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Nathan T. Titus, Col, {(USAF, Ret)
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The Honorable James H. Bilbray
Member, BRAC Commission
2521 S. Clark St. Ste. 600
Arlington, VA 22202

May 21, 2005

Dear Mr. Bilbray,

The purpose of this letter is to express my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AFB in the
current BRAC round. [am shocked that Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
expert knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-80, 1983-86 and 1990-97 as an F-111
pilot, Commander and Senior Officer. In the mid nineties, I Commanded the Operational Support
Squadron (OSS), retired the F-111 and helped transition from the F-111 to the F-16. As the OSS
Commander, I owned all flying related support activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
Tower, RAPCON, runways, simulators and Military Operations Areas (Airspace). During my 13
years at Cannon, [ watched and actively participated in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on base as well as Melrose Range and the attendant airspace. I believe I have the
expertise to comment on the military value of Cannon both as a fighter pilot and a fighter wing
facilities expert.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers are without
parallel. Itis quite simply a compete training package with range, airspace, low level routes,
runways, hangars, maintenance facilities, housing, hospital and other base facilities that meet the
complete needs of training in tactical aircraft. New Mexico’s vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible to beat in the lower tier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment issues like so many other of Air Combat Command’s (ACC) bases. I have flown
and trained out of virtually all of ACC’s other bases over the years and none of them offer the
complete training capabilities of Cannon. Talk to any pilot who has flown out of Luke, or Nellis
AFB for example- there is no comparison. Clovis and its leadership have gone out of their way to
ensure encroachment will not be an issue today, or in the future.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are completely unified in their support for Cannon
and have been for the last 50 years. They have worked diligently for the last many decades to
make sure this relationship is as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
community relationships (Shaw has an excellent one), but Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record to prove it. This community relationship only enhances the overall military value of
Cannon.

I don’t believe the Air Force should give up any of its tactical fighter wings, but if a base has to
£0, it should be closed based on its utility for the future, not the politics of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparable to Cannon based on their size and mission. While



stationed al Shaw as the 9AF Director of Operations, 1 atso became intimately familiar with its
capabilitics and community, Comparing Shaw o Cannon based on current and future military
value has Shaw coming up short in many important areas critival to actical training. Seymour-
Ishnson has similar problems especially with airspace and low-level rowtes. The East and
Southeast hases all have the same problems- encroachment and populacon, Tt will only get worse
wilh time.

My interest in the matter is based on concern for my Country, and my Alr Force, As you can see
from my address [1ive in Texas now, but | have my Son (KC-10 pilot), Daughter (F-16 Mx
officer’ and Son-in-Law {F-16 Pilot} all serving thetr county and worry abour these kind of
decisions. | have seen oo many politically based decisions hurt the Aur Foree because they were
too short sighted. For cxample, retnng the EF-1171 based on the whims of a General Officer and
now we are spending $2.48 o cutfit the B-52 as a “jammer” (0 try and repiace the EF-111.
Statistics are ofien skewed to sell the desired oulcome of @ small group of “well meaning™ people
toy the long-term detniment of the greater pood. In the case of Cannon, [ am confident that if the
truth 15 told withow bias and regard to individuat apendas, that the true military value ot Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Force will retain a critical Fighter Wing for the future. Its not about
the specific awrcratt that's stalioned there, its about having a place (o train our future fighter force
that offers daily. realistic training. 1 implore you to reconsider the decision to place Cannon on
BRAC list and keep it for the future of our United States Air Force.

If | can be of assistance on this important matter, please don't hesitate ko contact me.
Respectfully,

Nathan T Titus, Col, {USAF, Ret)
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General Lloyd W, Newton ([TSAF, Ret.)
Member, BRAC Commission

2521 8. Clark 5t. Ste. 600

Arlington, VA 22202

May 21, 2005

Dear {ieneral Mewton,

The purpose of this letler is o ¢xpress my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AFH in the
curent BRAC round. 1am shocked that Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
expert knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-80, 19R3-86 and 1990-97 asan F-111
pitot, Commander and Senior Officer. In the mid nineties, I Commanded the Operational Support
Squadron ((O85), retired the F-11t and helped transition from the F- 11 1o the F-16. As the O58
Commander. [ ownid all Aying retated support activities includineg Mclrose Bombing Range.
Tower, RAPCON, nmways. simulators and Military Operations Areas (Airspace). During my (3
ycars at Cannon, 1 watched and actively participaled in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facilily on base a5 well as Melrose Range and the attendant airspace. 1 believe | have the
expertise o commen! on the military value of Cannon both as a fighter pilot and a lighter wing
facilities cxperl.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers are without
parallel. 1tis quite simply a compete trauning package with mange, airspace, low level routes,
runways, hangars, maintenance fucilitics, hausing, hospital and other base facilities that meet the
complete needs of training in tacrical aircraft. New Mexico's vast open spaces and low
populaticm density are impossible to beat in the lower fier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment issues like so many other of Air Combat Command’s {ACC) bases. [ have flown
and trained our of virually all of ACC”s other buses over the years and none of themn offer the
complete training capabtlities of Cannon Talk to any pilot whao has flown out of Luke, or Nellis
AFB for exampie- there is no comparison. Clovis and its leadeeship have gone out of therr way to
ensure encroachment will not be an issuc (oday. or in the future.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Awr Force Base and
its civilian commumnity. The people of Clovis are completety unified 1n their support for Cannon
and have been for the last 30 years. They have worked diligently lor the iast meny decades o
make sure this relationship is as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
community relationships {Shaw has an excellent one). bul Cannon’s heads the list and has a track
record to prove it. This commumity relationship only ¢nhances the overall military value of
Cannoen,

1 don’t believe the Air Force should give up any of its tactical fighter wings, but if a base has to
g0, il should be closed based on its utlity for the future, not the politics of the present. Shaw &
Seymour lahnsen would be comparable to Cannon based on their size and mission. While
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stationed at Shaw as the SAF Director of Operations, ! also became intimately familiar with its
capahilities and community. Comparing Shaw to Cannon based on current and future military
value has Shaw coming up shon in many imporiant arcas critical (o factical training.  Seymour-
Johnson has steitar problems especially with arspace and low-level Toutes, The Fast and
Southeast buses all have the same problems- encroachment and population. It will only gel worse
wilh time.

My interest in the matter is based on concern for my Couniry. and my Air Force. As you can see
from my adidress ¥ hive in Texas now, bul [ have my Son (KC-10 pilot), Daughter (F-16 Mx
officer) and Son-in-Law (k- 16 Pilot) all serving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions. [ have seen too many politically based decisions hurl the Air Force because they were
too short sighted. For exampic, retining the EF-111 based on the whims of a General Officer and
now we are spending $2.48 (o outfit the B-52 as a “jammer” o try and repiace the EF-111
Statistics are ofien skewed ro sell the desired outcome of 2 small group of “well meaning™ pecple
to the long-term detriment of the greater good. 1o the case of Cannon, 1 am confident that if the
truth is Wold withowl bias and regard to individual agendas, that the true mililary value of Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Force will retain a critical Fighter Wing for the futare. [ts not about
the specific arrcraft that's stationed there, its about having a place to train our future fighter force
that offers daily, realistic training. [ implore you to reconsider the decision to place Canmon on
BRAC list and keep it for the future of cur United States Avr Force.

I# | can be of assistance on this important matter, please don't hesitate to contact me.
Respectfully,
2 : e A -y
Y/, LA

Mathan T. Tius, Col, (USAF, Rul)



Mathan T. Titus, Col, {LJSAF, Ret}
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Admiral Harold W, Gehman, Ir. {{!5N, Ret.)
Member, BRAC Commission

2521 S Clark 5t. 512, 606)

Arlington, VA 22202

May 21, 2003

Diear Admiral Gehman,

The purpose of this letter 15 to express my opinion on the proposcd closure of Cannon AFB 1n the
current BRAC round. 1 am shocked that Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
cxpert knowledge having been stationed there during t977-80, 1983-86 and 1990-97 as an b-111
pilol. Commander and Semaor Officer. 1n the mid ninctics, | Commanded the Operationat Support
Squadron {0355), retred the F- 111 and helped transition from the F-111 to the F-16. As the OSS
Commander, | owned all ftying related support activilies including Melrose Bombing Range,
Tower, RAPCON, runways. simulators and Military Operations Areas (Airspace). During my 13
vears at CCannon, | warched and actively panicipated in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on base as well as Melrose Range and the allendant airspace. | believe | have the
expertise to comment on the military value of Cannon both as a lighter pilot and a fighter wing
facilities expert,

As a place 1o train realistically and tactically, the fiying amentties that Cannon offers are without
parallel. M is guite simply a compete training package with range. airspace, low leve! routes,
runways, hangars, maintcnance facilities, housing, hospital and other base facilities that meet the
complete needs of training in tactical aircraft. New Mexico’s vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible to beat in the lower tior states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment issues like so many other of Air Combat Command’s {ACC) bases. [ have: flown
and trained cut of virtually all of AC(s other bases over the years and none of them ofler the
complete training capakbilities of Cannon. Talk 1o any pilot who has Tlown oue of Tuke, or Nellis
AFB for example- there is no companson. Clovis and its leadership have pone oul of their way to
ensure encroachment will not be an issue today. or in the future.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are completeiy unified in their support for Canncn
and have been for the last 50 years. They have worked diligently for the last many decades to
make sure this relationship is as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
community relationships (Shaw has an excellent one). but Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record to prove ik This community relationship only enhances the overall military valug of
Cannon.

I don’t believe the Aur Force should give vp any of its tactical fighter wings, bur if a base has 1o
go, it should be closed based on 1ts wtility for the future, not the polincs of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnsor would be comparable to Cannon based on their sizc and mission. 'While
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sladioned at Shaw as the 9AF Dircclor of Operations, [ also became intimately Tamitiar with its
capabilities and community. Comparing Shaw to Cannon based on current and future military
value bas Shaw coming up short in many imporant arcas critical o tactical teaining. Seymour-
Johnson has srnular problems especially with airspace and iow-level routes. The East and
Southeast bases all have the same problems- encroachment and popuiation. It will only get worse
with time.

My interest tn the matter is based on concern for my Country, and my Air Force. As you can see
fram my address [Hive in Texas now. but [ have my Son (KC- 10 pilot). Daughter (F-16 Mx
officery and Son-in-Law (F- 16 Pilot) all serving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions, | have seen too many politically hased decisions hurt the Air Force becanse they were
too short sighted. For example, retiring the EF-111 based on the whims of a General (fficer and
now we are spending 52.4B to outfit the B-52 as a “jarmmer’™ to try and replace the EE-111.
Staistics arc often skewced o sell the desired outcome of a small group of “well meaning™ people
ta the long-lerm detniment of the greater pood. [n the case of Cannon, | am confident chat it the
truth 15 told without bias and regard to individual agendas. that the true military valve of Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Force will retain a critical Fighter Wing for the tuture, Tts not about
the specific aircraft that's stationed there. its about having a place (o train our future fighter force
that ofters daily, realisthic training. | implore you to reconsider the decision to place Cannon on
BRAC list and keep it For the future of our Urited States Air Force,

I | can be of assistance on this imporant matter, please don't hesitate (G contact me.

Respeciulty,

athan T. Titus, < ol, (UUSAF, Ret)



Mathan T, Titus, Col, {USAF, Ret)
137 Yaupon Trail

San Antonio, TX 78256
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Brigadier General Sue B, Tumer 1 L'SAF, Ret.)
Member, BRAC Commission

2521 5, Clark 5t Ste. 600

Arlington, YA 22202

May 21, 2005

Dear (reneral Turnier,

The purpose of this letier is to express my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AFB 10 the
current BRAC round. 1am shocked 1hat Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
expert knowledge having been stlioned there duning 1977-8B0, 1983-86 and 1990-97 a5 an F-111
pilot, Commander and Senvor Officer. 1n the mid minetics, | Commanded the Cperational Support
Squadron (Q55), retired the F-111 and helped transition from the F-111 to the £-16. As the (388
Commander, 1 oswned all Nying related support activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
‘Tower, RAPCON, runways, simulators and Military Operations Areas {Airspace). During my 13
years at Cannon, | watched and actively participated in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on base as well as Melrose Range and the atiendant airspace. | believe | have the
expertise (o comment on the military value of Cannon both as a fighier pilot and a fighter wing
facilities expert.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers arc without
parallel. It is quite simply a compete training package with range, airspace, Jow level routes,
runways. hangars, maintenance facilitics. houwsing, hospital and other base facilities that meet the
complete needs of trawning in tactical aircraft. New Mexico™s vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible to beat in the lower tier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment issucs like so many other of Air Combat Command’s {(ACC) bases.  have flown
and trained out of virwally all of ACC s other bases over the years and none of them oifer the
complete fraining capabilities of Cannon. Talk to any pilot who has lown out of Luke, or Nellis
AFB for example- there is no comparison, Clovis and its leadership have gone out of their way (o
ensure encreachment will not be an issoe toxday, or in the Muture.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are completely wnified in their support for Cannon
aml have been for the last 50 years. They have worked diligently for the last many decades to
make sure this relatienship is as sirong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
communily relationships (Shaw has an excellent one), but Cannon's keads the list and has a track
record to prove il, This community relationship only enhances the overall military valee of
Cannon.

I don’t believe the Air Force should give up any of its tactical fighter wings, bul if a base has to
go, it should be closed based on its utility for the future. not the polines of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparable 1w Cannon based on their size and mussion, While
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stalioned al Shaw as the PAF Dhrector of Operations, | also became intimately familiar with ils
capabilities and commumty. Comparing Shaw to Cannon based on current and future military
value has Shaw coming up short in many important arcas critical to tactical traiming.  Seymour-
Johnson has similar problems especialiy with airspace and low-level routes. The kast and
Southeast bases all have the same problems- encroachment and population. 10 will only get worse
with time.

My interest in the matter 15 based on concern for my Country, and my Air Force, As you can see
from my address | live in Texas now, but | have my Son (KO- 10 pilot), Daughter (F-16 Mx
officer} and Son-in-Law (F-16 Pilot) all serving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions. [ have seen (00 many politicaliy based decisions hurt the Air Force because they were
toc short sighted.  For exampic, retioing the EE-111 based on the whims of a General Officer and
now we are spending $2.4B to outfit the B-52 as a “jammer” to try and reptace the EF-111.
Statistics are often skewed to sell the desired outcome of a small group of “well meaning™ people
1o the long-term detriment of the greater good. In the case of Cannon, 1 am confident that if the
truth is told without bias and regard to individual agendas, that the true mulitary value of Cannon
wil rule the day and the Air Force will retain a critical Fighter Wing for the future. ts not about
the specific aircraft that's stationed there, its about having a place (o train our future fighter force
that offers dauly, realsstic training. | implore you to reconsider the decision to place Cannon on
BRAC list and keep it for the fulure of our United States Air Force.

If 1 can be ot assistance on this importanl matter, please don't hesitale 1o contact me,
Respectully,

athan T. Titws, Tof, (USAF, Ret)




Mathan T. Titus, Col, {USAF, Ret)
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San Antonio, TX TR256
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chexsix@mac.com

The Homomable Philip Coyle
Member, BRAC Commission
2521 8, Clark SL 51, 600
Arlington, VA 222032

May 21, 2005

Dxear Mr. Coyle,

The purpose of this letter is (o express my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AFS im the
current BRAC round I am shocked that Cannen is being considered for closure based on my
expert knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-80, 1983-86 and 1990-97 asan F-1(1
pilor, Commander and Senor Officer. 1n the mid nineties, | Commanded the Operational Support
Squadron ({53), retired the F-111 and helped transition from the F- (11 to the F-16. As the OS5
Commander. | owned all flying relaled suppon activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
lower, RAPCON, runways, simulators and Military Operations Areas (Airspace). During my 13
years at Cannon, | watched and actively participated in the vpgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on basc as well as Melrose Range and the attendant airspace. [ believe [ have the
expertise to comment on the military value of Cannon both as a fighter prlot and a fighter wing
facilities expert.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers are without
parallel. It is quite simply a compete training package with range. airspace, low level routes,
runways, hangars, maintcnance lacilities, housing, hospital and other hase facilities thal meet the
complete needs of training in tactical awrcraft. New Mexico's vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible 10 beat in the lower tier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment (s5u¢s like s0 many other of Air Combat Command™s (ACC) bases, 1 have flown
and trained out of virtually all of ACC"s other buses over the years and none of them offer the
complete training capabilities of Canpon, Talk 1o any pilot who has flown cut of Luke, or Nellis
AFB for examphe- thens is no companson. Clovis and its leadership have gone out of their way to
ensure encroachment will not be an issue (oday, of in the fulure.

Speaking of the Clovis Cammuniry, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are completely unified in their support for Carnon
and have been for the last 50 years. They have worked diligently for the last many decades o
make sure this relationship is as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
communily relationships (Shaw has an excellent one), but Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record to prove it. This community relationship only enhances the overall military value of
Cannon.

1 don't believe the Air Force should give up any of its taclical fighter wings, but if a base has (o
go, it should be clesed based on is utility for the future, not the politics of the prisent, Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparabie to Cannon based on their size and mission. While
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stationed at Shaw as the 9AF Director of Operations, | also became intimatety familiar with ils
capabilities and community. Comparing Shaw to Capnen based on current and future military
value has Shaw coming up short in many important areas eritical to tactical trazning. Seymour-
Johnson has similar prablems especially with airspace and low-level routes, The East and
Southeast bases all have the same problems- encroachment and population. Tt will only get worse
with time.

My interest in the matter is based on concern for my Country, and my Air Force, As you can see
from my address I live tn Texas now, but [ have my Son (KC-10 pilot), Daughter (F- 16 Mx
officer) and Son-in-Law (F-16 Pilet) all serving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions. | have seen too many politically based decisions hurt the Air Force because they were
too short sighted.  For cxample, retiring the EF-111 based on the whims of a General Offlicer and
now we are spending $2.48 to outfit the B-52 as a “jammer™ to try and replace the EF-111.
Statistics are often skewed o sell the desired outcome of a small group ot “well meaning™ peoplc
ter the long-term detriment of the greater good. In the case of Cannon. [ am confident that if the
truth is ld withour bias and regard to individual agendas, that the true mibitary value of Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Force wil! retain a critical Fighter Wing for the future. Its not about
the specific aircraft that’s stationed there, its about having a place to train our future lighicr Toree
that offers daily, realistic training. [ implore you to reconsider the deciston to place Cannon on
BRAL lisi und keep it for the future of our UTnited States Air Force,

If { can he of assistance on this important matter, please don't hesitate 10 contact me.
Respectiully,

Nathan T. Totus, Col. {USAF, Ret)
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T he Honorable James ¥, Hansen
MMember, BRAC Commission
2521 5 Clark 5t St &0X)
Arhngion, YA 22202

May 21, 2005

Dear Mr. Hansen,

The purpose of this lener is to ¢xpress my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AR in the
current BRAC round. 1arm shocked thal Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
expert knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-80, | 983-86 and 199097 gs an F-111
pilet. Commander and Semior Officer. In the mid nineties. ] Commanded ihe Operational Support
Squadron (85), retired the F-111 and helped transition from the F-111 to the F-16. As the 0SS
Commander, [ owned all flying related support activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
Tower, RAPCON. runways, simulators and Military Operations Arcas (Airspace). During my 13
years at Cannon, | walched and actively participated 1n the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on base as well as Melrose Ranpe and the attendant airspace. [ helieve [ have the
expertise to comment on the military value of Uannoen both as a fighter pilot and a fighter wing
facilitics expert.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers are without
parallel. 101s quite simply a compele training package with range, aurspace, low level roures,
runwiys, hangars, maintenance facilities, housing, hospilal and other base facilities that meet the
complete necds of training in lactical atrcraft. New Mexico's vast open spaces and low
population density are impassible 10 beal in the lower tier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment 1ssues like so many other of Air Combat Command’s (ACC) bases, ! have flown
and traincd oot of virtually all of ACC’s other bascs over the years and none of them offer the
complete training capabulities of Cannon. Talk wr any pilol who has flown out of Luke, or Neilis
AFT for cxumple- there is no comparison. Clovis and its leadership have gone oat of their way to
ensure encroachment will not be in issue today, or in the future.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
1ts civilian community. The people of Clovis are completely unified in their suppor lor Cannen
and have been for the last 50 years They have worked diligently for the last many decades o
make sure Lhis relationship ts as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of gond
community relationships {Shaw has an excellent ooe), but Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record to prove il This commumty relationship onty enhances the overali military value of
Cannon.

1 don’t belicve the Air Force should pive op any of its tactical fighter wings, but if a base has 10
go, 1t should be closed based on its utility for the future, not the politics of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparable (o Cannon based on their size and mission, While
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stationed at Shaw as the 9AF Director of Operations, | also becarne intimately familiar with its
capabilities and communmty. Comparing Shaw 1o Cannen based on current and future mulitary
vilue has Shaw coming up short 1n many important arcas cridical to lactical wraimng. Seymour-
Johnson has similar problems cspecially with airspace and low-level routes. The Fast and
Southeast hases all bave the same problems- encroachment and population. It will only get worse
with time.

My interesi in the matter is based on concern for my Country. and my Air Force. As you can seg
from my address [ live in Texas now, but [ have my Son (KC-{0 pilot), Daughter (F- 16 Mx
officery and Son-in-Law (F-16 Pilot) all serving their county and worry aboul these kind of
decisions, | have seen too many politically based decisions hurt the Air Foree because they were
too short sighted. For cxample, retiring the EF-111 based on the whims of a General Officer and
now we are spending $2.4B to outfit the B-52 as a “jammer™ to try and replace the FF-111.
Statistics are often skewed o sell the desired outcome of a small group of “well meaning™ people
to the long-term detriment of the greater pood. [n the case of Cannon. I am confident that if the
truth 15 told withont bias and regard 1o individual agendas, that the true mtlitary value of Cannen
will rule the day and the Air Force will retain o eritical Fighter Wing for the future. [ts not about
the specific aircraft that's stationed there. its aboul having a place (o train our future fighter force
that offers daily, realistic trmining [ implore you 1o reconsider the decision to place Cannon on
BRAC list and keep it for the future of our United States Air Force.

It 1 can be of assistance on this important marticr, please dor'l hesitate to contact me.

gj%z:ﬁ

athan T, Titus, Col, (USAF, Rert

Respectiully,




Nathan T. Titus, Col, (UISAF, Ret)
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San Antomo, TX 78256

210-698. 3780
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The Honorable Samuel K. Skinner
Member, BRAC Commission
2521 5. Clark 51, Sie, 6040
Arlington, VA 222032

May 21, 2005

Dear Mre Shinner,

The purpose of this letier is (0 ¢xpress my opinion on the proposed closere of Cannon AFB in the
current BRAC round. [ am shocked that Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
cxpert knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-80, 1983-86 and 1990-97 as an F-11]
pilot, Commander and Senior Officer. In the mid nineties, | Commanded the Operational Suppon
Squadron {{355). retired the F-111 and helped transrtion trem the F-111 to the F-16. As the 358
Commander, 1 owned all flying related support activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
Tower, RAPCON, runways, simulators and Military Operations Areas {(Airspace). During my 13
years al Cannon, | watched and actively participated in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on base as well as Melrose Range and the attendant airspace. | believe | have the
experuse to comment on the military value of Cannon both as a fighter priot and a fighter wing
facilities expert.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers are without
parailel. it s quuite simply a compete training package with range, airspace, low level routes,
runwiys, hangars, mamntenance taciiities, housing. hospital and other base facilittes that meet the
complete needs of training in tactical aircraft, New Mexico's vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible to beat in the lower tier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment issucs like s¢ many other of Air Combat Command’s (ACC) bases. [ have flown
and traimed out of virteally all of ACC’s other bases over the years and none of them offer the
complete trmimng capabilities of {"annon “lalk to any pilot who bas flown out of Luke, or Nellis
AFB tor example- there is no comparison. Clovis and its leadership have gone ot of their way to
ensure encroachment will not be an issue today, or in the future.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are complctely unificd in their support for Cannon
and have been tor the last 50 years. They have worked dihigently for the last many decades to
make sure this relationship is as sirong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of pood
community relationships {(Shaw has an exceltent onc). bul Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record 1o prove it. This community relationship omly enhances the overall military valee of
Cannon.

[ don’t believe the Air Force should give up any of its tactical fighter wings, but if a basc has to
ga, it should be closed based o its utility for the future, not the politics of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparable to Cannon hased on their '{I?E ud mission. While
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stationed at Shaw as the 9AF Director of Operations, 1 also became infimately familiar with its
capabihities and community, Comparing Shaw to Cannon based on current and future military
value has Shaw coming up short in many important areas critical to tactucal training. Seymaour-
Johnson has simular prebletns especialiy with airspace and low-level routes, The East and
Southeast bases all have the same problems- encroachment and population. It will only get worse
with tme.

My interest in the matter 1s based on concern for my Country, and my Air Force, As you can see
from my address | live in Texas now, but | have my Son (KO- 10 pilot), Daughter (F- 16 Mx
atficer) and Son-in-Law (F-16 Pilot) all serving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions. [ have seen (00 many politically based decisions hurt the Air TForce because they were
tou short sighted.  For example, retiring the £F-111 based on the whims of a General Officer and
now we are spending $2.4B to outfit the B-52 as a “jammer” to try and replace the EF-111,
Statistics are often skewed to sell the desired outcome of a small group of “well meaning™ people
1 the long-term detriment of the greater good. In the case of Carnon. | am confident that if the
truth is told without bias and regard to individual agendas, that the true miiitary value of Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Force will retain a eritical Fighter Wing for the future.  1ts not abowl
the specific aircraft that's stationed there, its about having a place to train owr future fighter force
that uffers daily, realistic training. | implore you 1o reconsider the decision to place Cannen on
BRAC list and keep it for the future of our United Siates Air Force.

If 1 can be of assistance on this importanl matter. piease don't hesitate to contact me

Respectiully,

Mathan T. Titus, Col, (USAF, Ret)



MNathan 1. Tius. Col, {ESAF, Ret)
137 Yaupon Trail

San Antonio, TX 78256

2 10-698-2730

chexsix & mac com

Goeneral James T, Hill {LISA. Ret.)
Member, BEAC Commission
2521 5. Clark 51. Ste. 600
Arlington, VA 22202

May 21, 2005

Dear General Hill,

The purpose of this [etter is g express my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AFR in the
current BRAC round. 1 am shocked that Cannon is being considered for closure based on my
expert knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-8B0, 198386 and 1990-97 as an F-111
pilot, Commander and Senior Officer  In the mid mineties, | Commanded the Operational Support
Syuadron (QO88). retired the F-111 and helped transition from the F- 111 to the F-16. As the OSS
Commander, 1 owned all flying related support activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
Tower, RAPCON, ranway<, simulators and Military Operations Areas (Airspace). Dunng my |3
vears at Cannon, | warched and actively participared in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facility on base as well as Melrose Range and the attendant atrspace. | belicve | have the
expertise lo comment on the military value of Cannon both as a fighter pifor and & Tighter wing
facilities expert.

As a place o train realistically and tactically, the flying amenities that Cannon offers are without
pargilel. I is quite simply a compete training package with range. airspace. low level routes.
runwiys, hangars, maintenance facilities, honsing. hospital and other base facilities that meet the
complete needs of training in tactical aircraft. New Mcexico's vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible to beal in the lower tier states and the City of (lovis offers no
encroachment issues like so many other of Air Combat Command’s (ACC) bases, [ have Mlown
and trained out of virtualty all of ACC's ather bases over the years and none of them offer the
complete training capabulities of Cannon. Talk to any pilol wha has Mown out of Luke, or Neliis
AFR for example- there 15 no cormparison. Clovis and its leadership have gone out of their way to
ensure encraachment will not be an issue (oday. or in the fulure.

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are completely untfied in their suppon for Cannen
and have hecn for the last 50 years. They have worked diligently for the last many decades o
make sure this relationship is as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
community relationships (Shaw has an cacellent one), but Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record to prove it. This community relationship only enhances 1he overall military value of
Cannon.

I don't helieve the Air Force should give up any of its actical fighter wings, but if a base has 1o
#0, 1t shouid be closed hased on 1ts utility for the future. not the politics of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparable to Cannon based on their size and mission, While
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stationed al Shaw as the 9AF Direclor of Operations, 1 also became intimately familiar with its
capabiiities and community. Comparing Shaw to Cannon based on current and fueture military
value has Shaw coming up short (n many imponant areas critical (o tactical training. Seymour-
Johnson has similar problems especially with airspace and low-level routes. The bast and
Southeast bases all have the same probiems- encroackment and population. It will only get worse
with time.

My interest in the matter is hased on concern for my Country, and my Air Force. As you can see
from my address I Tive in ‘Texas now, but [ have mry Son (KC-10 pudot). Daughter (F-16 Mx
offlicer) and Son-in-Law (F-16 Pilot) all serving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions. | have seen too many politically based decisions hurt the Air borce hecapse they were
too short sighted. For example, retiring the EF-111 based on the whims of a General Officer and
now we are spending $2.48 1o outfit the B-52 as a “jammer™ to try and replace the EF-111.
Statistics are often skewed to sell the desired outcome of a small group of “well meaning™ peopie
to the long-tcrm detriment of the greater good. In the case of Cannon, [ am contident that if the
truth is told without bias and regard to individual agendas, that the true nubtary value of Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Foree will retan a critical Fighter Wing for the future. lts not about
the specific aireraft that’s stattoned there, its abont having a place to train our future fighter force
that offers daily, realistic training. [ implore you 1o reconsider the decision to place Cannon on
BRAC list and keep it for the future of our Linited States Air Force.

It | can be of assistance on this importani matter, please don't hesitale to contact me
Respecthully,

e

Mathan T, Titus, Col, {UJSAF Ret)
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Mathan T. Titus, Col, (USAF, Ret)
137 Yaupon Trail

San A icy, TX 78256 —_
2?&6.3;521;;0 [E} E@EWE o
chexsix&mac.com I‘. f f L

I'hc Honorable Anthony 1. Principi 05
Chairman, BRAC Commussion

2521 S, Clark $t. Ste. 600

Arlington, VA 22202

May 21, 2005

Cear Mr. Principi.

I he purpose of this letter [s (0 express my opinion on the proposed closure of Cannon AFB 10 the
currenlt BRAC round. 1 am shocked that Cannen is being considered for closure based on my
cxperl knowledge having been stationed there during 1977-80, 1983-86 and {990-97 as an F-111]
pitot, Commander and Senior Officer. In the mid ninetics, | Commanded the Operational Support
Squadran {O55). retired the F-111 and helped transition from the F-111 1o the F-16. As the 0558
Commander, 1 owned all flying related suppor activities including Melrose Bombing Range,
Tower, RAPCON, runways, simulators and Military Operations Areas (Atrspace). Duning my 13
years al Cannon, | watched and actively participated in the upgrade and improvement of almost
every facuity on hase as well as Melrose Range and the atlendant airspace. | believe 1 have the
expertise o comment on the military vaiue of Cannon both as a fighter pilot and a fighter wing
facilities expert.

As a place to train realistically and tactically, the {lying amenities that Cannan offers are without
parallel. Lt 1s quite simply a compete irining package with range, airspace, low ievel routes,
runways, hangars. maintenance facilities, housing, hospital and other base facilitics that meet the
complete needs of training in tachical aircraft. New Mexico's vast open spaces and low
population density are impossible o beat in the lower tier states and the City of Clovis offers no
encroachment issees like 50 many other of Atr Combat Command’s (ACC) bases. | have flown
and trained out of virtually all of ACC's other bases over the years and none of them offer the
complele treining capabilities of Cannon. Talk 1o any pilot who has flown out of Luke, or Nellis
AFB for example- there 1s ne comparison, Clovis and its leadership have gone oul of their way to
ensure encroachment will not be an 1ssue today. o7 in the future,

Speaking of the Clovis Community, there is no better relationship between an Air Force Base and
its civilian community. The people of Clovis are completely unified in thewr support for Cannon
and have been for the last 3¢ years. They have worked diligently for the fast many decades to
make sure this relationship is as strong as it can be. Certainly there are other examples of good
community relationships (Shaw has an cxcellent one), but Cannon's heads the list and has a track
record to prove it, This communty relationship only enhances the averall military value of
Cannon.

I don’t believe the Air Foree should give up any of its (actical fighter wings, but if a basc has to
0, it should be closed hased on its utility for the futore, not the politics of the present. Shaw &
Seymour Johnson would be comparable 1o Cannon based on thew size and mission. While



stationed at Shaw as the 9AF Direcior of Operations, 1 also became intimately famubar with its
capabilities and commmunity. Comparing Shaw to Cannon based on current and future military
value has Shaw coming up short in many important arcas critical (o tactical training. Scymour-
Johnson has similar probleins especially with airspace and low-|evel routes. The East and
Southeas! bases all have the same problems- encroachment and population. Tt will only pet worsc
with timg,

My interest int Lthe matter is based on concern for my Country, and my Air Foree, As you can see
from my address | live 10 Texas now, but | have my Son (KO- 10 pilot), Daughter (F-16 My
officer) und Son-in-Law (F-16 Filot) all scrving their county and worry about these kind of
decisions, | have seen (0o many polincally based decisions hurt the Air Force because they were
100 short stehted. For example, retinng the EF-111 based on the whims of a General Oificer and
now we are spending $2.48 to owtfil the B-52 as a "jammmer’” to try and replace the EF-111,
Stanstics are often skewed (o sell the desired outcome of a small group of “well meaning™ people
to the long-term detriment ol the greater good. In the case of Caomon. I am confident that if the
truth 15 told without bias and regard to individual agendas, that the true military value of Cannon
will rule the day and the Air Force will retain a cricical Fighter Wing tor the fulure, Tts not about
the specific aircraft that's stationed there, its about having a place to train our future fighter force
that offers daily, realistic training. [ 1mplore you lo reconsider the decision o place Cannen on
BRAC list and keep it for the fulure of our United Siales Air Force.

If 1 can be of assistance on this important matter, please don't hesitale to contact me.
Respectfully.

7@%@aﬁ75@ )

Mathan T. 1itus, Col, ([ISAF, Rer)



