 
their reaction to the official Navy spin on encroachment and the need for the OLF. 

Fetz 

Free Republic 
Home 7 Browse 7 Search News/Activism 
Topics 7 Post Article 

Skip to comments. 
~av+ top gun calls the shots ( Anti-OLF article) The Washington Daily News * I Monday, 
November 29, 2004 1 BILL SANDIFER Posted on 11/29/2004 11:00:42 AM PST by 
RepublicanReptile Navy top gun calls the shots By BILL SANDIFER, Staff Writer As the Navy 
skated on the thinning ice surrounding its justification for a Washington County outlying 
landing field, a former Tiger Team member, Navy Cmdr. John Robusto, penned a document 
titled, "OLF justification verbiage." That paper was circulated among Tiger Team members 
who had been polishing the language to pass muster with high-level Navy officials. 
That account is gleaned from a court brief summarizing more than 200,000 Navy documents 
turned over to OLF opponents' attorneys under court order. Those documents form the 
backbone of the latest brief filed by the law firm of Kennedy Covington and the Southern 
Environmental Law Center's legal team, suing to halt permanently Navy outlying landing 
field plans for its preferred Washington County site. The account also picks up the thread 
from two previous Daily News reports on the brief. 
That document and many revisions to follow resulted from a May 2003 meeting Robusto 
attended with Navy Atlantic Fleet Commander Adm. Robert Natter and the Navy's top-ranking 
civilian leaders - -  including acting Navy Secretary Hansford T. Johnson. Johnson and other 
top civilian leaders had turned thumbs down on the latest Tiger Team wording, wording that 
had passed muster with Natter, relates the legal brief. The Tiger Team comprised the 
frontline civilian and military advisers charged with making the OLF happen. 
Following that meeting, "Tiger Team scrambled to respond," notes the brief. That response 
would mark a dramatic departure, a "U-turn," from Tiger Team's tack. 
Tiger Team's Robusto, who had balked at "fabricating" material but agreed to "spin" the 
facts, wrote, "While we have always refrained from trashing (Altrntive Landing Field) 
Fentress, ADM Natter directed his bubbas to go ahead and do it here." 
That radical change prompted an advisory e-mail from civilian environmental planner Dan 
Cecchini to Fred Pierson, Cecchinits assistant, who had missed the meeting: "(L)ots of 
(c---) happening." 
Trump card? 
Concurrent with the effort to "trash" existing facilities - -  "degraded training" became 
the gentler description of what Virginia facilities were providing --  "surge" took the 
spotlight as justification for an OLF. Surge, according to the brief, was viewed as the 
Navy ' s "trump card. 
Although other Navy testimony would acknowledge that surge situations - -  accelerated 
training of massive forces for rapid deployment - -  happen only once or twice in a decade, 
the brief contends "surge looked to be a godsend to a Navy bent on fashioning . . .  some 
sort of rationale supporting the OLF1s development." 
The day following the meeting, Robusto, once again, drafted new language in an attempt to 
satisfy civilian leaders in the Navy secretary's office. But those revisions clearly 
worried the author, who circulated a draft and an e-mail acknowledging, "there is a lot of 
dangerous ground here, but compared to my first 15 drafts of this language, I think this 
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is the safest. It 
Tiger Team's language revisions and the manner in which they were inserted into the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, argues the brief, "demonstrates without a shadow of a 
doubt that 'surgeo is a trumped up excuse ... for the decision to put the OLF in North 
Carolina." 
The language that made it into the FEIS appears to use careful wording to allow some 
wiggle room, stating existing facilities, during surge "do not have the capacity to meet 
the Atlantic Fleet's (carrier training) requirements effi~iently.'~ 
The brief takes issue with the impression the language leaves, particularly in light of 
the fact that two Mideast wars had seen successful rapid military deployments with no 
apparent training deficiencies - -  if the initial success of overwhelming military forces 
is the benchmark. 
Prior to the July 2003 FEIS release, Tiger Team member Cecchini, in an e-mail, voiced 
fears that changes - -  based on high-level demands for language revisions - -  could become 
transparent to the reader. In a parenthetical comment, Cecchini writes "just tell the 
reader that this 'surge1 issue is an emergent requirement and to essentially 'not pay 
attention' to the no OLF options in the book - -  they are no longer viable based on new 
surge requirements - -  a disclaimer if you will." 
One of the FEIS readers to whom those changes did become transparent is Washington County 
Board of Commissioners Chairman Wesley Stokes who, during a state-Navy panel meeting, 
questioned Navy officials and received nothing more than blank stares. 
The brief summarizes the three years of work the Navy had invested to put together the 
FEIS, contending that Navy civilian leadership "was now instructing the decisionmaker 
(itself) simply to ignore the option of not constructing an OLF, but not letting the 
public in on the secret that this 'decisionr was prearranged." 
Stokes may have had the opportunity to confront the Navy with its apparent contradictions, 
but he was not alone in seeing a shift in Navy arguments and resulting contradictions. On 
the streets - -  and in the fields - -  many theories were floated, but most who followed the 
issue had long ago concluded what Navy opposition law teams appear to have uncovered. 
The top gun weighs in 
Only a few days after Robusto's last revisions, "Secretary Johnson himself (the ultimate 
decisionmaker) weighed in, instructing the Tiger Team to modify even further the anti- 
Fentress language in the FEISPn alleges the brief. 
A local delegation, prior to a meeting arranged by Sen. Elizabeth Dole, had been told that 
Johnson had not made up his mind on the Navy's final site selection. When delegation 
members arrived home from the Washington, D.C., meeting, many would relate a gut feeling 
that Johnson clearly had his mind made up and had too many ready answers to suit their 
comfort . 
Later, Washington County Commissioner Billy Corey said he got word that Johnson had signed 
the Record of Decision - -  selecting Washington County - -  within an hour of the meeting's 
end. 
During the process, a duel of political wits saw Cecchini and fellow team member Alan 
Zusman, exchanging private e-mails, debating the politics and potential huge cost of a 
facility that they clearly had not been convinced was necessary. 
Wrote Zusrnan, "Existing OLF (Fentress) has capacity and encroachment can be tempered. . . .  
If the issue were truly just have a new OLF for better training and next generation 
aircraft, the Government's preferred alternatives should have been 10/0 (squadron 
distributions) and build a new OLF. But alas, it wasn't. Hence my dilemma understanding 
the thought process behind the 150M+ investment we're facing." 
Zusman had earlier argued that, since the Navy - -  which continues to fly at its Virginia 
fields - -  had never declared that encroachment on its Oceana and Fentress facilities 
impaired readiness, Itwe are left with anecdotal information as to the impact of the 
en~roachment,'~ information, the brief contends, does not meet National Environmental 
Policy Act standards. By federal law, NEPA standards must be met before an OLF can be 
built, an issue at the heart of the civil lawsuit against the Navy. 
The brief argues similar shortcomings exist in the Navy's bird research, both as a hazard 
to pilots, and jet noise and pollution as a hazard to waterfowl wintering at adjacent 
Pocosin Lakes National Wildlife Refuge. 
In an e-mail exchange with Cecchini, Robusto - -  a Navy veteran with 15 years experience as 
a fighter pilot - -  cited problems he had experienced flying near the Washington County 
site. 
Robusto wrote, "I totally believe you that there are a bazillion swans in the area. I've 
seen them and had to pull off at low levels several times because of them. ... Operator's 
perspective: This is a big problem. Can it be mitigated? If yes, proceed. If no, is it a 
shows topper?'' 
Robusto indicated the question would have to be answered higher up the chain of command. 
Tiger Team apparently recognized the bird problem conflicted with arguments and criteria 
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the Navy had used to select the site, creating yet anothe~,,~fdile~a: how to accommodate, or .; I , , ' 
spin, the bird-strike issue. 
Cecchini privately conceded that Site C "is smack dab in qh= :middle of (the birdsT) route 
to (the foraging fields)" and raised the notion of not bs$&the site during the four-to- 
five months of migratory season. Another Navy officer, 'inst&d, suggested limiting OLF 
operations during certain hours. Robusto, however, recog&i4id either suggestion. "flies in 
the face of the screening criteria: 24-hour operational cap+ility.lt 
Both suggestions, nonetheless, made it - -  albeit briefly - -  'to street-level and were duly 
reported. 
As the struggle between OLF proponents and opponents raged, 1:~ecchini recognized that 
Mother Nature and her forces remained unruffled: "I understand that we must have a 24-hour 
capability but, whether we like it or not, birds don't give'a damn about our needed 
capabilities. 
The buck stops there 
As reality continued to intrude on Navy plans, Robusto told Cecchini that Tiger Team would 
"let our leadership decide if they. are willing to deviate from previously stated 
operational requirements." 
The brief argues that Navy leadership did, indeed, allow many deviations that violated 
site-screening criteria but remained steadfastly opposed to entertaining any deviations 
that would resolve "alleged training conflicts" present at the Open Grounds Farm site, a 
Carteret County site OLF opponents consider an ideal alternative. 
In summarizing its bird arguments, the brief recalls an earlier communique Robusto had 
sent Tiger Team members - -  a caution on sensitive wording: "Severe is a four-letter word 
in aviation - -  when somethingis severe (icing, turbulence, windsheer) pilots go 
elsewhere. Building an OLF in severe anything would not be prudent." 
Site C, Washington County, early on was ranked - -  in BASH potential - -  "severen for more 
than half the year - -  the worst ranking of any potential sites the Navy has considered. 
Navy ignores federal agencies - -  forced to backtrack in federal court; motion calls for 
immediate, permanent halt to OLF - -  in the next Daily News installment. 

TOPICS: Constitution/Conservatism; Government; News/Current Events; US: North Carolina 
KEYWORDS: ANTIOLF; BEAUFORTCOUNTY; LANDINGSTRIP; NAVY; NOOLF; OLF; WASHINGTONCOUNTY 

GO GO GO Anti-OLF movement!! 
1 posted on 11/29/2004 11:00:43 AM PST by RepublicanReptile [ Post Reply 1 Private Reply I 
View Replies I 

To: TaxRelief; Constitution Day; Prospero 
NC PING! 
2 posted on 11/29/2004 11:01:15 AM PST by RepublicanReptile (Open your mind, close the 
borders. ) 
[ Post Reply ( Private Reply ( To 1 I View Replies 1 

To: RepublicanReptile 
WTF is OLF? 
3 posted on 11/29/2004 11:11:30 AM PST by ko-kyi 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply I To 1 I View Replies 1 

To: ko-kyi 
When you find out tell me 
4 posted on 11/29/2004 11:19:02 AM PST by NOV3 ("This is the best election night in 
history." --DNC chair Terry McAuliffe Nov. 2,2004 8p.m.) 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply I To 3 1 View Replies I 

To: ko kvi 
It is &-acronym for Outlying Landinq Field. It is a purely politicallv motivated attempt 

- - 
to appease the-residents of another state by placing the O~F-in  astern NC, rather than- 
somewhere more suitable. The Navy neglected to go through the proper procedures, a 
wildlife preserve near the proposed site would put pilots in danger of death by bird, and 
lots of people will lose their land. A huge amouont of opposition has developed, from all 
over NC, and the coolest thing is, we are actually winning! As you can tell i do not like 
the idea of the OLF coming to my neighbor counties of Washington County and beaufort 
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County. 
5 posted on 11/29/2004 11:20:24 AM PST by RepublicanReptile (Open your mind, close the 
borders. ) 
[ post Reply ( Private Reply 1 TO 3 1 View Replies ] 

To: RepublicanReptile; Nov3 
Thanks for the explanation - I couldn't quite piece it together from the article. 

Nov3 - see his post # 4 
6 posted on 11/29/2004 11:21:45 AM PST by ko kyi 
[ Post Reply ( Private Reply I To 5 ( View ~ e ~ l i e s  ] 

To: ko-kyi 
"Operating Location - Forward". It serves several purposes. It provides an alternate 
location to land and service aircraft in the event that the primary location is damaged or 
an attack is deemed imminent. 
It also provides a training location for pilots to "shoot approaches." They don't really 
learn a lot if they only practice approaches and landings at a single air base.'' 
We used OLFs during exercises to simulate being deployed overseas. It cuts the expenses of 
shipping a whole unit to Germany or the middle east. 
7 posted on 11/29/2004 11:22:47 AM PST by mbynack 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply 1 To 3 ( View Replies 1 

TO: ko-kyi; Nov3 
For more background here is a link to an article I posted a few days ago. 

http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-news/l288006/posts 
8 posted on 11/29/2004 11:22:58 AM PST by RepublicanReptile (Open your mind, close the 
borders. ) 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply I To 6 1 View Replies I 

To: ko-kyi 
Outlying Landing Field. NAS Ocena, the Navy's "Master Jet Base" on the east coast, is 
located in Va Beach. While it used to be out in the boonies it is now practically downtown 
due to urban development. The same thing is happening to the current OLF which is 11 miles 
south of Oceana. The Navy has been looking for an alternate site because of political 
pressure to shut down the current OLF. 
The critical need is for an airfield for FCLP (Field Carrier Landing Practice). Prior to 
landing on an aircraft carrier pilots need between 50 and 100 practice landings (about 10 
landing per sortie) observed and graded by a Landing Signal Officer. With the current 
noise abatement policies pilots are forced to fly at weird hours and fly nonstandard 
patterns. What has basically happened is that people bought houses next to two active 
airfield and then decided they don't like jet noise. 
9 posted on 11/29/2004 11:26:31 AM PST by USNBandit (Florida military absentee voter 
number 53 7. ) 
1 Post Reply 1 Private Reply I To 3 ( View Replies I 

To: USNBandit 
Yes! And then to appease them the Navy decided to steal land, ignore environmental impact 
studies, and impose jet noise on country folk like myself. If they don't want jet noise, 
they should come to live in Eastern NC, not the jets. 
10 posted on 11/29/2004 11:31:25 AM PST by RepublicanReptile (Open your mind, close the 
borders. ) 
1 Post Reply I Private Reply ( To 9 1 View Replies 1 I/ 
To: RepublicanReptile 
You don't like jet noise??? As for birds, the whole city of Virginia Beach is a bird 
sanctuary. I'm not sure if Oceana has a sign around it telling the birds to stay out, but 

I 
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1'11 ask some friends and le; you know. 
11 posted on 11/29/2004 11:34:19 AM PST by petitfour 
[ post Reply ( private Reply 1 TO 5 ( View Replies I 

To: RepublicanReptile 
btw, I love jet noise. The reality is that Virginia Beach is growing and the local pols 
smells money money money. They want all that land for houses. The noise is just an excuse. 
12 posted on 11/29/2004 11:40:16 AM PST by petitfour 
[ Post Reply ( Private Reply ( To 10 1 View Replies 1 

To: RepublicanReptile; TaxRelief; Helms; 10O%FEDUP; 2ndMostConservativeBrdMember; -Vor-; 
A2J; a4drvr; . . 
NC *Ping* 
Please FRmail Constitution Day, TaxRelief OR Helms if you want to be added to or removed 
from this North Carolina ping list. 

13 posted on 11/29/20 4 12:03:23 PM PST by Constitution I 
~ a ~ -  
[ Post Reply I Private Reply I To 1 ) View Replies 1 

To: ko~-kyi 
BTFOOM~ 
14 posted on 11/29/2004 12:04:38 PM PST by Mr. Lucky 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply 1 To 3 1 View Replies ] 

To: Mr. Lucky 
Please explain what that meant? 
15 posted on 11/29/2004 12:12:45 PM PST by RepublicanReptile (Open your mind, close the 
borders. ) 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply I To 14 1 View Replies I 

To: Mr. Lucky 
Re: BTFOOM 

? 
16 posted on 11/29/2004 1:06:18 PM PST by ko-kyi 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply I To 14 ( View Replies 1 

To: RepublicanReptile; ko kyi 
It's an obscure acronym containing the queen mother of obscenities 
17 posted on 11/29/2004 1:17:42 PM PST by Mr. Lucky 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply 1 To 15 1 View Replies 1 

To: petitfour 
Also, property values have been skyrocketing and will continue to do so if they can manage 
to keep the current noise level the same, which means more tax revenue. This means more 
$$$ for Oberndorf to spend on her cronies to help keep her in office the rest of her life. 
And yes, as you noted, they want to pack more houses around Oceana, for even more loot. 
(Actually, they are condos that are packed tighter than sardines. I can't figure out why 
anyone would want to live like that). I live in Kempsville, and the jet noise in my 
neighborhood is minimal. 
18 posted on 11/29/2004 1:35:32 PM PST by flair2000 
[ Post Reply I Private Reply ( To 12 1 View Replies ] 



To: RepublicanReptile . .. . ' i  I . . . *  
, s 

I wasnu t trying to justify the Navy putting the OLF in youL b4ckyard, I was just trying to 
explain why they needed the OLF in the first place. ~ncroachment is'making the current OLF 
unusable. Politics is the reason Oceana is still in bus$nessl%n the first place. As a 
"Master Jet Base" it just plain sucks. Airspace sucks, bombing range sucks, OLF sucks, 
weather often sucks. Miramar was much better with the exception of the marine layer that 
often sits over SD. 
Do you know what other sites have been proposed and why they aren't being picked? I wonder 
why they couldn't make improvements to the strip at Fort AP Hill. 
19 posted on 11/29/2004 5:28:07 PM PST by USNBandit (Florida military absentee voter 
number 537.) 
[ Post Reply ( Private Reply I To 10 1 View Replies I 
Disclaimer: Opinions posted on Free Republic are those of the individual posters and do 
not necessarily represent the opinion of Free Republic or its management. All materials 
posted herein are protected by copyright law and the exemption for fair use of copyrighted 
works. 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Saturday, August 20, 2005 10:19 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV. WSO-BRAC 
RE: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Mike, Please reply that this document is useless since the important data is obscured by 
the scanning process. We need a high fidelity color scanned version ASAP. 

Thanks, Bill 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Saturday, August 20, 2005 9:20 AM 
To: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mi1l 
Sent: Friday, August 19. 2005 6:16 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse; bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, 
CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN IS=, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT U FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOIA 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse@wso.whs.mill 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 11:50 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, 
CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tracker 0962C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 15 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT 
noon Friday, 19 August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0962C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this mattkr. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 



- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 11:29 AM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#15 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank You. 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF #15.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

www.brac.gov 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Kessler, Michael. CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sunday, August 21,2005 & I 2  AM 
'bracprocess'; RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO- 
BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

clearinghouse, 

Can you please resend CH 0962 WWF#15 in a manner that will allow for the attached chart 
depicting DNR contours of hypothetical operations at Cecil Field to be viewed clearly. We 
are,unable to view the chart as a result of the document being scanned. If it is 
possible we would appreciate an electronic version of the chart send directly to me ASAP. 
If you have any questions please let me know. 

Thank You, 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of ~eview and Analysis 

From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mill 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 6:16 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC clearinghouse; bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, 
CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN IS&A, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER F O I A  

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [mailto:Clearinghouse@wso.whs.mill 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 11:50 
To : bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, 
CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tracker 0962C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 15 



Please provide a response to the inquiry below and returnito OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT 
noon Friday, 19 August 2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

.When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0962C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2005 11:29 AM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#15 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank You. 

<<Clearinghouse request WwF #15.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV. WSO-BRAC 
Sunday, August 21,2005 1 :45 PM 
Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Oceana with Amendment #I93 

Attachments: Motion 193- 0ceana.doc; Motion 193- 0ceana.doc; Motion 193A - 0ceana.doc 

Dan, attached are the prime Close Oceana and the amendment with a condition attached. 

Please advise if you need any additional info. 

Motion 193- 
)ceana.doc (30 KB). 

Note that you have #I97 mislab ele and filed in the 193 - Oceana folder. 

Thanks, 

Motion 193- Motion 193A - 
Iceana.doc (33 KB).Oceana.doc (33 K... 

Bill F e tzer 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I 
I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sunday, August 21,2005 2:46 PM 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
CH#'s17&18 

Attachments: Clearinghouse request WWF # 18.doc; Clearinghouse request WWF # 17.doc 

Please process ASAP. Thanks. 

Clearinghouse Clearinghouse 
equest WWF # 18.:equest WWF # 17.. 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 
: )  

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC ! 
Sunday, August 21,2005 7:50 PM 
Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sound Bites for 62,71 and 193 and revised Motion 193A 

Attachments: Motion Sound Bites.doc; Motion 193A - 0ceana.doc 

Motion Sound Motion 193A - 
Bitesdoc (31 KB) ... 0ceana.doc (33 K... 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sunday, August 21,2005 751 PM 
Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
FW: Sound Bites for 62,71 and 193 and revised Motion 193A 

Attachments: Motion Sound Bites.doc; Motion 193A - 0ceana.doc 

FYI 

From: Feher, William, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Sunday, August 21, 2005 7:50 PM 
To: Cowhig, Dan, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject Sound Bites for 62,71 and 193 and revised Motion 193A 

Motion Sound Motion 193A - 
Bitesdoc (3 1 KB).. .Oceana.doc (33 K.. . 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 , .  

Sent: Sunday, August 21,2005 8:20 PM 
To: Reborchick, Margaret, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: Base Visit Report Cecil -1 9 AUG i 

Attachments: Base Visit Report - Cecil Field - 19 AUG.doc 

Marcy, 

Please include attached BVR in the E library. 

Thanks, Bill 

Base Visit Report - 
Cecil Fiel.. . 



/ 

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC : 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Turner, Gordon [gordon.turner@mail.house.gov] 
Sunday, August 21,2005 10:03 PM 
'Fetzer, William, ClVi WSO-BRAC' 
TX Gov 

Importance: High 

Bill, informal heads-up for you regarding reasons for TX gov's calls into Chairman. 

Big issues for SoTx: 

Commission motion on lngleside should be to vote to "approve the Secretants recommendation to close Naval Station 
lnqleside and realiqn NAS Corpus Christi". This approach prevents the recusals resultina from the potential conflicts 
of interest with VA and CA from biasina the vote aqainst South Texas. This approach is a matter of basic fairness and 
a motion to remove lngleside from the list would effectively turn the potential conflicts with Commissioners from VA 
and CA to confirmed votes for closure. This would result in a situation worse than having Commissioners with 
potential conflicts of interest voting on the issue. It would guarantee "effective" votes for closure and bias the vote 
toward the potential conflicts of interest. 
As an alternative to the closure of NAS Oceana, a compromise to realign the Fleet Replacement Squadron (FRS) (or 
eauivalent numbers of fleet squadrons) from NAS Oceana to NAS Kinqsville should be considered. This option 
significantly mitigates the safety and training problems at Oceana, but does not take the dramatic step of closing the 
facility. It keepsall future basing options fo; the Navy in play and can be implemented for minimal cost with the- 
generous State of Texas financial package. This alternative needs to be heard bv the Commissioners that have not 
heard it. It is a win for the Navy (enhanced training, expanded basing flexibility, unencroached air and land), win for 
South Texas, and win for the residents of Oceana that want to reduce noise and improve safety but not lose the base , 
(-20% reduction at Fentress and -40,000 runway operations per year at NAS Oceana and Fentress OLF, but the vast 
majority of base remains intact). This is consistent with the Navy plan for basing the JSF FRS away from fleet 
squadrons. Additionally, the Navy has not identified a formal requirement for an east and west coast Master Jet Base, 
it is just a cultural preference. In fact, the Navy's Commander of Naval Installations Vision 2030 document states that 
there is no national defense requirement for east and west coast basing of strike fighters. 

Gordon Turner 
Congressional Fellow 
Office of Congressman Solomon Ortiz (TX-27) 
(202) 225-7742 
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From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 8 1  

1; 
Sent: Monday, August 22,2005 653 AM 
To: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: TX Gov 

Importance: High 

FYI 

From: Turner, Gordon [mailto:gordon.turner@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Sunday, August 21,2005 10:03 PM 
To: 'Feker, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC' 
Subject: TX Gov 
Importance: High 

Bill, informal heads-up for you regarding reasons for TX gov's calls into Chairman. 

Big issues for SoTx: 

Commission motion on lnaleside should be to vote to "approve the Secretaw's recommendation to close Naval Station 
lnaleside and realian NAS Corpus Christi". This aDpr0ach prevents the recusals resultina from the potential conflicts 
of interest with VA and CA from biasina the vote aaainst South Texas. This approach is a matter of basic fairness and 
a motion to remove lngleside from the list would effectively turn the potential conflicts with Commissioners from VA 
and CA to confirmed votes for closure. This would result in a situation worse than having Commissioners with 
potential conflicts of interest voting on the issue. It would guarantee "effective" votes for closure and bias the vote 
toward the potential conflicts of interest. 
As an alternative to the closure of NAS Oceana, a compromise to realiqn the Fleet Replacement Sauadron (FRS) (or 
equivalent numbers of fleet sauadrons) from NAS Oceana to NAS Kinasville should be considered. This option 
significantly mitigates the safety and training problems at Oceana, but does not take the dramatic step of closing the 
facility. It keeps all future basing options for the Navy in play and can be implemented for minimal cost with the 
generous State of Texas financial package. This alternative needs to be heard bv the Commissioners that have not 
heard it. It is a win for the Navy (enhanced training, expanded basing flexibility, unencroached air and land), win for 
South Texas, and win for the residents of Oceana that want to reduce noise and improve safety but not lose the base 
(-20% reduction at Fentress and -40,000 runway operations per year at NAS Oceana and Fentress OLF, but the vast 
majority of base remains intact). This is consistent with the Navy plan for basing the JSF FRS away from fleet 
squadrons. Additionally, the Navy has not identified a formal requirement for an east and west coast Master Jet Base, 
it is just a cultural preference. In fact, the Navy's Commander of Naval Installations Vision 2030 document states that 
there is no national defense requirement for east and west coast basing of strike fighters. 

Gordon Turner 
Congressional Fellow 
Office of Congressman Solomon Ortiz (TX-27) 
(202) 225-7742 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
. . I '  ; , j t ; ; ;  

8 !:!. , 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel McCarthy [DanielM@coj.net] I 

Monday, August 22,2005 7:26 AM 
William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
FYI--May '86 A-6 Crash on Oceana Blvd. Hard to believe mayor didn't know this. 

Virqinian-Pilot 

DATE: Thursday, September 11, 1997 TAG: 9709110445 
SECTION: FRONT PAGE: A1 EDITION: FINAL 
SOURCE: BY DALE EISMAN, STAFF WRITER 
DATELINE: WASHINGTON LENGTH: 101 lines 

NAW: SEND OCEANA ALL 180 JETS: 
MILITARY IMPACT 

The Navy's plan to base 180 additional FIA-18 Hornet jets in Virginia Beach is the best of several 
alternatives for relocating the planes from Florida but would put 22 schools and the homes of almost 
39,000 residents into high-noise zones, the Navy said Wednesday. 

A long-awaited environmental assessment of the move said transferring all the planes to Oceana 
Naval Air Station remains "the Navy's preferred alternative" because it would be cheaper and more 
efficient than any of several plans to divide the jets between Oceana and facilities in North or South 
Carolina. 

"The net benefit to the community is tremendous" if all the planes are sent to Oceana, said Virginia 
Beach Mayor Meyera E. Oberndorf. She promised to work with the Navy to minimize any 
environmental problems the transfer might create. 

The Navy will have to spend about $250 million, spread over 30 years, to complete the transfer, the 
report said. The city estimates the move will add 5,000 jobs to the local economy, with annual 
salaries and benefits worth an average of $6,000 more than the current local average. 

The Navy said it could not estimate how much the city might have to spend to keep noise levels in 
the 22 schools at 45 decibels or less, the desired level. It volunteered to help the city "conduct 
detailed engineering evaluations at schools of particular concern." 

Transferring all 180 Hornets to Oceana would increase noise levels in the schools from 6 to 20 
decibels, the report said, but the use of central air conditioning and closed windows "normally 
reduces interior noise levels by 25 decibels." 

586 
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Any of the alternatives outlined in an executive summary of the N a y  reqorf would bring at least 120 
additional FIA-18s to Oceana. The'summary suggested that most of th"e environmental impact that 
would be felt from a transfer of all 180 Hornets to Oceana also would be attached to a move of only 
120. 

Even if all the planes move to Oceana, the report said, pollution from their exhausts "would not 
(have) a significant impact" on air quality. 

Additional employment at the base would add to auto traffic in the vicinity, the report added, 
particularly on Oceana Boulevard between Bells Road and Princess Anne Road, but several projects 
already planned "would reduce traffic congestion." 

Local officials and U.S. Rep. Owen B. Pickett were briefed on the five-inch-thick report in Washington 
last week, and received copies Wednesday. 

Publication of the report in the Federal Register, expected soon, will trigger thebeginning of a 135- 
day period for public comments and hearings before the Environmental Protection Agency makes a 
final decision on whether to permit the transfer. 

Only the 17-page executive summary of the report was released to reporters Wednesday, so the 
exact boundaries of the new high-noise and "Accident Potential Zones" - areas where a plane in 
distress most likely would crash - remained a mystery. 

There has not been an off-base crash in the Oceana area since May 1986, when an A-6E Intruder 
fell into a car on Oceana Boulevard, killing both crew members and a 25-year-old pregnant woman 
driving the car. 

While the new noise zones would impact almost 39,000 residents, the report suggested that changes 
in flight operations would lower noise levels now experienced by 10,345 people living near the base. 

Pickett said his initial scan of the report found nothing to suggest that problems stemming from the 
transfer can't be solved. The report validated his and others' support for putting all the planes and the 
infrastructure that services them in one place', Pickett said. 

Dividing the planes between Oceana and either of two Marine Corps bases - at Cherry Point, N.C., or 
Beaufort, S.C. - would force the Navy to pay and equip two sets of mechanics, maintain two 
inventories of spare parts and duplicate other support functions, Pickett said. 

The Navy must find a new home for the FIA-18s because it is closing Cecil Field near Jacksonville. 
Pickett, Virginia Beach officials and an assortment of business leaders have lobbied aggressively to 
transfer the planes to Oceana; their arguments persuaded an independent base-closing commission 
to recommend the move in 1995. 

But officials in Cherry Point, where most of the Cecil Field Hornets originally were scheduled to go, 
have continued to fight to bring at least some of the planes to their community. They have threatened 
legal action to block the proposed transfers to Oceana and are expected to continue their efforts 
despite the Navy's recommendation. 

Environmental damage the transfer to Oceana could cause, including increases in noise and 
additional pollution from aircraft exhausts and the autos of those who would fly and take care of the 
planes, has been one of Cherry Point's principal arguments against the Navy's proposal. 



The report said either of two alternatives that would send some of . ttie;Hornets ~,:.,,:, ,:'. I; to Cherry Point would 
require construction of a repair facility for the planes, as well as hangafrenovations and alternations 

' ' ' 1  " to the aircraft apron. 
i 

Moving 60 of the FIA-18s to Cherry Point, the maximum the report considered, also would require 
construction of a new medical clinic, a child development center and /an additional 8,000-foot runway, 
the report said. I 

The report said that alternative would cost $519 million, more than double the cost of moving all the 
planes to Oceana. An alternative that would send 24 planes to the North Carolina base, and 156 to 
Oceana, would cost $283 million, $33 million more than the Oceana-alone option. ILLUSTRATION: 
[Color Photo] 

If the Navy's preferred plan to move 180 FIA-18 Hornets to Oceana is 

approved, the base will house about 380 aircraft including the F-14 

Tomcat, above. that would surpass the 1990 all-time high of about 

374 aircraft at Oceana. 

Jhomel TETDsl. Jlmaqe Basel ~iournaIs1 TVA News] W D L l  Ionline Course Materials1 
JPublicationsl 

htt~:llwww.lib.vt.edu Send Suggestions or Comments to webmaster@scholar.lib.vt.edu 
- 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 i 
I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Reborchick, Margaret, CIV, WSO-BRAC 1 
Monday, August 22,2005 8:28 AM I 
Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: Base Visit Report Cecil -19 AUG 

Will do. Thanks. 

From: Feher, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Sunday, August 21, 2005 8:20 PM 
To: ~eborchick,Margaret, UV, WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Subjeb: Base Visit Report Cecil -19 AUG 

Marcy, 

Please include attached BVR in the E library. 

Thanks, Bill 

<< File: Base Visit Report - Cecil Field - 19 AUG.doc >> 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC I ! 
I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

bracprocess [bracprocess@navy.mil] , j  ! .  , , , 
Monday, August 22,2005 9:32 AM i 
Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; bracprocess; RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV,'WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO- 
BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
RE: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Attachments: cecil schools.ppt 

cecil schools.ppt (3 
MB) 

Non-scanned file attached. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC [mailto:Michael.Kessler@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Sunday, August 21,2005 8:12 
To: bracprocess; RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, 
CIV, wso-BRAC 
Subjed: RE: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

Can you please resend CH 0962 WWF#15 in a manner that will allow for the attached chart depicting DNR contours of 
hypothetical operations at Cecil Field to be viewed clearly. We are unable to view the chart as a result of the 
document being scanned. If it is possible we would appreciate an electronic version of the chart send directly to me 
ASAP. If you have any questions please let me know. 

Thank You, 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

From: bracprocess [ mailto:bracprocess@navv.mill 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 6.1 6 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse; bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, 
Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 



Subject: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN ISBA, Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT a FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOlA 

-----Original Message----- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse [ mailto:Clearin~house@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17,2005 11 :50 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, 
Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tracker 0962C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 15 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Friday, 19 August 
2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0962C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message---- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17,2005 11:29 AM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#15 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank You. 

<<Clearinghouse request WWF #15.docs> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 



BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

www. brac.gov 
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Kessler, Mich~el: CIV, iWSO-BRAC From: , , 

Sent: Monday, Augujt 22,12005 9:36 AM 
To: Fetzer, William, ClV! WSO-BRAG 
Subject: FW: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Attachments: cecil schools.ppt 

cecil xhools.ppt (3 
MB) 

From: bracprocess [mailto:bracprocess@navy.mil] 
Sent: Monday, August 22,2005 9:32 AM 
To: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; bracprocess; RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, CIV, 
WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Non-scanned file attached. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC [mailto:Michael.Kessler@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Sunday, August 21, 2005 8:12 
To: bracprocess; RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Fetzer, William, 
UV, WSO-BRAC 
Subject: RE: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

Can you please resend CH 0962 WWF#15 in a manner that will allow for the attached chart depicting DNR contours of 
hypothetical operations at Cecil Field to be viewed clearly. We are unable to view the chart as a result of the 
document being scanned. If it is possible we would appreciate an electronic version of the chart send directly to me 
ASAP. If you have any questions please let me know. 

Thank You, 

Michael Kessler 

Navy ~ e a m  Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 



Office of Review and Analysis 

www.brac.gov 

From: bracprocess ~mailto:brac~rocess@navv.mil] 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2005 6:16 PM 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse; bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV; WSO-BRAC; Cook, 
Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

Subject: CH 0962 DON 0365 WWF 15 

Clearinghouse, 

See attached DON response to subject tasking. 

Alex T. Remily 
Major, USMC 
DASN ISM,  Medical Team 
2221 South Clark, Suite 900 (CP6) 
Arlington, VA 22202 
Phone (703) 602-6373 
Fax (703) 602-6550 

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT 0 FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - DO NOT RELEASE UNDER FOlA 

-----Original Message---- 
From: RSS dd - WSO BRAC Clearinghouse ~mailto:Clearin~house@wso.whs.mil] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17,2005 11:50 
To: bracprocess 
Cc: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cirillo, Frank, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Cook, 
Robert, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

Subject: OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tracker 0962C Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF 15 

Please provide a response to the inquiry below and return to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse NLT noon Friday, 19 August 
2005, with the designated signature authority, in PDF format. 

When contacting the Clearinghouse, please refer to OSD BRAC Clearinghouse Tasker 0962C. 

Thank you for your cooperation and timeliness in this matter. 

OSD BRAC Clearinghouse 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Kessler, Michael, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17,2005 11 :29 AM 

594 



. . 
To: RSS dd - WSO BRAC clearinghouse 
Cc: Sillin, Nathaniel, CIV, WSO-BRAC; Meyer, Robert, CTR, OSD-ATL 
Subject: Navy Marine Corps Question: WWF#15 

Please provide the tracking number and response directly to me. Thank YOU. 

ccClearinghouse request WWF #I 5.doc>> 

Michael Kessler 

Navy Team Associate Analyst 

BRAC Commission 

Office of Review and Analysis 

www.brac.gov 



I . .  . , . . . . I. ' , ! .,,,. V ~ , . '  

. I ,  

Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC' ' 7 1  : .  

From: Daniel ~ c ~ a r t h ~  [~anikd~@co~.net] 
Sent: Monday, August 22, 2005 12:Ol PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Oceana crashes 

Attachments: Slides for Lites.ppt 

Slides for Lites.ppt 
(2 MW 

Hwere's a few slides of Frontpage articles ... Odd that the Mayor had no 
recollection (while under oath)---dan 



Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel McCarthy [DanielM@coj.net] 
Monday, August 22,2005 3:25 PM 
William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Fwd: Brand New Hospital under Construction near crash Zone Va.Beach 

Bill---We have gotten lots of mail. I only forward this one because the writer claims he 
is being muzzled and has tried to get data to the Commission. We are sending our 
certified package in the next 30 minutes---dm 

>>> <Rabey363@aol.com> 08/21/05 12:15 PM >>> 
Dear Mayor, 

As a citizen of Va. Beach (45 years) I was extremely impressed by your 

panel's professionalism and I believe Cecil is the best place for the Superhornets. 
I hope the vote goes your way. 
There is some information that our reporters won't report so I am hoping that Jax can use 
it to their advantage. On the south west corner of the main 

runway Oceana, on the opposite end of the runway where the condo site is, a brand new 
hospital is under construction. I will be happy to send you information if you like. This 
hospital is in a 65-70 noise zone and within a 1000+ feet of a crash zone. I am with a 
coalition of landowners who are being used as pawns in the deception and 
misrepresentations by the city in their efforts to save Oceana and I am disgusted with the 
statements our Mayor, City Council and State officials are saying. This hospital news is 
not something they want to be known by the Brac Commission and since I've tried to let the 
BRAC know about this without any results, I think you may have better luck. The area the 
Hospital is in is called Princess Anne Commons and is in the direct landing path for the 
main runway. The hospital is a Sentara or Bon Secours and can be found if you lo6k on the 
city's website. 
I sincerely hope that this information reaches the Commissioners before the vote and I 
wish you and your city the best of luck. 

Wade 
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I '  i f ,  

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel McCarIhy [DanielM@coj net] I / 
Monday, August 22,2005 4:51 PM I 
William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
BRAC CerIied data Submiddion from City of Jacksonhe 

Bill---We have sent you a submission of 52 pages by U.S. priority Overnight Mail 
(original) and FAX which contains individual certified data for cost, environmental, 
accidents, hurricanes, schools and bird accident strike hazards. The Overnight Mail is to 
be delivered by 10:30 tomorrow. tracking # is ET 763272211. I also received a 
confirmation that the FAX was received at your end. The information in the packet is 
certified by each subject matter expert, and certified collectively by the Mayor. 

I 

Lites has informed me that he put you in touch with the iighter pilots regarding 
aviation/training issues. I have also Faxld a letter from the Florida TAG, MajGen Doug 
Burnett (fighter pilot) regarding FAA issues. 

I believe the Governor's Office will also be sending a letter which clarifies the dates in 
the commitment letter. 
I think they may also send data on the environmental status bf Cecil Field from the Dept 
of Environmental Protection. 

I think this responds to the major areas of concern---dm , 



, > 

I Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 

From: Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, August 22,2005 4:52 PM 
To: 'Rabey363@aol.com' 
Cc: Dan~el McCarthy 
Subject: VA Beach hospital 

Thanks for your input. 

Bill Fetzer 
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Fetzer, William, CIV, WSO-BRAC i ~B~\i~lr'.i'!/i: 

! 1, ~ / l l i [L ' ,~$ i !  
From: Fetzer, William, ,CI~!I~,SO-BRAC 
Sent: Monday, ~ u g u s t  22/$!005 510 PM 
To: Reborchick, ~ a < ~ a r e t { l , q l ~ ,  WSO-BRAC 
Cc: Hanna, James, CIVJWSO-BRAC 
Subject: FW: Brand ~ e w ' ~ k ~ / t a l  under Construction near crash Zone Va.Beach 

: , 1 1 ' 3  

, , 

Marcy, please enter this email into the library so that this input is recorded 
officially. 

Thanks, Bill Fetzer 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Daniel McCarthy [mailto:DanielM@coj.net] 
Sent: Monday, August 22, 2005 3:25 PM 
To: William.Fetzer@wso.whs.mil 
Subject: Fwd: Brand New Hospital under Construction near crash Zone Va.Beach \ 

Bill---We have gotten lots of mail. I only forward this one because the writer claims he 
is being muzzled and has tried to get data to the Commission. 

>>> <Rabey363@aol.com> 08/21/05 12:15 PM >>> 
Dear Mayor, 

As a citizen of Va. Beach (45 years) I was extremely impressed by your panel's 
professionalism and I believe Cecil is the best place for the Superhornets. 

I hope the vote goes your way. 

There is some information that our reporters won't report so I am hoping that Jax can use 
it to their advantage. On the south west corner of the main runway Oceana, on the opposite 
end of the runway where the condo site is, a brand new hospital is under construction. I 
will be happy to send you information if you like. This hospital is in a 65-70 noise zone 
and within a 1000+ feet of a crash zone. I am with a coalition of landowners who are being 
used as pawns in the deception and misrepresentations by the city in their efforts to save 
Oceana and I am disgusted with the statements our Mayor, City Council and State officials 
are saying. This hospital news is not something they want to be known by the Brac 
Commission and since I've tried to let the BRAC know about this without any results, I 
think you may have better luck. The area the Hospital is in is called Princess Anne 
Commons and is in the direct landing path for the main runway. The hospital is a Sentara 
or Bon Secours and can be found if you look on the city's website. 

I sincerely hope that this information reaches the Commissioners before the vote and I 
wish you and your city the best of luck. 

Wade 


