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Statement of Congressman Elton Gallegly (R-CA)
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Commission
California Regional Hearing
July 14, 2005

Good afternoon. On behalf of our panel, 1 first want to thank the distinguished gentlemen and
gentlewoman for serving on the BRAC commission and for your continued service to our
coumry.

I would like to specifically thank my former colleague, Commissioner James Bilbray, and
Commissioner Philip Coyle, who toured Naval Base Ventura County yesterday.

@ lam joined today by Congresswoman Lois Capps, retired Rear Admiral George Strohsahl,
retired Rear Admiral Dana McKinney and retired Captain Jack Dodd. '

I have had the privilege of representing some or all of Naval Base Ventura County for the past 19
years in the U.S. Congress. \

I support streamlining our military, but the Technical Joint Cross Service Group’s

- recommendations to realign many functions from Point Mugu to China Lake — functions that are
essential to the core mission of Point Mugu or have been identified as “Center of Excellence”

areas ~ will raise the costs to taxpayers by millions of dollars, decrease military effectiveness and
harm our military personnel — exactly the opposite of what BRAC is supposed to do.

We can only assume that the decision to eliminate 2.400 jobs — and up to 6,300 if you include
indirect — from Naval Base Ventura County and transfer them to China Lake was based on an
initial assumption that NAS Point Mugu would close. No other scenario makes sense because the
enormity of the proposed realignment will devastate NBVC’s ability to execute its remaining
missions and support our deployed troops.

For the sake of time, I will provide' just two examples.

.
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e China Lake is 150 miles from the primary Sea Range operating area. Relocating range
operations, aerial targets and aircraft to China Lake will increase response times to the
range, reduce on-range time, increase safety risk factors and significantly increase
operating costs. It’s important to note that the range and target costs were not included in
the COBRA model. And, what sense does it make to move the Range Support Aircraft to
China Lake when they fly 86 percent of their sorties at Point Mugu and only 1 percent at
China Lake? : '

e Point Mugu has been the Navy’s Electronic Warfare Center of Excellence for more than
50-years. Its civilian and military personnel posseéss more than 4,500 collective years of
EW experience. Many of those scientists and engineers have told me they won’t move
from the ocean’s shore to the desert, which will result in a tremendous loss of intellectual
capital.

I believe that when the investment costs, safety and support of our troops are considered, you

will agree that the DOD recommendations simply do not make sense and will reject them in the
best interest of military efficiency, preparedness and support.

Thank you again for your time and your dedication to our military and the nation.
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Congresswoman Lois Capps
2005 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Regional Hearing
Los Angeles, California
July 14, 2005

Good afternoon énd welcome to California.

Thank you Chairman Principi and Commissioners Bilbray and Coyle for being here today. T
want to convey my gratitude and thanks for your service on the BRAC Commission.

I have represented Naval Base Ventura County for the last three years and have become
intimately familiar with the critical role that this base, and the brave men and women who serve
there, play in ensuring the continued security of our nation. The base is an important asset to our
local community and a very good neighbor. More importantly, it’s a key component of our
national defense strategy.

As you know, Naval Base Ventura County has two physically separate operating facilities —
Point Mugu and Port Hueneme — that were integrated to serve as the home to six major tenant
commands. The base overseas an airfield, activities in a 36,000-square mile instrumented sea

test range, and the only mlhtary-controlled deep water harbor and port facility between San
Diego and Seattle

Together, these facilities contribute substantially to the operational readiness of the Defense
Department’s total force, including development and testing of new weapons systems, joint war
fighting experimentation, training and readiness, and Homeland Defense.

I have reviewed the Pentagon’s recommendations and it’s clear that the Defense Department

erred when measuring the military value of this facilities. These recommendations don’t make
sense. Here’s why:

First, relocating the vital functions performed by the personnel at NBVC would likely have
lasting consequences for our national security.

The activities conducted at this site for the Navy, Air Force, Missile Defense Agency, and others
cannot be rephcated anywhere else in the nation. Moreover, the base’s sea range is linked with

other inland ranges in California — providing an unmatched capability to the Defense
Department.

The proposed realignments could dlmlnlsh these existing operational efficiencies and negatlvely
impact the ability of our war fighter to get her or his job done.

3 PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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- Second, realigning the base’s sea range and targets, and moving the test squadron and electronic

warfare personnel and facilities will waste, not save, taxpayer dollars. Iserve on the House
Budget Committee and let me tell you — we can’t afford to spend a lot of money to move
missions and personnel when there’s no long-term savings involved.

Other speakers will be addressing these issues in more detail, so I won’t dwell on them.

But I wanted to conclude by saying that at the end of the day, this is not just about numbers,
missions or dollars — it’s about people. It’s about the fine example of sacrifice and patriotism
that 1s on view every day at the base by military and civilian personnel alike. The commitment
to serving our country and its citizens by the people of this base should not be forgotten,
especially these days.

I strongly encourage you to reject the Pentagon’s recommendations and instead consider the
Naval Base’s valuable role in enhancing our nation’s military and homeland security.

Again, thank you for being with us hére today and thank you for your service to our country.
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TESTIMONY BEFORE THE BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE
COMMISSION REGIONAL HEARING,
JULY 14, 2005
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

STATEMENT OF REAR ADMIRAL (Ret) DANA MCKINNEY, USN
Chairman Principi, Commissioners:

Good afternoon. My name is Dana McKinney. I came here today to express my concern
that, in return for a questionable level of future savings, the proposed realignment of jobs
from Pt. Mugu to China Lake will adversely impact the Department of Defense’s future
electronic attack capability.

Let me provide you some background as to why my concern may be worth considering. 1
am, by training, an electronic attack pilot with over 3000 hours experience operating the
EA-6B Prowler aircraft, including operational squadron command. From 1990 through
1993 1 was the Navy’s Program Manager for the Prowler, directing all RDT&E,
acquisition, and operational support for the EA-6B fleet. From 1994 to 1996 1 was
stationed at China Lake, commanding the Naval Air Warfare Center Weapons Division, a
‘'single command—a SINGLE command—with major sites at Pt. Mugu and China Lake.
My last job in the Navy was head of Research and Engineering for the Naval Air Systems
Command, a position that included oversight of all of the Weapon System Support
Activities, including those at China Lake and Pt. Mugu. During that period I also
commanded the Naval Air Warfare Center” Aircraft Division during the final
implementation of the BRAC realignments of Warminster, Trenton, and NAVAIR HQ
down to Pax River, so I have some history with the practical effects of such realignments.

I hope that my experience as a warfighter, technical manager, and commander of both Air
Warfare Center Divisions will lend credence to my remarks.

In May 1995 1 testified before the BRAC commission, strongly opposing a similar
proposed movement of jobs from Pt. Mugu to China Lake, so I have a sense of deja vu.
~ The 1995 BRAC Commission unanimously rejected that proposal. I respectfully request
that my 1995 testimony be placed in the record for your review. It is only four and a half
pages long, but I believe it provides some necessary background for the Commission’s
deliberations, particularly regarding the realism of obtaining projected efficiencies
through consolidating separate DoD activities. Some of the specifics, for example the
weapon systems mentioned, may be out of date. However, the core argument made then
1s still valid. Significant efficiencies and savings can certainly be gained by consolidating
separate organizations, particularly where redundant overhead infrastructure exists. We
know this--because Admiral George Strohsahl, who will speak later, did it in 1992 when
he consolidated a number of separate commands into the Naval Air Warfare Center or
NAWC. During my three years as the NAWC Weapons Division commander we
continued to search for, and find, additional efficiencies. All six of my successors have
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devoted considerable attention to making the Weapons Division as efficient as possible
because the NAWC divisions operate like businesses and excess overhead makes a
business too expensive to compete. So, we’ve all continuously sought to eliminate
redundancies between Pt. Mugu and China Lake as a matter of competitive advantage
and long term fiscal health. In addition to business streamlining actions taken within the
Weapons Division, further efficiencies were realized in 2000 by the establishment of the
Naval Base Ventura County, a Navy regionalization initiative that reduced redundant
base operating support personnel by 11% at Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme during the first
year. I know that the BRAC COBRA analysis assumed a 15% efficiency savings as a
result of realigning most of the jobs in this scenario. Realignment of the remaining jobs,
those associated with Electronic Warfare, was assumed to save about $3 million per year
due to “payroll savings for reduced Technical and Admin personnel”, the basis for which
was described as “an un-itemized value”. Applying arbitrary or unjustified efficiency
figures to the movement of jobs from one site to another within a single command is
inappropriate and should be rejected by the Commission. The bottom line is that the
business case for this realignment is a fiction. The savings that this BRAC realignment
seeks to realize have already largely been taken as a result of the 1992 NAWC
consolidations and the subsequent implementation of sound business decisions and Navy
regionalization initiatives.

I don’t have time to enumerate the deficiencies in the analysis used to justify this
proposed realignment so I'll let Jack Dodd, who was my Vice Commander, give you
those details in a few minutes. 1 want to use my remaining time addressing the movement
of the electronic attack technical support jobs from Pt. Mugu to China Lake

As a former warfighter and weapons developer, 1 strongly oppose the movement of the
electronic attack jobs from Pt. Mugu to China.Lake. The Navy’s electronic attack
mtellectual capital, particularly for dedicated jamming platforms such as the EA-6B, has
been concentrated at Pt. Mugu for more than 30 years. Looking forward to replacing the
EA-6B with the EA-18G, the Navy decided to establish the electronic attack weapon
system development laboratory for this aircraft not at China Lake, where the strike
version F/A-18E/F development laboratory is located, but rather at Pt. Mugu. The Navy
recognized that the profound system and mission knowledge for the electronic attack
mission resides at Pt. Mugu. In addition, the EA-18G tactical jamming system is
essentially a repackaged version of the newest EA-6B system and the engineers having
the most intimate familiarity with that system are located at Pt. Mugu. When completed,
the EA-18G electronic attack laboratory will communicate via fiber optic lines to the F-
18 E/F laboratory at China Lake, providing a virtually combined laboratory capability. I
can’t see any value whatsoever in physically moving the EA-6B and EA-18G electronic
attack development laboratory from Pt. Mugu to China Lake at great expense when
essentially the same connectivity exists today. In an era of reliable, cheap, high speed
data transfer, the need for physical collocation of lab assets is frankly an antiquated
notion.

Ventura County Base Realignment and Closure Taskforce Page 2
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Setting aside the economic argument, these labs cannot function without the expertise of
the dedicated scientists and engineers currently assigned to Pt. Mugu. I mentioned that I
have some practical experience in dealing with the effects of BRAC realignment
decisions. My experience tells me that reassigning marketable engineers from a well
developed, urban center to a rural or remote site is a guaranteed way to lose about 80% of
them. It happened to us when we tried to move the Warminster folks from the suburbs of
Philadelphia to rural southern Maryland and it will happen in spades if you try to move
these people from the seaside suburbs of Ventura County to the remote high desert. Now,
I personally loved China Lake and regretted having to leave. However, it’s not for
everyone and anyone in the Weapons Division who wanted to move to China Lake could
have easily done so long ago. Any of you who have visited China Lake understand this
simple truth--and those who haven’t been there need to go: if the Commission approves
this move you can expect to lose most of the Navy’s technical base for airborne
electronic attack in the next two years.

As a former Prowler pilot, I stay connected to the Navy’s electronic attack community
and I can tell you that there is widespread dismay at the prospect of losing the expertise
that Pt. Mugu represents. | hear this from the NAVAIR program offices, the OPNAV
offices, and most importantly from the fleet operators at Whidbey Island—the young men
and women who rely on the scientists, engineers, technicians and testers to make sure that
they have the most effective and reliable weapons possible as they prosecute an ongoing
war. They can’t speak here today, but you should know that they share my concern.

Finally, the timing of this proposal could not be worse. The Navy is preparing to

transition the electronic attack mission from the EA-6B to the EA-18G. The EA-6B

weapon system must be kept viable until the EA-18G development is completed and the
aircraft is introduced to the fleet beginning in 2009. Expert and responsive EA-18G
technical support will certainly be required during the introduction of the aircraft to the
fleet over the next several years as we incorporate lessons learned from operational
experience and respond to the constantly changing electronic threat environment.
Unfortunately, the announcement of the proposed realignment is already taking a toll and
the actual moves take place in 2008 and 2009, precisely when program stability is most
needed. In addition, while the Air Force is attempting to resurrect its own electronic
attack mission capability sometime in the next decade, the Navy’s current EA-6B and
future EA-18G fleet is the only tactical airborne electronic attack capability in the entire
Department of Defense. We are a nation at war. EA-6B crews are providing direct
support to our soldiers and Marines on the ground today in Iraq and Afghanistan and the
demand for their capability continues to remain high. So the potential disruption of the
developmental activities at Pt. Mugu will jeopardize not only the Navy’s mission, but that
of the entire joint force as well.

In summary, while I’m sure the Technical Joint Cross Service Group’s recommended
realignment was well intentioned, I believe it to be fatally flawed with respect to the

- movement of electronic attack related jobs at Pt. Mugu. The rationale for the savings

Ventura County Base Realignment and Closure Taskforce . Page 3~
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claimed don’t apply in the case of Pt. Mugu and China Lake because these savings have
‘already been taken. The transfer of electronic “attack-related billets from Pt. Mugu to
China Lake will result in more than an 80% attrition rate among these employees and will
damage not only the Navy’s but the entire joint forces’ operational capability during a

period when we can least afford such an impact. I strongly urge the Commission to weigh
these factors and reject this proposed realignment.

-

Ventura County Base Realignment and Closure Taskforce Page 4
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TESTIMONY BEFORE THE BASE REALIGNMENT
AND CLOSURE COMMISSION REGIONAL HEARING,
MAY 25,1995
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

STATEMENT OF REAR ADMIRAL DANA McKINNEY USN,
COMMANDER, NAVAL AIR WARFARE CENTER, WEAPONS DIVISION

Mr. Chairman, Commissioners:

Good morning. My name is Dana McKinney, and | command the Naval Air Warfare Center
Weapons Division. My purpose in being here today is to make clear the position of the
Department of the Navy and the Department of Defense in regard to the realignment of
functions at the Naval Air Weapons Station Pt. Mugu.

We oppose this realignment strongly. It fails to accomplish the primary intent of the Joint
Cross Service Group for Test and Evaluation, fails to meet reasonable goals for return on
investment, and jeopardizes the future of an extremely valuable test and training range which
supports a significant West Coast Fleet concentration.

The fact that the Division includes the bases at Pt. Mugu and China Lake puts me in the
unique position of being both the losing command and the primary gaining command in the
scenario that we are discussing today. As you can imagine, ['ve been having an interesting
time with the community relations in the past two weeks.

Let me just touch briefly on a little background. The Naval Air Warfare Center was
established in 1992 as a result of a consolidation of 38 Navy Research, Development, Test,
and Evaluation sites into four warfare centers. The 1991 BRAC Commission endorsed this
consolidation. The Weapons Division of the Naval Air Warfare Center brought together four

~of these sites with the primary mission of the Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation

and in-service engineering (ISE) support of naval aviation weapons and ship-launched surface
to air missiles. As a result of this consolidation, the subordinate sites fell under a unified
command structure. In addition, overhead functions such as Human Resources, Information
Management, Comptroller, Procurement, Public Affairs, etc. were consolidated at the Division
level with management at a single site. Technical management was also consolidated, with the
Deputy Commander for Test and Evaluation located at Pt. Mugu and the Deputy Commander
for Research and Development located at China Lake. The focus in the last three years has
been on elimination of duplicate functions at the two major bases, and as a result, today there
are virtually no redundant functions performed at Pt. Musju and China Lake.

The Pt. Mugu site's primary focus is on operation of the Sea Test Range, development,
maintenance and operation of target aircraft and ships, development and maintenance of
software upgrades and integration of new weapons for the F-14 and EA-6B aircraft, electronic
warfare avionics integration, and support of naval strike missiles such as the Tomahawk,
Harpoon and SLAM. In addition, the site includes unique indoor facilities for bi-static radar
cross section measurements and air-to-air missile seeker simulation labs used to reduce actual
flight testing.
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The China Lake site's primary focus is on operation of the Navy's largest air-to-ground
weapons test range and electronic warfare test complex, development and maintenance of
software upgrades and weapons integration for the F/A-18, AV-8B, AH-1W, and A-6E
aircraft, development and test of new and modified air-to-air and air-to-ground weapons, and
aircraft survivability development and test. In addition, the site performs sophisticated
outdoor radar cross section measurements, large scale explosive effects testing, prototype

_explosive and warhead development, and basic research in a number of weapons related areas.

The two sites operate as a single organization with two campuses. Their facilities and
personnel skills are complementary rather than overlapping.

1'd like to emphasize the fact that the Navy made a determination to retain Pt. Mugu in
~its current configuration following an extremely rigorous analysis process. As a

result of the process Pt. Mugu was ranked #2 of 64 Navy technical centers. The.
primary value of Pt. Mugu is obviously the Sea Test Range with its 36,000 square miles
of highly instrumented and controlled air and sea space. The range is unique in DoD
due to the use of 1500-foot Laguna Peak adjacent to the main base and San Nicolas
Island, sixty miles offshore, both of which are heavily instrumented and provide extended
coverage far out to sea. In addition to San Nicolas' geographic position, its remote nature
provides a base unmatched in its ability to provide absolute security for highly classified
projects and a 10,000 foot runway for launching full-scale unmanned aircraft targets
without major concern for public safety caused by encroachment from local communities.
Pt. Mugu is located adjacent to the deep water port of Port Hueneme, providing an ideal
base for our fleet of target ships.

The airfield at Pt. Mugu supports a variety of users. It is the deployment airhead for the
SEABEES located at Port Hueneme, and the base for two Naval Air Reserve squadrons
and a Naval Air Reserve Center. The airfield is shared with the California Air National
Guard as the home of the largest C-130 Guard Wing in the nation. The airfield provides
logistical support for Division operations, ferrying equipment and personnel from Pt.
Mugu to China Lake and San Nicolas Island. This capability is extremely important to the
day-to-day management of the Division because it provides a means to rapidly and
routinely commute between the two major bases as required: All full-scale and sub-scale
target operations and maintenance originate from the field at Pt. Mugu, as well as the
surveillance, control, and range clearance aircraft which are vital to the operation of the
Sea Test Range. Finally, the Navy maintains a squadron sized detachment at Pt. Mugu
exclusively for operational testing of the F-14 weapon system, as well as the F-14 aircraft
which are used by the Weapons Division's Test Squadron for developmental test.

I'mentioned the F-14 aircraft last because I want to use them as an example of the synergy
between the Research and Development and Test and Evaluation elements which are co-
located at Pt. Mugu.

The Navy has embraced the concept of full spectrum Research, Development, Test, and
Evaluation centers located at two hubs, one on either coast. The West Coast hub is the Pt.
Mugu-China Lake complex. We have consciously placed the full spectrum of technical
support for air munitions Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation and ISE at this
hub. In this manner we can provide a single site for expertise for all Navy air-launched
weapons throughout their entire life cycle, from concept to deployment and ultimately
disposal. We believe strongly that we have achieved large efficiencies by pursuing this
approach. Co-location provides efficient use of personnel and facilities in laboratory and

Ventura County Base Realignment and Closure Taskforce Page 2
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aircraft avionics support, shared use of flight test engineers, on-site coordination between
customers and range operations, near real time analysis and correction of deficiencies
encountered in tests, and the sharing of lessons learned amongst design, flight test, and in-
service engineers. For instance, the F-14 Weapon System Support Activity, or WSSA, is
involved in development of future capabilities for the F-14. It 1s supporting three deployed
configurations of the aircraft, and participates daily in the developmental test and
evaluation of the changes that they initiate. Flight test engineers who work with the co-
located Weapons Test Squadron routinely interface with both the WSSA engineers and with
the Range operators. In addition, co-location of the operational testers of the F-14 at Pt.
Mugu provides a vital fleet input to the kinds of software changes being incorporated
into the aircraft. Spare parts, as well as systems expertise, are shared between the Test
Squadron and the WSSA. Over the past several months we have been forced to cost out the
impacts of establishing separate facilities for software support, development, and test and

~evaluation, and have been impressed at the magnitude of the inefficiencies caused by such

an arrangement.

I'd like to talk a little bit about the things required to perform the kinds of Test and
Evaluation that we do at Pt. Mugu. We need a highly instrumented test arena (the Sea Test
Range), a range control/operations center, a data gathering and analysis capability,
Modeling and Simulation augmentation (Hardware-in-the-Loop and Weapon System
Laboratories for component stimulation), targets at which to shoot (full-scale, sub-scale, air,
and ship), and finally shooters (F-14, F-18, surface combatants, subs [TLAM], or
Foreign Military customer assets). The combination of these elements and the extent to
which they are needed vary from program to program, and within each program depending
on where it is in its life cycle. Atthe beginning of a weapon's life you may depend
more on Modeling and Simulation and controlled "stimulation of components in
laboratories. As the program matures, more use is made of integrated system stimulation
and actual flight testing. In productlon and deployment, operational testing and full scale
fleet exercises require the most complex open-air test scenarios available, often augmented
by simulation. At Pt.-Mugu, these components are all available at a single location. The
proposed scenario would leave the Sea Test Range operations at Mugu, retain sub-scale
aircraft and ship targets on the coast, move supersonic high altitude and sea skimming
targets and full-scale aircraft targets to China Lake, locate the range customers and their
test assets 160 miles from the range, and eliminate the ability to easily get by air from
where the products are developed to where they are tested. This scenario will generate
significant inefficiencies in operating the Weapons Division's aircraft on the range, and
will require additional infrastructure to be built on San Nicolas Island in order to provide a
staging base for range target presentation.

In short, the proposed scenario will destroy the synergy which currently exists between

Research and Development and Test and Evaluation at Pt. Mugu and will lead to a less,
rather than more, efficient organization. This will have an adverse effect on the cost of
operation of the range which will be reflected in increased costs to our customers. These

customers are not only within the developmental community. The Sea Test Range also

performs a significant Fleet training role, due to its close proximity to the San Diego

operational Fleet bases, and its demonstrated ability to generate complex and challenging

scenarios for our operators.

At this point, I'd like to show you a short video which emphasizes these points.

Ventura County Base Realignment and Closure Taskforce : Page 3
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Let me now turn to some significint issues associated with the scenario itself. As 1
understand it, this scenario was derived from the report of the Joint Cross Service Group
for Test and Evaluation. In .its report the Joint Cross Service for Test and Evaluation
identified significant Test and Evaluation capacity roughly equal to twice the projected
workload. Yet, this scenario preserves all of the Test and Evaluation capacity at Pt. Mugu
by retaining the Sea Test Range. It results in no reduction of excess DoD Test and
Evaluation capacity. It therefore does not accomplish the goals of the Joint Cross Service
Group for Test and Evaluation.

In my opinion, this scenario will not accomplish the goals of the Commission. Previous
recommendations for closure or realignment have focused rightly on scenarios which
target bases with lower military value, which afford an acceptable return on 1nvestment
and which involve lower impacts to the community.

As previously stated, Pt. Mugu has an exceptionally high military value and is located in
‘close proximity to a major fleet concentration. Implementation of this scenario will
Jeopardize the continued viability of the range by driving up operating costs.

Based on my review of the scenario and the Division's response, 1 believe that the return
on investment will be unacceptable due to significant initial costs and low recurring
savings. Our data show an initial investment cost of approximately $735M, not counting
the COBRA costs to move over 2800 personnel and 13,700 tons of equipment. Due to the
requirement to locate a large number of range customers and all test assets 160 miles away
from the range, we believe there will be a recurring net loss of $4.6M per year in
operations. While the personnel reductions associated with shutting down the airfield
and base infrastructure generate recurring savings, we believe the net recurring savings will
not exceed $30M per year. If these savings are applied only to the initial investment cost,
not including COBRA moving costs and zero annual inflation, it will result in a break-
even period of 24 years. When standard inflation indices are applied and the COBRA
moving costs are added, I am not confident that there will ever be a break-even point. Of
course, 1 do expect that the Commission staff will discount some of our initial cost
estimates and perhaps find additional recurring savings. However, 1 am convinced that

the magnitude of the final costs and savings involved will still yield an unacceptable return
on investment.

I won't dwell on the IG report, but the Commission ‘was briefed that there were
approximately $1.7B in savings to be derived from that proposal, which was very similar

to the one before the Commission. 1 want to reiterate that the Navy does not agree with

this position. Those savings were a direct result of proposed elimination of 1049 jobs at
Pt. Mugu, and the use of 937 personnel at China Lake to perform work to be shifted from
Pt. Mugu. Essentially the report concluded that 20% of the Weapons Division's
workforce (1984 people) was redundant. This is not the case. The Division is largely a
DBOF organization, which means that we operate like a business, except that we attempt
to set our rates each year to achieve a zero profit. Because we must generate revenues to
pay for our cost of labor and other production overhead, we attempt to size our workforce
to meet demand. For example from 1991, the year of the initial decision to consolidate Pt.
Mugu and China Lake, through this fiscal year, the Division's government-only workload
has decreased approximately 15%. During the same period, the government workforce
available to accomplish the work has been reduced by a little over 1700 people or
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approximately 19%. Due to Federal hiring constraints, we have actually not been able to
retain adequate government employees to match the workload, and have had to increase
our use of commercial contractors to make up the difference in workyears. So, the excess
workforce assumed in the IG report does not exist. Without those excess jobs to eliminate,
the savings just aren't there.

As to community impact, other speakers are addressing these issues.

In summary, the consolidation of four independent sites into the Weapons Division has,
over the past three years, resulted in the virtual elimination of redundant capabilities. The
sites perform complementary, vice overlapping functions. Because of this and because of
the nature of DBOF business operations, the workforce levels are driven by available
workload. The Weapons Division workforce has actually been declining at a higher rate
than the available customer demand, resulting in a scarcity, rather than a surplus, of
government employees. The redundant facilities and idle workers envisioned in the DoD
IG report do not exist, nor do the savings claimed in that report. The proposed scenario
will not reduce the excess capacity in DoD Test and Evaluation, and, in my opinion, will
not result in an acceptable return on investment. If executed, it will result in the
fragmentation of an efficiently integrated Research, Development, Test and Evaluation
center resulting in cost inefficiencies. It will jeopardize a national Test and Evaluation
asset which supports a significant fleet concentration.

The retention of Pt. Mugu in its current configuration is supported by the Secretary of the
Navy and the Secretary of Defense. I urge the Commission to reject this proposal and
remove Pt. Mugu from further consideration for closure or realignment.

Thank you.

Ventura County Base Realignment and Closure Taskforce Page 5




DCN: 5032

Testimony Before the BRAC Commission Regional Hearing July 14, 2005
Relevant to Naval Base Ventura County

Mr. Chairman, Commissioners:

Good afternoon. 1 am George Strohsahl. I lead the team which planned the
creation of the Naval Air Warfare Center under BRAC 91 and subsequently I was its first
Commander. We planned the NAWC Weapon Division to be a Center of Excellence for
all Naval Aviation Weapons, electronic warfare RDT&E, open air test ranges and targets,
and weapons systems support for fighter and attack aircraft. At that time, recognizing the
unique and robust infrastructure and quality of scientific and engineering personnel at
both China Lake and Pt. Mugu we crafted an organization that functioned as a single
entity with two coequal geographical locations about 150 miles apart. Subsequent

‘termination of outdated programs, refinement of technical management structure,

advances in high speed communications, and base regionalization have further honed
NAWCWD into a very lean highly productive organization. Today, command leadership
of NAWCWD is at China Lake while technical leadership of Ranges, EW, and
Targets/Treat Simulation is at Pt. Mugu. The people at both sites have long since learned
to work effectively together in a distributed workplace environment as a totally integrated
team without regard to site. Site oriented management, other than the base command
structure under the fleet, is almost not existent. There was serious consideration given in
BRAC 95 to closing Pt. Mugu and moving all the technical work to China Lake. Then,
even with the infrastructure savings to be gained through base closure, the BRAC
commission found the proposed action without merit and rejected the closure admitting it
was an error to even have considered it.

Today in BRAC 2005, we are fortunately not reinventing that prior error of base
closure for we know the fleet, the Air National Guard, and soon the Coast Guard will be
using this base for a long time to come. Additionally, the existence of the sea range, a

unique national asset and the most capable range for both testing and training in the DOD -

inventory will continue. Incredibly, however we are proceeding down the same technical
path proposed in BRAC 95, this time, however, without the infrastructure savings
envisioned then. If this realignment is allowed to proceed, when all is said and done, we
will have lost over 80% of our NBVC technical workforce, we will have spent a small
fortune in unrecoverable cost, and largely the same number of people will be doing the
same work supported by about the same number of contractors, at a new location. The
NAWCWD technical centers created in the proposed BRAC realignments already exist
and are functioning extremely effectively, and the savings envisioned in the case of Pt.
Mugu realignment have already been taken. Sadly with this BRAC 2005 realignment,
the sea range will be significantly more expensive to operate and less responsive to
customer needs because almost all the essential elements of managing, operating,
supporting, equipping, and maintaining that range will have been arbitrarily moved 150
miles away from the range. One occasionally hears of highly undesirable occurrences
termed as a nightmare scenario. Separating the range from almost all its people, its

George Strohsahl, RADM (Ret)
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targets and treat simulations, and its support aircraft is one of the worse nightmare
scenarios I could imagine.

I would like to dwell briefly on one more subjective aspect of this BRAC before
giving you our conclusions and recommendations. As early as 2002, Secretary Rumsfeld
stressed in his BRAC 2005 guidance that weight be given to jointness. Later Secretary
Wynne further stressed the need to ensure the BRAC process enhanced the
transformational goals of DOD. Yet as the DOD process progressed there are
memoranda in the public record that clearly show that despite the guidance and the use of |
Joint Service Coordinating Groups that service-centric solutions were evolving. GAO
has recently reported only limited progress in fostering greater jointness and
transformation. The realignment of NBVC is a classic example of a navy-centric solution
and step back from transformation. The busy sea range last year was utilized about one
quarter of the time by the Navy and the rest by the Air Force, other DOD and federal
users, and allies. This realignment moves almost all the people running this joint range to
a navy-centric Naval Integrated Weapons and Armaments RDAT&E center at China
Lake, seriously degrading the capability of the range to support joint usage. The
movement of the EA-6B and other EW equipment software support to a navy-centric
Navy Sensors, EW, and Electronic RDAT&E center at China Lake runs counter to the
totally integrated joint use by all our military forces of the supported equipment.
Similarly the movement of the AMRAAM hardware-in-the-loop lab supporting that joint
service missile system managed by the Air Force and the closure of the world unique
radar reflectivity lab at Pt. Mugu which serves a large variety of joint customers to navy-
centric centers at China Lake are counter to the jointness guidance from Sec. Rumsfeld.
Lastly, it appears that geographic collocation equates to transformation in the eyes of the
creators of this proposed realignment. 1 define transformation as achieving desired
results in newer more efficient and effective ways. That paradigm was captured in the
current NAWCWD alignment and was enabled by modern communications technology.
This proposed realignment is a giant step backward and ignores a highly successful
transformation already in place and not in need of fixing.

Our conclusion is not very complimentary of the DOD Technical Joint Cross
Service Group work in preparing for BRAC 2005. They deviated from BRAC law, they
deviated from 1nternal DoD guidance, they did a very poor job of basic data analysis and
management, and a terrible job in judging military value. A majority of their
recommendations simply do not make sense. Most of the affected positions are not
synergistic with the weapons and armaments and electronic warfare work at China Lake,
nor with the C4ISR work at Pt. Loma. These jobs are integral to the existing NAWC WD
Sea Range and EW Center of Excellence at Pt. Mugu and the NSWC PHD shipboard
combat systems integration laboratory. Realigning these positions would result in
unacceptably large losses of intellectual capital, adversely affect our war fighting
capabilities and would waste hundreds of millions of dollars with scant, if any, payback.

George Strohsahl, RADM (Ret)
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Based on those conclusions our most basic recommendation is to totally remove
the entire NBVC realignment from the BRAC list. Should the commission decide to
retain the essence of the proposed realignment, then we urge the incorporation of the base

responses to Question 47 in recalculating the proper number of positions to be realigned.

In any event, we most strongly recommend that all of the range, targets and EW work
remain at Pt. Mugu along with the Range Support Aircraft.

As an old retired warrior and test pilot who lives in another state without an axe to
grind in the outcome of this BRAC and not being paid to express my opinions, [ would
like to offer a sensible alternative philosophical approach to resolving the dilemma of
dealing with this BRAC issue. This-alternative preserves the Center of Excellence
concept in Weapons and Electronic Warfare of the BRAC proposal, eliminates the
extremely painful loss of intellectual capital the proposal will cause, enhances jointness,
and reinforces the transformational management concept enabled by BRAC 91. In this
alternative you would acknowledge the continued viability of the two-site concept for

"NAWCWD as established through BRAC 91 and the concept of the BRAC 2005

proposed centers of excellence. All NAWCWD positions at Pt. Mugu would remain in
place at Pt. Mugu as a continuing part of NAWCWD with many positions integrating into
the proposed COEs. The weapons positions, at NSWC PHD, corrected to an accurate
number, would realign under NAWCWD and remain in place at Pt. Hueneme, or move 5
miles to Pt. Mugu if management prefers. The C4ISR positions at NSWC PHD,
decreased by the inextricable positions identified in the Question 47 response, would
realign to Submarine Base, Pt. Loma as proposed. This alternative also has no impact on
other proposed realignments to the COEs at China Lake.

We thank you for your time. Are there any questions?

George Strohsahl, RADM (Ret)
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Congresgs of the United States -
House of Representatives :
WWashington, DE 205150524

July 1, 2005

Anthony Principi, Chairman : .
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 227202

Dear Chairman Principt and BRAC Commissioners:

As several members of your commission and staff prepare for a site visit to Naval Base Ventura
County as well as convening the regional hearing in Los Angeles on July 14, I would like to share
a few concerns | have over the ofiginal Department of Defense recommendations for Naval Base
Yentura County. '
Specifically 1 am concerned with the Technical Joint Cross Service Group (TICSG)
recommendation to: "Realign Naval Base Venpura County, Point Mugu, CA by relocating all
Weapons and Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, and Test & Evaluation to Naval
Atr Weapons Station Ching Lake, C4 and Realign Naval Base Ventura County, Port Hueneme,
CA, by refocating all Weapons and Avmaments Research, Development & Acquisition, and Test
& Evaluation, except weapon sysiem Integration, 1o Naval Air Weapons Station China Lake, CA.”
While | understand the concept of creating a Naval Weapons and Armaments RDAT&E Center, 1
am troubled that the TICSG did not take Question #47 into consideration that would have
atlowed for personnel, equipment and facilities that were within the *Weapons and Armaments”
category, but were an inextricable part of the remaining core mission, to be retained. In an
attempt 1o understand the rational of this decision, | sent an inquiry to Alan Shaffer, Executive
Director of the TICSG and I was even more troubled by his response which read in part, "Naval
Base Ventura Cownty information was reviewed but not included in the final analyses due to
expert military judgment.”

If the intended BRAC selection criterion is military value, the decision to ignore the issue of
inextricable work in Naval Base Ventura County's case, will have a tremendous impact on
operational readiness as well as increase the cost of doing business to the taxpayer. This point is
Hlustrated in two areas, targets and range operations, First, since the airfield at NAS Point Mugu
will stay open, why relocate aerial targets and aircraft to China Lake which is 150 miles away
trom their primary Sea Range operating area? This will surely increase response times to the
range and ultimately increase their operating costs, Additionally, operational inefficiencies and
operating costs will surely increase for VX-30. This Wing pperates P-3, C-130 and ¥/A 18
Aireraft to provide surveillance, clearance, telemetry and other services 1o the sea-test range.
Recurring costs of flying these aircraft from China Lake to Point Mugu are estimated to be over
$6.9 million per year as well as the wear and tear the additional flight hours will put on these
aging airframes.

Second, Poimnt Mugu just upgraded their Range Operations facilities with state of the art
equipment at a cost of over 320 million just a few years ago. Why duplicate this infrastructure at
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another location, and how safe and efficient will operating a 36,000 square mile sea test range be
frony a remote location?

The second Dol recommendation 1 have a concem with is the TICSG recommendation {o:
*Realign Naval Air Warfare Center, Weapons Division, Poini Mugu, CA. Relocare the Sensors,
Electronic Warfore (EW) and Electronics Research, Development, Acquisition, Test &

Evaluation (RDAT&E) functions to Naval Air Wartare Center, Weapons Division, Chirg Loke,

N

I

This recommendation simply does not make sense. Point Mugu is the existing recognized Center
of Excellence for Electronic Warfare and is currently doing work not only for the Navy but the

‘At Force as well. The Electronic Warfare community at Point Mugu directly supports the war-

fighter in Afghanistan and Iraq on an around the clock basis. Additionally, the Electronic Warfare
community is very specialized and while they do work with their.aircraft software development
counterparts 1n China Lake, they possess very different skills and expertise.

Since the BRAC list was released over a month ago, numerous individuals who work in this area
have contacted my office, Many indicated they would not re-locate to China Lake. Unfortunately,
their intellectual capital would be lost and the program would suffer for many vears if not
decades. Furthermore, the costs and time of reconstituting the laboratories at China Lake would
take a remendous toll on our operational readiness,

Point Mugu 1s the only un-encroached oceanfront Navy airfield on the West Coast and is
contiguous to the largest instrumented Sea Test Range in the world. It is home to the West Coast
operational E-2 Wing, Chaanel [slands Air National Guard and is the optimum location for
testing and basing future military weapons systems and unmanned aerial vehicles such as in the
Coast Guard's Deep Water Program. With this invaluable DoD asset in place, it does not make
operational or economical sense to move programs like targets, range operations and electronic
warfare hundreds of miles from the arca they primarily serve,

Finally, the Commander of Naval Aviation, Admiral Massenburg has contacted my office in
support of keeping these critical activities at Point Mugu. As your Conmmission reviews the final
recommendations submitted by DoD, please reconsider the movement of targets, range operations
and electronic warfare out of Point Mugu. It is currently located at a facility that provides the
greatest current and future mission capabilities to our nation's operational readiness.

-

H

\/ .
ELTON GALLEQLY
Member of Congress
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| Connress of the United States

Pouse of Representatives
Jung 28, 2005

The Honorable Anthony Principt
Commissioner '

Rase Realignment and Closure Commuission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202-390%

Dear Chatrman Principt:

As members of the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Commission prepare for the
site visit to Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) located in Ventura County, California, I wanted
to thank vou for your steadfast work in making the tough decisions required in implementing the
2005 round. ' ‘

As you know, the Pentagon has recommended realigning important nuissions away from
NBVC that will result in the largest job loss in California ~ over 2,800 military and civilian
positions. While T am relieved that NBVC was not recommended for complete closure, the
impact of the BRAC recommendation is nevertheless quite significant to my constituents and to
our nation. The community and I believe the recommendation was based on inaccurate
information and failed to recognize the installation’s important military value.

Your upcoming site visit will allow base personnel, as well as Jocal business and
community leaders, to inform the Commission on evaluation inaccuracies and reasons why the
potential realignments should not occur. The base and community are well prepared and
organized, having made essentially the same argument in 1995, The case then was convineing
and persuasive to the Commission and 1 trust it will be so again,

Like you, I'strongly support efforts to make our military stronger and more efficient.
However, any changes made to our military installations should be focused on protecting local
communities and strengthening our national defense capabilities. Relocating the vital functions
performed by the personnel at NBVC will have serious disruptions to the lives of the military
and civilian persormel on the base and their families. The base supports about 17,000 military,
civilian and contractor jobs with an estimated irnpact of $1.2 billion annually. In addition, the
base generates 30,000 jobs in Ventura County, which translates to another $750 million in
gconormic activity.

The relocations will also have severe and lasting consequences to our nation’s security.
NBYC is an important element in our national security system, especially in the war against
terrorism and protecting our homeland. The entire base, which includes Port Hueneme and Pt
Mugu, supports more than 70 military units and numerous missions, including support for
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carch and development, and test and evaluation of weapons systems, a deep-water port, an
airfield, and missile seat-test range. Many of the functions conducted al the base cannot be
performed anvwhere else,

As ar example, the weapons division at NBVC operates the largest instrumented sea test
ut the world, providing a testing and fraining facility for the Navy, Air Force, Missile
sy, and allied nations. The region’s geography enhances the value of the sea test

se, perntitting a large operating area with no traffic conflicts. The range is also linked with
the inland ranges of California and the western United States in an irreplaceable relationship.

Agun, thank vou forall ef therwork vou are doing. 1 know the Commission is busy and

under tremendous time g}mgsmc. I admire your efforts, and look forward to working with you as -

the BRAL process progresse

Sincerely,

L(}ih CAPPS
Member of Congress

oo The Honorable James H. Bilbray
The Honorable Philip Covle
Admiral Harold W. Gehman, Ir., (USN, Retired)
The Honorable James V, Hansen
General James T, Hill (USA, Retired)
General Llovd W 7Fig” Newton (USAF, Retired)
The Honorable Samuel K. Skinner
Brigadier General Sue E. Turner (USAF, Retired)
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Anthony Principi, Chatrman

Hase Realignment and Closure Compission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Prineipt and BRAC Commissioners:

[ am extremely pleased that the Department of Defense has not proposed closing Naval Base
Ventura County (NBVCYL In my letrer writien to Secretary Rumsfeld dated Marceh 25, 2003, I mentioned
that such a closure could only be justified by cost savings and not based on an adequate assessment of the
total mifitary and national security value of this mult-mission base. [ am, however, concerned about the
Depariment’s recommendations to move weapons with range and electronic warfare functions from
NBVC 1o Uhina Lake.

Arpcanalvsis of the BRAC recer
which would include 2,856 direct ol

@ contractors) in the Oxnard. Thousand

nmendations has indicated a potential reduction of 6.373 jobs,
Cmibitary and civil serviee) and 3,517 indirect jobs (including
Oaks, and Ventura metropolitan statistical area,

o

Relocating the missions associated with the range and aerial target functions and their supporting
aireraft, which is 150 miles away from the primary operating station, seems anything but practical. The
toss of technical specialtios and the resulting impact on tmed phased mission performance schedules
appear 1o have been insufficiently assessed. '

These considerations are semething the nation can il afford in this era of global war on terrorism.

[ call upon the Commission to carefully review all of these concems in your careful deliberations
and reject the Department of Defense’s recommendations to move weapons, range, and electronic warfare
functions from NBVC 10 China Lake.

Sincerely,

e’//(;;/?
Lo % Z ,
BRAD SHERMAN

Membey of Congress

g WASHINGTON, DC OFFICE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY OFFICE
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CONGRESSMAN BRAD SHERMAN
SERVING THE SAN FERNANDQO VALLEY

Statefnent of C ongressman Brad Sherman
Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) Regional Hearing
July 14, 2005

I want to thank the BRAC Commission for holding this important hearing today. The defense of
this country is a primary responsibility for all levels of government. As a Member of Congress
serving the San Fernando Valley and Ranking Member of the International Relations Subcommittee
on Terrorism and Nonproliferation, [ am keenly aware that the protection of Southern California and
the Greater Los Angeles area is directly linked to our military preparedness.
Although | am pleased with the Department of Defense’s decision not to close the Naval Base .-
Ventura County (NBVC), I am, however, concerned about the Department’s recommendations 1o
move weapons with range and electronic warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake.

An analysis of the BRAC recommendations has indicated a potential reduction of 6,‘373 jobs, which
would include 2.856 direct jobs (military and civil service) and 3,517 indirect jobs (including
contractors) in the Oxnard, Thousand Oaks, and Ventura metropolitan statistical area.

Relocating the missions associated with the range and aerial target functions and their supporting
aircraft. which is 150 miles away from the primary operating station, is impractical. NBVC
uniquely combines a military-controlled airfield complex. a military-controlled deepwater seaport.
the military-controlled San Nicholas Island, and the largest instrumented Sea Test rangé in the
world. While the Department of Defense has wisely recognized the vital importance of NBVC. it
does not make logistical or economic sense to relocate range and support operations to a location
150 miles'away. Relocating personnel from their primary operating area to China Lake will increase
response time to range tasking, reduce on-range time. increase operating costs, and reduce safety.

Moreover, the Department of Defense is assuming that a large portion of NBVC's civil service and
contractor employees would be willing 10 move to China Lake. That assumption is highly
questionable. The likely loss of experience. expertise and intellectual capital from employees
unwilling to relocate would take the Navy years to reconstitute.

1t appears the Department’s decision was predicated on the similarity of work between Pt. Mugu and
China Lake. While there are people at both places who work in the general fields of electronic
warfare. missile. and target systems, the Pt. Mugu specialty areas do not exist at other sites. Some of
the work could be done elsewhere but not until the intellectual capability in certain areas is moved

or recreated. Thus. this proposed costly relocation would be a step back without meaningful tangible
benefit.
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[ call on the Commission to carefully réviéw these concerns in your deliberations and reject the
Department of Defense’s recommendations to move weapons, range, and electronic warfare
functions from NBVC to China Lake.
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SENATOR GEORGE RUNNER
REPURLICAN CAUCUS CHAIR
GEVENTEEMTH SEMATE DHETRULY

Tune 30, 2005

Anthony Pancip

Rase Realignment and Closure Commission
2321 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi

{ want to lend my voice to the chorus of Ventura County cities and officials asking that
vou reconsider the proposed move of Naval Base Ventura County electronic warfare

functions, weapons and range support operations 150 miles away to China Lake. -

Moving the Sea Tesi Range from Pr. Mugu and Port Hueneme does not make sense in
that the supporting functions at this Jocation cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the
world.  To relocate the range and aerial target functions, along with the supporting
aireratt, 150 miles from the operating Range does not appear to be a sound economic or
togical grrangement.

The possibility of civil service and contractor employees not following the move to this
fairly remote arca means that the Navy will spend vears reconstituting this loss of
expertise, a set-back 1o the continuation of programs already in place for the protection of
our nation in 1ts Global War on Terrorism.

“The move will increase the employees’ response time to range tasking, reduce their on-
range time, increase operating costs and reduce safety, all of which scem
counterproductive to the DOD’s quest for cost reduction in consolidation,

I remain hopeful that vou wifl join with us in rejecting the recommendation o move
ange and electronid warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake.

Weapons {
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Jaly 7, 2005

Anthony Principt, Chaleman

Base Reabignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowth Clark Street, Sulie 600
Arlingron, VA 22202

Dear Chatrman Princip! and BRAC Commissioners:

Pam prowd 1o represent the 23 State Senate Di istrict, which mcludes Naval Base Ventura
County (NBYU) and many of the base’s military and civilian emplovees. D would ke 10 1ake
this apportunity 1o request that you reject the Department of Defense’s (DOD) recommendations
0 move weapons, range. and electronic warfars functions from NBVC 1o Ching Lake,

NEVC uniquely combines a miliry-controlied airfield complex, a military-comrolled

ssawg»m ter seaport, military-controfled San Nicholas Island, and the larg rgest instrumented sea fost

range in the world, While the DOD has wisely recognized the vital imporiance of NBVC, it does
not make togistical or economic sense to relocate range and support aperations fo a location 150

miles away. Relocating personnel from their, primary pram aren 10 Ching Lake will increase

response fme fo range tasking, reduce on-range time, increase operating costs, and reduce satety,

%

in addition, the DOD assumes that a large portion of NBVC s ¢ivil service and contractar
emplovess would be willing to move to & tdgeorest or O &xrm § ake. That &axzzmmmn is highly
questionable. The likely loss of expertise and intellectual capiial from employees unwi ithing 10
relocate would take the Navy vears to reconstifute,

§§s§§”§& that you will recognize the overwhelming benefits to allowing weamzz &, range, and
electronic warfare functions to remain st NBYC, Thank you for considering my views.

Sieerely,

51;& (.0

Sheila
WA

§<§§§s{m Kuphl
formis biale Senate
District
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FRAN PAVLEY

ASBEMBLYMEMBES, FORTYVFIRST DISTRICT

Anthony Principt, Chatrman

Hase Realignment and Closure Commission
2321 South Clark Btreet, Suite 600
Arhington, VA 22202

Drear Chainnan Principt and BRAC Commissioners:

I am proud to represent the 415t Assembly District, which includes Naval Base Ventura County
(NBVYC) and many of the base’s military and civilian emplovees. T would like to take this
opportunity to request that you reject the Department of Defense’s (DOD) recommendations o
maove weapons, range, and electronic warfare functions from NBVC {0 China Lake,

NBYC uniquely combines a mulitary-controlled  airfield complex, a military-controlled
deepwater seaport, military-controlled San Nicholas Island, and the largest instrumented sea {est
range 1 the world, Winle the DOD has wisely recognized the vital importance of NBVC, it does
niot make logistical or economic sense to relocate range and support operations to a location 130
miles away: Relocating personnel from their primary operating area to China Lake will increase
response time to range lasking, reduce on-range fime, increase operating costs, and reduce safety.

In addition, the DOD assumes that a large portion of NBVC's civil service and contractor
employees would be willing to move to Ridgecrest or China Lake. That assumption is highly
questionable. The likely loss of expertise and mtellectual capital from employees unwilling to
relocate would take the Navy vears to reconstitute.  As a resull, the projects they work on will
suffer and programs critical to our nation’s Global War on Terrorism would be hindered.

I hope that you will recognize the overwhelming benefits to allowing weapons, range, and

clectromie warfare functions to remain at NBVC, Thank vou for your outstanding service to our
country. '

Sincerely,

Ao («9 '

FRAN PAVLEY
Assemblymeniber, 417 District

Floye
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July &, 2003

Asnthony Prmeipl, Chairman

Base ixcai;gmn«:ﬁm and Closure Copunission
2521 South Clark Strest, Swite 600
Arlingion, VA 22202

Dezar Mr. Pruncipi
As a representative of portions of Ventura County in the California legislature, Twantad

o share my congern with the proposed closure of the Sea Range and s supporting
netions at Pe Mugn and Port Hueneme,

«,xn

K3

Dwould appreciate your consideration of the following facts:

iy The Ses Range 15 unparalleled and cannot be duplicacd slsewhere in the
& United Staves
@ ) 1tis not logical 1o refocate the range suppon operations (o 4 Jocation 150 miles
from Pt Mugu while keeping the test range and facilities open;
3 I have been advised that many civil service and contractor erplovess have

stated that they will retire or not refocate to Rydgacrest of Chuna Lake, 100
miles cast of Bukersfield;
43 itis my understanding that it would take the Navy vears 1o reconstitute the
lost expertise with a resalung loss in the quality of the proests.
51 Relocating the ses range and target personnel to a location 150 miles from
thewr primary operating ares will increase the employees’ response tirge o
range Safety, .

[ teust that you will reject the DOD's reconunendations to move weapons, range and
electronic warfare functions from the Naval Base Veutwra County (NEVC) to China
M&}JE/

Sinvarely vours,

(

Keith 8. Richanan, M.D.
Member of the Assembly

o i Sroenes oo Sauvcien Paper
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July 13,2005

The Honorable Anthony Princip

Chairman, Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street; Suite 600

Arfington, VA 22202

Dyear Chairman Pringipi and Commissiongrs:

Thank you for holding a Regional Hearing 1o hear from our w:}mmr}m regarding the
Diepartment of - Defense’s (DO Base Re ealipnment and Closure recommendations
{BRACY

I respectfully ask that vou reject the DOD’s recommendation (o move weapons, range
ansﬁ electronic warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to China

Lake. This proposed realignment would. increase the risks to our crews, deercase the
combat ¢ffectiveness of our Heot, and could result tn increased costs that are non-
recoverable.

‘The technical work that tukes place at Point Mugu in support of fleet operations is vital to
the safery of alr crews in pursuing their missions and critical 1o their combai-

effectiveness. Tt does not make logieal or cconomic sense o move the NBVC range

support operations 1o a location 130 miles away, while keeping. the test range and
facilities open. Thiz would result In an increase 1 response fime to range taskg,
reduciion of of-range fime, reduced salety, as well a8 increased operations costs

The around-the=clock f‘e@piwmiwm% of the technical i&%m at Point Mugu could be

detrimentally aftected by the risk of decreaed productivity as a result of the proposed

realignment relocation, new hiving, and training.  Furthérmore, the history of past BRAC
realignments have shown that relatively few civilian workers personally relocate when
dthe opportunily, and many of our local cvil service and contractor employees
have stated that they will retive or nbt move to Kem County. This loss of knowledge,
skill, and expericnce would take the Navy vears to reconstitute, fusther denigrating

critical response time that is so necessary o the safety and effectiveness of our crews in
hattle.
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- The Honorable Anthony Princip
@ July 13,2003 :

Thank vou for your consideration in this matter. 1 respectfidly urge you toreject the
proposed NBVC realignment,

CSingcerely,

Podra Nava
Assemblymember. 357 Assembly District

PN oae

T Senator Dianne Feingsein

Senator Barbara Boxer
{Congresswomarr Lois Capps

Yentura County Board of Suporvisors
Oxnard City Council,

Port Hueneme City Couned] -
Camartio City €

Council

Ventura City Council

Militry Base and Economic Commiitee i
BRAC Ventura County Taskioree
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July |, 2005

Anthony Prineipt, Chatrman

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Prineipi and BRAC Commissioners:

For the following reasons | am hopeful that vou will reject the Department of Defense’s
recommendations to move weapons, range, and electronie warfare functions from Naval Base
Ventura County (NBVC) to China Lake.

First, the Sea Range and its supporting functions at Point Mugu and Post Hueneme are
unparallieled and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the nation. [t would appear that
relocating the range and aerial target functions, plus supporting aireraft, to Chma Lake - 130
wiles away from the primary operating range ~ would.only increase their response time to range
tasking, reduce their on-range time, increase operating costs and reduce safety.

Additionally, most of the people who have worked on these projects for many vears and are
detailed to move, simply will not move to China Lake/Ridgeerest. As a result, it will take years
to reconstitute that expertise. In the meantime the projects they are working on will suffer
greatly. Many of these people live in Ventura County, are respected and integral parts of our
conmmunity, and have indicated that they will not leave here for the desert.

Finally, this loss of intellectual capital and intervaption of work will be detrimental to our
pation’s Global War on Terrorism, and moving essential techiology from its proximity to the

Sea Range will be detrimental, as well,

Again, 1 am bopeful that you will reject the DOD’s recommendations to move weapons, range -
and electronic warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake.

Thank yon for taking the time 1o consider my conmments.

Audra StrickTand
Assemblywoman, 37" District

Prirad on Recyofed Papwy
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July 12, 2005

Mr. Anthony Principi, Chairman

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi and BRAC Commissioners:

The Ventura County Board of Supervisors is requesting that you

reject the Department of Defense’s recommendations to move

~ weapons, range, and electronic warfare functions from Naval Base
@ Ventura County (NBVC) to China Lake.

Naval Base Ventura County provides the Southern and Central
California Coast with highly concentrated military value and homeland
security protection. The historic location of the Sea Range and its
supporting functions at Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme are unparalleled
and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the nation. Relocating the
range and aerial target functions, plus supporting aircraft, to China
Lake, 150 miles away from the primary operating range, will increase
the response time to range tasking, reduce the on-range time,
increase operating costs, and reduce safety.

In addition, most of the people who have worked on these projects

and have numerous years of institulional knowledge will be
challenged to move to China Lake/Ridgecrest. Many of the personnel

will select not to move. Loss of this valuable human resource will take

years 1o rebuild and their expertise may never be adequately

: replaced. During this proposed transition the projects they are

@ working on may face delays that will certainly be costly to taxpayers.
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Hagtecton of DOD recommendalion to move

p various luncions from NEVE 1o China Lake. Y
Q July 12, 30065
Page 2

Finally, the recommended shift of personnel and technology will be
damaging to our nation's Global War on Terrorism. The proposed
realignment will virtually destroy our national electronic warfare
capability. The total operations at the base are integrally supported
through the mutual cooperation of personnel, missions and
leadership. This cooperation has proven to be efficient and cost
effective. To realign the weapons, range and electronic warfare
functions would be a great disservice to our community, the
taxpayers and the nation. We ask that you solidly reject the
recommendations. '

Sincerely,

@ K?‘ihiy L@“Q Ché} e> Steve 88%8‘@
Ll

Supervisor Third Distri Supervisor First District

ﬁfﬁ 3 g L ;f(.»‘}/ r} ;’ ;
7 NI NAVD TS
Linda Parks dudy Mikels

Supervisor Second District @u;}ervfsmr Fourth District -

@hperv sor Fifth District

C: The Honorable Lois Capps, U.S. Congresswoman
The Honorable Elton Gallegly, U.S. Congressman
: The Honorable Barbara Boxer, U5, Senator
Q The Honorable Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senator
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July 1. 2005

r. Anthony Principl, Chalrman

Hage Realignment and Closure Commission
2821 Bouth Clark Street, Suite 600
Artington, VA 22202

Dgar Chalrman Principt and BRAC Commissioners;

The City of Camarillo is hopeful that you will agree with us and reject the Department of
Defenge’s recommaeandations 1o move weapons, range, and elsctronic warfare functions
from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to China Lake for the following reasons:

First, the sea range and its supporting functions at Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme are
unparalieled, and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the nation. Why would you want
o refocate the range and aerial target functions and supporting aircraft to China Lake,
which is 150 miles away from the primary operating range? This relocation would increase
response time (o range fasking, increase operating costs, while at the same time reduce
on-range tme and safety.

Additionally. most of the people who have worked on these projects for many years, and
who are detalled 10 move, simply wil nof move to the China Lake/Ridgecrest area. As a
result, 1 would take years to reconstitute that expertise, and, in the meantime, the projects
they are working on will suffer greatly. Many of these people live in Camarilio. They are
well respected, and an integral part of our community. They do not want to leave this area
o live i1 the desert,

Finally, this loss of intellectual capital and interruption of work will be detrimental to our

nation's global war on terrorism. Maving essential technology from its proximity (o the sea
range will be detrimental, as well

Again, | am hopeful that you will agree with us and reject the DOD's recommaeandations to
move weapons, range and electronic warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake.

Sincerely,

Kevin Kildee
Mayor

5 ()
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CITY OF FILLMORE

fune 29, 2008

Anthony Principl, Chairman

Ram Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principt and BRAC Commigsi@nerst

For the following reasons the City of Fillmore is hopeful that the BRA( Commission will
agree with us and reject the Department of Detense’s recommendations to move

weapons, range, and electronic warfare functions imm Naval Base Ventura County
{NBVC() {0 China Lake.

First, the Sea Ranm and its supporting functions at Point Mugu and Port Hueneme are
uny Jaralleled and cannot be duplicated anywhere ¢lse in the nation. Why w ould the
Commission want to relocate the range and aerial target functions, plus supporting
aircraft, to China Lake, 150 miles away from the primary operating Range, only to
increase their response time {0 range tasking, reduce their on-range time, increase
aperating costs, and reduce safety?

Additionally, most of the gmpitz who have worked on these projects for many years and
are detailed to move simply will not move to China Lake/Ridgecrest. Many of these
people live in Ventura County and have indicated that they will not leave here for the
desert. Asa result, it will take vears to reconstitute that expertise. In the meantime the
projects they are werkm; on will suffer greatly.

Finally, this It oss of intellectual capital and interruption of work mil be detrimental 1o our
nation’s Global War on Terrorism, and moving essential technology from its proximity to
‘the Sea Range will be detrimental, as well.

Again, | am hopeful Mr. Chairman that you ami the BRAC Commission will agree with
us and reject the DOD’s recommendations to move weapons, range and electronic . i
warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake. - g

Spcerely,

VoA S
?"f’me ‘» ﬁ{’}“d‘a “‘5{ %ﬂi T _ %;1
City of Fillmore, €/ ’v M

|
S

o

{w,,,
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789 Moorpark Avenus  Moorpark, Califernia 83021 {BO5) 5176200

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

July 8, 2005

Anthony Principi, Chairman

Hase Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC)
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Ardington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi and BRAC Commissioners:

The City of Moorpark urges you {o reject the Department of Defense’s recommendation
to move weapons, range, and electronic warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura
County to China Lake.

The sea test range and its supporting functions at Point Mugu and Port Hueneme are
unparalleled and cannot be duplicated elsewhere. Moving the range and aerial target
functions, including its supporting aircraft, fo China Lake, 150 miles from the primary

@ range, would increase response time to range tasking, reduce range time, increase
operating costs, and reduce safety.

Moreover, many veteran civil service and contract employees are unable 1o relocate to
China Lake, choosing retirement or other employment. it would take years to
reconstitute this lost expertise and significant projects would suffer,

This loss of intellectual capital and productivity could weaken America’s global war on
_tercatism. For these reasons, the City of Moorpark urges you to reject the Department
< of ?Defa se's recammendat ion to move weapons, range, and elecironic warfare

cc. Honorable City Council
G; Steven Kueny, City Manager

e

PATRICH HUNTER CLINT DL HARPER ROSEANN MIKOS . KEITHM B MILLHOUSE SANIGE 3. PAFVIN
S0l fdavor Bro Tem Counsilremibet Counsiimember Councimember
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July 5, 2003

Anthony Principi, Chairman

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi and BRAC Commissioners:

The City of Qjai is 2 community that is highly educated and expresses considerable
interest in the well- being in the State‘of California and the nation. As such, we have a
number of concerns with the proposed movement of weapons, range and electronic
warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to China Lake. This base
represents the best in terms of location for these functions for a variety of reasons.

The Sea Range and the support functions attendant to its operation are unmatched and not
subject to duplication anywhere else in the country. Placing these functions
approximately 150 miles distant from the actual operating Range does not prove for an
efficient use of the resources that need to be available for proper testing. The distance
will ultimately result in increased response time to range tasking, reduce on-range time,
mcerease pperating cost and reduce safety

Probably of greater concern to the nation’s defenses will be the unavaﬂabihw of highly
trained personnel from NBVC who will not be willing to make the move to China Lake
for a variety of reasons. The change in lifestyle from a coastal environment to the desert
is a primary deterrent for these highly qualified and experienced workers. The result will
be a long time lag before the China Lake facility will be able to operate as will be
necessary for an effective defense system. The nation is not in a position to wait the
period of time that will be necessary.

As you proceed with your deliberations regarding base closures, 1 ask that you take into
account the impacts a movement of the weapons, range and electronic warfare functions
from NBVC to China Lake will have on the nations overall state of readiness and
protection of its citizens. I hope you will find that an analysis will result in an agreement
with our position.

Sincerely yours,

P ‘ > f,:‘Mﬁw
Rae Hanstad, Mavor
City of Oiai, CA
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CITY COUNCIL OFFICE
305 Waest Third Street «*Oxnard, CA 93030 #*(805) 385-7428 «*Fax (805) 385-7595

July 12, 2005

Mr.-Anthony Principi, Chairman

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Mr. Principi:

SUBJECT: Department of Defense Recommendations for Base Realignment and Closures at |
Naval Base Ventura County, California

The City Council of the City of Oxnard requests that you do not support the Pentagon’s
recommendations for the realignments at Naval Base Ventura County (NVBC) that result in
transfer of war-fighting abilities to other bases. We oppose the realignments for the following
reasons: '

1. The Sea Test Range is unparalleled and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the
country. (Or in the world, for that matter.)

2. It does not make logical or economic sense to relocate the range support operations to a
location 150 miles away, while keeping the test range and facilities open.

3. Many civil service and contractor employees have said they will retire or not move to
Ridgecrest or China Lake, which is in Kern County, about 100 miles east of Bakersfield.

4. It would take the Navy years to reconstitute the above lost expertise, which means that
the projects their personnel work on will suffer. That could create a problem with the
continuation of programs and be detrimental to the nation’s global war on terrorism.

5. Relocating the sea range and target personnel to a location 150 miles away from their
primary operating area will increase the employees’ response time to range tasking,
reduce their on-range time, increase operating costs, and reduce safety.




A DCN: 5032
Mr. Anthony Principi, Chairma

July 7, 2005 )
Page 2

We are hopeful that you will agree with us and reject the Department of Defense’s
- recommendations to move weapons, range, and electronic warfare functions from NBVC to
China Lake. Please feel free to call us at (805) 385-7430 if you have any questions.

Cordially,
Dr. Thomas E. Holden
Mayor

ndres Herrera Dean Maulhardt
Mayor Pro Tem Councilmember

/J%O 3 f’m}%%"

v . :@ﬂ( 7 : Timothy B. Flynn
( _Councilme ‘ Councilman

TN
TEH:CD

¢: Edmund F. Sotelo, City Manager
Karen Burnham, Assistant City Manager
Cynthia Daniels, Public Works Department
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City of Port Hueneme

June 30, 2005

Anthony Principi, Chair - ,
Base Realignment and Closure Commission ..
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

REF: REJECTION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE’S BRAC
RECOMMENDATION REGARDING NAVAL BASE VENTURA COUNTY'

Dear Chair Principi and BRAC Commissioners:

For the following reasons, | am hopeful that you will agree with me and reject the
Department of Defense's recommendations to move weapons, range, and

electronic warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to China
Lake. - ‘

First, the Sea Range and its supporting functions at Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme
are unparalieled and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the nation. it is
dlogical to relocate the range and aerial target functions, plus supporting aircraft,
to China Lake, 150 miles away from the primary operating range, only to

increase response time to range tasking, reduce on-range time, increase
operating costs, and reduce safety.

Additionally, most of the people having worked on these projects for many years
and detailed to move simply will not move to China Lake/Ridgecrest. As a result,

CITY COUNCIL

it will take years to reconstitute that expertise. In the meantime the projects will

suffer greatly. Many of these people live in Port Hueneme, are respected, are
integral parts of the community, and have indicated they will not leave this
community for the desert.

Finally, this loss of intellectual capital and interruption of work will be detrimental
to our nation's global war on terrorism. Moving essential technology from its
proximity to the sea range will be detrimental as well.

250 MNarth Ventura Road = Port H'ut’-énémr-:, California 93041 « Phone (805) 986-6500)

hitp//www.ci.port-hueneme.ca.us




Sincerely,

REJECTION OF DOD’S BRAC RECOMMBWNBAHEON
JUNE 30, 2005
PAGE 2

I'am hopeful you will reject the DOD's recommendations to move weapons,
range, and electronic warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake.

A pp

ANTHONY/E. VOLANTE
MAYOR PRO TEM

R W
:

c City Council
City Manager
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Ty E, 2005

Mr. Anthony Pringipd, Chalrman

Basé Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 800
Arlingion, VA 22202

Dear Chatrman Princigl and BRAC Cormmissioners: [

The City of Sents Paula urges the Conmission o reject the Department of Defense's
recommendations fo move weapons, rangs, shd electronic warfare functions from Naval
Hage Venturs Sounty (INBVCY 1o China Lake.

- The Sea Rangs and 18 supponing functions at Pt Mupgu and Port Hueneme are
upparaiicled and cannol be duplicated anywhere slse in the nation. We belisve it is not
sppropnate W relpogte the range and serig) target functions, plus %;g:agwrf;a girerafl, o
Ching Laks, 150 miles away from the primary operating Rsmg& only o moreese their
response time to range tasking, reduce their on-rangs time, increase operating costs, and
@ reduce safety,

Additonally, most of the people who have worked on these projects for many vears and
are detailed fo move, simply will not maove o Ching Lake/Ridgeerest. As a result, it will
take years to reconstitute that expertize, in the mesmiing the projocts they we working on
will suffer greatly, i’%ﬁ&ﬁy of these people live trounghout Ventara County, are respecied
aind integral parts of our community, and have indicated that they will not lesve here for
the desert.

On behall ol the Santa Poule City Councdl, § am hopeful that vou will agree with us and
rejest the DODYs reconunendations to move weapons, range and elscironic warfare
functions fom NBYC to Ching Lake

’f?_

; i:g

ac?
O nngodiang
N

M&;g}* A Qx&s&w m?iﬁl T

w;*”&gﬁf‘“

o City Coungil
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CI'TY OF SIMI VALLEY
Home of The Ronald Reagan Presidentiol Library

July 1, 2008

Anthony Principt, Chairman

and BRAC Commissioners

Base Realignment and Closure Commission :

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 o . )
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principt and BRAC Commissioners:

On behalf of the City of Simi Valley, 1 am writing to respectfully request you reject the
Department of Defense’s (DOD) recommendations to move weapons, range, and electronic
warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to China Lake.

The Sea Test Range and its supporting functions at Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme are

unparalleled and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the nation. Relocating the range and

aerial target functions, plus supporting aircraft to China Lake, 150 miles away from the

Q primary operating range, would only increase response time o range tasking, reduce on-range
time, increase operating costs, and reduce safety.

1t 15 unrealistic to expect that many of the civil service and contractor employees who have
worked on these projects would move to the China Lake/Ridgecrest area. Consequently, years
of valuable expertise will be lost and will take years 1o reconstitute.  In the meantime, the
projects that they have worked on will suffer greatly. '

Moreover, this loss of intellectual capital, work imerruption, and the digtancing of essential
technology from the Sea Test Range will be detrimental to our nation’s Global War on
Terrorism. '

Thank you for considering these comments; 1 am hopeful that you will agree with us and reject
the DOD’s recommendations to move weapons, range and electronic warfare functions from
NBVC to China Lake.

Sincerely, 7 ;
bmc,crel}w%;f 7 i
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Paul Miller
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Q cer City Councd
' © City Manager
Paul iller, Mayar  Barbra Willlamson, Mayor Pro Tem
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n MAYOR CLAUDIA BILL-DE LA PERA
July 5, 2005 '

¥

Anthony Principi, Chairman

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202 '

Re: Naval Base Ventura County | ¢
Dear Chairman Principi and BRAC Commissioners:

The City of Thousand Oaks is pleased to provisﬁe input and requests that you
reject the Department of Defense’s recommendations to move weapons, range,
and electronic warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to
China Lake. ‘ ' ‘

First and foremost, the Sea Range and its supporting functions at Pt. Mugu and
Port Hueneme are unparalleled and cannot be duplicated anywhere else in the
nation. 1t'is not logical fo relocate the range and aerial target functions, plus
supporting aircraft, to China Lake, 150 miles away from the primary operating
Range, only to increase their response time to range tasking, reduce their on-
range time, increase operating costs, and reduce safety. '

From a practical point of view, most of the people who have worked on projects
at PL Mugu for many years and are detailed to move, simply will not move to
China Lake/Ridgecrest. As a result, years of expertise will be lost and the
projects that those talented individuals are working on will suffer greatly. Many of
these people live in Ventura Counly, are respected and integral parts of our
community, and have indicated that they will not leave here for the desert.

Finally, this loss of intellectual capital and interruption of work will be detrimental
to our nation’s Global War on Terrorism, and moving essential technology from
its proximity to the Sea Range will be detrimental, as well. :

Again, | amrhopeful that you will agree with the City of Thousand QOaks and reject
the DOD's recommendations to move weapons, range and electronic warfare
functions from NBVC to China Lake. - '

Sincerely,

L3

“Claudia Bill-de 1§ P

Mayor
c: City Council
cmie470-80/cdbpidmginavalbaseventuracounty

' 2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard » Thousand Oaks, Califoria 913622002 + (B05) 448-2121 « (BOS) 4482125
&
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July 8, 2005

Anthony Principl, Chairman

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi and BRAC Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the City of Ventura to express our concern regarding the
Department of Defense’'s recommendations 0o move weapons, range, and
electronic warfare functions from Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) to China
Lake. We believe that there are several compelling reasons related to the
relocation of the Sea Range support operations that do not make logistical or

. eConomic sense.

The Sea Range and its supporting functions at Pt. Mugu and Port Hueneme are
unique and not readily duplicated anywhere else in the nation. Most of the
contractors and civil service employees involved in this program have worked on
these projects for many years. They are detailed to move as a part of the
relocation, and the preliminary indication is that many of them are not likely to
relocate to China Lake/Ridgecrest. As a result, it will take many years to replace
the collective knowledge that will be lost. This will more than likely have a
detrimental effect on the continuation of the program.

Relocating the range and aerial target functions, plus supporting aircraft, to China
Lake, 150 miles away from the primary operating Range, would result in an
mcreased response time o range tasking, a reduction in. on-range- time,
increased operating costs, and reduced safety.

We at the City of Ventura are hopeful that after consideration of these specifics,
you will agree with us that the DOD's recommendation to move the weapons,
range and electronic warfare functions from NBVC to China Lake is not in
Country's best interest. Thank you for your consideration,

Sincersly,

Brian Brennan
Mayor




DCN: 5032




NN

3 %M/ )

N

% $I;G

A RNV
y N N
/ \
. N

T

NN

,,,,,

o
a

\7 /}'_; SOAR Boundary

i Base or City Boundary

i

N

int Mugu

Po

ted Space Around NBVC-

IC

L
The mapped data is created and desi

Restr

unty

y for

9

Data Source: Ventura Co

ped and operated solel

y the City of Oxnard GIS Program, which is develo,

ned b

map is for illustrative

purposes only. The City does not warrant the accuracy of this

map, and no decision involving a risk of injury or economic loss should be made in reliance thereon.

the convenience of the City. The

Resource Management Agency

July 12, 2005
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