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August 1, 2005

The Honorable Samuel K. Skinner

Commissioner

2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, Virginia 22202

~
Dear Cower, gow

I am writing to request that you direct the Base Realignment and Closure Commission
(BRAC) staff to evaluate the information that they and representatives of the Charleston,
South Carolina community have compiled since the South Carolina regional BRAC
Hearing in Charlotte on June 28, 2005.

The information compiled further validates the presentations made to the Commission on
June 28 that the proposed BRAC recommendation to close the Naval Facilities
Engineering Command (NAVFAC) in Charleston, South Carolina is not a cost effective
decision for the Department of Defense. Any of three different proposals for keeping
NAVFAC in Charleston would save American taxpayers at least $36 million while the
Department of Defense’s BRAC proposal would cost $50 million. Representatives from
the Charleston community met with BRAC staff analysts on July 26, 2005 and provided
them with additional documentation to support their presentation.

Additionally, the BRAC recommendation for basing the Space Warfare Systems
Command Atlantic (SPAWAR) in Little Creek, VA and transferring the command
structure from Space and Naval Warfare Systems Center (SSCC) Charleston, SC may
have overlooked DOD's own criteria regarding military value and mission savings. The
proposed BRAC recommendation also would reverse the 1993 BRAC Commission
recommendation to consolidate the East Coast headquarters in Charleston.

The Defense Department’s BRAC proposal also moves Maritime Information System
personnel from Dahlgren and Newport to San Diego. The Charleston efforts are more
closely aligned and synergistic with the work presently done at those locations. The
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Navy and the Defense Department apparently never considered a Charleston option
which would save taxpayers $30 million over the San Diego proposal.

My state has consciously refrained from challenging any Defense Department
recommendation that appeared to be cost effective and militarily sound. These particular
recommendations don't meet the Defense Department’s own criteria and require closer
scrutiny. We believe our alternatives will better serve both the taxpayers and the nation’s
defense. Irespectfully ask that you to work with the BRAC Commission staff in
evaluating the alternative proposals regarding NAVFAC, SPAWAR and Maritime
Information Systems. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mark Sanford

MS/jcm
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