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Good Afternoon. 
w 

I'm Anthony Principi, and I will chair this Regional Hearing of the 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. I'm 

pleased to be joined by my fellow Commissioners, Admiral Hal 

Gehman and Secretary Sam Skinner for today's session. 

We are honored that Senator Warner, Senator Allen and 

Governor Warner have carved time from their schedules for this 

afternoon's hearing and will follow Admiral Mike Mullen who will 

testify for the Navy. 

This hearing will be one of his first duties as the Navy's 28th Chief 

of Naval Operations. Admiral Mullen, I congratulate you on your 

promotion and wish you well as you take the con in the face of 

seas roiled by the winds of war. I can think of few callings more 

challenging, and I can think of few obligations more significant, 

than responsibility for the officers and sailors who bring our Navy 

to life. 

On July lgth, this Commission voted to consider closure or 

realignment of eight installations not included in the Defense 

Department's recommendations. NAS Oceana is one of those 

w 
2 
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installations. Our concerns are evidenced by our questions at our 
u first hearing in May. We took this action ---- not because of any 

desire to close more bases than the Secretary of Defense 

recommended, but to meet our obligation to the American people 

and to the uniformed men and women defending our freedoms. 

We must make the best possible closure or realignment 

decisions, consistent with the criteria established by law. 

Our job as an independent Commission is to render a fair 

judgment on the Secretary of Defense's recommendations. In a 

limited number of cases, we cannot make that fair assessment 

without direct comparisons between installations that are part of 

the Secretary's recommendations and similar installations that 

were not included in the May 13th recommendation list. 

On Monday, August lSt, Commissioners visited NAS Oceana and 

met with Senators Warner and Allen, Governor Warner and other 

community and government officials. We also spoke with young 

flight instructors who described the effects of the flight restrictions 

and noise abatement procedures with which they must comply. 

We heard that operations at Oceana are not consistent with 

operations at sea. For example, we heard that the first time new 

pilots in the Fleet Replenishment Squadrons can fly the pattern as 

w 
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they would around the ship . . . . . . . is when they fly to the carrier for 
w the first time. A consistent comment from the students is that they 

wish they could have practiced this sooner. 

I can not help but note the analogy of a Lt. Commander landing 

signal officer quoted in a September 2004 article published by the 

Hampton Roads Virginian-Pilot. He compared practice at Oceana 

before landing on a carrier to practicing basketball on a 10 foot 

hoop and then suddenly reducing the hoop to 8 feet. 

The Commission's agenda may read: "NAS Oceana", but the 

issue is much more than a base. The question that the Navy, our 
w nation and our communities must answer is: "How do we ensure 

that the Naval aviators our nation orders into harm's way can train 

like they will have to fly, and fight, when they deploy with the 

fleet?" 

I want to be clear that I do not have a predetermined answer to 

this question. The Commission's goal this afternoon is a thorough 

airing of the questions created by encroachment surrounding 

Oceana. While we recognize the very recent steps taken by 

local governments to contain future encroachment, the past 

record of development creates a sense of uncertainty with respect 

DCN: 12206



to consistent enforcement, as well as a sense of uncertainty with 
'41, 

property owners who have development rights that predate the 

2003 agreement with the Navy. For example, the Commission 

understands that there are currently nearly 200 residential 

buildings approved for development in the Accident potential 

Zones around NAS Oceana. 

In addressing these questions we must all, every one of us, 

remember that every day we send young men and women to sea, 

wearing wings of gold. They accept an obligation to place their 

lives on the line for us . . . . . . .. and we have a reciprocal obligation 

to them ------ to ensure that their training is not unnecessarily 
(I limited by artificial or unrealistic constraints. 

The Commission is committed to keeping our deliberations and 

decisions devoid of politics and ensuring that the people and 

communities affected by the BRAG proposals have, through our 

site visits and public hearings, a chance to provide us with direct 

input on the substance of the proposals and the methodology and 

assumptions behind them. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank the thousands of 

involved citizens who have already contacted the Commission 

w 
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and shared with us their thoughts, concerns, and suggestions 

about the base closure and realignment proposals. This week 

alone we have received nearly 2000 comments from Virginians 

concerning Naval Air Station Oceana. We want them to know - 

that their inputs are appreciated and taken into consideration as a 

part of our review process. And while everyone in this room will 

not have an opportunity to speak, every piece of correspondence 

received by the commission will be made part of our permanent 

public record, as appropriate. 

Senator Warner, Senator Allen, Governor Warner, and Admiral 

Mullen, I welcome all of you to this hearing and look forward to 

w your testimony. 

I now request our witnesses to stand for the administration of the 

oath required by the Base Closure and Realignment statute. The 

oath will be administered by Rumu Sarkar, the Commission's 

Designated Federal Officer. 
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Do you swear or affirm that the 

w 

testimony you are about to give, 

SWEARING IN OATH 

and any other evidence that you 

w 
may provide, are accurate and 

complete to the best of your 

knowledge and belief, so help 

you God? 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

BASE SUMMARY SHEET 

Naval Air Station Oceana, VA 

INSTALLATION MISSION 

Mission: Naval Air Station Oceana's primary nlission is to support Pacific and Atlantic Aircraft 
Carriers, Coast Guard, Army, Air Force and National Guard in maintaining optimum combat 
readiness. NAS Oceana is a modem Atlantic Fleet Naval Air Force strike fighter complex with 
over seven miles of runways and the latest equipment to serve military air traffic on the East Coast, 
as well as flying the Navy's most advanced aircraft. NAS Oceana is considered a "Master Jet 
Base." 

Tenant Commands include: 
- Commander, Strike Fighter Wing Atlantic 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing One 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Three 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Seven 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Eight 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Seventeen 
- Construction Battalion Unit 41 5 
- Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Department 
- Fleet Area Control and Surveillance Facility 
- Branch Medical and Dental Clinics 
- Fleet Aviation Specialized Operational Training Group 
- Fleet Imaging Center 
- Marine Aviation Training Support Group Thirty Three 
- Navy Landing Signal Officer School 
- Naval Aviation Engineering Support Unit 
- Naval Atlantic Meteorology and Oceanography Detachment 
- Center for Naval Aviation Technical Training Unit 
- Personnel Support Detachment 

DoD RECOMMENDATIONS - BRAC 2005 

Fleet Readiness Centers: Realign Naval Air Station Oceana, VA, by disestablishing the Aircraft 
Intermediate Maintenance Department Oceana, !.he Naval Air Depot Cherry Point Detachment, and 
the Naval Air Depot Jacksonville Detachment; establishing Fleet Readiness Center Mid Atlantic, 
Naval Air Station Oceana, VA; and transferring all intermediate maintenance workload and 
capacity to Fleet Readiness Center Mid Atlantic, Naval Air Station Oceana, VA. 

JSF Training: Realign Naval Air Station Oceans, VA, by relocating to Eglin Air Force Base, FL, 
a sufficient number of instructor pilots, operations, and maintenance support personnel to stand up 
the Navy's portion of the JSF Initial Joint Training Site, hereby established at Eglin Air Force 

'111111 Base, FL. 
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DoD JUSTIFICATION 

Realigns and merges depot and intermediate maintenance activities. It creates 6 Fleet Readiness 
Centers (FRCs), with 13 affiliated FRC Sites at :satellite locations. 

FRC Mid-Atlantic will be located on NAS Oceana, VA, with affiliated FRC Sites at NAS Patuxent 
River, MD, NAS Norfolk, VA, and JRB New Orleans, LA. 

Establishes Eglin Air Force Base, FL as an Initial Joint Training Site that teaches entry-level 
aviators and maintenance technicians how to safely operate and maintain the new Joint Strike 
Fighter (JSF) (F-35) aircraft. The Department is scheduled to take delivery of the F-35 beginning in 
2008. This joint basing arrangement will allow the Inter-service Training Review Organization 
(ITRO) process to establish a DoD baseline program in a consolidatedljoint school with curricula 
that permit services latitude to preserve service-unique culture and a faculty and staff that brings a 
"Train as we fight; jointly" national perspective to the learning process. 

COST CONSIDERATIONS DEVELOPED BY DoD 

FRC (All Activities) JSF Training (All Sites) 
One-Time Costs: $ 298.1 million $ 199.1 million 
Net Savings (Cost) during Implementation: $ 1,528.2 million $ 209.6 million 
Annual Recurring Savings: $ 341.2 million $ 3.3 million (cost) 
Return on Investment Year: Immediate No payback 
Net Present Value over 20 Years: $ 4,724.2 million $ 226.3 million (cost) w 

MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS OF THE DoD RECOMMENDATIONS 

The personnel implications of the DoD Recomm~endations for Naval Air Station Oceana are 60 
total direct personnel. 

BRAC 2005 COMMISSION CONSIDERATION FOR CLOSURE OF NAS OCEANA 

Close NAS Oceana and establish a Master Jet Base at another suitable location (Site X) 
Close base operations at NAS Oceana. 
Relocate all VFA squadrons, station aircraft, andl VR-46 to Site X to include required personnel, 
equipment and support. 
Disestablish the Naval Medical and Dental Centers 
Relocate AlMD to Site X to include required personnel, equipment and support. 
Relocate Naval Air Maintenance Training Unit to Site X 

JUSTIFICATION 

The primary reason to consider NAS Oceana for closure is to establish a facility that is not 
encroached and enable the single siting of all FIA-18EIF aircraft squadrons. 
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COST CONSIDERATIONS DEVELOPED BY [)OD - FOR MOODY AFB SCENARIO 
(Note: Existing capacity at  Moody AFB is about half of Navy required infrastructure) 

w 
One-Time Costs: $ 493.5 million 
Net Implementation Cost $ 41 6.7 million 
Annual Recurring Savings: $ 43.7 million 
Return on Investment Year: 2024 
Net Present Value over 20 Years: $ 36.0 million 

I Total (After BRAC 2005) 1814 1 39 1 1171 1 

Baseline (Pre BRAC 2005) 

MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS OF ALL RECOMMENDATIONS AFFECTING THIS 
INSTALLATION (INCLUDES ON-BASE C0N:rRACTORS AND STUDENTS) 

Military - 
9899 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS 

Civilian 
1657 

Relocated 

I I I I I I 

Environmental Impact: There are no known environmental impediments to implementation 
of this recommendation. 

Students 
1859 

Military 

Total 

REPRESENTATION 

Eliminated 
-- Civilian 

8627 1 1368 1 146 1 250 1 (8773) 1 (1618) 

Governor: Mark Warner (D) 
Senators: John Warner (R) 

George Allen (R) 
Representative: Thelma Drake (R) 2nd District 

Military 
Net Gain (Loss) 

ECONOMIC IMPACT - Virginia Beach - Norfolk - Newport News, VA MSA 

Civilian Military 

Potential Employment Loss: 
MSA Job Base: 
Percentage: 

Civilian 

2 1,886 jobs 
978,888 jobs 
2.24% decrease 
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MILITARY ISSUES 

9 Operations at NAS Oceana are significantly encroached, affecting ability to operate. 
Navy desires to single-site all FIA-18E/F aircraft (244 total aircraft). 

- 10 VFA Squadrons (24 aircraft each) 
- 1 Fleet Replacement (24 aircraft) 

Classified mission capability affected by the airfield closure - separate briefing planned. 
Out Lying Field (OLF) proposals by BRAC Cornmission may affect ongoing litigation over 
planned North Carolina site. 
The Navy considers NAS Oceana to be the best option for the east coast Master Jet Base. 
Present encroachment issues are manageable. 
Funds to construct a new MJB are not available in the current POM (FY-06 through FY-I I). 

COMMUNITY CONCERNSIISSUES 

Economic impact of losing jobs (2.24%) in the Virginia Beach MSA. 
Significant investments have been made by the state to improve road access around the base and 
move schools that were in the Accident Prevention Zones. 
The Hampton RoadsIVirginia Beach area has adopted a Joint Land Use Study that provides 
guidelines for the Navy and the Local Community Leaders to work together to limit encroachment. 
There have been ongoing noise complaints by a small, but vocal minority of residents who are 
bothered by the jet noise at NAS Oceana and Fentress Field, the OLF training site. 
Residents living in the designated high noise zones (>65 dB average Daily Noise Level) were 
polled to determine the impact of noise on their lives. An overwhelming majority (94.8%) of those 
residents living in the designated high noise zones said that they were satisfied with the overall 
quality of life in their neighborhoods. One percent of the 5.2% who were dissatisfied cited jet 
noise as the cause of their dissatisfaction. Full survey results are located at Tab 19. 

Bill FetzerlNavy/25 July 2005 
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DOD Rcconu~iiendation - Naval Air Station Oceana - 2005 

Fleet Readiness Ccntcrs 

Rccomnicndation: Realign Naval Air Station Occana, VA, by disestablishing the 
Aircraft Intcmicdiate hlaintcnance Departtncnt Oceana, tlie Naval Air Depot Cherry 
Point Dctachment, and the Naval Air Depot Sacksonville Detachment; establishing Fleet 
Readiness Ccntcr Mid Atlantic, Naval Air Station Oceana, VA; and transferring all 
intcniicdiate maintenance workload and capacity to Fleet Readiness Center Mid Atlantic, 
Naval Air Station 0ccan;i. VA. 

Justification: This rccommcndatio~i realigns and merges depot and intermediate 
maintenance activities. It creates 6 Flcet Reaclincss Centers (FRCs), with 13 affiliated 
FRC Sites at satellite locations. FRC Mid-Atlantic will be located on NAS Oceana, VA, 
with aftiliated f:RC Sites at NAS Patuxcnt River. MD, NAS Norfolk, VA, and JRB New 
Orleans, LA. FRC East is located at Cherry Point, NC, with affiliated FRC Sites at 
MCAS Rcaufor-t, SC. and MCAS NC\Y River, NC. 

Payback: The total e:.timated one tirne cost to the Department of Defense to implement 
this recomniendation is $298.1 M. The net of all costs and savings to the Department 
during iniplemcntation period is a savings of $1,528.2M Annual recurring savings to the 
Department after implementation are $331.2PI/I with a payback expected immediately. 
The net preserit value of the costs ancl savings to the Department over 20 years is a 
savings of $4,724.2M. 

Pcrsonriel result: loss of 43 dircct jobs124 indirect jobs 

JSF Training 

Rcconin~endation: Renlign Na\,al Air Station Oceana, VA, by relocating to Eglin Air 
F o r c e  E3acc. FL, a sut'ticicnt n u n ~ h c r  of instructor pilots, operations, and maintenance 
support personnel to stancl up the Naky's p o ~ t i o ~ ~  of the JSF Initial Joint Training Site, 
hereby cstahlislied ;it Eglin Air Forcc Base, FL. 

Justification: This recommendation establisli~cs Eglin Air Force Base, FL as an Initial 
Joint Training Site that tl.xiclics entry-level aviators and maintenance technicians how to 
safely operate and maitit;~in the new Joint .Strike Fighter (JSF) (F-35) aircraft. The 
Department is schcduietl to take dcli\~cry of the F-35 beginning in 2008. This joint basing 
arrangement will alloiv the Inter-senrice Training Review Organization (ITRO) process 
to establish 3 DoD ba:;clinc prograrn in a cons;olidated/joi~it school with curricula that 
pcl~nit  scr\~ices latitu(1c t o  I>t.cser-,re senlice-unique culture and a f'aculty and staff that 
brings a "I'rain as we tight: jointly" r?ational perspective to the learning process. 

Pal back: The total estimated one-time cost to the Depart~nent of Defense to implement 
this recommcntlation is S 190.1 M. The net of all costs and savings to tlie Department 

w during the implcliieritatior~ period is .I cost of S209.6M. Annual recurring costs to the 
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Depal-tmcnt after i~nplcmcntation arc 9;3.3M with no payback expected. The net present 

9 
value of the costs and savings to thc Dcpai-t~nent over 20 years is a cost of $226.3M. 

Pcrsonncl result: loss of 33 direct jobs/ 36 indirect jobs 
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5. Master Jet Base, Naval Air Station 
I 

Oceana, VA i I 

Closem - 
Naval Air Station Oceana Virginia Beach, VA. 

Gain at: 
Suitable site selected by the Navy. 

Requirements: 
MILCON required to build runways, hangars, ram 
infrastructure. 

Associated DoD Recommendations: 
E&T - 10: Realign NAS Oceana. Transfer JSF instructors to Eglin AFB, FL 
IND -1 9: Realign NAS Oceana. Transfer Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance 
workload to Fleet Readiness Centers. 
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5. Master Jet Base, Naval Air Station 
Oceana, VA I I t 

Reasons for Consideration: 
NAS Oceana has significant airspace and field boundary 
encroachment. 
Current operations and training missi 
abatement considerations. 

= Fentress Field training operations introdu 
Accepting the consideration to close NAS Oc 
Commission with the opportunity to study the alternatives for closure 
or further realignment of NAS Oceana. 

DCN: 12206



DCN: 12206



5. Master Jet Base, Naval Air Slation 
Oceana, VA 
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Staff Analysis DCN: 51 07 

I I best efforts of the Navy I 
i 

I Virginia Beach long 
Oceana remains best standing "Navy Town" , alternative 

I VCNO reported that 
encroachment issues 

l and Local Government to 
restrain growth I 

I 

Military value is 66.18, 
ranking 6/34 active bases 

Economic/Environment: 
Relocating 10,000 + people and 
200 + aircraft (Criteria 6, 7 8 8 )  

are manageable 

TBD TBD TBD 
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DRAFT Internal Working Document - Not for distribution under FOIA 

Naval Air Station Oceana, VA 

1 August 2005 

LEAD COMMISSIONER: The Honorable Anthony J. Principi, Chairman 

COMMISSIONERS: The Honorable Samuel K:. Skinner; ADM Harold W. Gehman, USN 
(Retired); GEN James T. Hill, USA (Retired) 

COMRlISSION STAFF: Jim Hanna, NavyIMarine Corps Team Leader and William Fetzer, 
Senior NavyIMarine Corps Lead Analyst 

LIST OF ATTENDEES: 

RADM Bullard, Commander, Fleet Forces Comrnand (CFFC Code N 417) 
RDML Turcotte, Commander Navy Region Mid Atlantic 
RDML Anderson, USNR, Deputy Commander, COMNAVREG MIDLANT 
CAPT Keeley, USN, Commanding Officer, NAS Oceana 
Mark Anthony, CFFC Code N-44 
CAPT McCandlish, USN, Commander Strike Fighter Wing, Atlantic 
CAPT Shoemaker, USN, Deputy Commander Air Group (CVW-17) 
William Zobel, Executive Director, COMNAVREG MIDLANT 

w 
Governor Warner 
Senator John Warner 
Senator George Allen 
Congresswoman Drake, 2nd District, Virginia 
Mayor Oberndorf, Virginia Beach 
Kenneth Stolle, Virginia State Senate 
Terrie Suit, VA House of Delegates 
John Cosgrove, VA House of Delegates 
George Foresman, Governor's Office 
Dave Dickson, Governor's Office 
Jim Spore, VA Beach City Manager 
Les Lilley, VA Beach City Attorney 
Robert Matthias, VA Beach Asst Manager 
Lucian Neimeyer, SASC Staff 
Cord Sterling, SASC Staff 
Tom McKenzie, SASC Staff 
Patrice Harris, SEN Allen's Staff 
Jason Money, SEN Allen's Staff 
Mike Cusio, Cong Drake's Staff 
Art Collins, Hampton Roads Planning District Commission 
Ira Arigcola, VA Beach Chamber of Commerce 
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NAS OCEANA MISSION: 

w The primary mission is to support Pacific and Atlantic Aircraft Carriers, Coast Guard, Army, 
Air Force and National Guard in maintaining optilnuln combat readiness. NAS Oceana is a 
modern Atlantic Fleet Naval Air Force strike fighter complex with over seven miles of 
runways and the latest equipment to serve military air traffic on the East Coast, as well as 
flying the Navy's most advanced aircraft. NAS Oceana is considered a "Master Jet Base." 

Tenant Comlnands include: 
- Commander, Strike Fighter Wing Atlantic 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing One 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Three 
- Comtnander, Carrier Air Wing Seven 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Eight 
- Commander, Carrier Air Wing Seventeen 
- Construction Battalion Unit 4 15 
- Aircraft Intennediate Maintenance Department 
- Fleet Area Control and Surveillance Facility 
- Branch Medical and Dental Clinics 
- Fleet Aviation Specialized Operational Training Group 
- Fleet Imaging Center 
- Marine Aviation Training Support Group Thirty Three 
- Navy Landing Signal Officer School 
- Naval Aviation Engineering Support Unit 
- Naval Atlantic Meteorology and Oceanography Detachment 
- Center for Naval Aviation Technical Training Unit 
- Personnel Support Detachment 

ADDS CONSIDERATION: 

Close NAS Oceana and establish a Master Jet Base at another suitable location (Site X). 
Close base operations at NAS Oceana. 
Relocate all VFA squadrons, station aircraft, and VR-46 to Site X to include required 
personnel, equipment and support. 
Disestablish the Naval Medical and Dental Centers. 
Relocate AlMD to Site X to include required personnel, equipment and support. 
Relocate Naval Air Maintenance Training Unit to Site X. 

JUSTIFICATION: 

The primary reason to consider NAS Oceana for closure is to establish a facility that is not 
encroached and enable the single siting of all FIA- 18EIF aircraft squadrons. 
Provide the BRAC Commission with options to realign or close the base. 

DCN: 12206



DRAFT Internal Working Document - Not for distribution under FOIA 

MAIN FACILITIES REVIEWED: 

w NAS Oceana facilities 
Fentress Outlying Field 

KEY ISSUES IDENTIFIED: 

Operations at NAS Oceana are encroached. 
Navy plans to build new outlying field in Washington County, NC are on hold due to 
environmental litigation. 
Classified mission capability will be affected by the airfield closure. 
Costs of  moving Oceana operations to a new facility. 

INSTALLATION CONCERNS RAISED: 

Present encroachment issues are manageable. 
Training is affected by the encroachment, but aircrews can adapt when they get to the 
Aircraft Carrier. 
Training range access and fleet access for coordination and load out at Oceana are excellent. 
The Navy considers NAS Oceana to be the best option for the east coast Master Jet Base - 
even considering $500 million initially estimated in improving another facility. 
The Hampton Roads area provides outstanding quality of life benefits to personnel and their 
families in education, community services, rr~edical support, living conditions and recreation. 

w The recently approved Joint Land Use Study provides a good framework for the Navy to 
restrict development and manage future encroachment. 
Significant investment has been made in new hangars, a jet engine testing "hush house," 
control tower, strike simulator facilities, and an environmentally clean aircraft painting 
facility. 

CORIMUNITY CONCERNS RAISED: 

Significant investments have been made by the state to improve road access around the base 
and move schools that were in the Accident Prevention Zones. 
The economic impact of losing jobs (2.24%) in the Virginia Beach area would devastate the 
local economy for some time. 
The local communities cherish the contributions that military personnel and their families 
make. 
The Hampton RoadsIVirginia Beach Planning Commissions are in the process of using the 
Joint Land Use Study to develop new community planning overlays to limit encroachment. 
The funds used to relocate NAS Oceana aircraft, personnel, equipment and support could be 
better spent on more pressing needs of the Navy. 
There have been ongoing noise complaints by a small, but vocal minority of residents who 
are bothered by the jet noise at NAS Oceana and Fentress Field, the OLF training site. 
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DEPUTY 'SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1 0  10 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 2030 1-1  0 1 0 

JUL 1 4 2005 

The Tlonorable Anthony . I .  Principi 
Cli~irrnan 
Defense Base Clostlre and R e l 1 i , ~ m e n t  Cornmission 
:15;!1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Ar'ington, V,4 22202 

Dear Chairman Principi, 

In your letter of July 1.:2005, you zsked for the Department's comments on a 
number of installations in zdvance of the Commission's voting at your hearing on July 
19, 2005, to consider these installations for c l ~ s u r e  or realignment analysis. Your July 
12, 2005 letter requested witi~esses to address the Commission's concern regarding 
recomniendations impactin? thc Air National Guard. 

The Commission's independent assessment of the Department's 
recon~~nendatlons and the subsequent reviews by the President and the Congress are each 
mportant steps to ensure that the final reconlnlendations are fair, consistent with the 

selection criteria ar~d force structure plan and will, in fact, increase the efficiency and 
effectivc.ness of our military infraslructure. As such, while the Department stands behind 
its recommendations, i t  fully supports the Commission's analysis of alternatives. As you 
undertake vcur review, please conslder that teach of the Department's recommendations is 
part of a comprehensive in:cgrated. and interdependent package. The recomn~endations 
submitted hy  the Ilepartnlent of Defense strengthen national security by reshaping the 
do~ncstic ~nslallations a t  wllic,~ 6.5;. r~billtary forces and their associated support elements 
pel fonn their assigned n~ls:.ioli<. 

'The R4ilita1-y Departments and Joint Cross-Service Groups have provided the 
attached responses to ?he issues you raise. V,'hile I appreciate the opportunity to testify 
on .luly 18, 2005, Mr. Michael Wylne. Chairman of the Infrastructure Steering Group 
(ISG), will lead a ~ a t l e l  that \$-ill  includs Gei-,era1 William Nyland, Assistant 
Commandant ol'the Maline Corps, tieneral Michael R4oseley, Vice Chief of Staff of the 
Air .Force, arld Admiral Rohert Mri!lard. Vice Chief of Naval Operations. They are 
jointly desibn?ted to discuss tlw issues at the hearing. Additionally, we will provide a 
:;econd p:inel to ded  excl~ls ivel~~ with the Corn-nission's concerns regarding 
rccomniendations concenling the Air Guard. This panel will be led by Lt Gen Stephen 
M1c.)od, D~putli  Cllicf of Staff ol'the Air Forc,: for Plaris and Programs, and will include 
M:IJ Gerl Gary I-Trckmari, Assistznt. Deputy Chief of Staffofthe Air Force for Plans and 
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Programs, hlaJ Gen Scott Mayes, Commarcler I" Air Force, and Commander, 
Continental lr.S North hsneric,ln P.crospa~: Defense Command Region, and Brig Gen 
Anthony Hayr?es, Air Idational Guard Assisliant for BRAC. 

Thank you for the opportunity to prclvidc comnlents on these issues. If I can be of - 
further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
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. . 
5a. C ' O ~ I ~ ~ I I I S ~ ~ I I . ) ~  ISSLJC. \l1!lat c~.lllai~l~i-ation \Gas given to the realigninent of the Master 
.Ict 13a:;c (MJI3) I,~cateJ at b1,4S Ckcana, VA, to Moody AFB, GA? 

521. licsponsc: 
K E Y  I'OINTS: 

Kavy cx;llninccl several altcrnativcs fc~r an  east coast MJB, including Moody AFB. 
\Vliil~;: h l ~ ~ r l ~  i s  a t::;?sihlc altcr!~ati\~c to Oceann, i t  has a number of factors that 
~ltilke i l  ic.4:; Cil:>~r.i[~it: ~iiaiil ~~i.i~inii.lg Olceana, including significant one-time 
34 I I-('ON COS::.. 

1Vbi  It: il)cc:an:~ ;>, !lie 111i)St .;ui;ahle option of a11 east coast TACAIR bases 
co~\siderctl. e~.~cro;tchment at Occana presents signiticaiit challenges to long-term 
operational recjuireiiicl~ts. 

* 1 ' 1 ' ~  h s t  h~silig aIter~ia!ivc f ( : ~  East Co;ist tactical aviation would be to build a new 
2 I "  century h1astt:r .let E~;I..;L', hut siicli action ~voilld occur outside the BRAC 
\\.intlo\v. 

Dl:(?[ ~S510!\:: 
The No\:y Ii;!s r:l\:cn circrisi\~c consideratioll to the possible r:alignment of the Oceana 
hlJ13 o11t :~l'c.i.tr.cu:-a c t l ; c i .  1ikc:ly lo;?g-tel.n1 cnc:roccli~ncnt issues. Our assessment included 
Mooclq' /.lib :is ,$ cll a ra:ipc oi'c~liicr fe:tsihle Detknse Department air facilities. In the 
case of realiytln-,cnt to Moody AFB. \v-liile i t  ,was considered a feasible alternative, it 
\vo~ild illcur sig~iilicant one-ti~iie costs (a11no:it $500 million) and result in a long payback 
period i 1.1 y:ars). hc: concludeti the best long-term basing alternative for East Coast 
Na1.y tactical a\~iztio~i \ipould be ro l>ui~d a new 2 1 st century naval air station able to 
accon~liiodatc 11:gricy ; nJ l,la~:nc-.~I h i ~ h  pcrfi~.lna~~ce aircraft. but such action would 
optimallv OCCLIS OI.I~S~(!(: +Ill: .Br?.AC \vi~-,d~\v. 

Sel~xtil!~! a ic>cir!if.ln ' : I I I ~  hulldinp t'rom the ground up is by far the ])refel-red choice as it 
give.:; 11.; 111: !li(:t;t t ' tcs'i~iliti~ .:o cilS?i!-e we ncconimodate future capabilities, while 
allowirig 1i)r si~f'ficicnl "huffurc;" to ~-<lecll.ltie potential encroachment issues. This 
approach, if'i>urc~cd, ~x'oulcl al!ow fils a truly modern air station, with coi~imensurate 
energy. cnviron~licntai and cornmun~ty consideration designed into the facility fi-om the 
vcry bcgil~nin!~. By r:c.,ntract, r.:l(:catiny to Moody (built in 1940) or another existing 
inst;~ll~~tioli ~ v i t l i i ~ l  thc tinletr-a~nc of tliis BRAC v$ouid require extensive infrastructure 
L I ~ ~ I . L ~ ~ C S .  take sig11iiii:;lnt tiliic ill-id rc:;oLrrccs, and still would not attain the operational or 
qua!ity e:*f'Iik vlanaartls ;;x~~!:ctcd ~t't.ii,s century. 
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513. Col:imissic ~n issnc: \Vas tnovernei:t of the assets assigned to Moody AFB, GA to 
Cannon AFL3, Nh4.  co isidcrctf a::d if .;o. what were the driving considerations not to do 
so? 

5 b. Re:;.>onse: 
K E Y  f'~.Il?J-l'!;: 

* NcccI f;)r lJ;rttl~tic.lci A i s m c ~ ~  Training u orks at bloody AFB 
C : I I I I I ~ I ~  AFI3 has iio significant joint training op~~ortunities within operational 
proximity 

* (':trltton AFR !Lliliraty ('armcity Index (MCI) ivas lower than Moody AFB 

[) l sc \ ; ss lord:  
Early 111 1 . 1 1 ~  ;)I-~cc:,s I I . : i  Ilduci!iic!n arid Training Joint Cross-Service Group (JCSG) and 
the .Air I-orcc at~alyzcct sccn3rios to realign bloody AFB. 'The JCSG scenario distributed 
the Mot)l.fy t ra in  i:i g, airc~ra t t to otlicr .4 is Education arid Training Cotiimand (AETC) bases. 
l'he Ail. 1:oi-c:e si:c:na~-io clistrib~~tcd tEic S17ccial Operations ForcesICornbat Search and 
Rcscuc (SOFK'SAR) a~rcraft to I)a\;is Montlian AFH. AZ. T'ransferring the SOFICSAR 
aircraft f'ion~ M(.jody t:) C'a!inon ivas [lot considered because Cannon's SAF/CSAR MCI 
was lo\ver than ,\:loody. 

During tlic BRA(' prc/:ess.. tl;c P.ir Force identified an emerging need for a Battlefield 
Ais~nen 'Training Can?:,>iis fix thc. Expeditionary Combat Support (ECS) t'atnily of 

w spccialtics ~ u c t i  as C'o:nll;~! iicscuc, i'omkat C'ontrol, 'Terminal Attack Control and 
Special Opcr. i \ t i~.~t~~ Wcatlic:~-. ,Uoody u-as idt:ntiiicd as a potential site for this purpose. 
Of all ;,.!I. I - ( \ I  ,:t: l);.~!:e!:. R,lc!ody l-inci the right iiifrastruetureIrange complex and proxilnity 
to othcr arc:..ls suc:i~ zci  t11t: ( i u i  t Ili!r:gc C'on1p1.c~ al E:<lin and Tyndall. The Air Force 
decided 1;) Ica\,e thc C SAl i  ail.::*-zf't at h'ioody a n d  p!nce A-10 aircraft there also (Moody 
scorcd X ;>oi:i4s Iiiglier that\ i);ivis-M~~ltIia~i ti)r SOf:/CSAR). Also, as a part of the 
BRA(' process, tile , g , i . n ~  p~-o;,osed the rcalignlnent of the Artnor CenterISchool to Fort 
Bcnnin;;, GA 2nd tllc 7111 Spcciol Fcl.ccs Group to Eglin (to be in close proximity with the 
Ail. FCI~.CC 3pcc:inl Opcratic~ns i'o~nmancl). Tiiereii)re, thc establishment of a Battlefield 
Atriiic~i 1-1-;111~11i~ ,'_:11)? ?L 5 . * t  fi8/locvly C;II-I ~x-oi~ide a center of excellence for airmen in 
cxpcditio~iat-y c:on~b;l! ; L ! ~ I . ) ~ - I  t';c:ltls and niso provide Air Force and joint training 
n l ) l x ~ - ~  E I I ~ ' ,  IC.'; witi-irn op::ri~ ion;i~ proxiniity of':Vloody AFB. A- I OICSAR aircraft 
~oI10~;itcd a: h'i<)c)i-l!l Al; !I \ \ f i l l  provi,~le an east coast (C'SAR training efticiency silnilar to 
i s - 1 1 i  I .  .cIocv.!y Ai-H is r.atccl 1 I of 154 i n  the SOFICSAR MCI and is also 
in the top tcn :)fall ir~!;~:llati~-~tis i l l  4 o t ' ~ l c  otl-11-r 7 MCls. It 1.e1iiains one of the Air 
Force's tl-,o;.t ?,:tilt;~hlc: in:;tal~;itiot~s. 

C'iinn011 A F R  l ~ n s  ;lo signitjca!it joint training opyorlunities within operational proximity 
to t!!e base. :.in(] t i v  the ..\-I 0 aircr3f.i. that is mandatory. Cannon AFB did not rank well 
wttl~in !Ii.c Sir1;:CSAli f\,TC'I ;11;cl tlicr i:rbr'c:, tlle Air Force did not consider Cannon AFB to 
l~cd,.l(.).ivi~ !ht* ;ictil!c < l ~ i ~ ! ;  /i- 10 t~-.issio~i. 
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State of Virginia -. Closure History 

Cameron Statlw 
Defence hiapp% Agmcy (DM) sm. Herndon 
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h'nd Sea Combat S y s ~ m s  Enpneerang Stabon ?; &I]r 
.Ira Force Data ?roce;sq Cenw 7th 

Com=r9:catItrcn: Group. Pcntqon, 
Bmau d Sn-y PersomeL Arlington 

(Inclr~&ng the Office d liU1tqv h h p o a . ~ r  
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This concludes the today's Regional Hearing of the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Corrirn~c~sion. I 
want to thank all the witnesses who testified. \ ' ' I f ~ r ~  have 
brought us very thoughtful and valuable infcrrr o n .  I 
assure you, your statements will be given careful 
consideration by the commisslion members as we reach 
our decisions. 

I also want to thank all the elected officials ant:*{ xmmunity 
members who have assisted us during our b z ~ i ?  vsit and 
in preparation for this hearing. 

Finally, I would like to thank the citizens of the 
communities represented here today t?at bav?  slipported 
the members of our Armed Services for so mt-iiv years, 

V making them feel welcome and valucxl iri you: i ! *Jt f im~.  It is 
that spirit that makes America great. 

This hearing is closed. 
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BRAC 2005 Closure and Realignment Impacts by State 

State Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Installation Action Mil Civ Mil Civ M it Civ Contractor Direct 

Alabama 
~bbott  U.S. ~r rny  Reserve Center Close (2) (1) 0 0 (2) (1) 0 
Tuskegee 

(3) 

Anderson U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (15) 0 o o (15) o o 
Troy 

(15) 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Mobile Close (27) 0 22 0 (5) 0 0 (5) 

BG William P. Screws U.S. Army Close (15) (3) 0 0 (15) (3) 
Reserve Center Montgomery 
Fort Ganey Army National Guard Close (13) 0 0 0 (13) 0 
Reserve Center Mobile 
Fort Hanna Army National Guard Close (28) 0 0 0 (28) 0 
Reserve Center Birmingham 
Gary U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (9) (1) 0 0 (9) (1) 
Enterprize 
Navy Recruiting T'. :ct HP-dauarlers C!ose (-41) - ' I  (5) 6 0 (31 (5) 
Montgomery 
Navy Reserve Center Tuscalwsa AL Close (7) 0 0 0 (7) 0 

The Adjutant General Bldg. AL Army Close (85) 0 0 0 (85) 0 
National Guard Montgomery 
Wright U.S. ~ r m y  Reserve Center Close (8) (1) o o (8) (1) 

Anniston Army Depot Gain 0 (87) 0 1.121 0 1.034 0 1.034 

Dannelly Field Ar Guard Stat~on Gain 0 0 18 42 18 42 0 60 

Forl Rucker Gain (423) (80) 2.157 234 1.734 154 0 1,888 

Redstone Arsenal Ga~n (1.322) (288) 336 1.874 (986) 1.586 1.055 1.655 

Birm~ngham Armed Forces Reserve Realign (146) (159) o o (146) (159) 0 (305) 
Center 
Birmingham International Airport Air Realign 
Guard Station 

(66) (117) 0 0 (66) (117) 0 (183) 

Maxwell Air Force Base Realign (740) (511) 0 0 (740) (511) 0 (1,251) 

Alabama Total (2.937) (1.253) 2.533 3.271 (404) 2.018 1.050 2.664 

This l ist does not include locations where there were no changes i n  military or civilian jobs. 

Military figures include student load changes. 
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State Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission 
Action 

Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor 

California 
Armed Forces Reserve Center Bell Close (72) 0 48 0 (24) 0 

Defense Finance and Account~ng Close 0 (50) 0 0 0 
Sewce. Oakland 

(50) 

Defense Finance and Accounting Close 0 (120) 0 0 0 
Service. San Bernard~no 

(120) 

Defense F~nance and Account~ng Close (3) (237) 0 0 (3) (237) 
Sewice. San Diego 
Defense Finance and Accounting Close (10) (51) 0 0 (10) (51) 
Service. Seaside 
Naval Support Activity Corona Close (6) (886) 0 0 (6) (886) 

Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach Close 0 (71) 0 0 0 
Det Concord 

(71) 

Navy-Manne Corps Reserve Center. Close (33) 0 0 0 (33) 0 
Encino 
Navy-Manne Corps Resewe Center. Close (48) 0 0 0 (48) 0 
Los Angeles 
On~zuka Air Force Stat~on YOW (1 07) (!?!I 0 0 j iG7 j  ( i i i )  

Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant Close 0 (4) 0 0 0 (4 (85) 

Leased Space - CA CloseIRealign (2) (14) 0 0 (2) (14) 0 

AFRC Moffett Field Gain 0 0 87 166 87 166 0 

Channel Islands Air Guard Stalion Gain 0 0 4 15 4 15 0 

Edwards Air Force Base Gain (14) 0 23 42 9 42 0 

Fort Hunter L~ggett Gain 0 0 25 18 25 18 0 

Fresno A I ~  Term~nal Gain 0 0 57 254 57 254 0 

Manne Corps Base Miramar Gain (46) (3) 87 34 41 31 0 

Mar~ne Corps Reserve Center Gain 0 0 25 0 25 0 0 
Pasadena CA 
Naval Air Station Lemore Gain (39) 0 44 35 5 35 0 

Naval Air Weapons Station Ch~na Lake Gain (44) (14) 198 2.329 154 2.315 0 

Naval Base Po~nt Loma Gain (12) (341) 312 350 300 9 0 

Naval Stat~on San Diego Ga~n (1) (2) 1,085 86 1,084 84 2 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. 
Military figures include student load changes. 

Total 
Direct 
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State Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 
Action 

Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

Connecticut 
SGT Libby U.S. Army Reserve Center. Close (14) (7) 0 0 (14) (7) 0 
New Haven 

(21) 

Submanne Base New London Close (7.096) (952) 0 0 (7,096) (952) (412) (8,460) 

Turner U.S. Army Reserve Center. Close (13) (4) 0 0 (13) (4) 0 
Fairfield 

(17) 

U.S. Army Reserve Center Area Close (13) (5) o o (13) (5) 0 
Maintenance Support Facll~ty 

(18) 

M~ddletown 
Bradley lnternat~onal A~rport Alr Guard Realign (23) (88) 26 15 3 (73) 0 
Slalion 

(70) 

Connecticut Total (7,159) (1.056) 26 15 (7,133) (1,041) (412) (8,586) 

Delaware 
Kirkwood U.S. Army Reserve Center. Close (7) (2) 0 0 (7) (2) 
Newark 
Dover Air Force Base Gain 0 0 115 133 115 133 

New Castle County Airport Air Guard Realign (47) (101) 0 0 (47) (101) 0 
Slat~on 

(148) 

Delaware Total (54) (103) 115 133 61 30 0 9 1 

District of Columbia 
Leased Space - DC CloseIRealign (103) (68) o 79 (103) 11 

Bolling Air Force Base Realign (96) (242) 0 o (96) (242) (61) (399) 

Naval District Wash~ngton Realign (108) (845) 28 522 (80) (323) 40 (363) 

Potomac Annex Real~gn (4) (5) 0 0 (4) (5) (3 (12) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center Realign (2,679) (2.388) 28 3 1 (2,651) (2,357) (622) (5.630) 

District of Columbia Total (2.990) (3,548) 56 632 (2.934) (2.916) (646) (6.496) 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. C-5 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State Out In 
Action 

Installation Mil Civ Mil Civ 

Georgia 
Fort Gillem Close (517) (570) 6 0 

Fort McPherson Close (2.260) (1,881) 0 0 

Inspector/lnstructor Rome GA Close (9) 0 0 0 

Naval Air Slation Atlanta Close (1,274) (156) 0 0 

Naval Supply Corps School Athens Close (393) (108) 4 0 

Peachtree Leases Atlanta close (65) (97) 0 0 

Net Gainl(Loss) 

Mil Civ 

Net Mission 
Contractor 

Total 
Direct 

U.S. Army Reserve Center Columbus Close (9) 0 0 0 (9) 0 0 (9) 

Dobbins Air Reserve Base Gain 0 0 73 45 73 45 0 118 

Fort Benning Gain (842) (69) 10.063 687 9,221 618 0 9,839 

Manne Corps Logistics Base Albany Gain !2! ! 133 i i j  a-. 13 I 0 150 

Moody Air Force Base Gain (604) (145) 1,274 50 670 (95) 0 575 

Rob~ns Air Force Base Gain (484) (225) 453 224 (31) (1) 781 749 

Savannah lntematlonal A~rport Air Gain 0 0 17 2 1 17 2 1 0 38 
Guard Station 
Subrnanne Base Kings Bay Gain 0 0 3.245 102 3.245 102 20 3,367 

Georgia Total (6,459) (3,293) 15,136 1,322 8.677 (1,971) 717 7,423 

Guam 
Andersen A I ~  Force Base Realign (64) (31) o o (64) (31) o (95) 

Guam Total (64) (31) 0 0 (64) (31) 0 (95) 

Hawaii 

Army Nal~onal Guard Reserve Center Close 
Honokaa (118) 0 o 0 (118) o 
Naval Stabon Pearl Harbor Gain (29) (213) 0 324 (29) 1 1 1  0 82 

Hickam Air Force Base Realign (311) (117) 159 7 (1 52) (110) 0 (262) 

Hawaii Total (458) (330) 159 331 (299) 1 0 (298) 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. C-7 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Installation Action 
Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

lndiana 
Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center Close (7) 0 0 0 (7) 0 0 (7) 
Gnssom Air Reserve Base. Bunker Hill 
Navy Recru~ting District Headquarters Close (27) (5) 0 0 (27) (5) (6 )  (38) 
Indianapolis 
Navy Reserve Center Evansv~lle Close (7) 0 0 0 (7) 0 0 (7) 

Newport Chemical Depot Close (2 10) (81) 0 0 (2 10) (81) (280) (571) 

U.S. Army Reserve Center Lafeyette Close (21 0 0 0 (21) 0 0 (21 

U.S. ~ r m y  Reserve Center Seston Close (12) O O o (12) O O (12) 

Leased Space - IN CloseIRealign (25) (111) 0 0 (25) (111) 0 (136) 

Defense Finance and Accounting Gain 0 (1 00) 114 3.478 114 3.378 
Service, Indianapolis 

Fort Wayne lntemat~onal A~rport Air Gain (5) 0 62 256 57 256 
Guard Statiov 
Hulman P - -' mal P;wrt  Air Guard Realign !12) (124) 0 0 (! 2) 1 i 3 A \  ! ,--I  
Station 
Naval Support Actrvity Crane Realign 0 (672) 0 0 0 (672) (11) (683) 

Indiana Total (326) (1,093) 176 3,734 (1 50) 2.641 (294) 2,197 

lowa 

Navy Reserve Center Cedar Rapds Close (7) 0 0 0 (7) 0 0 (7) 

Navy Reserve Center Sioux City Close (7) 0 0 0 (7) 0 0 (7) 

Navy-Manne Corps Reserve Center Close 
Dubuque 

(19) (5) o o (19) (5) o (24) 

Des Moines International Airport Air Gain (31) (172) 54 196 23 24 0 47 Guard Station 
Sioux Gateway Airport Air Guard Gain 0 0 33 170 33 170 0 203 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Camp Realign 
Dodge (21 7) (1) 0 o (217) (1) o (218) 

Iowa Total (281) (1 78) 87 366 (194) 188 0 (6) 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State 

Installation 
Action 

Massachusetts 
Malony U.S. Army Reserve Center Close 

Otis Air Guard Base Close 

Westover U.S. Army Reserve Center. Close 
Cicopee 
Barnes Mun~clpal Airport Air Guard Gain 
Station 
Hanscom Air Force Base Gain 

Westover Air Force Base Gain 

Natick Soldier Systems Center Realign 

Naval Shipyard Puget Sound-Boston Realign 
Detachment 

Massachusetts Total 

Michigar? 
Navy Reserve Cenler Marquene Close 

Pansan U.S. Army Reserve Center, Close 
Lansing 

Selfridge Army Activity Close 

W. K. Kellogg Airport Air Guard Close 
Slation 
Detro~t Arsenal Gain 

Selfndge Air National Guard Base Ga~n 

Michigan Total 

Minnesota 
Navy Reserve Center Duluth Close 

Fort Snelling Realign 

Minnesota Total 

Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State 

Installation 

Montana 

Action 

Gall Hall U.S. Army Reserve Center. Close 
Great Falls 
Great Falls lntemational Airport Air Realign 
Guard Station 

Montana Total 

Nebraska 
Army Nattonal Guard Reserve Center Close 
Columbus 
Army National Guard Reserve Center Close 
Grand Island 
Army National Guard Reserve Center Close 
Kearny 
Naval Recruiting District Headquarters Close 
Omaha 
Navy Reserve Center Lincoln close 

Offun Air Force Rase !?ea!;gn 

Nebraska Total 

Nevada 
Hawthorne Army Depot Close 

Nellis Air Force Base Ga~n 

Naval Air Stallon Fallon Realign 

Reno-Tahoe International A~rport Air Realign 
*Guard Station 

Nevada Total 

New Hampshire 
Doble U.S. Army Reserve Center Close 
Portsmouth 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Pease Ga~n 
Air Force Base 

New Hampshire Total 

Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. C-15 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State 

Installation 

Ohio 
Army National Guard Reserve Center 
Mansfield 
Army National Guard Reserve Center 
Westerville 
Defense Finance and Accounting 
S e ~ c e .  Dayton 
Mansfield Lahm Municipal Airport Alr 
Guard Station 

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center 
Akmn 
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center 
Cleveland 
Parrott U.S. Army Reserve Center 
Kenton 
U.S. Army Reserve Center Whitehall 

Leased Space - OH 

Armed Forcc- '-sew Center 
Akion 
Defense Supply Center Columbus 

Rickenbacker International Airport Air 
Guard Station 
Toledo Express Alrport Air Guard 
Station 
Wr~ght Patterson Air Force Base 

Youngstown-Wanen Regional Airport 

Defense F~nance and Accounting 
Service. Cleveland 

Glenn Research Center 

Rickenbacker Army National Guard 
Bldg 943 Columbus 
Springf~eld-Beckley Munlc~pal Airport 
Alr Guard Station 

Ohio 

Out 
Action 

Mil Civ Mil 

Close (59) ( 2 )  0 

Close (12) 0 0 

Close 0 (230) 0 

Close (63) (171) 0 

Close (26) 0 0 

Close (24) (1) 0 

Close (9) (1) 0 

Close (25) 0 0 

CloselRealign 0 (187) 0 

Gain 0 0 ? .  

Gain (2) (960) 65 

Gain 0 0 0 

Ga~n 0 0 14 

Gain (69) (729) 658 

Gain 0 0 0 

Realign (15) (1,013) 0 

Realign 0 (50) 0 

Realign (4) 0 0 

Realign (66) (225) 0 

Total (374) (3.569) 774 

Net Gainl(Loss) 

Mil Civ 

Net Mission 
Contractor 

Total 
Direct 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes i n  military or civilian jobs. 

Military figures include student load changes. 
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State 

Installation 

Pennsylvania 
Bristol 

Action 
Out 

Mil Civ 

In 

Mil Civ 

Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission 

Mil Civ Contractor 

Close (9) (2) 0 0 (9 )  (2) 

Eng~neer~ng Field Activity Northeast Close (4) (188) 0 0 (4) (1 88) 0 

Kelly Support Center Close (174) (136) 0 0 (174) (136) 0 

Naval Air Station Willow Grove c lose (865) (362) 0 0 (865) (362) (5) 

Navy Crane Center Lester Close (1) (54) 0 0 (1) (54) 0 

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Close (18) 0 0 0 (18) 0 
Reading 
North Penn U.S. A n y  Reserve Close (22) (1) 0 0 (22) (1) 
Center. Norr~stwn 
Pittsburgh lntematlonal Airport Air Close (44) (278) 0 0 (44) (278) 
Reserve Station 
Serrenti U.S. Army Reserve Center, Close (47) (8) 0 0 (47) (8) 0 
Scranton 
U.S. A n y  Reserve Center Bloomsburg c' - . (20) (2) 6 0 ria) (2) 0 

U.S. Amy Reserve Center Lew~sburg Close (9) (2) o 0 (9) (2) 0 

U.S. Army Reserve Center Close (25) (4) 0 0 (25) (4) 
Willlamsport 
W. Reese U.S. Army Reserve Close (9) (1) 0 0 
CenterIOMS. Chester 

(9) (1) 

Letterkenny Army Depot Gain 0 0 0 409 0 409 

Naval Support Acbvity Ph~ladelphia Gain 0 (10) 0 301 0 291 0 

Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Gain 
Lehigh 
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Gain 
Pittsburgh 
Tobyhanna Army Depot Gain 

Defense D~stribution Depot Realign 0 (15) 0 0 0 
Susquehanna (15) 

Human Resources Support Center Realign 0 (174) o o 0 Northeast (174) 
Marine Corps Reserve Center Realign (86) 0 0 0 (86) 0 
Johnstown 

0 

Naval Support Act~vity Mechanicsburg Realign 0 (11) 0 0 0 (11) 0 

Navy Philadelphia Business Center Realign 0 (63) 0 0 0 (63) 0 

This l is t  does  n o t  inc lude locat ions where there were n o  changes in mil i tary o r  civilian jobs. 

Mil i tary f igures inc lude student load  changes. 

Total 
Direct 
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State 

Installation 
Action 

Out 

Mil Civ 

In 

Mil Civ 

Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

South Dakota 
Ellsworth Air Force Base Close (3.315) (438) 0 0 (3.315) (438) (99) (3.852) 

Joe Foss Field Air Guard Station Gain (4) 0 32 27 28 27 0 55 

South Dakota Total (3,319) (438) 32 27 (3,287) (411) (99) (3.797) 

Tennessee 
U.S. A n y  Reserve Area Ma~ntenance Close (30) (2) 0 0 
Support Facil~ty Ktngsport 

(30) (2) 

Leased Space - TN CloseIRealign 0 (6) 0 0 0 (6) 

McGee Tyson APT Air Guard Station Gain 0 0 58 190 58 190 0 248 

Mernph~s International Airport Air Gain 
Guard Stabon 

Naval Support Activlty Mid South Gain 

Nashville International Airport Air Realign 
Gdi6 SSiiiiion ' .9) (172) 0 !! (!9) !:7?; 0 j i e i j  

Tennessee Total (49) (180) 432 797 383 617 88 1.088 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. C-23 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State 

Installation 
Action 

Corpus Christi Amly Depot Realign 

Ellington Field Air Guard Station Realign 

Fort ~ o o d  Realign 

Lacklaryl Air Force Base Realign 

Naval Air Station Corpus Christi Realign 

Sheppard Air Force Base Realign 

Texas Total 

Utah 
Ceseret Chem~cal Depot Close 

Fort Douglas Realign 

Hill Atr Force Base Realign 

Utah Total 

Venont  
Burlington International Airport Air Gain 
Guard Station 

Vermont Total 

Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Mil Civ Mil C iv Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. C-25 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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State 

Installation 
Action 

Virginia Total 

Washington 

1LT Richard H. Walker U.S. Army Close 
Reserve Center 

Army National Guard Reserve Center Close 
Everett 
Navy-Marine Corps Reserve Center Close 
Tacoma 
U.S. A n y  Reserve Center Fort Lawton Close 

Vancover Barracks Close 

Fort Lewis Gain 

Human Resources Support Center Gain 
Northwest 

Naval Air Station Whidbey Island Gain 

Naval SL- "- ! Bre~sr ton Gain 

Fairch~ld Air Force Base Realign 

McChord Air Force Base Realign 

Submanne Base Bangor Realign 

Washington Total 

West Virginia 

Bias U.S. Army Reserve Center. Close 
Huntington 
Fairmont U.S. Army Reserve Center Close 

Navy-Manne Corps Reserve Center Close 
Moundsville 

Ewvra Sheppard Air Guard Stallon Gain 

Yeager Airport Air Guard Station Realign 

West Virginia Total 

Out In Net Gainl(Loss) Net Mission Total 

Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Contractor Direct 

(13,701) (24,140) 18,802 15.297 5,101 (8,843) 2,168 (1,574) 

This list does not include locations where there were no changes in military or civilian jobs. C-27 - -. 
Military figures include student load changes. 
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