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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

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

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the

Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take
Into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by be:ag responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to

replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

BRAC Commission Very Respectfully,
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2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the

Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data
available on the DOD website (www.defeniselink.mil/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was 1t taken into account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DOD is also required to take into account the return on investment resulting
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have
come to the conclusion that moving the A1.Q-99 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and aftordable as possible. I also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it’s recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org)
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully,
P




Iurge vou to reconsider the recommendation (o re-align 8, L and EW workioad o
sites other than NSWC Crang by properly taking into accounl the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as {be DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,
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16 August 2005 BRAU UGmnimizsnmg
Adrmiral {Ret.} Harold Gelinan AUG 24 2005
Commmassioner .

. . Eocverh
Base Realignment and Closure Conumission
2321 South Clark Street, Suite 60}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like to luke this opportunity 1o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiang during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped vou realtre how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warture Center (NSWC)
Crang and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation’s Defense and
the (ilobal War On lerronsm.

{ have heen lollowing the BRAC process closely simee the proposed closure/re-
alighment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required w take
into» account the retorn on investment resulting from s ¢losure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost dara thar is avaitable on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website twww_ brac gov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edeewood in Maryland does
not resull i any cost savings. Ir appears that, ol the four sites being re-aligned to
Edeewood {NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahleren, Falls Church and Forl Belvoirk. only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investinent, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlpren re-alignments cost more 1han they save. In face it appears that. when
added together. the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenanio will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Drablgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

T urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Returmn On Investment requircments of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,
iy
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16 August 2005

Adnural (Rel. } Harold Gehiman
Commissinner

Base Reahienment and Closure Comirnission
2521 South Clark Sireet, Suite 6040
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admira] Gehman:

1 would like o take this opportunity 1o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana diring die recent BRAC Hearing in 5t Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work vou are doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain
as eifective and affordable as possible. 1 hape that the testimony helped vou realize how
unportant Indiara Military installations ke Naval Surface Warfare Center iNSWE
Crane and Crane Anmy Ammmunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation’s Detense and
the Global War On Terorism.

[ have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and Tam growing incrcasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations, The DOD s regquired (o take
into account the return on investment resulling from its ¢losure/re-alignment
recommendations  in reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commusion website {www . brac.gov) [ have come to the conclusivn that moving
Chemical and Biclogical workload from NSWC Crane (o Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-ahgned o
Edgewood (NSWC Cranc, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Font Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on mvestment. The NSWC Crane and
NSW Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save, In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Fdgewoond result in # net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save monay is if rthe NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-aligoments are eliminated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recomunendation io re-align work {roin NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

BRAL Uninmission
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret,) Harold Gehrnan
Cornmissioner

Rase Kealipnment and Closure Conmmission
2321 South Clark Street. Suite GIX}
Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity o thank you for your atention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpaver I suppor the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operatioas remain
as etfecrive and affordabie as possible. T hope thar the testimony helped vou realize how
mmportant indiang Military installavons like Naval Surface Warfare Cemer (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Anunumtion Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terronsm,

I have becn following the BRAC process closely since Lhe proposed closure/re-
aligninent list was puhlished and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly [ollowed the law i developing recommendations. The BOTY is required to 1ake
nto account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewmg the cost data that s avaiiable on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commussion website (www. hrac.gov) | have come (o the conclusion that moving
¢ hermeal and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
net resift in any cost savings, [t appears that. of the four sites being re-aligned
Edgewood (NSW Crane, NSWC Duahklgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoirt, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investoient. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save, In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Ldgewood result in a net loss rather than net
sgvings, In other words the only way this soenario will save money by if the NSWC
Cranc and NSWC Dahlgren porhons of the re-alipnnents are elimanated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recormendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properiy taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Verv Respectfully,

BRA PRI SA0N
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16 August 20035

Admural (Ret.y Harold Gehiman
Commissioner

Base Realignment ard Closure Commission
2521 Souwh Clark Sireet, Soite 600
Arlinpton, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like 1o take this opporunity to thank you for your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As 4 concerned
taxpayer | support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military vperations remain
as effective and atfordable a5 rossible. | hope that the twstiroony helped vou realize how
important Iediana Military inslallations like Naval Surface Wartare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammuniion Actrvity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Termomsm,

I am growing ncreasingly concerncd that the DOD has nor properly followed the
selection criteri in making s re-alignment recommendations, One of the main entena
of the BRAC process seens to be the creation of joint centers of cxeeltence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the qualily of service provided to our war
fipghters. NSWC Crane Is a joimt activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process cemers on Miltlary Value.
The Military Vailue scores for NSWC Crane m the arca of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (S, F and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activiy.

One example of a rccommendation that does not make sense is the re-alipnment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Anaiysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which s avalable on the DOD BRAC website
{(»ww defgnsehink. mil/bracy, NSWC Crane has much higher Military Valoe scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grouwnds, In addition, NSW Crane already
has a close worlang relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. [f the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Addiionally, this same ingic applies to the Arniy
S, E and EW work being relocated trom Fort Beivor to Aberdeen Proving Grounds., The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Milnary Vaiue scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sensc is the re-
alignment of 8, E and EW workloud fron Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Dicgo 1o NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Milary Value scores than
Charleston, San Dviego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for (his work I BHAC Commission

AUG 7 = 2609
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L urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload o
sites other than NSWC Crane hy properly taking into account the joint capabiiny of
NSWC Crane and CAAA a5 well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully,

BRALU L SR L8 Eada L
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret ) Harold Gehiman
Commissioner

Base Realignnment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowth Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Adiraral Gehman:

{ would like to lake this opportunily to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t. Louis. [ hope that the
tesurnany helped you realize the imporntance of Indiana Milttury installations, in
particudar NSWC Cranc amd CAAA, o owr Mation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing 10 ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 alse reahize that vou
have o very difficult job i deciding which actvities o re-aligh or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been foHowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignmend list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Lrata avatlable on
the DOD website (www.detenselink. mil/brac) mdicates that it is going 1o cost S150M 1o
mave the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane (o NAS Whidbhey
Island. That equals # cost of nearly 1M per person for the move. In addition,
mformation avatlable at the Federation of American Scientists website {www. fus.org)
secms 1o indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99. the EA-6B Prowler, wiil begin to be
retired from service n the yvear 2070 [ find 11 hard 1o believe that it 1s 16 the best mterest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M (o move 152 people doing work on a
svstem that 1y about to be removed from service.

[ urge vou to reconsider the recommmendation to re-align the A1L.Q-98 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved n this re-alignment and the
reiatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully,

S T
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Sammoel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suife 6(K)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commmissioner Skinner,

1 would like 10 take this oppontunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA ard Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T supporl the work vou are
doing 1o ensuie that our Military operations reinain as effccrive and affordable as
mrssible. T realize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding whec i aclivieees o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process, 1 hope that your visit helped you w realize
what important assers NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Deflense and the
Gilobal War On Teerorism,

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concernad tha DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required Lo Lake
inte account the return on investment resulting from ats closurc/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has hecome a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Specic] Forces Warbighters, Crane did this by being responsive, innovative. wechnically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was needed, at a cost thal was affordable. more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work 1o China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to differem kecations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and causc a loss in inteflectual capital thar could take years to
replace.

[ urge vou 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
hy properly taking into account the Retorn On Invesiient requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully.

CommiEson
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Sanmuel Knos Skinner
BRAC Commissinner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 604)
Arlington, VA 222()2

Dear Commssinner Skinner,

1 wouid like 1o take this opportunity 1o thank vou for your recenl visit 10 NSWC
Crane, CAAA und Southern Indiana. A a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
dowg o ensure that our Military operations remain as cifective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that vour have a very difficulr job o deading which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou to realize
whal important asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are (o our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been foilowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was pubiished and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
praperly followed the law in developing recommendations. DO is required to pive
priority consideration 1o installations that have i high melitary value ranking, [rata
avatlable on the DOD webstte (www defenselink. mil/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was aot taken into account properly. which is a
vielation of BRAC law. Specitically, NSWC Crane has onc of the highest military value
ratings of all activities perforrmng Flectronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Tsland and vet it is recornmended that Electronie Warfare workioad
related to repair of the AT.Q-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane 10 NAS
Whidbey Tsland.

The DO 1s alse required o take o accounl the reraen on investment resulting
from its closurefre-alignment recommendations. In reviewinge the cost data that s
available on the E-Library a1 the BRAC Commission website {(www brac.gov) I have
come to the canclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Elcctronic Warfare workload 10 NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in anv cost savings. [t appears that al! of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Islund and moving work
from KNorth Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more moncy 1f the NSWC Crane portion 1s climinated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranc
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
reguirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiully,
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Bely Harold Gehiman
Commissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission
2527 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington. VA 22202

Dear Adiniral Gehman:

I would like 1o take this opportunity to thank you [or your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Lowis. | hope that the
testimmony helped you realive the importance of [ndiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, o oor Naton's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you ate doing 1o cnsure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. ! also realize that you
have a very difficult joh in deciding which activities 10 re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned thut DO has not
followed sound judgement i making sone of 10s recommendations. [ata available an
the DOD website (www.defenselink. mil/brac) whicates that it is going to cost 3150M to
mave the 152 people working on the ATQ-99 dzpol from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move,  In addition,
information available at the Federation ol American Scientists wehsite (www fay ore)
seems 1o mdicate thar the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin io be
vetired from service i the year 20100 1 find it hard to believe that i is in the best intercst
of the OD and the taxpayers to spend $1530M w move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

T urge you w reconsider the recommnendatinn o re-align the ALQ-9Y9 work trom
NSWC Crane by properly 1aking inio the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively shon remaining service Itfe of the eqampment.

PR [+:11r11] .
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehiin
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Clisure Comrussion
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehmar:

I would like Lo take thiy opporunity to thank you for vour attention to the
delegation from I[ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S5t. Louis. A% a concerned
taxpayer I support the wark you arc doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Sorface Warlare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Arny Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to cur Nation's Defense und
the Global War On Terrorism.

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criterta in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems 10 be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
inprove aur efficiency while maimtainng the quality of service providad 1o our war
fighters, NSWC Crane 15 a joint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military.  Apother key criteria of t o BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane 1o the area of Sensors. Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (8, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One example of a recommendation thar does not make sense s the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which 15 available on the DOD RRAC wehsie
{www.defenselink, mil/bracy, NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA Ifthe
BRAC crilera are followed property, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crune
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds., Additionally, thes same logic apphics to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvoir waorkload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Mulitary Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense s the re-
ahgnment of 5, L and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sttes at Charleston
and San Diego 1o NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahigren and should have been designated as the recelving

site for this workload, | .
nRAC Commizzinm

B el



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation w re-algn §, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capabilily of
NSWC Crane and CAAA ax wall as the DO0s own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,

{{ (L {,fv/b@/&ﬂ

REAL ¢ TalsEi0n

AUG @ Zﬁm

Received _’.



16 Angusl 2005

Admiral (KRet.) Harald Gehman
Conmumissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strest, Suijte 6(X)
Arlington, VA 22202

Diear Admiral Gehman:

I would like o 1ake this opportunity Lo thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military pperations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations ke Naval Surtace Warfare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Anununition Activity (CAAAT are to our Nation’s Delense and
the Global War On Temmortsm.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposad closurefre-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOLY is required 1o 1ake
inta account Lthe return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comemnission websie {www brac.gov) T have come to the conclusion that smoving
Chemical and Biological workload trom NSWC Crane to Edgewood i Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. Tt appears that, of the four sites being re-alignad 1o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane. NSWC Dahlgren. Falls Church and Fort Belvoir). only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retur on invesunent. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlpren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fuct it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money 1s il the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-ahignments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properly laking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC faw.

AL CumrEEion Very Respectfully,
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Rerd Harold Gehman
Conmumissionsr

Base Reahgnment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowh Clark Swreet, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehmann:

T would Jike tovake this opportunity to thank you for your alcention to the
delezation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearmg in St Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer | support the work you are doing o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as poscible, | hope that Lhe restimony helned you realize how
imporiant Indiana Mikitary installations like Naval Surface Warlare Center {(NSWC
Crane and Cranc Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

P am growing mcreasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
sclection critenia in making s re-alighment recommendations. Once of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems o be the creation of jomt centers of excellence in order o
improve our efficiency while mainaiming the guality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is 4 joint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the miltary, Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
Thie Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the arca of Sensors, Electronics and
Elcctronie Warfare (S, F and EW) are higher than almost every other DO activily.

One example of a recorumendation that does not make sensc is the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Toint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which 15 availuble on the DOID BRAC website
(w ww . defenselink.omil/brach, NSWC Crane has muoch higher Military Value scores thin
hoth Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Groands. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army sinee it is co-located with CAAA. Tt the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this worlkdoad should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally. this same logic applies to the Army
8, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Bebvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Groonds. The
Fort Belvair workload should be re-aligned w NSW Crane since NSWC Crane has
cxisting joint 5, L and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores,

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sensc is the re-
ahgnmert of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Wartare sies ar Charleston
and San Diege w NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crune has higher Military Valoe scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receving
site for this workload.

BRAC Commaesinn

AUG 2+ 2005

Received : 4



T urge you to reconsider the recormendation 1o re-align 8, E and EW workload to
si1cs other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODS own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,



16 August K5

Adrural (Rety Harold Gehman
Connnissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comusission
252] Souwth Clark Strect, Suite 60}
Arlingron, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like 1o take this cpporturnity 1o thank you for yvour attentton to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Heartng in 5t Louis. I hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particelar NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defense and the Global War On
Terroriem. As a concerned taxpayer [ suppoit ihe work you are doing 1o cosore that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding wihich activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment lst was published and Tam growing increasingly concerned that TXOD has not
followed soumd udgement m making some of il7s recommendations. Data available on
the DOD webstte (www.delenselink. mil/brac) indicates that it is going 1w cost S130M Lo
mave the 152 people working oo the ATQ-99 depol from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That cquals a cost of nearly 10 per person for the move, In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www. fas orgd
secms o indicate that the platform for the ALO-99, the EA 6B Prowier, will begin to be
retred from service in the vear 20000 1 find it hard to helieve that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M 10 move 152 people doing work on a
system that is aboul to be remowved frorm service.

[ urge vou (o reconsider the recommendation w re-align the ALCG-99 wurk from
NSWUC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively shoit rematning service life of the equipment.

BRAC Commizmol Very Respectfully,

AUG 2008 T
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1{+ August 2003

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suile 600
Arlinpton, VA 22202

Dreur Ademaral Gehman:

1 would like to take this opportunity to Lthank vou for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer [ supporl the work you are domg o ensure that our Military operations remain
as elfective and alfordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
nmportant Todiana Military mslallations like Naval Surface Wardare Center (NSW()
Crane and Crane Army Ampunition Activity {CAAA) are 1o our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terronsm.

I bave been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/te-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasmgly concerned that DO has rot
properly tollowed the law in developing recommendations, The DOD is required to take
imto account the return on investment resulting from s closure/re-alipminent
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www brac.eov) I have come o the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane o Edgewoeod in Marviand does
not result in any cost savings. T appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (INSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Forl Belvoir). only the
Falls Church and Forl Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings, In other words the only way this scenario will save money s i the NSWC
Crane and N3WC Dahlgren portions aof the re-alignments are aliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recnmmendation to re-align work [rom NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiuliy.

T A e T

P ol e



16 Aagust 2003

Admiral iRet.) Harold Gehman
Comunessioner

Base Realigniment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600G
Arlington, VA 222002

Dear Admiral Gehiman:

I would ke to lake this opporunity to thaok you for vour attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent RRAC Hearing in St. Louis. 1 hope that the
testimony helped you realize the imponance of Indiana Military instailations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisnl. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are doing to cnsure that our
Military operations remtain as cffective and alfordable as possible. T also realize that vou
have a very ditficult job s dectding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been tollowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment ltst was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgerment in making some of it's recommendations, Data avatlable on
the DOD website (www . defenselink. mml/hrac) indicates that i is going to cost $150M to
move the 152 peopie working on the ALQ-9 depot from NSWC Crane (o NAS Windbey
Islamd. That equals a cost of nearly 31M per person for the move. Tn addition,
mformation available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www fas.ara)
scems o indicate that the platform for the ALGQ 99, the EA-6B Prowier, will beain o be
retired from service in rhe vear 2000, ! 1ind it hard o believe that it 15 in the best interest
of the DO and the taxpayers 10 spend 31500 1o move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

T urge you o reconsider the recommendation 1o re-aligh the ALO-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved 1n this re-alignment and the
relatively shon remaining service life of the equipment.

BHAL Lo tiE ket
Very Respectfully,

UG 2 & 2009
- Doy Sl



BRAL Commiasinn

16 August 2003

Adrniral (Ret.) Harold Gehinun AUG /4 2005

{ommissiner _
Recewved k

Base Realignment and Closure Comnission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60K
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

Iwonld dike 10 take this opportunity o thank you for your atcention to the
defegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Heanng in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as cffective and afiordable as possible. 1 bope that the testimony helped vou reatize how
important Indiane Malitary mstallations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSW)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

[ am growing increasingly concerned thar the DO has not properly tollowed the
sclection criteria in making s re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAL process seems to be the creation of joint cenrers of cxcellence it order to
improve our efficiency while maintining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is a yoint activiry providing products and services 1o all branches
of the nulrary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Mruary Value scores for NSW{ Crane in the area of Sensors. Electromes and
Llectronic Warfare (5. E and EW ) are higher than almost every other DO acrivity,

One example of a recomumendation that does nol nake sense is the re-alignment
of Army 5, £ and EW work (rom fort Monmouth v Aberdeen Proving Grovnds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document daied 19 May 2005, which 15 available or the IXOD BRAC website
(www defenselink, milfbrac), NSWC Crane has moch ngher Military Valoe scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane aiready
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. Il the
BRAC criteriz are followed properly, this workload should be re-iocated to NSWC Crane
nstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds.  Addiionally, this same logic applies to the Army
5. F and EW work being reiocated froun Fort Beivoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-ahigned o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
extsting jount 5. E and EW capahility as well s higher Military Valoe scores.

Anather example of a recornmendation that does not make scnse 15 the re-
alighmemnt of §, £ and EW worklaad from Space und Naval Warfure sues at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahigren and shouild have been designated as the receiving
site Tor thes workoud,



T urge you to reconsider the recomenendation to re-ilign S, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crance by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs owa Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respect fnlly. //
T
G



16 August 2005

Admiral (Rety Harald Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission
2521 Soarth Clark Strect., Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

[ would ke 1 take this oppottunity 1o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
Laxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
s effective and affordable as possible. | hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surtace Warfare Center (NSWCY
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA} are o our Nation’s Detfensce and
the Global War On Terronsm.

| have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposced closure/re-
alignment list was published and 1 am growimmg increasingiy concerned that DXOD has not
properly followed the law in developing reconmmendations. The DO is required to rake
inte account the return on investmeni resulting from 1y ¢losurefre-alignment
rcecommendations, Inreviewing the cosr data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www brac. gov} [ have come 1o the conclusion rhat moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 1o Edgewood in Maryland docs
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, ol the four sites being re-alipned to
Ldgewnod (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoiry, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generale any return on investinent. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-ahgnments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenarno will save money s if the NSWC
Crane and NEWC Dahlgren portons of the re-aligninents are ehiminazed!

T vrge you to reconsider the recommendation ta re-align wark from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment reguirements of BRAC law.

VU GETILEE10N ,
BltA Very Respeotfully,

AUG 7 4 2008 “ ét _
| L

Heceved



16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.y Harold Gehiman
Comumissioner

Ruse Realignment and Closure Commitssion
2321 South Clark Street, Suite 6}
Arlington, VA 22202

Desar Admiral Gehman:

I would like 1o take this opportumity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing i 51 Louis. | hope that the
testimony heiped vou realize the unportance ol Tndiana Military installations,
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defensc and the Global War On
Terrorism. Ax a concerned taxpayer I suppott the work vou are doinis to ensure Lhat our
Military operations remain as cffective and affordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficulr job in deciding which activities to re-align or ¢lose as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been lollowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuresre-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
Tollowed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations, Data available on
the DOD website {www . detenselink, milfbrac) indiwcates that it is going o cost $150M 10
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane 10 NAS Wl dbey
Tsland. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person tor the move, In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Seienlists website (www fas.org)
seeimns to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, wall begin io be
retired from service m the vear 2010, I find o hard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend S130M o move 152 prople deing work on a
system rhat 1 abow to be remwved from service.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation Lo re-alion the ALQ-9% work [Tom
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively shott remaining service life of the equipment.

pRAy 'nmmh?%iﬂﬂ
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16 August 2005

R LI ES IR
Admiral (Re) Harold Gehman

Commissioner . 000
Base Realignment and Closure Commission AUG - * .
2521 South Clark Street, Suie 6N SO CELV e

Arlinglon, VA 22202

Trear Admiral Gehiman:

I would ke 1o take this opportumity to thank you (o vour atlention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearmg o S0 Louls. As a concerncd
taxpayer I suppoit the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity {CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Ternonsin

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DO has not properly lollowed the
selection criteria in making ity re-alignment recommendationy. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order 1o
improve our efficiency while maintaining the guality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWOC Crane s a joint activity providimg products and services to all branches
ol the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC pracess centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWOC Cranc in the arca of Sensors, Electronics and
Elcctronie Wartare {5, E and EW) are lugher than almost every other DOD activity,

One example of a recommuendation that does not make sense 15 the re-alignment
of Army 5. E and EW work from Lot Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recominendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
{www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Mifitary Value scores than
hoth Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army sinee it 15 co-located with CAAA. I the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, thiz workload shoceld be re-located o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additonally, this same logic applies 1o the Army
5. E and EW work being relocated trom Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned 10 NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8. E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation thal does not make sense 1y the re-
alignment of &, F and EW workload from Space und Naval Warfare stes at Charleston
and San iego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSW Crane hay higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Dicgo and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload.



1 urge vou to reconsider the reeommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly 1aking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respecttully, -




16 Aungust 2005

Admiral { Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignrnent and Closure Conmmission
25321 Sowh Clark Street, Suite HiH)
Arlington, WA 22202

Dear Admaral Cehman:

I would like (o take this opportunity to thank vou for vour aftention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louts. ! hape that the
testimony helped you realize the impontance of Indiana Military installations, in
particitlar NSWC Crane and CAAA, 1o our Nation's Defensce and the Global War On
TerrorisnL As a concerned taxpayer [ suppott the work you are doing 1o ensure that our
Military operations remain as cffective and atfordabie as possible. I zlso realive that vou
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or ¢lose as part of the
BRAC process.

T have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignument hist was published and | am growmyg nereasingly concerned thar TH2D has not
(o llowed sound judgenient in malany seime of it's recommendations, Data gvailable on
the DOD website (www defensclink, milbract indicates that it is gaing 1o cost $130M 1o
move the 1532 prople working on the ALGQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. Tn addition,
information available at the Federation of Anwerican Scientists website (www. fas org)
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALD-99, the EA-6B Prowier, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010, I find it hard w belicyve that it i~ in the hest interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1 5006 to move |52 people doing work on a
system that s about to be removed from service.

i nrge you to reconsider the recommendation 1w re-ahign the ALQ-99 work from

NSWC Crane by properly taling into the costs mvolved in this re-alipnment and the
relatively short remaining service life of Lthe equipment,

pectiuliy

7

HEAL fCommisaion

AUG 2 3 2005
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16 Angust 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehiman B mmirsion
Commissioner
Base Rcalignment and Closure Commission Al « 4005
2521 South Clark Street, Smie 600 s

fiecoived .

Arhnglon, VA 2222
Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like 1o take this opportunity to thank vou for vour arrention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAL Nearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppon the work vou are doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Cenrer (NSWO)
Cranc and Crane Army Amnwmion Activity 1CAAA) are to our Nation's Delense and
the Global War On Terrorism,

[am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection ¢riteria in making its re-alignment recommendations, One of the man critera
of the BRAC process seems to be the ereation of joint centers of excelicnce in order (o
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of sgrvice provided to our war
fighters. NSWUC Cranc is 4 joint activity providing products and scrvices to all branches
of the military. Another key critenia of the BIRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Valuc scores tor NSWC Crane in the arca of Sensors, Electronics and
Electrom: Warfare (S. E and EW) are higher than alimost every ather DOD activicy.

(e exampie of a recommendation that does not make sense 15 the re-alignment
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds,
According to the Techmeal Joint Crass Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 20005, which 15 available on the DO BRAC website
{www delensclink mil/brac), NSWC Crane hus much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, In addition, NSW( Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workioad should be re-located to NSWC Crane
mmstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additicnally, this same logic applies Lo the Army
8. E and EW work being relocated from Forr Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvowr workload shouid be re-ahigned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing jomt 5, E and EW capability ay well as higher Military Valoe scores.

Ancther example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of 5. E and EW workload from Space and Naval Wartare sites at Charleston
and San Dhepo to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has ingher Miltary Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site Tor thes workload.



T urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking inte account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA ax well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

v Regpectfully, /




16 August 2005

Admuaral (Ret.} Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realipnment angt Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite &)
Arlingtan, VA 22202

Dwear Admiral Gehmman:

I would like to take this opportunity 10 thank vou for your attention to the
delegation from ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer | support the work you wre doing to ensure that our Military operations rentain
as effective and affordable as possible. ! hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Cenler {NSWC)
Cranc and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA)Y are to our Nalion’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process chsely since the proposed closure/te-
ahgnment list was published and T ami prowing increasingly concerned Lhat 10D has nol
properly followed the law in developing recommeadations. The DOD is required to take
mto account the relurn on investmeit resulting from its closurafre-alignme
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that 15 available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Conunission website (www brac.pov) T have come 10 the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 10 Edgewood in Maryland does
not resull o any cost savings. 1t appears that. of the four sites being re-aligned 1o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren. Falls Church and Fon Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retusn on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignenents cost more than they suve. In fact it appears that. when
aclded together, the four re-alignmemnts 10 Edgewoond result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is 1 the NSWC
Cranc and N5WO Dahlgren portions of the re- alignments are climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requiremenis of BRAC law.

LELss10

BRAC Lo

AYG 14 2B

peceived !



16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60{)
Arlington, VA 222032

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would Iike {o take this opportumity to thank vou for vour recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. | realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics 1o re-
align ot close as part of the BRAC process. § hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are o our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closciy since the proposcd closure/re-
ahgnment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DX is required to take
mta account the return on investiment resulling from its closure/re-alignment
recoinmendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Wartighters, Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, techmically
stperior and affordable for these cutstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer necded. whean it was needed. at a cost that was afiocdable, more work
was brought 1o us. The proposal to the commission (o realign work 1o China Lake and
Picattinny will now sphit the support 10 specta] Torces o different locations. This will add
cost, reduce eificiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take vears ta
replace.

I urge you 10 reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranc
by properly taking tnto account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

BRAL omnitpssien

Very Respectiully,

MG 24 2008 ! )
Leceivid ok ,Zél/u M,



16 August 2005

The Honorable Samucl Knox Skinner
BRAC Commisstoner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Sweet, Suite 60f)
Arlington, VA 222(12

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Miliary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 reahize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities (o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that vour visil helped you to realize
what important assets NSWE Crane and CAA A are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

[ have been following the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closure/re-
alrgnment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly {ollowed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required (o give
priomily conskleration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Dala
available on the DOD websinte (www . defonselink . milfbrac) leads me to conelude tha
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not Laken into account properly, which is 3
violation of BRAC law, Specificaily, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work. including a igher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it s recommnended that Elcctronic Warfare workloud
related to repar of the ALO-99 system be re-alivned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Isiand.

‘The DOD is also required to take into aeceount the rehirn on investment resulting
from s closurefre-alignment recommendations. Inreviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library ar the BRAC Compussion website {www brac.gov) I have
come Lo the conclusion that moving the Al Q-9 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does nor result in any cost savings. 1t appears that all of the savings in
ihis scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidhey Tsland and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. 1o other words this scenario will save DOD
even more moncy if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

T urge you (o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Mitirary Value and Return On Investment
requirements Di;iERF_\C law.,

i RJH {.':I'.J“HI“.SSJ:DH
Very Kespectfully,

AUG 2 & 2005 %M
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Comunissioncr

Base Realignment and Closure Commtission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 6(K)
Arlinplon, ¥A 22202

Dear Cominissioner Skinger,

1 would like to take this opportumity 1o thank vou for your recent visit (o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As 2 concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and alfordable as
possible. T reshze that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities (o re-
align or ¢lose as pant of the BRAC process, 1 hope that your visit helped vou to realive
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nahon's Detense and the
Global War On Tervorism.

[ have been following the BRAC process clasely since the proposed closura/re-
algnment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly Iollowed the law in developing recommendations. DOTD 1s required to give
priority consideration to inslallations that have a high military value ranking. Lsta
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink. nul/brac) leads me 1o conclude thar
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into aceount properly, which is a
vinlation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all aciivities performing Electromic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Tsland and ver it s recornmended that Electronic Warlure workioad
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-alipned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DO is also required to take into account the return on investment resulling
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost dais that is
availahle an the E-Library af the BRAC Commission webste (www brac.goy) | have
come (o the conclusion that moving the ALG-99 Electronic Warfare workload o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning wark within Whidbey Tsland and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. 1n other words this scenarnio will save DOD
even more money 1f the NSWC Crane porlion 1s eliminated!

§ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking mte account the Military Valoe and Return On Investment
requiremeints of BRAC law.

BRAC Commizsion Very Respectfully.
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16 Avgust 2005

The Honorable Samue! Knox Skinner
BRAC Comunissioner

Baze Realignment and Closure Comrmission
2521 South Clark Street, Sulie 60()
Arhington, VA 22202

Drear Commissionegr Skinper,

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit tie NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to cnsure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable 43
possible. | realize that you have a very difficuli job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process, | hope that yvour visit helped you w realize
what importian assets NSWOC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

T have been tollowing the BRAC process clasely gince the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly [ollowed the law in developimg recorumendaiions, The DOD s required 1o tuke
into account the return on investment resulling from its closure/re-alignment
recomunendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Cranc did this by heing responsive, innovaiive, technically
supenor aod affordabile for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivenng
what the costomer needed. when it was needed, at o cost that was affordable, more work
wias brought to us. The proposal to the commssion to reahan work 10 Chipa Take and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forees to different locations.  This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause 4 loss a intellectual capital 1thal could take years to
replace.

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation vo re-alipn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Retorn On Investnent requrements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
Damdia ‘W@%’W&)
BRAC Commission
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realighment and Closure Conumnission
2521 Sourh Clark Street, Suite 606}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I wouid like to take this opportunity to thank yvou for youor recent visil to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Tndiana. As a concerned taxpayer T support the work you are
doing o ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and allordable as
passible. 1 realize that you have a very difiicult job i deciding which activities o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. ¥ hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are o ouwr Nation’s Defense and the
Cilobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process eloxely since the proposed closureite-
alignmnent list was published and [ am growing increasinely concerned that DOD has not
prioperly followed the law in developing recomenendations. The DOLY 15 required to take
into account the return on invastiment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
reconunendations. Crane has hecome a onc-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warlighters, Crane did thus by being responsive. innovative, technically
superior and affordable tor these autstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
wha! the customer needed. when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought o us, The proposal o the comimission to realign work to China Lake and
Ficattinny will now spli the support to speeial forces w different locanons. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in inteilectual capital that could take vears 1o
replace.

I urge vou o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from WNSWC Crane
by properly taking nto account the Returs On Investment requirements of BRAC [aw.

fery Respectfully,

BEAY S =R ‘/
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Comnmission
2521 Souh Clark Strect, Suite 60%)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

U would like to take this oppartunity to thank you for your recent visit ta NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As & concerned taxpaver | support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effcetive and affordable as
possible, [ realize that you have a very difficull joh in deciding which activitics 10 Te-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou 1o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation™s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

] have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposcd closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly follewed the law in developing recommendations. DOD w required o give
priority consideration to installations that have a high nilitary valoe ranking. Datas
available on the DOTY website (www . defenselink mil/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Cranc™s military value rating was not taken iito account proparly. which is a
viclation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including 4 hizher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet 1t is recommended thar Electromic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 sysiem be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The 1O 15 also required to take into account the refurn on investment resulting
from its closuredre- alignment reconunendations. Tnreviewing the cost data rhat js
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac. govy [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Elecironic Warlare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey I[sland. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion s eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking nto account the Military Value and Rerurn On Investment
requirenients of BRAC law,

Very Respecttully,

.
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16 Angust 2003

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Streer. Suile A0H}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admira] Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for yvour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t. Louis. T hope that the
testimony helped you realize the imporiance of Indiana Military installations, in
particelar NSWC Crane and CAAA, o our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as cffective and affordahle as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that LMD has not
followed sound judgement in making seme of 's recommendanons, Data available on
the DO website {www defenselink. mil/bracy indicates that it & golog to cost SEAOM o
move Lhe 152 people working on the ALQ-9% depot f-om NSWC Crane to NAS Windbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the inove. In addition,
information available at the Federaiion of American Scienists website (www fas.org)
seems 1o indicale that the platform for the ALQ-99. the EA-6B Prowler, will hegin 1o be
retired [rom service in the year 20100 1 find it hard o believe that it is in the bes interest
of the DO and the taxpayers 10 spend $150R 1o move 132 people doing work on a
system that is about to be remaoved from service.

I urge you to reconsider the recomemendation o re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane hy properly (aking 1nto the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively shorl remaining service lite of the equipment.

. ..Inmmﬁsiﬂ'ﬂ )
¥ery Respectfully,

AG 1R il 12
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.} Harold Gelienan
Comumissnner

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

Diear Admiral Gehman,

I would like to take this opportunity to thaok vou for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I supporn the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as cffective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testumony helped vou realize how
imnportant Indiana Miltary installations [ike Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crape Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA)Y are to our Nation's Delense and
the Globhal War On Terrorisaw

T am growing increasingly concerncd that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making #ts re-alignment recommendations. One of the main eriteria
of the BRAC process seoms 10 be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order ta
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided Lo our war
fighters. NSWC Cranc is 4 joint activity provuling products and scrvices to aill branches
of the military. Another key criieria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Miltary Valoe scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (5. E and EW) are higher than almost cvery ather DOD activity.

Onc example of a recommendanon that does not make sense is the re-aligntnent
of Ariuy S, E and EW work from Fort Momoeulh to Abcrdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which s availahle on the DOD BRAC website
{(www defenselink. mul/brach, NSWC Crape has much tigher Military Value scores rhan
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relauonship with the Army since it 1s co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-locaed to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionaily, this same logic applies to the Army
S, £ and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligped to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8, F and EW capabiliiy as well as higher Military Vaiue scores.

Anpother example of a recommendation that does not make sensc is the re-
alipgnment of §, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dihlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diwego and Dﬂm&f”‘ﬂﬁqjﬁlj’ﬂ};ﬂl} have been designated as the receiving
site for thes workload.

AUG ? 4 2008
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1 urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-glign 8. E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Cranc and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respecifully,

<
c_jfj%" ol
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16 Angust 20035

Admiral (Ret.) Hurold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Reahgnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Sutte 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like o take this opportosity to thank yvou for vour atteation to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in Si. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to cnsure that our Military operations reniain
as effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped you realize how
impartant Indiana Milary installations like Naval Surface Warlare Center (INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA} are (0 our Naton's Defense and
the Glebal War On Terrorism.

I have heen foliowmg the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment Iist was published and 1 am growing mereasingly concerned that DOLY has not
properly followed the law in developing recommmendations. The DOD is required o take
1o account the relam on investment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. In reviewine the cost data that 1s available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission webstte (www brac.gov) | have comme 1o the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 1o Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savipgs, Tt appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned 1o
Edzewond {(NSWO Crane, NSWC Dahlgren. Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvonr gencrate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahigren re-alignments cost moic than they save. 1o fact it appears that. when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a nel loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC
{’rane and NSWC Duhlgren portions of the re-alignments are clinminated!

1 urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSW Crane
by properly laking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

RHALC LOmMMmiSEion
Very Respectfully,

AUG 1y 2000 P
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Conunissionar

Base Realignment and Ciosure Cominission
2521 South Clark Street, Sulte 6000
Arlingion, VA 22202

Drear Commassioner Skinner,

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank you for vour recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southers Indiana, A a concerned taxpaver T suppor the work vou are
doing o ensure that our Milttary operations remain ax cifective and affordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficelt jobiin deciding winch activities 1o re-
align or close as pan of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you to realize
what impartant assels NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the
Global War On Terrarisni.

I have heen following the BRAL process closely since the praposed closure/re-
alignment Tist was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law m developing recommendations. The DOD s required 10 take
into aocount the return on nvestment resulting from its closure/re-ahpnment
recommendations. Crane has become 4 ane-stop shep Tor specialived weapons for our
Special Forces Warhighters. Crance did this by being responstve, innovative. technieally
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer necded, when f was needed, at o cost that was atfordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal o the commission to realign waork ro Ching Lake and
Picattinny witll now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital thar could ke vears o
replace.

I urge vou to reconsider Lhe recommendation (o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Al 1.‘,1'|1'nmxsamn
Very Respectfully
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samucl Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

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

Drear Conumissioner Skinner.,

I would Tike o take this opportumty to 1thank you for your recent vist to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ supportt the work vou arc
doing to ensure rhat our Miitary operations remain as effective and affardable as
possible. 1realize that you have a very difticult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process, [ hope that your visit helped you to realize
what importani assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are o our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alrgnment hisi was published and [ am zrowing inereasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recomimendations. DOD is reguired o give
pricnty consideration to anstallations that have a ngh military value ranking. Daty
available on the DO website (www defenselink. milfrac) leads me 1o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was nol taken inlo accoum properly. which s a
violation of BRAC law, Specthcaliy, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Elecironic Warfare work, wcloding o higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yel it 15 recomumended that Elcctronic Warfare workload
relaied 1o repatr of the ALQ-99 systern be re-aligned from NSWC Crane tao NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DO is also required 10 take inte account the return on invesimen resulting
from s closure/re -alignment recommendations. Inreviewing the cost data (hare s
avaijable on the E-Library at the BRAC Commussion webslic {(www.brac.gov) { have
come o the conclusion rhat moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not resull in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Wiudbey Island. !n other words this scepario will save DOD
even mire money if the NSWC Crane portion s eliminated!

| urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-ahgn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking ioto account the Military Value and Return On Investioent
requireients of BRAC law.

o ryrnInssion Very Respectfully,

BRAL |
g 2008 /gm/ﬁw
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Sarmuel Kaox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comemission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite &(X)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

P would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiane. As a concerned taxpayer 1 suppor the work you are
doing to cnsure that our Mititary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities toore-
altgn or close as pan of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you to realize
what Important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
{slobal War On Tertonso,

| have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closureire-
aligniment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerngd that 10D has not
properly followed the Taw in developing recommendations. DOD s required o give
priovity consideration o nsiallabions that have a high railitary value ranking, Data
available on the DOD websiie (www detenselink milibrac) leads ime 10 conclude thar
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was sl taken into account properly, which is a
vicdation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities perforiming Electronic Warfare work, including @ higher rating
thar NAS Whidbey Tsland and yet it is rccommiended that Elecironic War{ure workload
related 1o repair of the ALCQ-99 system be re-alicoed from NSWC Crane o NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DO 15 dlso requirad to take into account the relurn on investient resulting
tronm ils closurefre-alignment recommendations. inreviewing the cost data that
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Comumssion wehsite {www brac_gov) [ have
come io the conclusioen that moving the AL(9% Eleclronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Isiand does nol result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scepario are generated by re-alipming work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from Notth Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario wil save DOD
cven more money if the NSWC Crane portion is climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the recomumendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properiyv taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC faw.

"

ARAL o] FE0T Very Respectfully, .
rz'::?'__zé;,// s
R y ____-_.-"" ¥ e '1‘.-;)
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16 August 2003

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
RRAC Commissiongr

Base Realignment and Closore Commmssion
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Comnissioner Skinner,

I 'would ke 1o take this opportunity to thank vou for vour recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Souwthern Indiana. As a concerned uxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure thal our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible, I readize that vou have a verv difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped vou w realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defeose and the
Global War On Terrornisny

I have becn foliowing the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hst was published and | am growing inereastngly concerned that DO has not
properiy foliowed the Jaw in developing recommendations. The DOD s required (o 1ake
ey account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommunendations, Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warhighters. Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, technmcally
supertor and affordable for these owtstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer necded, when it was needed. at a cost that was affordable. more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to readizn work w Ching Lake and
Picattinny will now sphit the support 1o special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in tntellectual capital that could take years to
replace.

T urge vou to reconsider the recoinmendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On investment requireiments of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,
- ff""’ )

BHAT A hunmission i'_:'__,?[::c__.( ,'_'3(3
e
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16 August 2005

Admrral {Ret.) Harold Gehman
COmImissiner

Base Reahenment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60H)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like to Lake this opportunity to thank you for your atlention 1o the
delegation from Indiang during the receat BRAC Hearing in Si. Lows. [ hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAA A to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisnt. As a concerned raxpayer I suppon the work vou are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
Tave & very difficolt job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
ahgnment hst was published and 1 am prowing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
fiollowed sound judgemnent in making some of it's recommendations. Data avalatse on
the DOD wehsite (www.defepseline. milfhrac) indicates that it s poing (0 cost S130M 1o
mave the 132 people working on the ALD-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www_fas oryg)
seems (o indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the LA-61 Prowler, will begin 10 be
retired from service in the vear 20000, 1 find 1t hard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the 12012 and Lthe Laxpayers to spend $130M o move 152 people doing work on a
system that 15 about 10 be removed from service.

1 urge you to teconsider the recommendation W re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved i this re-alichment and the
relatively short remaining scrvice life of the equipment.

Very Respectfuliy,

BHar .|H'|h"~"|-_’:"_|3iﬂn Q )
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret) Harold Gehman
Commissionar

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Streer, Suite 60}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Adimiral Gehman:

1 would like to take this opportunity (o thank you for yoor attention to the
delegauon from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing 1n St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work ycu are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope thal the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Amenunition Activity {CAAA)Y are to our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

[ am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properiy followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recornmendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems (o be the creation of joint ceniers of excellence in order Lo
improve aur ctficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our wir
fighters. NSWC Cranc is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the mititary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Military Value scores fior NSWC Crane in the arca of Sensors. Electromes and
Elcctronic Warfare (5, F and EW) are higher than almost every other DOL activity.

Ome example of a recommendation that docs not make sense ts the re-alignmen
ol Army 5, E and EW work from Font Monmoath to Aberdesn Proving Groumds,
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analyvsis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
{www.defenselink. muil/brach, NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working celationship with the Army since it s co-located with CAAA. Ifthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds., Additionally. this sume logic applies 1o the Army
S.E and EW work being relocated froim Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint S, L and EW capahitity as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
ahignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Wartare sites at Charleston
and San [nego 1o NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego ﬂf]q Dahlgeen and shouid have been designated as the recciving
site for this worklead. &

AlG 7 - 2
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[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation w re-align 8. E and EW workload 1o
sites other than NSWC Cranc by properly taking into account the joint capabedldy of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well ay the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,

\



16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret1.) Hareld Gehman
Commissionar

Base Realignment and Closure Comnission
2521 South Clark Streer. Suite 600
Arlington, ¥ A 223202

Dear Admiral Gehmar:

I wouk! like (o take this opporunity to thank you for your atiention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing n St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordablc as possible. [ hope that the testimony helped you realize how
tmportant Indiana Military instaliations ke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are (o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

1 have been [ollowing the BRAC prowess closely since the proposed closure/re-
alighment list was published and [ am growing increastngly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOLY is required 1o tuke
into account the return on vestment resulting from s closoure/re-alignment
recommendat:ons. In reviewng the cost data that is available on the E-Librasy at the
BRAC Comnussion website {www.brac.eov) ! have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crune 10 Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoird, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvolr generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crape and
NSWC Dahlgren re-aligminents cost more than they save. Tn fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings, In other words the only way this scenario will save money 15 11 the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahigren portions of the re-alignments arc eliminated!

I urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NAWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Fearss - F)
BHLL * mTESIn v L{} Respectfull

AG 1 2008

ficeeved \



['6 Aupust 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner

BR AL Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Sue 60K)
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like (o take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane. CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned Laxpayer I support the work yvou are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. I realize that you have a very difficalt job in deciding which activities to rc-
ahgn or ¢lose as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that your visit helped you 1o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Cilobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC provess closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment hst was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO is required to take
ey gecount the retum on investment resulting {rom its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop {or speclalized weapons for our
Speciul Forces Warfighters, Crane did this {1y being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable ifor these outstanding soldiers. Az our reputalion for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was necded, at a cost thar way affordable, more work
was brought ta us. The proposal to the comunission o realien work {0 China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the suppor o special forces to different locations. This wiil add
cost, teduce efficiency and cause a loss 1 miellectual capital that could take years to

replace.

I urge vou to reconsider the recommepdation Tonre-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return £n Investmgnt reguirements of BRAC law.
. *r‘-

BRAC Urnmission

AG ¢ - 2009
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samue! Knox Skinner
BRAC Comrmssinner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sourh Clark Street, Suoite 606
Arlington. ¥V 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I wouid like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations retoain as effective and aftordable as
passible. ] realize that you have a very ditficull job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what itnportant asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process clusely since the proposed closureire-
alignmaent list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that IO has not
properly tollowed the law in developing reconumendations. TXOD is required to grve
priority consideration o installations that have a high oulitary value ranking. Data
avallable on the DOD websie (www . defenselink. milfbrac) leads me 1o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s mulitary value rating was not taken into account properly. which is a
violatien of BRAC law, Specifically. NSWOU Crane has one of the highest muliary valoe
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warlare work, including a higher rating
Lthan NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended that Electromie Warfare workload
related 10 repalr of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The IH2D is also required to take into account the refurm on investment resolting
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac.gov) I have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warlare workload 1o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings, It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligming work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Tsland, In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion js chiminated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recommenfation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into accounl the Military Vjalue and Return (n Invesimem

o SHERAGEY

Vory Respéctfully,

AUG 2 & 2005

Hecervod



16 August 205

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Comniissioncr

Base Realignment and Closure Comumission
2521 South Clark Street, Suile 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Cormmussioner Skinner,

| would like to take this opportunity 1o thank you for youor recent visit to NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpaver T support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and atfordable as
possible. Trealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what traportant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA arc to our Nation’s Delense and Lhe
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and § am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD 15 required 1o 1ake
ey account the return on nvestment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations Crane has hecone a one-stop shap for speciabized weapons for our
Special Forces Wurfighters. Crane chd this by being responsive, innovative, 1echnjcally
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was necded. at s cost that was affordable. more work
was brought to us. The praposal to the commission to realign work 10 China T.ake and
Preattinny will now split the support to special forces to ditterent locations, This will add
cosl, teduce efficiency and cause a loss in inlellectual capital that could take vears o

replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Retvrn On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

REAL - Aanmssion

AUG 1= 206
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10 August 2(05

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commisstoner

Base Realignment and Closure Comenission
2521 South Clark Street, Suile 6(K)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

1 would like to take this npportunity (o thank yvou tor your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southert Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations resmain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 rcalize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Natjon’s Detense and the
Giobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/fte-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law 1n developing recommendations. DO s required to give
priotiy consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data
availabe on the DO webste {www delenselink nuibbrac leads me w canclude that
NSWC Crune’s military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is g
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military valuc
ratings of all acuvities performming Electronic Warfare work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Tstand and vel it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related w repair of the ALQ-9Y system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey [sland.

The OD 15 also required to take inlo account the return on investment resulting
from its closure/re-aligniment recommendations. [n reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Cominission website (www brac.gov} | have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-9% Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey [sland does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are gencrated by re-aligning work within Whidbey [sland and moving work
from North Island, CA 1o Whidbey Island. In other words ths scenario wiil save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion 15 eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the reconunendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Valoe and Return On Investinent
requirements of BRAC faw.

BRAC Comridseion Very Respoctfully

AUG /- 2005

Hevereea




16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commisswngr

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

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

[ would ke to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit 10 NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Sovthemn lndiana, Ax a concerned taxpaver | support the work you arc
doing o ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize that you have a very difficuit job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of e BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to realizce
what imporiant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Natwon's Defense and ihe
Global War On Terrorism,

I have been fillowing the BRAC process clnsely since the proposed closurefre-
ahgniment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that IXOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The 120D s required 1o take
into aecount the return on investment resulting from its closare/re-aligmment
recommendations. Crane has become a anc-stop shopr for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to vs. The proposal 10 the commission to realign woik to China Lake and
Picattinay will now split the suppuort to special forees to different locations. This will udd
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss 1w inteliectual capital that could take vears to

replace.

1 urge vou to reconsider the recomnmendation o re-align work from NSWO Crane
hy property taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAL faw.

Very Respectiully,
g e _
f ol p L0 't-l&emq-»-png/mmﬂum
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knos Skinver
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Scanh Clark Street, Suite 604
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Comunissioner Skinner,

T would like to take this opportugity to thask you for vour recent vasit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
duing 1o ensure that our Military operations rermam as elfectuve and affordable as
possible. T realize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1 re-
align or close as parl of the BRAC process. [ hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Uetense and the
Global War On Tercorism

I bave been (ollowing the BRAL process elosely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recomruendations. DOD is required 1o give
pronry consideration fo mstallations that have a high military value ranking. Data
available on the DOD website Dwww delenselink milfbrac) leads me wr conclude that
NESWC Crane’s mihtary value rating wis not iaken inta account properly., which is a
violation of BRAC law, Specifically, NSW( Cranc has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Elecrronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet 1t is recommiendead that Flectronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALL)-9Y sysiem be re-aligned from NSWC Crane o NAS
Whidbey [sland.

The DOD s also required o take into account the returm on investment resulting
from its closurefre-alignment recommendations, o teviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commussion website {www . brac, gov) | have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Wurfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears thar all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
trom North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money 1§ the NSWC Crane portion is climinated!

1 urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking o account the Militury Value and Return On Investment
reguircments of BRAC Jaw,

RRA Ui s M \'rﬁl'}' Rﬂ'ﬁpt‘ﬁtfﬂ”}", ‘
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16 Aogust 2005

Admiral (Ret.y Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Reahignmem and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Stroet, Suite 600
Arlingron, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

! would like 1o rake this opportuaity to thank you for your attention ta the
delegation from Indiana during the recemt BRAC Hearing in St, Louis, | hope that the
testimony helped vou realize the timporance of Indrana Miliary installations, in
particular NSWC Cranc and CAAA, to our Nation™s Defense and the Global War Qg
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpaver 1 support the work you are doing to ensare that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1 re-align ot close as parl of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposced ¢losure/re-
alignment Tist was published and [ am growing increasingly concerncd that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of ity recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website (www detenselink nul/bracy mdicates that it is going to cost $150M 10
move the 152 people working on the ALD-99 depot Tom NSWC Crane 1o NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 3!M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists wehsite {www fus org)
secns to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retircd from service in the year 2010, 1 find it hard 10 believe that it is in the best intercst
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that 8 about to be removed from service.

T urge you to reeonsider the recomenendation to re-ajiyn the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking imu the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipinent.

Very Respectfully,

) \
o
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ker.} Harold Gehman
Commissionar

Basc Realignment and Closure Conmmission
2521 South Clark Sireet, Suite 600
Arlineton, VA 22202

Diear Admaral Gehman;

I would like 1o take this oppottummy to thank you for yvour attention to the
delegation from Indwana during the recent BRAC Hearlng in St. Louis. As a concerned
Ltaxpayer | support the work you are doing to epsure that our Military operations remain
as effective and atfordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Mihlitary installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (INSWC)
Cranc and Crane Army Ammunmition Activity (CAAAY are w our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisn.

I am growing mereasingly concerned thal the DOD has not properly followed the
selection crileria in making us re-alignment recomimendations, One of the main crieria
of the BRAC process seems 1o be the creation of joint centers of excellence i ordet to
improve our efficiency while maintaming ihe quality of serviee provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane s a joint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the mmiitary. Another key criterta of the BRAC process cenlers on Military Valuc.
The Military Value scores tor NSWC Crane on the area of Sensors, Flectronics and
Electronic Warfare (8. £ and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One example of a recoramendation that does not make sense s the re-alignment
of Army 5. € and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Jatnt Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 20035, which 1s 2vailahie on the BOD BRAC website
{www.defenselink amlfbrac s, NSWC Crane has much hrgher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, [n addition, NSWC Crane aiready
has 2 close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdecn Proving Grounds. Additionaily. this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Beivoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
cxisting joint 5, E and EW capahiiity as well as mgher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of 8, FE and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Duhlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dablgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload.
ERAC U inmmiesion
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Iorge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, I and EW workicad to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joinl capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectinlly,

/ \



16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comniission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60K
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

i would like 10 take this opportenity to thank you for your adention to the
delegation from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis, As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military opurations remain
as effective and affordable us possible. 1 hope rthat the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations Iike Naval Surface Warfare Center (INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

T have been following e BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alipnenent list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly lollowed the law n de \Q]Op]l‘l” recornmendations. The DO §s required to take
mto account the return on investment resulting from its ¢losure/te-aligiument
recommendations. 1n reviewing the cost data that 1s available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Conunission websile Cvww brac gov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chenuical and Biologiwcal workload from NSWO Crane 10 Fdgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cosl savings. Tt appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (INSWC Crane, NSWC Txhleren, Falls Choreh and Fort Belvorr). only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return onanvestient.  The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact n appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood resull o a net loss rather than nel
gavings. In ofher words the only way this secnario will save maney is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-ulignments are eliminaied!

1 arge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Retum On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Rmpecttul]v

Hoeceiud
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.} Harold Gehiman
Commissiongr

Base Realignment and Closure Commmssion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 604)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

[ would hke to take this opportonity to thank you for your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. 1 hope thal the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War (n
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work vou are doing to ensure that our
Milnary operations remain as effective and affurdable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficolt job in deciding which activities 10 re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRACT process ¢losely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing mcreasingly concerngd that 2DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of s recommendations. Jata available on
the DOD website (www.defenselink milfbrac) indicates that it is going w cost $150M to
mave the 152 people workmg on the ALG-99 depot from MSWC Crane 1o NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly S1M per person for the move. In addition,
wtormmation available at the Federation of American Scientists website {www fas.org)
seems 1o indicate that the plarform for the ALQ 99 the FA-6B Prowler. will begin to be
retired from serwice in the year 20010, T find it hurd to believe that it 15 in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers 1o speod 5150M 1o move 152 people domg work on a
system that is about 1o be removed from service.

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALG-99 work from
NSWC Cranc by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatﬁ?ﬁlf short remnaining service hife of the equipment.

ALt 'r}f]]l1]]53iﬂn

AlUG 24 2005 Very Respectiully,
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16 August 20045

Admirat (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commussion
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 60K
Arhington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehmang

I would like to take this opportunity (o thank vou for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t. Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work you are doing 10 ensore that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. | hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
impornant Indigna Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSW)
Crane and Crane Army Ammuanition Activity (CAAA) are 1o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisni

[ am growing increasingly concerned that the DOL has not properly followed the
selection criteria 1 making its re-alignnent recommendations, One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence i arder o
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided 10 our war
fighters, NSWC Cranc is 4 joint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military.  Apother key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Milwtary Value scores for NSWC Crane inthe area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electrome Warfare (S, F and EW) are lagher than almost every other DOD activity,

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth (o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dared 19 May 20035, which is available on the DOD BRAC websie
{(www defepselink mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWU Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since 18 co-located with CAAA, 1 the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workioad should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S5, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fart Belvoiwr workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scorcs.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense Is the re-
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
CharlestopgSantiegasmdDahlzren and should have heen designated as the receiving
site for this workload.

AdG 2 2000
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Turge you 1o reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align S, F and EW workload 10
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking inte account the joint capability of
NEWC Crane and CAAA as well as the XODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully,

7/1 W{/gﬁ{iﬁmb



BRAL ConirnlesioT

16 August 2005

AUG 73 2008
Admiral {Ret.y Harold Gehman _ i
Cormmissioner AeCeNVD 1

Rase Realigninent and Closure Cormmission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman;

[ would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for vour attention to the
delzgarion from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Heaning in 5t Louws. T hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particelar NSWC Crane and CAAA. 0 our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Teriorism, As a concerned taxpaver [ support the work vou are doing o ensure that aur
Military operations refmain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you
hawve a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or closg as part of the
BRAC process,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment hist was published and ! am growing inereasingl. concerned that DOTY has ot
followed sound dgement in making some of itUs reconmunendations. Pata available on
the DOD website (www.defenselink. mil/brach indicates that it 15 going to cost $130M o
mose (he 152 people working on the AT.Q-929 depot fFrom NSWC Crane 10 NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 31 M per person for the move. In addition,
information available al the Federation of American Scientists website (www. fas.arg)
seems (o indicate thai the platforn for the ALD-Y9, the EA-GB Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 20010, [ find o hard 10 belicve thai it is in the best inierest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend 5 150M womove 152 people doing work on a
system thal is ahout to be remaved from service.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align the ALQ-99 work tram
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alipniment and the
relatively short renitining serviee life of the equipment.




16 August 2003

Admiral {Eet) Harold Gehiman BEAC Commivsion
Commssioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission AUG 2 & 2005
2521 South Clark Street, Suste 600
Arlington, VA 22202

fleceved

Dear Admiral Gebman:

L would like to take thas opportunity 1o thank you tor vour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louw. As a concerned
taxpayer I snppon the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. ! hope that the testimony heiped you realize haw
important [ndiana Military installations hke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammuniion Activity {CAAAY} are 1o our Nation's Defense and
the (lobal War On Temonsim.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment hist was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required o take
e account the return on invesiment resulting from its closure/re-aligniment
recommetilations. In seviewing the cost data thut is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conchision that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Cranc 10 Edgewood in Maryland does
not result inany cost savings. I appears thay, of the four sites betng re-aligned to
Edgewoond (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlpren, Falls Charch and Fort Belvoirl, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir senerate any return o investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dablpren re-alignments cost mote than they save, In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments 1o Edgewood result in a net loss rather then net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are elirninated!

! urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-ahgn work from NSWC Crune
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requireimenis of BRAC law.

/(/’f“(f



16 August 2005

RRA[.' e
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner LT
BRAC Comnuissioner Al 5
Base Realignment and Closure Conunission UG 24 2005
2521 Sowh Clark Strect. Suite 600 Pora:
. . volalved
Arlingron, VA 22202 '

Dear Commissioner Skinner.,

L would bke wo take this opportunity o thank you for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficull job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that vour visit belped you 10 realize
what important asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
altgnroent list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned thet DOD has nat
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO i required 1o take
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. {rane has become a one-ston shap tor specialized weapons for our
Special Farces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding solidiers. As our repitation for delivering
what the customer needed. when 1 was neaded. Gt 2 cos that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commssion to realign work 1o China Lake and
Meattitiny will now sphit the support to special foroes to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss m intellectual capiral thut could take years to
replace.

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking info account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,




RBEAS Crvimizeton

16 August 2005 AUG ¢4 2005
Admiral (Ret.} Harald Gehman Rectived -
Commuissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comntission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 605
Arbngton. ¥A 22202

Dear Admiral Gebman:

I would like 1o take this opportunny o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the jecent BRAC Hearing in St. Lows. Ax a concerned
taxpayer | suppert the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Miliary instailations like Nuval Suriace Warfare Center (NSWCh
Crane and Crane Army Ammuomnition Activity {CAAA) are to our Nation’s Delense and
the Global War On Terrornisin,

¥ am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
seiection criterta in making its re-alignment recommendations. Ooe of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems to be the crearion of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaming rhe guality of service provided 1o our war
fighters. NSWC Cranc is a joim activity providing products and services 1o all branches
of the military. Another keyv crieria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Military Valuce scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electrames and
Electronic Warfare (8, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity,

One example of 4 recommendation that does not miake sense s the re-alisnment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Moumouth o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which 15 available on the DOD BRAC website
(www defenselink. mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it i co-located with CAAA, T¥the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
mstead of Aberdecn Proving Grounds. Additionaliy, this same logic applies 1o the Army
8, L and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvor to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workkad should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Cranc has
existing yoint 5, E and EW capahility as well as igher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that docs not make sense is the re-
ahgnment of 8§, k and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren, NSWC Crape has higher Mihtary Value scores than
Charieston, San Diegn and Dahleren and should have been designated as the receiving
sie for this workload.



[ urge vou to reconstder e recommendation to re-align 5. E and EW workload 1o
sies other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joinr capabality of
WSWC Crane and CAAN as well as the DODx own Military Value scortng analysis.




- taminT
QEAC CammIEs

Fo August 2005 S——
The Honorable Samue! Knox Skinner

BRAC Commussioner

Base Realignment and Cilosure Commisston

252] South Clark Street, Suite 60X

Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Commimssioner Skinner,

T waould hike o take this oppertumily to thank you {or vour recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Soulhern ludiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable s
possible. [realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to ve-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWE Crane and CAAA are to aur Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terronsm.

I have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T ant growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly tollowed the law 1o developing recommendations. The DOD s required Lo take
Into account the return on investment resalting from its closure/re-ulignment
recornmendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapans for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by heing responsive, innovative. technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As onr reputation tor delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed, ar a cost that was affordable, more work
was hrought to us. The proposal to the compussion to realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support 1o special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cuvse a loss in inreliectoal capilal that could Lake vears (o
replace.

[ urge you W reconsider the recormmendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking mto account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

RRAC Cnramisrinn

Very Respecifuily.

G 15 200

Hecmved M’{:’é{'b{ l}f/ﬁ?‘fam



16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox SKinner REAC Commissinn
BRAC Commisstoner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission AUG 2 4 2005
2521 South Clark Stree, Suite &0

Arhington, VA 222012 Reatenoed

Dear Commussioner Skinner,

I would tike 1o take this opportunity (o thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southyrn Indlana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficulr job in deciding which activities to re-
align ot close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what important assets NSWC Cranc and CAAA are to our Naton's Defense and 1he
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed clasure/re-
alignmemnt list was published and ! am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly foliowed the law in developing reecomunendstions, DOD s reguired to give
priority consideration to installations that have a igh military value ranking. Data
available on the DOLy websie (www . defenselink mikbrac) leads e to conclude that
NSWC Cranc’s military value rating was nof taken info accouni properly, which 1s a
violation of BRAC law. Speerfically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activitics performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it s recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re alizned from NSWO Crane 1 NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOD is also required to {uke 1nto acenunt the return on Investment resuling
from its closurefre-alignment recommendations.  In reviewing the cost data that s
available on the E-Library at ihe BRAC Comumssian website (www.brac. govy [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workoad 1o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result n any cost savings. It appears that al} of the savings in
this scenario are gencrated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey [sland. In other words this scenarig will save DD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crune
by properiy taking mto account the Miliary Value and Return On Tnvestment
requirelnents of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

Atk Wt



16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehiman
Commnssioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comenission
2521 Sowuth Clark Street, Suite 6
Arlinpton, VA 22202

Digar Adimiral Gehrman:

1 would hike 1o 1ake this opportunicy (o thand vou Cor your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. T hope that the
testimony heiped you realize the importance of Tndiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nanan's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism, As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing 16 ensure thal our
Mibitary operations remam as cifective and affordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difiicull job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have heen foliowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement i making some of 1t°s recomnicndations. Data available on
the DO website {www . defensclink. mil/hrac) indwcates that it is going to cost $150M to
mine the 132 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSW Crane to NAS Whudbey
tsland. That eguals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
miormaton available al the Federation of American Scientists website {www . fas org)
scems 1o indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99. the FEA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2040, T Hod it hard to belicve that it is i the best interest
of the DOD und the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 peopie doing work on a
system that s about to be removed from service.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs tnvolved in this re-alignmem and the
relatively shon remaining service life of e equipment.

Very Respectiully,

BRAC Commission Mﬂjﬂ g . ﬁ/(ﬁuj

AUG 2 & 2005

f{eceivagd



BRAV Conninnigzinn

16 August 2005 AUG 2 4 2008
Adnural {Ret) Harold Gehman Hoenived
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60X

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admirz] Gehman;

1 would iike 1o 1ake this opporiouity to thank you for your aitention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 51, Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing 1o ensurc that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that 1he testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammonition Activity ({CAAA) are 1o our Nation's Defense and
the Giobal War On Terrorism.

[ am growing increasingly concerned that the DOTY has not properly followed the
selection eriteria in malang is re-atipnment recommendations. Coe of the main criteria
of the BRAC process sgams 1o he the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is  joint activity providing products and services 1o i) brunches
of the mitlitary, Another key criteria of the BRAC process cemers on MiRary Vaiue.
The Military Vailuc scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfure (5. E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One example of a recommendation that does not make seise is the re-aligriment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fornt Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysts and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
{www defenselink, rilfbrac), NSW Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Mommouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. Ifthe
BRAC criteria are foilowed properiy. this workload should be re-located (0 NSWC Crane
mstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Addiionatly, this same logic applies w the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Ford Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belveir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, FE and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores,

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sensc s the re-
alignment of §, £ and EW workload Irom Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego 1o NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlzren and should have been designated as the recelving
sie for this workioad.



Iurge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workload o
sites other than NSWC Crane by properiy taking inro aceount the joinl capability of
NSEWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DOTs own Militury Value scoring analysis.

VE!'}" R{“Lpatm]]}



BRAC Comnmstizgion
16 Aggzust 2005

Admiral (Ret ) Harold Gebman AUG ¢+ 2005
Comntissioner Heorivou
Base Realipnment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clurk Soreet, Suue 600

Arlington. VA 22202

Pear Admiral Gehman;

T would tike toy take this opportunity 10 thank you tor your attenuion 1o the
delegation from lndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 8t. Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer I suppent the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
ag effective and affordable as possible. 1 hopwe that the testimony helped you realize how
important indiana Military instailations [ike Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Anununition Activity iCAAA) arc to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

T have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre:
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concernad that DOD has not
propetly followed the law in developing recammendations. The DO is required (o take
mlo account the retum on mvestnient resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recomemendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the L-Library at the
BRAC Comnussion website {www brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that movine
Chemical and Binlogical workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood 1o Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. 1 appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned 1o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoar), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir senerate any retur on investinent. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignmens cost e than they save, In fact i appears that. when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is 1f the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portwons of the re-alignments are eliminated!

[ urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation 1o re-ahgn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment reguirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

) /|
l{,ffmi;-ﬂﬂf y J “ (if «}‘



16 August 2005 HRAL i s10m
The Honorahle Sarmuel Knox Skinner

BRAC Commissioner AUG 7 & 2005
Base Realignment and Closure Cormumnission Recorved

2321 Souith Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Commissioner Skinner,

1 wouid like (o take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Scuthern Indlana. As a cancerned taxpayer ! support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. [ realize that vou have a very difficult job in dectding which activities w re-
align or close as part of the BRAL process. 1 hope that vour vistt belped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing incressingly concerned ihat 3O has not
properly fallowed the law in developing recorninendations. The DOT) is required to take
nto account the reiurn on nvestment resulting from its closure/re-alighinent
recomumendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, lechmically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. Ax our reputation for dehivering
what the customer needed. when 1 was needed, ar 2 cost that was affordable. more work
was brought to us, The proposal 1o the commmsion to reabign work 1o China Take and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forees w different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take vears to
replace,

[ urga you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properiy taking into account the Return On Investrment requircenents of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

(o7~



BEAU L ancrins=ion
16 Aupust 20805

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner AUG £ 4 2005
BRAC Commissioner Leceived
Base Realignment and Closure Conunission

2521 South Clark Sirect, Suite 600

Arlinglon, ¥ A 22202

Dear Comuntssioner Skinner,

I wouid like to take this opportunity to thank you {or vour recent visit 10 NSW{
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indrana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that cur Military operations rermain as effective and affordahle as
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult joh in deciding which acrivitics 10 re-
ahgn or close as part of the BRAC process. ! hope that yvour visit helped vou to realize
what important asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the
Global War On Termorisni,

I hove been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
ahgnment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly foliowed the taw in developing reeommendations, DOD s reguired to give
priory constderation uy insiallations that have a high nulitary value ranking. Data
available on the DOD wehsiie (www detenselink milfbrach leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’™s military value rating was not taken into account properly, which 1s a
viplanion of BRAC law. Specificaily, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activiies performing Electronic Warfare wark, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island und ver n s recommicnded that Eiectrome Warfare workload
related to repair of the AL(3-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Jsland.

The TOD is also required to fuke into account the return on investment resuliing
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commmssion website (www.brac.gov) [ have
come (o the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electromic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligring work within Whidbey Isiand and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Isiund, In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated’

[urge you ta reconsider the reconunendation to re-align work from NAWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Invesi memt
requirements of BRAC Taw.

Very Respectfully,

(P



16 August 2005

The Honorable Samue]l Knox Skinner
BRAC Conmumssioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comnussion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I'would like to take Lhis opportunity to thank you for vour recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana, As a concerned taxpayer Usupport the work you are
doing o ensure that our Muitary operations rematn as effective end affordable as
possible, 1realize that you have a very difficult jobin deciding which activitics to re-
align or close as pant of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped vou Lo realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Natuon's Delensc and the
(lobal War On Terronism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed ciosurefre-
ahgnment hist was published and I am prowing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendaiions. The DO is required to rake
inte account the return on nvestment resalting from ity closurefre-alignment
reconunendations, Crane has become 4 one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Spectal Forces Warfighters. Crance did this by being responsive, mnovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
whar the custoner needed, wihen it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny wili now split the sapport 1o special torees to different Jocations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a Toss in intellectual capital thai could take vears to
replace.

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from WNSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On [nvestroent reguirements of BRAC faw.

Very Respectfuily,

BRAC Cnmmizsion /}l‘?—ﬂ_.ﬂy __/},(,x_—f/f /‘(J(‘—Mf{"

AUG 2 4 2005

Plociod



16 August 2003
i PEai Commizsion
The Honorable Samuci Knox Skinner

BRAL Commissioncr s 2005
Base Realipnment and Closure Commission UG 28
2521 Sowoth Clark Street, Suite 604} Focutt el

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Commissioner Skinner,

T would hike 1o 1ake this opponunity to thank vou for vour recent visit to NSWC
Crune, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T support the work you are
doing to ensure that owr Military cperations reniin as eftective and affordahie as
possible. Trealize that you have a very dificult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. Thope that your visit helped yvou to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Delensc and the

Global War On Terrorisim

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignraent lst was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly tollowed the law in developing recommenditions. POD is reguired to give
priority consideration to nstallations that have a high ralitary value ranking. Data
available oo the DOD website (www . defensclink mivbrac) leads me 10 conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken irto account properly. which is a
vinlation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Cranc has one of the highest mulitary vaiue
ratings of all activities perfornuns Electronic Warfare work. including & ngher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it 18 reconunended that Electronic Warfare workload
related 1o repair of the ALGQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane 10 NAS

Whidbey Isiand.

The DD 15 abso required to take into account the return on investment resulting
from its closurefre alignment recommendations, L reviewing the cost date that s
avaulable on the E-Library at the BRAC Comnassion website {www brac zov) T have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in anv cost savings. It appears that all of the savings
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even mote moncy if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

J Grge you o reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
hy properly taking inte account the Military Value and Return On Invesiment
requirements of BRAC law.

issi Very Respectfully.
pRA(C Comonssion ¥ Resp \

- 'zm /I'}?_acm.q_% :;’5{__{% A\J ey ‘:L.{_._\,v'/;
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16 Augost 2005

Adnuiral {Bety Harodd Gehman
Commssioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 6K)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman,

1 would like to take this opportunity o thank you for your altention 1o the
delegation from fndiana during the recent BRAC Dearing in St. Louis. ) hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA 10 our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisin. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing Lo ensuare that our
Military operations remain as cttective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficult job is deciding which activitics e re-align or ¢lose as part of the
BRAC process,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the propased closore/re-
alignment 1ist was published and 1 am growine increasingly concerned that DO has noc
followed sound judgement in making some ol it's recommendatioms. Dara available an
the DOD website (www . defenselink. mil/brac) indicates that it is going 10 cost S130M to
mave the 152 people working un the ALQ-99 depot from KSWC Crane 10 NAS Whidbey
[sland. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. 1n addition.
imformation available ar the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas org)
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin 1o be
retired from service in the year 20101 1 tind it hard to believe that it 1= 1o the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers 10 spend S150M to move 152 people doiag wark on a
systemn that 15 about to be removed from service.

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation w re-ahgn the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly laking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively shost remaining service lile of the equipment.

Yery Respecttully,

BRAC Cammizsini %""""“LL—}JQ;
AV 7 2003
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Sireel. Suie HH)
Arlington, YA 22202

Dear Comumissioner Skinner,

1 would like to take this apporiunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crune, CAAA and Southern Indiana, As a concerped taxpayer 1 suppon the work you are
doing to cosure that our Military operations remain as effective and aftordable as
possible. 1 realize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which aclivitics to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the

Clobal War On Tereorism.

T have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/Te-
alignnent list was publishied and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD s required wo give
priocity consideration to installations that have a bigh rmilitary valoe ranking. Data
available on the DOD websic {www defenselink . milibrac) Jeads me 1o conclode that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken oo account properfy, which 1s a
vielation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane bas onc of the highest mifitary value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warlare work, including a higher rating
thatt NAS Whidbey lsland and yet it s recomumended that Electronic Wafare workioad
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system he re-ahigned from NSWC Crane o NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DOAD is wlso required (o take info account the return on investment resulting
from its closure/re-ahignment recosumendations, Inreviewing Lhe cost data that is
available on the E-Library al the BRAC Commussion website {www.brac.gov} [ have

e o e e TR 1O the conclusing that movine the A LO-93 Blerivnnic Warfare, worglaad 10 NAS, .—

Whidbey Island does not result in any cosi savings. 1t appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated hy re-aligning work within Whidbey Jsland and moving work
from North Island, CA 10 Whidbey lsland. {n other words this scenanio will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion 1 ehiminared!

| urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-ahgn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

BF\-:\C Flﬂmn'l.! :'-'c;lf'l‘,",

wocewed



16 August 2005 _
PBRALU o Eaien
Adimiral (Ret)) Hurold Gehman

Commissioner AU - - 2009
Buase Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 604
Arlington, YA 22202

Rocoivan

Dear Admiral {ehrman;

T would hke to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing 1o 51 Louis. As a concerned
taxpaver 1 support the work vou ae doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. ¥ hope that the 1estimony helped vou realize how
importast Indiana Milary installabions like Naval Suriace Warlare Center ENSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity ({CAAA) are o our Nation™s Defernse and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I am growing ipcreasingly concerned that the DO has not properly followed rhe
selection crieria i making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main enteria
of the BRAC process scems to be the creation of joint centers of cacellence s order 1o
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 15 a joind activity providing products and services 1o all branches
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Valae.
The Military Value scores tor NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are tugher thao almost every other DOD acuviry,

One example of a recotnmendation that does not make scnse is the re-aligament
of Army 8. E and EW work from Fort Mommouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According 10 the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analvsis and Recomnuwendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is available on the DOD BEAC websie
fwww . defenselink mil/brac), NSW Crane has much higher Mitilary ¥alue scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since i is co-located with CAAA. Mithe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crape
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Aroy
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-ahigned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
extsting joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment o' 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Dhego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has ngher Military Value scores than
Charleston. San Diego and Duhlgren and should have been destgnated ay the receiving
she for this workload.



I urge you to ceconsider the recomme ndation o re-align 8, E and EW workioad o
ses other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NEWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectiully,



b6 August 20035

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehuman
Commissioner

Rase Realighment and Closure Comntissicn
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman;

I would like to take this opporunity to thank you for vour at{ention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing i St. Lonis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppont the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hope that the tostimony helped you realize hiw
empontant Indiana Midnary installuteons Jike MNaval Surface Warfare Center (INSW()
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are o onr Nation's Detense and
the Global War On Terronsm.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that BOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD s reguired to 1ake
e account the return on investment resulting from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations, In reviewing the cost duta that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission wehsite (www. brac gov) [ have come to the conclision that moving
Chenucal and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Muryland does
not result o any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sies beiny re-aligned Lo
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retwen on investment, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignmwents cost more than they save. In fuct v appears that. when
added topether. the four re-alignments 1o Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings, In other words the only way this scenariy will save money is il U NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahigren portions of the re-aligninents are elinunated!

Turge you to reconsider the reconmunendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment reguirements of BRAC law,

BRAC Conmimission Very Reapcu fully,

AUG 2 5 2009

Hecolved



16 August 2005

The Honorahle Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Comumnissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commssion
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 6K}
Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Commissionar Skinner,

Pwould like wo1ake this opportunity tithank you for your recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpaver T support the waork you are
doing to ensurc thal our Military operations remain gs effective and alfordable as
possthle. T realize that vou have a very diffrcab job in deciding which activilies to re-
align or close as part of the BRAT process. Thope that your vist helped you to realize
whal important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrortsn.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closureste-
alignment list was published and ! am growing ncreasingly concerned that IHOD has not
properly followed the taw in developing recommendations. The DOD is required o take
info account the return on nvestiment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. Cranc has become & one-stop shap for specialized weapons for our
Special Forees Warfighters. Crane did ths by being responsive, imnovative. 1echnically
superior and alfordable for these outstanding soldiers. As ouwr reputation for delivening
what the customer needed, when 1t was needed, at a cost that was affordable. more work
was browght to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work (o China Lake and
Ficattiny will now split the suppord wo special forces 1o different locations. This will adid
cost, reduce efficiency and cause 4 loss in ateliectual capital thal covld take years to

replace.

I urge yvou to reconsider the recommendation o re-alizn work trom NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Keturn On investment requirements of BRAC law.

Viry Respectiully

Ele. -

KREAC Cummission

AUG - 2

Ferowved



16 August 20003

The Honorahle Samuoel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissinner

Buse Realignment and Closere Conumission
2521 Souwh Clark Stecct, Suire 604
Arlington, VA 222012

Dear Conunissioner SKinner,

T would ltke to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayei | suppont the work vou are
doing 1o ensure {hat our Muitary operations remain as effective and affordable as
passible. [ reslize thal vou have a very difficull job in deciding which activities 1o re
align er close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you 1o realize
what important assels NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Glohal War On Temmonsn

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment fist was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD s required w give
priority consideration to installations rhat bave 4 high nelitary value ranking, Data
available on the DOD website {(www delenselink mildbracy leads me to conelude that
NSWC Crane™s mmlitary value raling was not taken inlo account properly, which 1s a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest milicary value
Tatings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including i hizher rating
than WAS Whidbey Island and vet it 1s recommended that Elcctronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned irom NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbcy Island.

The DOD is also reyuired o take into account Lhe returm on iavestmeni resulting
from s closure/re-alignment recommendations. in reviewmng the cost data that s
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Conunission website (www.brac. gov} I have
come to the conclusion that meving the ALQ-4% Clectronic Warfare workload o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. 1t appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey 1sland and moving work
from North [sland, CA to Whidbey Island. Tn other words this scenario wifl save DOD
even mive moncy if the NSWC {rane portion 1s eliminated!

! urge you to reconsider the recommandation to re~align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking inte account the Military Value and Return On Tnvestment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiulis ,\

“E g i

BRAC Comenssinn

AUG 7 2009

Hacawed
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The Honorahie Samuel Xnox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comrussion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinnher,

I would like to take ihis opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned tuxpayer I support the work you arc
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that you have a very dafTicult job n deciding which activities 1o re-
alipn or close as part of the BRAC process, 1 hope that your visit helped vou o readize
what immportant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defensc and the
Global War On Terrorisi.

I have been following the BRAL process closely since the proposed closurafre-
alignment list was published and [ amn growing increasingly concerned that DOD has nod
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD s required 1o take
into accourl the return on investment resulting from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shap for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warhighters. Crane did thix by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and atfordable for these outstanding soldiers. As owr reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was needed, ar a cost that was affordable, more work
ways brought to us. The proposal to the cammission Lo realign work 10 China .ake and
Ficattiony will now split the suppon to special forces (o different locations. This will add
cost, reduct cfficiency and cause a loss i intellectual capital that could take years to
replace.

Purge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSW Crane
by properly taking inte account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

BRAL Uunirmission _
Very Respectfully,

AUE ¢ - 2

Ligeewod
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The Honorable Samuei Knox Skinner IV
BRAC Commissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowch Clark Steeet, Suite 600
Arhington, VA 22202

16 August 2065
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Dear Commissioner Skinner,

[ would like to take this opportunty to thank vou for vour recent visit 1o NSW(
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As i concerned taxpayer ! support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Mililary operations remain as effective and atfordable as
possible. Trealize that you huve a very difficull job in deciding which activities to re-
align or ¢lose as part of the BRAC process, 1 hope rhat vour visit heiped you 1o realize
what ienportant gssets NSWC Crane and CAAA are o our Nation's Detfense and the
Global War On Tarronism,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was published and I arn growing 1ncreasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing reconuuendations. DOD s required o give
priority cunsideration w nstaliations that have & high military valuc ranking, Data
available on the DOD website (www . defenselink, milfbrac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Cranc’s military value rating was not tal.en into account properly, which is 2
violation of BRAC law. Specifically. NSWC Clane has one of the highest nulitary value
raungs of all activities performing Flectromic Warfure work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey {sland and yei it is recommended that Edectronic Warfare warkload
refated to repanr of the ALQ-99 system be re-alirned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey lzland.

The DOD i5 also reguired w iake into account the retum on investment resulting
from its ¢losurefre-alipnment recommendations. Tn reviewing the cost data thar s
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website twww brac pov) 1 have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload 1o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of 1the savings in
ttus scenario are generated by re-ahigning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island. CA 1o Whidbey [siand. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

Iurge you to reconsider the recommendation wo re-alizn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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16 August 20 A ¢ ¢ 2005
The [-immrablg S'_amue] Knox Skinner Recerved
RRAC Comimissioner
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(X)
Ariington, VA 222012

Dyear Conmumissioner Skinner,

[ would Iike to take this opportunity to thank you for vour recent visit 10 NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensore that our Miltary operations remain as clffective and affordable as
possible. [ realize that you have a very difficuit job in deciding which activitics to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Cranc and CAAA are 1o our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closureire-
alignment [ist was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
property [allowed the [aw m developing recommendations. The DOD is required 1o tuke
into account the return onomvestment resuhting from its closurefre-alignment
recomunendations, Crane has heconne a one-siop shop for specialized weapons tar our
Special Forces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, fechnically
supcrior and affordable for these ourstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when i was needed, o1 a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission o realign work to Ching Lake and
Picattinny wili now spiil the support to special forces w ditferent locauons, Ths wil add
cosl. reduce efficiency and canse a loss tn itellectual capital that could take vears w
replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crang
by propertly taking o account the Return On vestment requitements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

| WUJ
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UV
The Honorable Samuel Knex Skinner ' _ AUG 2 4 2005
BRAC Commissioner Receven ; Recinved
Base Realignment and Closure Conurussion
2521 South Clark Street, Suile 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinrer,

I would like to take this opporntumty w thank you for your recent visit to WSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T support the work you are
domyg to ensure thal our Military operations remiain as cifective and alfordable as
possible. | realize that yoo have a very difficult jobin deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that vour visit helped yvou 1o tealize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Global War O Terronisn,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am prowing increasingly concerned that Y00 has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is reguired o give
priority consideration to installations that have a tugh military value ranking. Data
avallable on the DOD website (www . defonselink.milfbrac) leads me to conciude that
NSWC Crane's nultary value rating was nof Laken into accoun properly, which is a
violation of BRAC Jaw. Specifically. NSWC Crane has once ol the highest imtlitary value
ratings of all acuviies performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it s reconumended that Electronic Warfare workload
relaied to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSW Crane o NAS
Whidbey Island,

The OD is also reguited to take into account the returt annvestment resuliing
from s Closure/re-alignment recommendations, Inrevicwing the cost data thar is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website twww brac.gov) T have
come to the conciusion that moving the ALQ-94 Elcctronte Warfare workload o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result inany cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Windbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA 10 Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
gven more maney if the NMSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation w re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Yaiue and Return On Investment

requirements of BRAC law.
Very Respectfully. w
U\'\ M "
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BEAC Comumissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Streer, Suoite 600
Arlington, YA 22202

Dear Commissioncr Skinner,

1 would like o take this opportunily 1o thank you for your recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indwana. As g concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing 10 ensure that our Military operations remain as cffective and atfordable as
nossible. Trealize that vou have a very difficult inb in deciding which activines o re-
alignn or close as part of the BRAC process. Thape that your visit helped vou to rgalize
what impaorrant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation™s Defense and the
Global War On Terronism.

Fhave been tollowing the BRAL process ¢losely since the proposed closure/e-
alignment list was published and I am growing mcreasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing reconmnendations. The DOD is reyuired 10 1ake
o account the return on investment resulting from s closure/re alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stap shop for speciabized weapons for our
Special Forces Warhighters. Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, techmcally
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the custornwr neaded, when 1 was peeded, at a cost thal was atfordable, more waork
was brooght to us. The proposal 1o the comnuission w realign work o China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forcey (o ditferent locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and canse a loss 1 ntellectual capital that could take years to

replace.

I urge you W reconsider the recommendation w re-alien work from NSWC Crang
by properly taking mto account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC faw.

Very Respectfully,

RRAC rmaanission /gd/f/f/z,f

AlG 24 2080
fecrived j



16 Augusi 2005

The Honorable Sanmwel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Reahznment and Closure Commission
3521 South Clark Strees, Suite 6000
Arlinglon, VA 22202

Prear Commusstoner Skinner,

T would like 1o take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work vou are
doimg (o ensure that cur Military operations remain as effective and afiordable as
possible, Trealize that vou have a very titficolr inb in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as pan of the BRAC process. ] hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA s1e 1o our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the praposed closurefre-
alignment hst was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has ot
properly followed the law o developing recommendations. DOD s required o give
priomity consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data
available on the DD website (www.defeaselink.milfhrac) lzads me to conciude that
NSWC Crane’s miliiary value rating was not 1aken into account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specitically, NSWOC Crane has one of the highesi military value
ratings of all activities performing Electeonic Warfare work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it s recommended thal Electronic Warfare workload
refated to repar of the ALQ-Y9 system be re-alizucd from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOTY 18 also requirad fo take into aecount the retarn on investmen! resulting
from its closurefre-algnement recommiendations, Tn reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-].ibrary at the BRAC Commission website (www. brac.gov) | have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-9Y Electromic Warfare workload 10 NAS
Wihidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scepario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Tsland and moving work
from North Island. CA to Whidbey Island. It ather words this scenario will save DODD
even more money if the NSWC Crane pottion 15 climinated!

I urge you o reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly laking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requircments of BRAC law.

ARACC pmonEmon Very Respeortully,

s 14 200 J; /{JJ/L
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16 August 2003 REAL" Unonmiission

The Honorabie Samuel Knox Skinner AUG 2 4 2009
RRAC Comuussinner .

Base Realignment and Closure Comemission Rocerved 1
25271 South Clark Street, Suite 60K

Arlinguon, VA 22202

Dear Conunissioner Skinner,

[ would like to take this opportunity 1o thank vou for your recent visil 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as elfective and affordable as
possible. [ realize that vou have a very difficult job tn deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that vour visit helped vou to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation’s Defensc and the
Global War On Terrarism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely sinee the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
praperiy fillowed the law in developing recommendations The DOD is required o take
into account the return on mvestiment resulting from its closure/re-alignenent
recomunendations. Crane has becone a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warflighters, Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost thal was aftordable, more work
wis brought o us. The proposal w the conunission o realicn work o China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forees ta different locations, Thas will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intelleciual capital that could take vears to
replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation 10 re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly takmg inte account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectiully.



16 August 2005

The Honorable Sgmuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignmcent and Closure Commussion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6000
Arlington, VA 22202

Diear Conunissioner Skinner,

I would hke 1 rake this opportunity 1o thank you for vour recent visit 10 NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern lndiana. As a concerned (axpaver 1 support the work you are
downg to ensure that our Military operations remate as cffective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that vou have a very difficult job in deeiding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hape that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets WSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Delense and the

Global War On Terrorisn.

1 have been {olowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment Jist was published and | am growing increasingly concerncd that DOD has not
propeely followed (he law in developing recommendations, DOD is required 1o give
priorily consideration to installations that have a high nuilitary value ranking. Data
availuble on the DOD website {www.defenselink anilbrac leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken inio account propetly, which is a
viclation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Clectronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet 115 recommended that Eiecironic Warfare workload
related w reparr of the ALQ-9% system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DOD is also required 1o tuke Into account the return on investment resulting
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost dala that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commuission website (www brac.gov) I have
cotne to the conclusion that moving the Al.Q-99 Electronic Warfare workload ro NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that ail of the savings in
this scenaricy are penerated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Islund and moving work
from North Island. CA to Whidbey {sland. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is clinunated!

L urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-alizgn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking inte account the Military Yalue and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiully.

oty (L
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[rear Comnatssioners:

L wnihimye tins 1e4ter 1o express my sertons concerns with the Base Reabipnment And Closure
(BRAC)Y recommendations that vou are curvently reviewing, I s reeommended that the Crane
[hvision of the Naval Surfoce Warfure Center hiave 672 Jobs realigned to other actevitis,

Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane Division has a loog history ol supporting our nation’s
Warfighters duting back to the start of World War W in 1941, Crane has demonsirated the ability
te cvelve to meet the challenging and changing needs of the men and women that wear the
umlorm of the Uniled States of America. Crane’s crmployees are skiiled amd highly trained o
provide the necessary support today and are engaged m prepaning for the future Delense of oar
Country,

The commitment required to provide such support (s 10 Jarge part due to the sense of ownership
Crane’s employees [ee] aboul Crane and their pode in service and warkmanship. Many of the
employees are veterans wha have supported their conniry throagh military service and have
elected to retumn o work as civil servants or support contractors. dMany coployees possess
weehrical deprees with vast knowledpe and experience and bave chosen to stay in the workplace
past their rebirement age due to therr dedication to the country duringe this tme o war and threat
al terronsm. Crane’s recowmition as a leader o wechnicud areas has allowed 1o toerut new
cmplayees, providing the skalls, knowledpe, and abiies to support the corent and the future
wirlghter.

As highlighted i the BRAC guidance, Miluary Vaiue is an important coiteria being used 10
determine where work should be performed. Many installations that are scheduled o receve
work from realignments scored lower than Crane in Military Value. This coneerns me, as il
appears that the recommendations coneermunge Crane stray from the stated evaluation criteria.

Another important BRAC goal is to facilitate Jomt operations, Crane is already Joini, with Crane
Army Amnunition Activity and the Naval Surlace Warfare Center, The two organizations wark
Jmntly on numerous lasks related to ordnance and pyootechores,

Other factors considered in the BRAC were envirenmental impact and economic impact to the
local community. Crane has no environmental issues und s an exceptional neighbor. Crane is so
critivat Lo the veenoiie Twalih ol e stawe thal Jndius recently enaeted I, 5-2003, the Miliars,
Base Protection Act, protecting Crune from development that would adversely impact s critical
missions and preventing future encroachment. The impact of Crane to the immediate surrounding
arca 1s even more acute with Crane accounting for over 30% of the direct wages in Martin
County.

In summury, Crane truly exemplifies the BRAC cntenia of Military Value - rapidly providing
mnovative, best value solutons to our nation’s Warlighters. This high level of service has
attracted the most demanding customers from across Dol including USSOCOM, Navy Strategic
Systems, a5 well as US Army and US Air Force Special Operations Commands. Crane’s
commitment 1o superior setvice and value has kept these custorners coming back, allowing for the
creation of a Joint, mali-functiona| set of capahilitics that 15 unequaled m the Department of
Vrelense (IoTr,

[understand that during the hearings before vour commuission in $t Lous that the State of Indiana
prescoted alternatives to the current Dol recommendations. These alternatives, if accepted by



the Commussim, woutd proside grester nulloy value. preater retusn on investoent wid less sk
as well s reducing the necanve economme mmpact of lesote neacly 70 posttions, [ hope that voo
will tube these thoupehts inte consideration as vou po aboot the ditficalt decesions on what will be
best Lor the Department of Detense and thes preat Countey. L most steengly support our feilow
Hoasiers at Crane and their dedication to oue Wartiehoer s oossion and signiticant comtribution ta
the Cilohal Woar on Terrar

Thanks tar o consideration, as well as for your service,

SImCIY,

Tn AT !""\m:




16 August 2005

The Honorable Sarmuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignmment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 6{H)
Arlingron, VA 22202

Dear Comunissioner Skinner,

I would hike o take this opportunity 1o thank you for your recent visit 10 NSWC
Crang, CAAA and Southern Indiana.  As a concerned taxpaver 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations renmuin as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that you bave a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process, [ bope that your visit helped vou to realize
what imporiant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Detense and the

Global War On Terratisin.

! have been following the BRAC process choscly since the proposed closaredre-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned 1that DOD has net
properly followed the law in developing recommendattons. The DO is required 1o take
into aceount the retutn on investment resultimz from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responstve, innovative, technically
superior and aftordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for detivering
what the customer noeded, when % wis necded, at 4 cost that was alfordable, more work
was brought to s, The proposal to the conunission 10 realien work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the suppon to special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce elficicney and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take vears to
replace.

I urge you o reconsider the recormnmendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On {ovestment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully, -

{%_,M’S: Lims (:Q ﬁ-ﬁf g

BEALC Linmeruiasion

AUG 2+ 2009

Eoszived



[6 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knos Skinner
BRAC Cosmmissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commession
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 60}
Arlington, VA 22202

Diear Comrmssioner Skinner,

I would like 1o take this opporuoity to thank vou for your recemt visit ta NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As » concerned taxpaver 1 sppport the work vou are
daing o ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. [ realize that you have a very ditfreult job in deciding which activities o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped vou o realize
whai important assers NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation™s Defense and the
Giobal War On Terrovism.

I have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re-
algnment st was published and T am growing increasingly concernad that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations, DOD is required (o give
prioTity consideration o installarions that have o gh nulitary value ranking, Data
available on the DOD webstte (www defenselink. milfbrac) leads me o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s mulitary value ratimg was noi taken into account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC law, Specifically. NSWU Crane has one of the highest nulitary value
ratings of il activities performing Electronic Warture work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yer it is recommended that Electronic Wartare work load
related W repair of the ALQ-59 system be re-aligned trom NSWC Crane o NAS
Whidbey Island.

The NOD is also required to take into gecount the retuen on investmen resuliing
from its closurefre-alipnment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Conunission website iwww brac.pov) [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workioad 1o NAS
Whidbey Isiand does not resuit in any cost savimgs. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-alipning work within Whidbey istand and moving work
from Noith Island, CA 1o Whidbcy 1sland. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge you o reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Returmn On Investment
requirements of BRAC law,

REAC Comani=aen
l Very Respectiully,

1 ’/ﬁ
W61 sihe O e
Hecmved J



16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehinan
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2321 South Clark Street, Suite 6i)}
Arlingion, VA 22202

Dhear Adrroral CGehmarn:

T wondd dike ro take this opportunity to thank yvou for your atteniion Lo the
delegauon trom indiana durmg the recent BRAC Hearmg in 51, Lowis. 1 hope that the
testunony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terroristn. As a concerned taxpayer [ suppert the work you are doing 1o ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and atfordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficull job in deciding which aciivities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefie-
alignment list was poblished and | am growing increasinglv concerned that DOTY has not
followed sound judgement in making somme of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DD webste (www.defenselink. milfbrac) indicates tha. it s going 1o cost $150M w
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depat from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That egnais a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website {www, las.org)
seems 10 indicate that the platform for the ALO-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retircd from service in the year 2010, { find it hard to belicve that o is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1530M to move 1532 people domg work on a
sysien that is about W0 be removed fram service.

T urge vou to reconsider the recormmendation 1o re-align the AL(Q-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alipnment and the
refatively short remaming service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfodly,

BRAC o i ssing

AUG 24 2003
Recoived ‘A



16 August 2(N)5

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehinan
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600
Ariington, VA 22202

Dear Aduvral Gehmane

I'would like to1ake thes opportenity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 8t Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to ensure that our Mililary operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that (he lestimony helped you realize hosw
imporiant Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Cenrer (INSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammanition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Yerrorsm.

[ am growtng increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recomntendations, One of the main eriteria
of the BRAC process scems to be the creation of joinr centers of cxcellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and scrvices 1o all branches
of the military, Anather key criteria of the BRAC process eenters on Military Value,
The Military Vaiue scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warlare (8. FE and EW) arc higher than aimost every other DOD activity.

One exampie of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 5. E and EW work from Fort Monmouth 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technica] Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recomrmendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
{woww defenselink. anl/brac), NSWC Crane has mach higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Provigg Grounds. In addition, NSW( Crane aiready
has a close working relationship with the Army since 1t is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are tollowed properly, this workload should be re-located o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Adduwionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E und EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvourr workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Criane since NSWC Crane has
existing joimt S, F and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another exampie of a recommendation that does not make sensc is the re-
alignment of 5. £ and EW workload Tront Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Dhepgo to NEWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload PRAC Commission

AUG 2 4 2009
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Iurge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, F and EW workload to
sites oiher than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs owo Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respecifully,



16 August 2003

Admiral (Bet.) Harold Gehman
CoRtnissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comntssion
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Admira] Gehman;

[ would like to take this opportunity Lo thank you for your attention (o the
delegation from Indiana duning the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis, As a concerned
taxpaver 1 support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope thal the testimony helped you realize how
important Mndiana Military installations like Naval Surface Wartare Center (INSWC)
Cranc and Crane Army Amounition Activity (CAAAY are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Termorsn.

I have been {ollowing the BRAU process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment fist was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOT has not
properly fullowed the law in developing recommendations. The DOLY is reguired o take
into account the return on investment resuliing from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is avatlable on the E-Library at the
BRAC Cammission website {www.brac.gov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland docs
nol result in any cost savings. Tt appears that. of the four sies being re-aligned to
Edgewoond (NSWC Cranc. NSWC Dahigren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvorr generate any return on investtoenr, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahigren re-alignments cost inore than they save, In fact it appears rhat, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood resull in 2 net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will suve money s if the NSWC
Crang and NSWC Diabiaren portions of the re-alignments are ebiminared!

I urege vou to reconsider the recommendation ta re-alizn work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfuliy,

,//_\) . _,/j\*—--—_h_

RBRAC Commission e /L

AUG 2% 2003
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16 August 20615

Admural (Ret. ) Marold Gehmian
Commissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commussion
25321 South Clark Strcct, Swite 604}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like te take this opportunity to thank you for vour attention to the
delepation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Bearing m 5t [ouis. I hope thal the
testimony helped you realize the ymportance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terronsm. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doang to ensure that our
Military operations remnain as effective and affordable as possible. T also realize that you
have & very difficuit Job in deciding which activities to re-align ot close as part of the
BRAL process.

1 have heen following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growing incrzasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website {www_defensclink. mivbrac indicares that 1 1% going w cost S150M 0
move the 132 people warking on the ALQ-9% depot from NSWC Crane to WAS Whidbey
Island. That equais a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. Tn addition,
information avajlable at the Federation of American Scientists website (www. fas.org)
seeins to indicale Lhat the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowier, will bagin to he
reticed from service in the year 20100 T find & hard 10 believe that it 1s in the best interest
of the DO and the taxpayers to spend $130M o move 152 people doing work on a
system that is aboul 1o be removed from service.

Y urge you w reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crape by properly taking into the costs invalved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully,

PRAC g i Rsan /ﬁ/ﬁ“"“t‘/‘ _,.{1& p qj;{_ /LE gy M

AUG 7h 2005
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.)y Harold Gehman
Comumissioncr

Base Realignment and Closure Comumission
2521 South Clark Street, Sunte 60{)
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Dar Admiral Gehman:

1 would kike 1o 1ake this opportunity to thunk you for your attention o the
delegation trom Indiana durmg the recent BRAC Hearing o 5t Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surlace Warlare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are 1o our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Termorism.

Fam growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly foilowed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recornmendations. One of the main crileria
of the BRAC process scems 1o be the creation of joint cenlers of excellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 15 a joint activity providing products and services 1o all brancihes
of the miliary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
‘The Military Valuc scores for NSWC Crane i the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (8, E and EW) arc higher than aimost every other DOD activity,

One example of a recommendation thal does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 8, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth te Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joimt Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated |9 May 2005, which 15 available on the DOD BRAC website
(www defensclink. milfbracy. WSWC Crune has much higher Military Value scores than

both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already”

has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. Ifthe
BRAC criteria are tollowed properly, this worklovad should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds.  Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
5, E and EW work being releocated from Fore Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvoir worklead should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSW{ Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense iy the re-
alignment of 5, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego o NSWC Dahigren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
(harleston, San Diego and 12ahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload, BRAL Clamunasion

AUG 2 4 2005
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I urge you Lo reconsider the recommendation to re-align 5, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Militury Valoe scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,

-

! ] i (. I
Jrey e A et
i

e ———— T ————

BRM‘- f‘.r:tmmissinn

NJE' “I]: b ‘ZMS

Recewed



16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehman
Commissinner

Base Realiznment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6N}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral CGebman:

I would hike to take this opportunity 1o thank you for vour attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Lowis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordabie as possibie. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Miltary installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWCO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA} are to our Nation's Delense and
the Global War On Terrorisn.

] have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignrment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DO bas nod
properly followed the law in developing reconunendations. The X010 is required to tuke
MG account the return on investment resultig from ils closore/re- alignment
recommendations. 1o reviewing the cost data that s available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comimssion web:ite (www brac.gov) | have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 10 Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings, it appears that, of the four sites beiny re-ahgned o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahigren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoiry, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment, The NSWC Crane and
MNEWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost maore than they save, In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way 1his scenario will save money is it the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dablgren portwems of the re-alignments are climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the reconunendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirenients of BRAC law,

BRAC Commiszion Very Respectfully.

AUG 2 4 2005 r;_;';_lt,-_# Logd z::f\..f-ﬂ?i:?-- /'-.( "*"’:"E"L"‘P/
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16 August 2005

The Honorabie Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2321 South Clark Strect, Suile oK)
Arlinglon. VA 22202

Dlear Comnpissioner Skinner.

I wauld like to take this opportunity to thank you for yvour recent visi to NSW(C
Crane. CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 suppont the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and alfordable as
possible, Trealize that vou have a very difficul job in deciding which activities to re-
align o1 close as part of the BRAC process, 1 hope that vour visit helped you 1o realize
what mportant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Cilobal War On Terrorism.

I have heen following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DXOTY has not
properly followed the law in developing recornmendations. OD is reqguired to give
priority consideration (o installations that have a high mulitary value ranking, Data
availablz on the DOD websie (www defenselink.mil/brac) leads me 1o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not 1: ken into account property, which s a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest mikitary value
ratigs of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a hagher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet 1t is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOD 15 alse required to 1ake into account the return on investment resulting
from its closurefre-alignme recommendations, In reviewing the cose data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac gov} [ have

. -t ealion e glan & LI vy PR L4 .. i-l- -
Sl ¥ Ty CanlioGe e HTTe ,D\Jﬂ‘, Elmcvirnind e abam oenirhaodes N AR

Whidbey [sland does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenarie will save DO
even more money if the NSWC Crane poruon is elimunated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

BEAC Cswmissionm Very Respecttully,

AUG 2 4 2085 C;;’
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samucl Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 604}
Arlington. VA 22202

Dear Comnmissioner Skinncr,

I would like tov take this opportunity to thank yvau for vour receat visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpaver [ suppact the work youo are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as cffective and affordable as
prissible. T realize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities Lo re-
abign or close as part ol the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what lmporttant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/Te-
alignment hist was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOTY has naot
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The OD is reguired (o take
into account the return on investment resulting from its closore/re-alicnment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, lunovative, technically
supertor and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when 1L was needed, ar a cost thal was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal 1o the commmission 1o realign work w China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces o different locanons. s will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a Joss i intellectval capital that could take vears to
replace.

I urgre vou 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work rom NSWC Crane
by properly taking inlo account the Returz On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiully,
BEAC Commicainn

AUG 2 4 2005 %
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16 Aogust 2005

Admirat (Rety Harold Gehiman
Commissioner

Base Reahgnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite H{X]
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman

I would Bike 1o take this opportunicy to thank you for your aftention (o the
delegation from Indisna during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. T hape that the
testimony helped vou realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defensc and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ suppurt the work vou are domng (o ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. [ also realize that you
have a very diflicull yob in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

] have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
altgnment list was published and ! am growing inercasingly concerned that DOD has not
folowed sound judgement i making some ol it°s recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website (www . defenselink. milfbrach indicates that il 1s going to cost S150M ta
move the 152 peopic working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWO Crane tao NAS Windbey
Island. Thal equals a cost of nearly $ 1M per person for the move. In addition.
information avalfable at the Federation of American Scientists website {www s orgl
seama L indheate that the platform for the ALQ 99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin 10 be
retived from service in the vear 20100 1 find it hard to beheve that it is in the best imerest
of the DOLY and the taxpayers to spend 31500 Lo move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about o e removed from service.

J urge you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-atign the ALQ-99 work tfrom
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved 1n this re-alignment and the
refatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

BRAC Conaptizsion é QW

A6 24 20[15 Very I{:ﬂ.*;}':rii'aa:u't1},.~

Boneived .



16 August 20003

Admural {Ret.) Flarold Gehroman
Commissionsr

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlinglon, VYA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehran:

1 would Like to take this opponunity to tlank you for yvour attention (o the
delegation from lndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 8t Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to cnsure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possibie. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surlace Wartare Center (NSW()
Crane and Crane Army Ammumtion Activity {CAAA} are 10 our Nation's Defense and
the Glohal War On Terrorisn,

1 am growing increasingly concernad that the DOD has not properly followed the
sclection criteria in making s re-alignment recommenidations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process secins 1o be the creation of jojint centers of excellence i order 1o
improve our elficiency while maintaiming the guality of service provided o our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 1 a jomt activity providing products and services to all branches
ot the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Valoe.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (8, L and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One example of o recommendation that does nol make sense is the re-alignment
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recomimendations
document dated 149 May 2005, whach 15 available on the DO BRAC website
{www . defenselink. milfbrac). NSWC Crane has nach higher Military Valuge scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition. NSWC Crane already
has 4 close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. I the
BRAC crieria are tollowed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSW{ Crane
mstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds., Additionaliy, this same logic applies to the Army
5. E and EW work being relocated fram Fort Belvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joinr &, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sensc is the re-
alignment of 5. E and EW worklead from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diepo to NSWC Drhlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Valoe scores than
Charieston, San Dhego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site loBfdd whrklaad. on
AUG 7 4 2005
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[urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, L and EW workload 10
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capatnlity of

NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODS own Mililar}-'ﬁue seoring analysis,

Very Respecthlfly,

BRAC Commission

AUG 2 & 2008
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16 Angust 2005

Admiral {Ret.} Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Reulignmment and Closure Comrmission
2521 South Clark Street. Subte 604
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Adimiral Gehman:

Pwould hike to take this apportunity to thank vou for your attention to the
deiegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you arc doing to ensore thal our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible, I hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indrana Military installations iike Naval Surface Wairfare Center (NSWC)
Cranc and Crane Army Ammunition Activity tCAAA) are to our Nation’s Delense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I have been lollowing the BRAC process closely sinee the proposed closure/re-
alignment Jist was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOT has not
property lotlowed the Taw in developing recommendations. The DOD s required w take
into account the return on investment resulling from its closure/re-alignment
recomniendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library a1 the
BRAC Commission website (www. brac.gov) [ have come to the conclision thal moving
Chenical andd Biological workload froem NSWC Crane 10 Edgewood in Marvland does
not result in any cost savings, [t appears that, of the lour sites heing re-aligined
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Duhlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir gencrate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. Tin fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood resull in a4 net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenarico will save money 18 if the NSWC
Crane and NSW{ Dahigren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crune
by properly taking into account the Retorm On Investment reguirements of BRAC law.

BRAC Cotvmieasing Very Respectfully,

Bl (utre

AUG 2 4 2005
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16 August 205

Adnural {Ret.) Harold Gehman
Canumissioner

Ruse Realipnment and Closure Comnussion
2521 South Clark Strect, Sune 6t0)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Adoural Gehman:

I would like 16 take this opportinity ti thank vou for your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recemt BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the
testimony helped you realize ihe imporance of Indiana Military installations, in
narticular NSWC Crane and CAAA 1o our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorsm. As a concerncd taxpayer [ support the work you are daing 1o ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and atfordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficuli job in deciding which activities o re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I bave been tollowing the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DXL has nol
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations, Dara available on
the DOLY website (www defenselink. mil/bracy indicates that il s going 10 cost S130M 1o
move the 152 people working on the Al Q-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly S1M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www._ fas.ore)
scems fo indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the LA-6B Prowler. will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010. T find it hard to believe that i is in the best inteyest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about 10 be removed from service,

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs mvolved in this re-alignment and the
refatively short remaining service lfe of the equipment.

Very Respectfully, .
PHAL {ommaission 7 W}D\l& &D ()Jr
//i - LRMAA A
AUG 2 4 2009
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1& Aupust 2005

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Comnissioner

Rasc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strest, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I sappor the work you arc doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effectrve and affondable 2s possible. Thope that the testiunony helped you realize how
unportant Tndiana Military installations Jike Naval Surface Warlare Center INSW()
Crane and Crane Army Anunaniion Activity (CAAA) are o our Nation's Defense and
the Giobal War On Terrorism.

! bave been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed clasure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasinglv concerned that DO has not
properlty followed the law in developing recommmendations. The DO is required to take
into account the return on investment resulting from its closuresre-alisnment
recommendations, In reviewng the cost data thal 1s available on the E-Library al the
BRAC Commission websile (www . brac.gov) 1 have come o the conclusion that moving
Chimical and Biological worklbad from NSWC Crane 10 Fdgewood in Maryiand does
not result in any cost savings. Tt appears that, of the Tour sires being re-aligned 1o
Edgewnod (NSWC Crang, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fon Belvoir), only the
talls Church and Fort Belvor generate any returmn on mvestment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears thal, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in 4 net loss rather than net
savings. In ather words the only way this scenario will save money 18 1f the NSWC
Cranc and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-atign work from NSWC Urane

by properly taking into account the Return On investment requiremnents of BRAC law.

BRAC Commigsion Very Respectfully, : :
. n AR v
AUG 75 7005 /\ L . ARMAGA
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.} Harodd Gehman
Commussioner

Basc Reatignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Screct, Suite 600
Ariinglon, VA 222012

Dear Admural Gehmian:

[ would like to take this opportuity (o thank you for your atiention (o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in Si. Louis. Ax a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are deing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable ac passible. [ hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
irnpotiam Indiang Military mstallations like Naval Surface Warlare Center iNSWC)
Cranc and Cranc Army Anununition Activity {CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

T am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making s re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excetlence in order o
improve our cfficicney while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Cranc is a ot activety providing produets and services 1o all branches
of the military.  Another key eriteria of the BRAC process conters on Military Value,
The Milstary Value scores for NSWC Crane 1o the area of Sensory, Electronics and
Electronic Warlare (5, FE and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activi .

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense 13 the re-alignment
of Army 8, E and EW work {rom Fort Monmonth o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC webslle
{(www.defenselink. mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Miltary Value scores than
boh Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Provine Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working refationship with the Army since it js co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 10 NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally. this same logic applies to the Army
S. E and EW waork being reiocated frem Fort Belvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Ancther example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego 10 NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston. San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designaled as the recciving

site for this workload. HEAL Cornission
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I urge you Lo reconsider the reconunendation to re-align 5. E and EW workload o
sites other than NSWC Crane hy properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Mtlitary Value scoring analysis.

Yery Respectlully,

BRAC Commission

AUG 7 4 2008

Roecmveg



L& August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington. YA 222002

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visil (0 NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana, As a concerned Laxpayer 1 support the wirk you are
doing 1o ensure that our Military operations rernain as effective and affordable as
possihle. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or ¢lose as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you w realize
what important asscis NSWC Cranc and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the

Global War On Terrorisim,

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment list was published and 1 an growing increasingly concerned that DOLD has not
properly followed the Taw in developing recommuneadations. Tne DOD is required (o take
it account the return on investment resulting from its closur2/fre-aligniment
recommendations, Crane has become a onc-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Foreces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responsi- e, imnovative, technically
superior angd affordable for these outstanding soldiers, As ow repulaion for delivering
whal the customer nweeded, when it was needed. 3l a cost that vas affordabic, more work
was brought 4y us. The proposal to the commission o realign work 1o China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the suppott to special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause 4 loss in intellectual capital that could take vears 1o
replace.

1 urge you to reconstder the recommendaiion 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane

by preoperly takwng into account the Return On lavestment requirenicnts of BRAC law.
' RRALC Cnm sl

AUG 2 % 2005

- . Very Bespeotfully,
ERAC Commissinn  Rocewven ¥ RSP Y
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samucl Knox Skinner
BRAC Commisswner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Souwh Clark Swreet, Suite &K
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opporunny to thank you for vour recent visit 10 NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As & concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as pant of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you 1o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Natiom's Defense and the
Crlobal War On Terrorism.

| have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposcd closure/re-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that IHID has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD s required to give
prionty consideration to installations that have a high mulitary value ranking. Data
avallable on the DOD wehste (www defenselink milibeac) leads me to conclude that
NEWC Cranc’s military viJue rating was not Laken mnto gcconnt properly, which s s
violation of BRAL law. Specitically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ranngs of all activinies performing Electronie Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yeu 1t is reconunended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALE-99 system be re- aligned from NSWC Cranc to NAS
Whidbey )sland.

The DOD is also reguired o take into account the renlrn on investment resulting
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library al the BRAC Commission website {www brac.govy | have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALCG-99 Electronic Warlare workload o NAS
Whidbey L[sland does not result i any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenaro are generated by re-ahgning work within Whidbey Tsland and moving work
from Nonh island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWT Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly laking into account the Military Value and Return On Tnvestment

rcc#uircmemﬂ f BRAC law.
BRAD Comnnezion

Yery Respectfully,
AUG ¢ » 2005
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16 August 2005

Adrmral (Ret.) Harold Geliman
Commisstoner

Base Realignment and Closure Conundssion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arhinglon, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

[ would like to take this opporlunily to thank you {or your atieation to the
delegation from Indizna during the recent BRAC Heaning in St. Louis, As a concerned
taxpayer I suppait the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and atfordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped you realize how
imporant Indrana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center {NSW)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and

the Global War On Tereorism.,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurce/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developung recommendations. The DOTY is reguired 1o take
Intor account the return on investmenl resulting from its closure/re-aligninent
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that 15 available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comnussion webhsite (www ac.eov) | have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 10 Edgewood in Maryland does
not Tesult in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahleren, Fails Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvorr generate any return em investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahigren re-alignments cost more than they save. Tn fact it appears that, when
added topether, the four re-alignments to Edeewnod result noa net lows rather than net

. [ urge yeu to reconsider the reconvuendation to re-aligin work trom NEW C Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

W?‘RLHPLLHUHM
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16 August 2(X15

Admiral (Rer ) Harold Gehenan
Commissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2321 South Clark Sireet, Suile H00)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dieyr Admiral Gehmarn:

L would like o take this opporiunity to thak you for your attennion ta the
delegation (rom indiana during the recent BRAC Hearimg in St Lowis. T hope that the
lestimony helped you realize the imporrance of Indizna Military installations. in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are doing 1o cosure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordabic as possible. [ also readize that you
have a very difticull job in deciding which activities 1o re-alipn or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment st was published and ! am growing increasingiv concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it’s recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website {www. defenselink. mil/brac) mdicates that it 15 going to cost SIS0M Lo
meve the 132 people working on the ALG-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 51M per person for the move. In addition,
mformation avaidable at the Federation of American Scientists website (www, fas.argh
seerns to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-29, the EA-6B Prowler, wili begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010, [ find o hard to belicve that it is in the best intercst
of the DO and the taxpayers to spend $T30M 10 move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed rom service.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 wark fram
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved i this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of ithe equipment.

BRAC Campession

i

AUG 2 v 2009
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16 August 20005

Admiral (Ket.) Harold Gehman
Commissioncr

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite G600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admaral Gehman:

1 would like to take this oppottunity 1o thank vou for your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I suppont the work you are doing to ensvre that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. | hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Anununition Acuvity {CAAA) are 10 our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terronsm.

1 am growing increasingly concerned that the DOI has not properly followed the
selection crileria in making its re-alignment recommendations, One of the main criteria
of the BRAU process scems 1o be the crearion of jeint centers of excellence in order to
imprave our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided (o our war
tighters. NSWC Crane is a olot activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military.  Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electromcs and
Electronic Warfare (8. FE and EW) are higher than almost cvery other DOTY activity.

One example of a recommendation that does nol make sense is the re-aligniment
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Abcrdecn Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated |9 May 2005, which is available on the DON BRAC website
{www defenselink. milfbrac). NSWC Crane has much higher Military Vailue scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 1n addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly. this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
mstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Forl Belvorr s Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Beivow workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendarion that does nol make sense is the re-
alignment o 5. E and EW workload trom Space and Nuval Warlare sites at Charleston
and San hego to NSWC Dahlpren,. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Dicgo and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

s [0 : PRAC Commisalon 0 - =
site Tor this workload. $Has o
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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workload 1o
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capabiiny of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

‘ery Respectiully,




16 Augost 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commmssioner

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

Dear Commmissioner Skinner,

T would hke to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T support the work you are
doing to ensure thal our Mililary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to realize
whal important asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are o our Nation’s Defense and the
Glohal War On Terrorism.

1 have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re -
alignment list was poblished and | am growing increasingly concerned that BCD has not
properly lollowed the law in developing recomunendations. The TXOD is required to take
e account the return on invesunent resulting from its closure/re-aligmment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forcas Warfighters. Crane dul this by being responsive, innovaliye, technically
superior and affordable for these ourstandmg soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the costomer needed, when 1 was needed, at a cost that was alfordable, more work
was brought 10 us. The proposal to 1the commission to realgn work o China Lake and
Ficattinny will now split the support to special forees to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause & loss in intellectual capital that could take years to
replace.

I urge you to reconsider the reconunendation to re-ahign work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

RRAL Commission _
Yory Respecttully.

AUG ¢ + 2005
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street. Suile 600
Arlimgton, ¥A 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would Jike to take this opportumity to thank you for your recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiszna, As a concerned taxpayer [ supporl the work you are
doing to ensure that our Miliary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possibie. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align ot cinse as part of the BRAC process. Thope that vour visit belped you to realize
what inportant assets MSWC Crane and CAAA sre to our Nation's Defense and the
Giiobil War On Terronsma.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
aliznment tist was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that PO has not
praperly followed the law in developing recommendations. PO is required 1o give
priority consideration to installations that have a tugh nulitary valoe ranking. Data
availabhie on the DOD website (www defensehnk.oml/hrac) leads roe to conclude that
NSWC Crune’s muluary vatue rating was not taken inlo account property, which is a
violation of BRAC law, Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activitics pertorming Llecteonic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whudbey Island and yet it is recornmended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repar of the ALQ-99 system be re-alignad from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOD is also reguired to take into account the return onanvestmen! resuliing
from s closurefre-alignment recommendations, In review g the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website {www . brac.gov) [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the AL(-99 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. 1t appears that atf of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-ahigning work within Whidbey [sland and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even mare money if the NSWC Crane portion is elimunated!

I urge you o reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Invesiment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,



I6 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Crebman
Commissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Carmmission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(X)
Arlingion, VA 222032

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like (o take this opportunity (o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. | hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Miillary installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. 1o our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisnt. As a concerned taxpayer I suppor the work you are dedug to ensure that o
Military operations remain as effective and alfordable as possible. 1 also realive that you
have a very ditficult job n deciding which activities to re-align or ¢lose as pari of the
BRAC process.

I'have been following the BRAL process closely since the proposed closurciie-
alignment bse was published and | am growing increastngly concerned that DOD has not
Ilowed sound judgenent n making some of ity recommendations. Data avatlable on
the DO website (www.deferselink. milfhrac) indieates that it is going to cost $150M w
move the 152 people workmg on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 316 per person for the move. In addivon,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www (as org?
seetrs o indicate that the plarform for the ALQ-99. the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 20000 1 find v hard 10 believe that it is i the best interost
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M 10 nwove 152 people domg work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

1 urge you ti reconsider the recommnendation 1o re-alien the ALL)-99 work from
NSW Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-aliznment and the
relatively short remaining service Jife of the cquipment.

Very Respect fully,

BRAL ﬁjummissinn %%w f J}h %}//
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Rei.) Harold (fehrnan
Conuvuissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Compussion
2521 South Clark Street, Swite 60()
Arhnglon, ¥A 22202

Dear Admral Gehman:

1 would like to take this oppontunity to thask you for vour atiention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operanons remaim
as effective and affordable 4s possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Milnary installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity ({CAAA) are to our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

Y am growing increastngly concerned that the O has not property followed the
selection criteria in making its re-aligniment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process scems 10 be the creavion of joint centers oof excellence in order to
imprirve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fichters. NSWC Crane 1 3 jomnt activity providing products and services o all branches
of the military. Another key crteria of he BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Urane in the area of Sensors, Electromis and
Electronic Warfure {5, E and EWy are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One cxample of u recommendation that does oot rake sense is the re-aligament
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdesn Froving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysts and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the 1DOD BRAC wehbsie
{www, defensclink. milfbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Midwary Vajue scores than
both Font Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Tn additton, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. W the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
insiead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Addiionally. this same logic applics to the Army
S. E and EW work being refocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdecn Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has

existing joint 8, E and EW capability as weil as higher Milnary Value scores.

Anither example of a recommendation that docs not make sense is the re-
ahgnment of 8. E and EW workload from Space and Naval Wartare sttes at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren, NSWC Cranc has higher Military Value scores than
Churleston, San ThHego anddbdahilgign and should have been destgnated as the receiving
siie for this workload.

AUG 2 4 2008
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T urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation o re-align S, E and EW workload o
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capatality of
NEWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODy own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully.

PR
Fo &



16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehman
Comuissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Conunission
2521 South Clak Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehrmain:

T would hike o take this opportuaity o thunk you for your atienrion to the
deiegation trom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in Si. Lonis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that cur Millary operations remain
as effective and affordable s possible, ! hope that \he testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations ke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Aminuniion Activity {CAAA) are 10 our Nation's Defense and
the Crlobal War On Termorisn,

i have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has no
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take
inlo account the return on vestment resulting from i closure/re-alignnient
reconuuendations, In reviewmnyg the cost dara that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comnussion website (www.brac.gpov) | have come to the concinsion thai moving
Chenncal and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 1o Edgewood in Marviand does
not resuli i any cost savings. It appears thal, of the four sites heing re-aligned to
Edgewoond {INSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investiment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dablgren re-alignmenis cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in 2 net Joss rather than net
savings. [n other words the oniy way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahigeen portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-alisn work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into aceount the Return On Imvestment requirernenis of BRAC law.

Very Respecifully,

Bitall DprEussion : é_'; ’5/1/\;&
Jodvt =7
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16 Aupust 2005

Admira) (Ret.) Harold Gehinan
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comnussion
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 604
Arlinglon, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehiman:

| would tike 10 take this opportunity to thank you for vour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t Louis. T hope that 1he
testimony helped vou realize the impartance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crune and CAAA, 10 our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned daxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensura thar our
Military operations remain as cifective and atfordable as possible. T also realize that you
have & very difficult jub in deciding which activities fo re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have heen foilowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredfre-
alignment bist was published and T am gprowing increasingly concerned that DO has nen
followed sound judgement in making soine of iUs recommendations. Data availabie on
the DO websiie {www.defenselink. milfbrac) indicates that 1 is going to cost $150M 10
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depor from NSWC Crane 1o NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. Tn addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists wehsite {www . fas.org)
secrs 1o indicate that the platform for the ALG-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will bewin to be
retired from service in the year 2000, I find 1t hurd to believe that it is in the best inlercst
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M 1o move 152 peopic doing work on a
system that is about 1o be removed from service.

T urge you to reconsuder the reconunendation to re-align the ALQ-94 wark from
NSWC Crane by properly taking inta the cosis involved in this re-alienment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectiully,

BRAC nmmigsion /&M, W’

AUG 7 7003
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret) Marold Gehman
Commussioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comunission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600
Arlineton, VA 22202

Dear Admival Gehman:

I would tike to take this oppottunity 1o thank you for your attention o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t. Louis. As 2 concerned
taxpayer I support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
ay effective and affordable as possibie. T hope that the testimony heiped you realize how
irnportant Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warlare Center (NSWC
Crane and Crane Army Ammusition Activily (CAAA) arc o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I am growing mcreasingly concerned that the DOLY has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations, One of the inain crileria
of the BRAC process secms to he the creation of joini centers of excellence in order 1o
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided 1o our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 1s a joint activiry providing products and services 1o all branches
of the military,  Another kev criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Valoe.
The Miltary Vailue scores for NSWC Crane in 1the area of Sensors, Llectronics and
Llectronic Warfare (8, E und EWY are higher thun almost every other DO activity,

e example of 4 recomunendation that does not make sense s the re-alignmem
of Army 5, E and EW work from Font Monmouth o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which 1x avatlable on the DOD BRAC website
{www detenselink, mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
boch Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane aiready
nas a close working relationship with the Army since it 15 co-locared with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-Jocated 1o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds.  Additionally, this same logic applies w the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-zligned o MSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
extsting joint S, & and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores,

Another example of a recommendation thal docs not make sense 1s the re-
alignment of 5, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Wartare sites ar Charleston
and San Dnego o NSWC Dahlgren, NSWC Crane has higher Miitary Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
stte tor this workhad.

BEAL Y gwtmission

AUG + v 2009

Heeaved



T urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workload w0
sites other than NSWC Cranc by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODys own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectiully,

Voo Tt



16 August 2005

Adrral (Kt} Harold Gehman
Comgtissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Comnussion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(N)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman;

I would like ta take this opportunity 1o thank you for your attention tc the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 51, Lonis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimany helped vou realize how
important Indisna Military imstaliations Itke Naval Surfuce Warlare Center INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAAD arc 1o our Nation’s Detense and
the Global War Un Terrorism.

{ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that 120D has not
properly followed the law in developing recomimendations. The DOTY is required 1o take
It account the return on ievestment resufting from its closurefre-alipnment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available an the E-Library at the
BRAC Commussion website {www brac gov) [ have come ro the conclusion that maving
Chemical and Biclogical workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood i Maryvland does
not result i any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-ahgned o
Edgewaood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlpren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
[Falls Church and Fort Belvair generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahigren re-alignments cost more than they save, In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than ner
savings. Tn other words the only way this scenario will save money iv if the NSWCO
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

Y urge yvou to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On [nvestiment requirements of BRAC Jaw.

HREAL Cnmmisaion
Very Respectiully,

AUG : » 2003 J%W
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16 Augtst 2005

The Honorable Samue! Knox Skinner
BRAL Comumissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comimssion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite GiX}
Arlinglon, VA 2222

Dear Commissioner Skinncr,

T wouid ke e take thas opportunity 10 1hank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpaver | support the work you are
doing (o ensure that our Miitary operations renain as effective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. ) hope that your visit helped you to realize
whal Important assets NEWC Crane and CAAN are 1o our Nanon's Defense and the
Giobal War On Terrorism,

I have been following the BRAC process clasely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly conceroed that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recornmendations, The DOD is required to take
into aecount the return on investment resulling from its closure/re-aligmment
recommendations, Crane has becoine a one-stop shop for specialized weapans tar our
Spectal Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsve, innovative, technically
supertor and affordable for these ourstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was necded. at 2 cost that was affordable. more work
was brought o us, The praposal to the comimnitssion to realign work o China 1ake and
Picattinny will now split the support (0 special forees o differeni Jocations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss n intelleciual capital that could take years to
replace,

[ urge you to reconsider the recormmendation to re-align work from NSW(C Crane
by property taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

_— iRe1On :
PRAC Lommns Very Respeotfully.

AyG ;- 1B Lo 7~ S 4
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16 August 2{{)5

The Honorable Samue! Koox Skinaer
BRAC Conunissioner

Base Reaiignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Drear Comumissioner Skinner,

I would like to1ake this opponunty to thank you for your recent visit 10 NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you arc
doing to ensure that our Military operations rematn as effective and affordable as
possible, 1 realize that you have a very difficull job in deciding which activities to re-
ahign ar close as part of the BRAC process. 'hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what impaortant assels NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Dielensce and the
Global War On Terrorisen.

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing veconunendations. DOD is reguired 1o give
priomy consideration to nstallations that have a high nulirary value ranking. Data
available on L DOD website twww . defenselink milfbeacy leads me Lo conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into account properly. which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specificaily, WSWC Crane has one of the highest nnlitary value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recormmended that Electronic Warfare workload
related o repair of the ALQ-99 sysiem be re-aligned from NSWO Crane 1w NAS
Whidbey Isiand.

The DO 18 also reguired 1o take inra account the retarn on investmem resulting
from s closure/re-alignment recommendanons. In reviewing fhe cost dala that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commussion website {www brac.gov) T have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Wartare workicad 1o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings, Tt appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are penerated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Istand and moving work
from Nonth Island, CA ro Whidbey Island. 1o other words this scepano will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion i eliminated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crape
by properly taking into account 1he Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

1AL ¢ gL sAL0T )
Bl Very Respectiully,

AUG - 00 Joni £ Gy 2,
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Re1) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Rase Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 604}
Arlington, VA 23202

Dyear Advral Gehman:

I would like to take this opporunity 1o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work you are dotng 10 ensure that our Miltary operaiions remain
as effective and afiordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
mmportant Indiana Military installations Tike Naval Surfuce Warfare Center (NSWO)
Cranc and Crane Army Anmownition Activity (CAAA) are w our Nation's Defense and

the Global War On Termorvism.

{ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly {ollowead the law in developing recommendations. The DOD w regoired 1o take
mto account the return on investmeni resulting froim its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library ar the
BRAC Conunission website {www brac gov} I huve come 1o the conclision that moving
Chemica] and Biological workioad trom NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not result inany cost savings, 1t appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned 1o
@dgewood (NSWC Cranc, NSWC Dithlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir}, oaly the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retern on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewond result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words rhe only way this sconario will sive raoney is if the NSWC
Cranc and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are climinated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recomimendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investinent requirements of BRAC law.

BEAS mnssnm Very Respectiully,
AG ¢ & 2005 7], ﬂx}/{) %‘52 ;
Kecoived .



16 Acgust 2003

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Conmussioner

Rase Realigniment and Closure Commnussion
252] Sowh Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22242

Dear Comumissioner Skinner,

I would like (o take this opportunity 1o thank vou [or your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing (o ensure that our Mihtary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible [ realize that yoa have a very diffrcult job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align o1 chose ax part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you 1o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Defense and the
Ciiobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOL has not
properly Millowed the faw in developing recommendations. The TXOD 15 reyoired 1o 1ake
Into account the return oq tnvestment resulting from ity closure/re-alignmeat
recommendations. Crane has becone a onc-siop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane Jid this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior anid affordable for these owstanding soldiers. As our reputarion for dehvering
what the custonter neaded, when ® was needed. at 4 cost that was affordable, more work
wis brought o ws. The proposal to the commission to realicn work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the suppott to special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce effwiency and cavse a loss in infeilectual capital that could take yvears to
replace.

1 urge you o reconsider the recomuendalion (o re-align work from NSWC (rane
by properly taking into account the Return On [nvesiment requirements of BRAC law,

Yerv Respectfuliy,

piaL ETRTOT it

MG . - 20 N/
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16 Augusi 2005

The Honorable Semucl Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissiiner

Rase Realignment and Closure Comimission
2521 Sourh Clark Strect, Suire 60K)
Arimgton, YA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would Tike to tuke this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Tndlana. Ax a concerned tuxpaver 1 support the work you are
doing Lo ensure thal our Military operations remain as eftective and affordable as
possible. 1realize that vou have a very difficult jobin decading which activities 1o re-
aligny or close as part of Lthe BRAC process. 1 hope that vour visit helped you w realize
what 1mportani assets NSWOC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Delense and the

Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely smce the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and ] am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has noi
properly followed the law in developing recommendations, DOD s required to give
pricrity consideration to installations that have a bigh military value ranking. Data
available on the DOD website (www delfenselink.milibrach leads me to conclude thal
NSWC Crane’s mmlitary valie rating was not taken into aceount properly, which s a
violauon of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has onc of the highest military value
ratings of all activities perforring Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey IsTand and yet it is recormmnended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane 10 NAS
Whidbey Island.

The 120D is also required to 1ake into aceount the return on investmenl resuiling
froum ats closurefre-aligmiment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library al the BRAC Comimission website (www brac.gov) [ have
come (o the conciusion that moving the ALG-9Y Llecironic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island docs not result in any cost savings, It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are penerated by re-alighung work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North lsland, CA o Whidbey Island, In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more rnoney 1 the NSWC Crane portion is climinated!

[urge yvou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by propetly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

BRA(C Comimission Very Respectfully,

AUG 2 i+ 200 g/%fg,m x\jﬂjﬂw
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.} Harold Gehman
Comunissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowmth Clark Streer, Sune 6{K)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

T would like 1o ke this opportumity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC licaring in 81, Louis. | hope that Lhe
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indizng Military insiallations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Ivanon's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ suppornt the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely stnee the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and [ am prowing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
foliowed sound judgement in making some of ity recoimmendanions. Data available on
the DO websile {www.detensclink, nul/brac) indicates that it is going to cost 5130M to
move the 132 people working on the AL 99 depot from NSWC Crane (0 NAS Whidbey
Islandt, That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www_fas.org)
seems Lo ndicate that the platform for the ALQ-99. the BA 6B Prowler, will begin 1o be
relired from service in the year 2000, 1 find it hard 1o believe that it is in the best inlercst
of the 0D and the taxpayers to spend $130M 1o move 132 people doing work on a
systent that 18 about to be removed from service.

[urge vou to reconsider the recommmeandation to re-align the ALQ-99 waork from
MNSWC Crane by properly taking inte the costs invalved in this re-alignnent and the
relatively short remaining service life of the cquipmem.

Very Respectfully,

BR.‘*&C- T S L LRrL L
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret y Harold Gehman
Conumissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comrission
2521 Jouth Clark Street, Suite 60K
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would Tike to take this apportunity o thank vou for vour attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Heaning in St Lowis, As a concerned
taxpayer [ suppon the work vou are dotng to enstre that our Military operations rematn
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the restimony helped you realize how
important Indtana Military installations like Waval Surface Warfure Center (NSW(C}
Cranc and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAAY are 1o our Nation's Defense and

the Global War On Terrorism.

U am growing increasingly concerned that the DOLD has not properly followead the
selection criteria in making its re-aligninent recommendations. Onc of the main criteria
of the BRAC process segms 10 be the creation ol joint centers of exeellence i order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the guality of service provided ro our war
frrhters, WSWOC Crane is 4 joint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the milttary. Another kev crieria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Valee scores for NSWC Crane in the arca of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (5, F and EW} are higher than almost every other DOTY activity,

One exaniple of a recommendation that dous not make sense 15 the re-alipnment
of Army 8, F and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According 1o the Techmical ot Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2004, which 15 available on the DOD BRAC website
(www_dete nselink . ouilbracy, NSWC Crane has mnch higher Militury Value scores than
both Fort Menmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, 1n additon, NSWC Crane already
hag a close working relationship with the Artny since it is co-located with CAAA, Ifthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly. this worklnad showld be re-located 10 NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionaf]y, this same logic applies to the Army
8, E and EW work being relocated from Forl Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workioad should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores,

Another cxample of a recommendation that does not nake sense 1v the re-
alignment of 8, F and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego o NSW( L 1355.’3;.”3?‘5“": Crane hay higher Military Value scores than
(Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren AfitPBhould have heen designated as the receiving

site for this workload. o
AUG ¢ 4 2008
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! urge vou ta reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking o account the joint capability of
NEWC Crane and CAAA av well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respeatfully,




16 August 2005

Admiral (Ret.y Harold Gelunan
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Conumnission
2521 South Clark Strect. Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

[ wouid like to rake this opportunity to thank vou for your ateention to the
tdelegation from Indiana during the recent BRAL Vearing in St Lows. As a concerned
raxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. | hope that the testimony heiped you realize how
important Indiana Milttary nstallations like Navai Surface Warfare Cenler (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are ta our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisn.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuresre-
alignment list was pubiished and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the faw in developing recommendations. The DOD is vequired to take
into account the return on investment resultrng from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that s available on the E Library at the
BRAC Commission webste (www brac.gov) I have come to the conclrsion that maying
Chemicai and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 10 Edgewnod in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Fulls Church and Form Belvair), only the
Falls Charch and I'ort Belvoir generate any return on investment, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In facr it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alicaments 1o Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. Im other words the only way this sconario will save money s i the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren poniions of the re-alignments are climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Invesiment requirements of BRAC law.,

Very Respecttully,
BRAC ' Hangson /éz"}" ” o /""""
AUG - 200
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16 August 2005

Adnmiral (Rel.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realtgnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600}
Arlingion, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would Tike to take (his opportunity 1o thank vou for your attennion to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Heartng in St Lovis. 1 hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiany Miliary installations, in
particular NSWC Cranc and CAAA, to our Narion's Defense and the Globa) War On
Terrorisn. As a concerned 1uxpaver [ suppor the work vou are domg to ensure that our
Military operations remain as cffective and affordable as possible. | aiso realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities w re-align or ¢close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have heen following the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and { am growiog increasingly concerned thar DO has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on
the NDOD website (www.detenselink. milbrac) ndicates that it is going 1o cost F150M 1o
mirve the 132 people working on the ALQ-99 depot froim NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbe:
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $IM per person for the move, Tn addition,
information available ar the Federation of Amerkcan Scientists wehsite (www . fas.org)
seems to indicate thit the platform tor the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to he
retired from service in the year 2010 [ find &t hard to believe that it s in the best iiterest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1530M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about 1o be removed fTom service.

I urge you to reconsider the recomunendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking mto the costs involved in this re-abgnment and the
relatively shon rermaining service Iife of the cquiprent.

Very Respectfully.

BWAL ConhisaTD
¥
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16 August 20005

Admiral {Rei.) Harold Gehrnan
Commnssioner

Rasc Reabignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Sireet, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admuiral Gehman:

I would Tike to take thes opportunity to thank vou for your airention to the
delegation froun Indiana during the recemt BRAC Heaving in 51, Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer | support the work you are domng Ly ensure that our Mililary operations remain
as effeciive and alfordable as possibie. [ hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
imporant Indiana Military mstaliations Iike Naval Surface Warfare Center (INSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Anununition Activity (CAAA) are o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

| amn growing increasingly concerned that the TXOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignmem recommendations. One of the matn criteria
of the BRAC process scems o be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our efficiency while mamtaintng the quality of service provided 1o our war
fighters. N3WC Crane s a jomnt activity providing products and services 1o alj hranches
of the malnary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Wartare (5. E and EW) are higher than aimost every other DO activity.

(ne cxantpie of & reconunendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 8, E and EW work from Fort Moamouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According o Lthe Techmical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
(www.defenselink. mil/brac)y, NSWC Crane has much higher Milirary Valee scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close worling relationship wirh the Ariny since # is co-lncated with CAAA. if the
HRAC criteria are foliowed praperly, this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdecn Proving Grounds. Addiionally, this same iogic applies (@ the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fon Belvoir worklead should be re-ahgned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5. b and EW capabiiity as well us higher Military Vatue scores.

Another example of a recommendation thal docs not make sense is the re-
alignment ot 5, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites al Charleston
and San Dego to NSWC Dahleren, NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charileston. San Dhego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload.
BiAS A RlEETIn
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I urge vou 1o reconsider the recomymendation to re-align S, Foand EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DOLx own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respect

i
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16 August 2005

Adimiral (Ret)) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commussion
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 6U§)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I'would fike to tube this opportunity 1o thank you for your atiention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis, As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations rematn
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
tmportant Indiana Military installations tike Maval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Acuvity {CAAA) are to our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Terroriso.

! have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposced closure/re-
aligimment hist was published and Tam growing mcrcasingly concerned that 190D has not
properly folowed the law in developing recommendations, The DO is requirad 1o take
into account the return on investment resehing from its closurefre-ahig riment
recomnmendstions. In reviewing the cost data that iz available o the E-Library at the
BRAC Conuaission website (www.brac. gov) ! hetve come to the conciusion that moving
Chemical and Bwological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings, It appears that, of the four sites heing re-aligneed to
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvow generale any return on mvestment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Duahlgren re-aligninents cost more than they save. In lach it appears that, when
added together, the four re-aligrnunents to Edgewood result in a net Joss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Nahlgren portions of the re-aliguments are eliminated!

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Retum On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

BHAD LTS A1

Verv Respectiully,
auG ;200
Koceved | M){~
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16 August 20005

Admiral {Ret.} Harold Gebman
Conmmnissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60{)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Adimiral Gehmane:

I'would like to take this opporiunity 1o thank you for your altention 1o the
delegation trom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing o St Lowis, As a concerned
taxpayzar [ support the wark vou are doing (o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hope that the testimany helped you realize how
imponant Indiasa Military msiallationy fike Naval Surface Warfare Cemer iNSW(C)
Crape and Crang Army Ammunition Activity ({CAAA) are 1o our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisim.

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurctre-
alignment fist was published and [ am prowing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly tollowed the law in developing recommendations, The DO is required to take
ipte accounl the return on investment resulting from is closurefre-alienment
reconunendations. In reviewing the cosr data that s available on the E-Library ai the
BRAU Commussion webstte (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that maving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 1o Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites beine re-aligned 1o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane. NSWU Dahlgren. Falis Church and Vort Belvoar), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvolr generate any return on investment. ‘The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fuct it appears that, when
added 1ogether. the four re-abgnments o Edgewood resalt in a net loss rather than et
sivings, Inother words the onty way this scenario wall save money s if the NEWC
Crane and NSWC Datilgren portions of the re-alignments are climinated?

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendatyon w re-alien work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Returm On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

%ﬁm



16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.; Harold Gehman BT g e
Commissioner ]
Base Realignment and Closure Comntission it - 2006
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlingion, VA 22202

[ K IR

Diear Admural Gehrmian:

L would like w take this opportunity 1o thank you for your atiention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Heartng in St. Louis, As a concerned
taxpayer | support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remair
as effective and affordable as possible. Thope that the restimony helped vou realize how
inportant Indhana Military mstallations ke Naval Surlace Warture Lenmer INSWC)
Cranc and Crane Army Anununitton Activity {CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terronsm.

I am prowing increasingly concerned thal the DOL has not properly tollowed the
seleetion criteria in muking s re-alignment recommendations, One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems to be the crealion ol joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our ¢fficiency while mainaining the quality of service provided 1o our war
fighters. NSWC Crane i a joml activity providing prodducts and services o all branchey
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Miirtary Value scores for NSWC Crane i the arca of Sensors, Flectronics and
Electronic Warfare (5, E and EW) are higher than almost every ather DODY activity.

Ine example of a recainmendation that does not make sense 1 the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.,
According to the Techmical Joint Cross Service Group Analyss and Recommendations
documeitl dated (9 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC websio
{www defenselink mtl/bracy NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addimion, NSWC Crane already
has a close working refationstup with the Army since 1t is co-Jocsted with CAAA. I the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this worklouad should be re-iocated to NSWC Crane
wnstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally. thzs same logic applies to the Army
5. E and EW work boing relocated from Fort Belvoir o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing jount 8, B and EW capability as well as higher Miditary Value scores.

Another cxaniple of a recommendatjon that docs sof make sensc 1s the re-
alignment of 8, L and EW workload from Space and Maval Warfare sites at Charlesion
and San Diepo to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been desienated as the receiving
sile for this workload.



[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align §, E and EW workload w
sites other than NSWC Crape by properly taking mte account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully.

Sere & ol
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Rel) Harold Gelurin oo, 00
COInmissioner ,
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Routh Clark Street, Suite 63

Arlinglon, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would dike Lo take this opportunity 1o thank you for vour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing ann St. Lowis. | hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of indiuna Military instaliations, in
particular NSWC Crance and CAAAL to our Nation's Defense and the Globai War On
Terrorism. Ay a congerned taxpayer sapport the work you are daing to ensare that om
Military operations rematn 4s ctfective and affordable as possible, [ also realize that vou
have a very dithicult job in decwding which activities o re-algn or close as part of the
BREAC process.

I have been (ollowimg the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was pubhished and T ain growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of 175 recommendations, Data availlahle on
the DO website (www . detensetink. mil/brac) indicates tiat it is going 1o cost $130M 1o
move the 132 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. o addition,
mformation available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www. fas.org)
scerms 1o irdicate that the plaiform for the ALQ-Y9, the EA-6B Prowier, will beginio be
retired from service in the vear 2000 1 find 1t hard 10 believe that 1 Js in the best inrercst
of the DOTY and the taxpayers to spend $t50M to move 152 people doing work on a
systern that is about o be removed from service,

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 waork from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into rhe costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment,

Very Respectfully,

St (7 4



16 August 20035
PR gy
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner

BRAC Cormmissioner Al . L 20k
Base Realignmemnt and Closure Commission '
2521 South Clark Strest, Suile GO0
Arlington, VA 22202

AL Ve

Drcar Conumissioner Skinner,

I would like 10 take this opportunily to thank vou for your recent visit o NSWOC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I suppon the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations reaunn as cffective and affordable ax
possible. [realize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crance and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the

Global War On Terrarism.

[ have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closarefre -
altgnment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly tollowead the law in developing recomimendations. The DOD is required 1o take
Into account the return on investmert resulting from #x closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become # one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warlighters. Crane did tlus by being responsive, innovative, lechnically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our repulation for delivering
what the customer needed, when 1t was nesded, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the conuntssion to realign work 1o Ching Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces o differsne locanons. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cavse a loss inintellecteal capital thay could take vears to

replace.

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendution o re-align work from NSWC Crane
hy properly taking into account the Return On Invesiment requiremcnrs of BRAC [aw,

Yery Respectiul

.
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The Hemorable Samuoel Knox Skinner

BRAC Commissioner Al 2 - 2008
Base Realignment and Closure Comniission '

2521 South Clark Street. Suite 60K} BT
Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Conmunissioner Skinner,

I would like to 1ake this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work yow are
doing to ensure that our Military operations renuin as cffective and affordable as
possible. T realize that won have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process, [ hope that vour visit helped vau o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorisnt.

[ have been followng the BRAC process clusely since the proposcd closure/re-
alignment list was published and 1 am prowing increasmezly concerned that 1200 has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is reguired to give
priotity consideration o installations that have a high military value ranking, Data
available on the DOD website {www . defenselink mil/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into sccount properly, which is a
violation of BRAC luw. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one ol the highest military vahie
ratings of all activities performing Flectrome Wartare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Istand and vet it & recommended that Electronic Warfare workdoad
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re- aiigned fram NSWC Crane o NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DODY is also required o take nto account the return on invesiment resulling
from s closurefre-alignment recommendations. in reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commissien websie (www brac.pov) 1 have
come 1o the conclusion that moving the ALO-99 Electrome Wartare workfoad o NAS
Whidbey Isiand does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenaric are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA 1o Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more mangy if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

L arge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Retuen On Investment
reguirenients of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully.,

(:\ 'ﬁ‘dal-“fi-’ifr*} ':5 E‘}-u' F AA
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The Hmmrﬂbl? Slamucl Knox Skinngr i oo /005
BRAC Commissioner " :
Base Realipnment and Closure Comenission S

2521 Sowh Clark Street, Suite H0() )
Arlingion, VA 22202

Dear Comrmissioner Skinner,

T would like 1o Lake this opportunity (o thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpaver I support the work you are
doing to ensure thai our Mililary operations remain as elfective and alfordable as
possible. | realize that you have & very difficull job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close ax part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped vou 1o realize
what unportant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are o our Nation’s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorym.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment list was pablished and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properiy followed the law in developing reconunendations. The DO is required to take
mnto accoun! the return on mvestment reselting trom its closare/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forves Warfighters, Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiars. As our repination for delivening
what the custorner needed, when it was needed, ar a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The propesal to the commussion to realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special lorces to different locations. Thas will add
cast, reduce efficiency and cause a loss w ntellectual capial that could take vears to
replace.

T urge you te reconsider the recommendation to re-align work (rom NSWC Crane
mmm& 4 L Lhoal, Cosllissivil % L'b::‘!LE L Ww DAL 20V L have
come (o the conclusion that moving the ALQ-9% Electronic Warfare wo{klﬂad to ‘\IAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. .1[ appears that all of the S:-l‘:-.lﬂfh Tn )
thus scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Wh]dbay Is;l;md unq 1'[1.';‘]1»f_1.|!4T wor
from North [sland, CA to Whidbey Island. In other wirds this scenana will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crape portion is eliminated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
py property taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law,

Very Rc:-:pe:::tfnill}'.
b
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16 Auggust 2005
USRI
Admiral (Ret ; Harold Gehman
Conmunissioner
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, Va 22202

0o e

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take (his opportunity to thank vou for your artention o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louss. ! hope that the
testimony helped vou realize the bnportance of Indiana Military installations. in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. w0 our Nation's Defense and the Glohal War On
Terrorism. As i concerned wapayer [support the work you wie dob te eosure that eur
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible, I also realize that vou
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely stnce the proposcd closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has nol
followed sound judgement in making some of if's recomendations, Duata avatlable on
the DOD website (www.defensetink. mil/brac] indicates that it is going to cost $150M to
move the 132 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWE Crane to NAS Whidhey
Island. That equals & cost of nearly SIM per persan for the move. In addition,
miormation available 21 the Federation of American Sciantists website {www. fay.org)
seems to indicale that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-68 Prowler, will begin ta be
retired fron service i the vear 20000 1 find it bard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M o mave 132 people doing work on a
gystem that is about to be removed froin service.

T urge you to reconsider the recomnmendation 1o re-align the ALG-99 work from

NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short rernaining service 1tfe of the equipment.

Very Hespectfully,

2ha W/&a@



16 Angust 2005

Admiral {Ret ) Harold Gehman s LR
CoOmmissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission Wil £005

2521 South Clark Sircet. Suite GiX}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dyear Adimiral Gehman:

[ wouldd bike to vake this opportunity to 1thank you for your attention 10 the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S1. Louis, Ax a concerncd
Laxpayer | support the work vou are doing Ly ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hope that the testimony belped you realize how
miportant Indiang Malitary mstailations Iike Naval Surface Wartare Ceater (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity {CAAA) are 1o our Nation™s Defenye and
the Global War On Terrorisn,

I ain growing increasingly concerned that the DO has not properly foliowed the
selection criterta in making its re-alignment recommenidations, One of the main criterta
of the BRAC process seemis 1o be the creation of joim centers of excellence s order o
improve our effictency while maimaining 1he quality of service provided o our war
fighters. NSWC Crane Is ¢ joinl activily providing products and services (o all branches
of the miliary. Anothe: key crveria of the BRAC process centers on Malitary Valuc.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Wartare (5. F and EWY are bigher than almost every other DOD activity.

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense 1 the re-alignmern
of Armoy 5. E and EW work from Font Monmouth 10 Aberdeen Proving Crrounds,
According to the Technieal Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Reconunendations
document darad 19 May 2005, wiuch is available oo the DOD BRAC webhsite
{www detenselink. mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Munary Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, In addiwn, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationstup with the Army sinee it is co-located with CAAA. It the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionaily, chis same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fori Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8. E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of @ recommendition thar does not make sease is the re-
alignment of 5. E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites a1 Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahigren, NSWC Crane has higher Military Yalue scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload. )



[ urge you to reconsider the recomynendation o re-align S, E and EW warkload to
sttes other than NSWC Crane by properly taking intir account the joint capatality of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectiully,

Somdhg szm@
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16 August 2005 T |11
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner weesvlveed

BRAC Commissioner

Base Reahipnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Strect, Sutie 60
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Comnmassioner Skinner.,

T would like o take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southera Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing 1o ensure that our Militry operations remain as effective and affordable as
posstbic, Trealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been foliowing the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closure/e-
alygnment list was published and T am growing wereasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recomemendations, DO iy required o pive
priosity consderation 1 installations that have o high nuiiary value ranking, Dala
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink.iml/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s nilitary value rating was not taken mnto account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Cranc has one of the highest militury value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yer it is recommended that Elecrronic Warlare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Cranc to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOVY 15 also reguired o {ake imo account 1he return on invesiment resnhing
from s closure/re-alignmment recommendalions, Inreviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library af the BRAC Commmission website {www brac.oov) T have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Eiectronic Warlare workload 0 NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work

from North Island, CA to Whidbey Istand. In other words this scenanio will save DOD
even more moncy 1f the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly faking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respecifully.
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16 Auguest 2005 _
i Al
The Honorable Samucl Knox Skinner
BRAC Comnussjoncr

Buse Realignment and Closure Cotamission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

[Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like 10 take this oppontunity to thank you for vour recent visit to NSW(
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work yvou are
doing to cnsure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
passible. Trealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAL process, L hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA arce w our Nation’s Defease and the
Global War On Terrorism.

T have been following the BRAT procuss closely since the proposed ciosure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOTD has pol
properly folliowed the law s developing recomomendations, The DOD s requitred Lo take
mto account the return on investiment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Cranc has become a one stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forees Warlighters. Crane did this by being responsive. innovative. technicaily
supertor and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As aur reputation for delivering
whal the costomer needed, when i was needed. at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposa] w the commission o realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support 1o special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years 1o

replace.

I urge you 10 recensider the recormmendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking 1nto account the Return On Investment requirenicars of BRAC law,

Yery Respectfully,
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16 August 2005 SRR
Admiral (Ret ) Harodd Gehman L PRI i)
Commissioner —

Base Realignment and Closure Comniission
25271 South Clark Street, Sute 6iN)
Ariington, VA 22202

Dwear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity 1o thank you for your attention o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 81 Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the 1estimon helped vou realive how
important Indiana Military mstallations ke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Temorism.

I am growing increasingly concerncd that the DO has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRACT process scems 1o be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
imprave our efficiency while maintaining Lhe quadity of service proavided o our war
frighters. NSWC Crane s a joint activity providing produocts and services 1o all branches
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Eleettonics and
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than alimost every other TXOD activity.

One example of a recornmendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 5. E and EW work from Fort Monmouth 1o Aberdecn Croving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Grrowp Analyses and Recornmendations
document dared 19 May 2005 which is available on the DOT> BRAC websile
{www defenselink. mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Vahie scores than
hoth Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
fas o close working rebationship with the Army since n is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC critena are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
imstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated fromn Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvowr workload should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint S. F and EW capability as well as hicher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that docs not make sense is the re-
alignment of 8, E and EW waorkload from Space and Nuval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego 10 NSWC Dahlerer. NSWC Crane has Righer Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have becn designated as the recelving

site for this workloag,



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation 10 re-aligh 8, E and EW workload o
sites olher than NSWC Crane by properly takmg into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Yery Respectfully,

.'Ir N "
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Admiral (Ret.) Hariold Gehman
Commissioner <o R
o FRIN 4
Base Realignment and Closure Comimission G
2521 Souwh Clark Street. Suile 60K eyl

Arlinglon, VA 22202
Dzar Adomural Gehmman;

I would like to take tins apportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remaim
as effective and affordable as possible, T hape that the testinwrny helped vou readize how
importand Indiang Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center INSWC)
Crane and Crane Armny Anunonition Activity {CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and Tam growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly fullowed the law in developing recommendations, The DOD s required to rake
ey account the return on investrent resultiey from its closure/re-alignment
reconunendations. Tnreviewing the cost data thar is available on the E-Library al the
BRAC Commniission website {www brac.eov) T have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biolopical workload fiom NSWO Crane to Fdgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir). only the
Falls Church and For Belvoir gencrate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
MNSWC Trahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Fdgewond result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In ather words the only way this scenario will save money is1f the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

Jorge vou to reconsider the recommendation ta re-align work from NSW O Crane

by properly taking into account the Retorn On Investment requirements of BRAC Jaw.

Very Respecifully,

-
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Admiral {Ret) Harmld Gehman N
Commissioner s
Rase Realignment and Closure Conumnission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60%)

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehmane

I would like to take this aoppottumiy to thank you for your artention ko the
delegation from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t. Louis. ! hope that the
restimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crune and CAAA 1o ony Nanon's Defense and the Globa! War (On
Terrorisim, Ax a concerncd taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to ensure thar oue
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible, 1 also realize that vou
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
aligniment 115t was published and T am growing mcreasingly concerned that DO has not
followed sound judgement in niaking some of iUs recommendations, Data available on
the DOD website (www defenselnk ml/brac) indreates that it s going 10 cost $150M (o
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depor from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. "That equals a cosl of nearly 1M per person for the move. Tn addition,
information avaulable at the Federation ol Anlerwan Scientists website (www fas.oro)
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALG-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will bepin 1o be
retired from service w the year 2010 T find 1 hard ro believe that i is in the best interest
of the 130T and the taxpavers to spend $150M 10 move 1532 people doing work on a
svslem that is about to be removed fram service,

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Cranc by properly taking into the costs involved n this re-alignment and the
refatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectiully, .

g -
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Admiral {Ret)) Harold Gehman AUG ¢ 205
Commissioner

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

Dl 1.

Diear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing m SiC Towis. I hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiaca Military installations, in
particylar NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Delense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As 4 concerned taxpaver [ support the work vou are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. [ also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activiries to re-align ar close as part of the
BRAC process,

I have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closurefre-
alipnment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
fillowed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on
the IO website (www deienselink, mil/brac} indicates that it is going to cost $150M to
move the 152 peaple warking on the ALG-99 depotl from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Isjand. Thit equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, In addinion,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website {www fas org)
seems to ndicate that the platform for the A1LQ-99 the FA-OB Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010, T find it bard w believe that it is in the best inrerest
of the DO and the taxpayers to spend $150M o move 152 people doing work on a
system that s about to be removed from service.

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking inio the costs involved in this re-aligament and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfuily,
§

I~ T DZ::M ——
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Admiral (Ret,) Harold Gehmian
Commisstoner RV Eﬂﬂﬁ
Base Kealignment and Cilosure Comimission e
2571 South Clark Street, Suite 608 ST

Arlington, VA 222012
Dear Admiral Gehman,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention Lo Lhe
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as cffective and affordabie as possible. | hope that the (estimony helped you realize how
important Indrana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center |INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) dre to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Temmorism.

T am growng increasingly concerned that the DOD has ned properly followed the
seleclion criteria in making 11s re-alipnment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process scems 10 be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order 1o
imprave our efficiency whiile maintaiming the quality of service provided 10 our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joinl activity providing products and services w all branches
of the military. Ancther key critena of the BRAC process conters on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane n the area of Scnsors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (5. E and FEW?Y are ngher than almost every other DOD activity,

One example of @ recommendation that does oot make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 8, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joimt Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
documem dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOL BRAC website
{www defenseiink. milibeae ), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores tan
both Fort Menmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addiion, NSWC Crane already
has a ciose working relationship with the Army since it s co-located with CAAA, If the
BRAC criter:a are foliowed properly, this workload should be re-located o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionaliy, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being rclocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing Joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Valoe scores.

Another example of 4 recommendation that does not make sense ts the re-
alipgnment of 5. L and EW workioad from Space and Naval Warfare siles ar Charlesion
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Mihiary Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for thes workload.



1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workioad to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly takmg into account the joint capahility of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectiolly,

Y -~
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Admiral (Rel) Hareld Gehman

Cornumissinmner
Base Realignment and Closure Cormumission

2321 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 222012

Dicar Admiral Gehman:

I would like 1o take this opportunity o thank you for your atiention to {he
delegation from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concernedd
taxpayer 1 suppoirt the work you are aoing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable ax possible. [ hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
imponan Tndiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Anununition Activity (CAAA} are to our Nation's Defense and
the (lobal War On Terronsm.,

] have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly foliowed the law in developing recommendalions. The DOD is required to luke
into account the return on ivestment resulting from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data thal is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www . brac.gov) T have come 1o the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crune to Edgewnod in Maryland does
not resull in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (NSWC Crane. NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoirk. only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Cranc and
NSWC Duahlgren re-alipnments cost more than they save, In fact it appears that. when
added together. the four re-alignments 1o Edoewound tasult o a net loss rather than net
savings. In ndher words the only way thiv scenaric will save money 15 17 the KSWC
Crane and NSW Dahleren portions of the re-aligniments arg climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Yery Respectfully,

2 ,_ﬂjf_i___,ﬂ___;
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commssioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(X)
Arlington, VA 22202

Diear Commissioner Skinner,

I wouid like to take 1his opportunity to thank you for vour recent visit to NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are
doing 10 ensure that our Military operations remgin as effective and affordable ax
piwsible. Trealize that vou have a very difficult job i deerdene which nctivities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that your visit helped you w realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are (o our Nation’s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorisn

[ have been following the BRRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment l1st was pubiished and T am growing increasimpgly concerned that DOD has not
properly toliowed the law in developing recommendations, 120D is reguired to give
priority consideration to instatlations that have a lugh mulitary value ranking, Data
available on the DOD website (www defenrselink nul/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC [aw. Specifically. NSWC Cranc has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activitics performing Electronic Warfare work, inclieding a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet s recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related Lo repair of the ALQ-99 systemn be re-aligned from NSWC Crane (0 NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DO is aiso required o 1ake indo account the return on invesimenl resabling
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations, o reviewing the cost data that s
available on the E-lLibrary at the BRAC Commussion website (www brac.govi [ have
comie Lo Uk conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronc Warfare workload o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any ¢ost savings. It appears thai all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DO
even more oney i the NSWC Cranc portion s eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Vatue and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law,
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner R
BRAC Conunissioner e o Al
Base Realignment and Closure Comnussion AL

2521 Souwh Clark Strect, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissinner Skinner.

[ would hike to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit (o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that vou have a very difTicnlt job in deciding which activities to re-
align or clase as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to realize
whal inportant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that XOL has not
properiy followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required 10 take
into account the return on investment resuliing from its closarefre-alignment
recommeandations. Crane has becowne o ong-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding seldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed. ar a cost that was affordable, more work
wits brought o ns. The proposal to the comnssion to realign work o China Lake and
Picattinny will now spiit the support to special forces wo differcnt locations., This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cawse a koss in intelleclual capital that could take vears Lo

replace.

Lurge you e reconsider the recommendation o re-alipn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requircments of BRAC law.

Very Regpectiully,
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Admiral {Ret.} Harold Gehman Al 7 s
Commissioner ettiied
Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600}

Arlington, VA 222012

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would hke to rake this opportunity to thank vou for your attention to the
delegation frivm Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 51, Lowis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppon the work vou are doing to cnsure thal our Milllary operations remain
as etfective and aflordable as possibie. I hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are Lo our Natton's Defensce and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I have been foilowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD s required to take
o account the return on investiient resulting from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is avatlable on the E-Library at the
RRAC Commusston wehsite {www brac .2ov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Riological workload from MNSWC Crane to Edgewond in Marylund does
nob result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Fdgewood (NSW Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fon Belvein), onldy the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re alignments cost more than they save. In fuct it appears that, when
added together, the tour re-alignments to Edgewoond resnlt in a net loss rather than net
savings, In orher words the only way rhis scenario will save moncy is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking mto account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respeotfully,

4{(9 W S
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16 August 2005 RO T
Admural (Betd Harold Gehenan s o 2008
Commissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission IRTHEHSY

2521 South Clark Serect, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Pear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like to take this opporitnity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the tecent BRAC Hearing in 3t. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing 1o ensure that our Milizay operationy remeain
as effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimeony helped you realize how
imponant Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center I(NSWC)
Crang and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are (o our Nation's Defense and
the Globail War Cn Terrorsm,

I am growing increasingly concerned that the TH0D has not properly followed the
selection eriteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteriz
of the BRAC process seems to he the creation of joinl centers of excellence in order to
iimprove our efficiency while maintaming the guality of service provided 1o our war
fghters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services 1o all branches
of the miirary. Another key critera of the BRAC process cemters on Miltlary Value,
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane 1 the ared of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (5. F and EWY) are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One exampic of a reconumendation that does nol make sense s the re-alignment
of Army 5. E and EW waork trom Fort Monmouth to Aberdezn Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Seevice Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC wehsile
{www defenselink. mulbrack. NSWC Urane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, In addition. NSWC Crane already
has a close working relaticoship with the Army since it is co-located with CaAAL I the
BRAC criteria arg followed properly, this worklead should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic appiies to the Army
5, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir woikload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSW( Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores,

Another example of 4 recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diege and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site tor this workload.



1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation 10 re-align §, ¥ and EW workioad o
sites other than NSWC Cranc by properly taking inte account the joint capability of
NEWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs owe Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully,

ng
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Adrmral (Ret.) Harold Gehenan - Ais
Cornmisstoner S

Base Realigniment and Closure Comimission Ao L

2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 604
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Adntiral Gehrnan:

1 would Tike to take thts opportunity to thank vou for your altention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 51, Lows. T hope ihar the
testimony helped you realize the tnporntance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nanion's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that oor
Military operations remain as effective and alfordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 10 re-ahgn or close ay part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process clasely since the propuosed closure/re-
ahgnment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOTY has not
followed sound judgement in nuking somw of i< recommendations.  Data available on
the 3OD website (www defenselink. mil/brac)y indicates that it is going 10 cost 5150M 1o
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane 10 NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, 1In adduion,
information availabic at the Federation of American Scientists websie (www {fus.orgd
sectns to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-D9, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010, ! find it hard to belicve that it is n the best imerest
of the DOD and the taxpayers 1o spend 3130M 10 move 152 people doing work on a
system that is aboul to be removed rom service.

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NEWC Crane by preperly taking imto the costs involved m this re-alipnment and the
relatively shont remaining service lite of the equipment.

Very Kespectfuliy.

MR A



16 Aupgust 2005

S L s <10
Admiral (Ret.y Harold Gehman _ _
Commissioner Al - 006
Basc Realignment and Closure Commission .
AR I

2521 South Clark Strect, Suitc 6}
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehmane

T would like to take this opportunity to thank you lor your attention to the
delegution from Indiana during the recent BRAU Hearing in St. Touis, As & concerned
taxpayer | support the work you arc doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordabic as pussible. 1 hope that the testimony helped vouo realize how
imporant Indiana Military imstallations like Naval Surface Wartare Conter iINSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity tCAAA) arc to our Nation™s Defense and
ithe Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process ¢losely singe the proposed closure/re-
altgnment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recomimendations. The DO s required to take
inle account the return on investment resulting from s ¢losure/re-aticnmeant
recommendations, 1n reviewing the cost dara that 15 available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www brac_gov) T have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not resull in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvorr), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retum on investment. The NSWO Crane anid
NSWC Dabhigren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
aldded together, the four re-alighments to Edgewood result in 4 net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the onfy way thas scenane will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Drahlirren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

T urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into aceount the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfuliy,
\.__,-Q"/ |r" -_.'
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Admiral {Ret Y Harold Gehman
Comrmuisstoner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60X
Arlington, VA 2222

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportenity 10 thank you for your aitenrion to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearipng in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer | support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. ! hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiang Military installations like Noval Surlisce Warlare Center (INSWE)
Cranz and Crane Army Armnunition Activily {CAAA) are to our Nalion's Detense and
the Global War On Terrorisn.

L am growing Increasingly concerned that the DO has not properly followed the
selection criteria m making its re-alignment recommendations, One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process secns 10 be the creation of joim centers of excellence in order 1o
imprave our efticiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing producis and seryvices 1o all branches
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Milttary Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWO Crane in the area of Scnsors, Electronies and
Electronic Warfare (S. E and W) are higher than almost every other DOD activity,

One cxample of a reccommendation that does not make sense 1 the re- alignment
of Army S. E and EW wark [rom Forr Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technwal Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May M5, which is available on the DOD BRAC websie
{www defensehnk mil/brac ). NSWC Crane has muoch higher Military ¥Yalue scores ihan
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdecn Proving CGrounds, Inaddition. NSWC Crane alrcady
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. [fthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdecn Proving Grounds. Additionaily. this same logic apphes to the Army
8. E and EW work being relocaled from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another cxample of a recommendat ion that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of 8. E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warlare sites at Charleston
and San Dicgo 1o NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diege and Dahteren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.



1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, I and EW workload o
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respecttully, .

AR / : ..
AT & [ -
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HE]

Admiral {Bet) Hareld Gehrnan e
Comunissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission

2321 Soah Clark Street, Suite 64

Arlington, VA 22202

Duwear Admiral Gehman:

[ would like to take this opportunily to thank you for yvour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. [ hape that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military instaltations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA 1o nar Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terromsme As a concerned taxpayer [ sopport the work vou are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as cifective and affordable as possible, I also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 10 re-align or close as part of the
BRAL process,

1 have been followmny the BRRAC process closely since the proposed closure/fre-
alignment list was published and [ am growing mereasingly concerned that DO has not
followed sound judgement 10 making some of it's recommendations. Data avaliahic on
the DOD website {www_defensclink. mil/brach indicates that it is going 1o cost $130M o
move the 132 people working on the ALQG-99 depot from NSWC Crane o NAS Whidbey
{sland. That equals a cost of nearly 18 per persan for the move. In addition,
imformiation available at the Federation of American Scientists website {www._fas.org)
sezms (0 indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will bezin to be
retired from service in the year 2010, T find it bard ro belicve that it 1s in the best intcrest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M to move 152 people doing work on a
syslem that 15 about to be removed from service.

[urge voul o reconsider the recommendation o re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully, (
\\_é:’k{/ﬁa&n#f ____zi"l--(_{__'_.-fl:?\‘__{___\_'_
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The Honotable Samucl Knox Skinner il . 00h
BRAC Commissioner o
Base Realignment and Closure Compiission R
2521 South Clark Street. Sulte A0

Arlington, WA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit (o0 NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax g concerned taxpayer ! support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective anet affordable as
possible. | realize that you have a very dithenl job in decidhng which activities 1o re-
align or close as pan of the BRAC process. [hope that your visit helped you to realize
whal important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terroriso.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that 130D has not
properly followed the law in developing reconunmendations. The DOID is required Lo take
into account the return on nvestmen resulting from s closurefre-alignment
recoramendations. Crane has become a onc-stop shop for specialized weapons [or our
Special Forces Warlighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldicrs. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed, al a cost that was affordable. more work
wiis brought to us. The praposal o the camrmssion to realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny wiil now split the suppon 1o special forees to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years 1o

replace.

I urge you o reconsider the recommendation e re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investmenr requirements of BRAC law.
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16 August 2003

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
RRAC Commissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Conmunission
2521 Souwh Clark Streer, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner.,

I would like 1o vake this opportunity 1o thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpaver [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Mililary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible, I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you 1o realize
what imiportant asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

| have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alipnment Tist was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has nod
properly followed the baw in developing recommendations, The DOD iy required 1o take
inte account the return oil investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recomumendations, Crane has beconw a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior angd affordabie for these ourstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was needed. at a cost thar was affordable, more work
was brought 10 us. The proposal (o the commission o realign work o China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forecs o different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellcetual capital that could take vears to
replace.

1 vrge vou 10 reconsider Lthe reconunendation (o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking info account the Return On Invesiment requirements of BRAC Jaw.

Very Respectfully,

/:_’7
/(j)”m “
—
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16 August 2005

The Honorahle Samuel Knox Skwinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite A0
Arlington, VA 22X)2

Dear Commuissioner Skinner,

[ would like o take thas opportunity to thank you for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are
deing to ensure that our Mililary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Treaiize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 1y our Natian's Defense and the
Cilobal War On Terrorisim.

T have been tollowing the BRAC process closeiy since the proposed closured/re-
alignment lisi was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the taw in developing recommendations, DO is required to give
priority consideration to installations that have a high melitary value rapking. Data
available on the DOD websiie (www. defenselink, mittbrac) leads me o conclude that
NSW Crane’s rolitary value rating was noi taken wnto account properly, which s a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the mghest malitary value
raungs of all activitics performing Clectronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
ihan NAS Whidbey Tsland ard yet it is recommended that Electronie Wartare workJoad
related to repair of the ALQ-%9 syslem be re-aligned from NSWC Crane 1o NAS
Whidbey Isiand.

The DAOD s alse required o take into account the return on investmen! resulting
from its closurc/re-alignment recommendations. [nreviewing the cost data that 18
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac.gov) I have
come to the conciusion that moving the ALG-99 Electronic Warfare workload 1o NAS
Whidbey Island docs nol Tesnit in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Tsland and moving work
from North Island, CA 1o Whidbey Island. Tn othor words this scenario will save 120D
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated?

Targe you to reconsider the recommiendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properiy taking into account the Military Value and Return On Invesiment
requirements of BRAC law.

Viery Respectiuily,
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner : ¢t
BRAC Commussioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Sujte 600
Arlingion. YA 22202

Drear Corunissioner Skinner,

T would like 10 1ake this opporunity 1o thank you for your recenl visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern [ndiana. As a concerned taxpaver [ support the work you are
doing ta ensure that our Military operations reinam as effective and affordable as
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that vour visit helped you o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorisn.

[ have been tollowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/te-
alignment st was published and T am prowing increasingly concerned tlat DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations, The DO js required 1o take
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become @ one-stop shop for specialized weapans for our
Special Forces Warfighters, Crune did ihis by being responstve, innovative. (echnicaliy
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer neaded, when it was needed, at a cost thar was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the conunission (o realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support 1o special forees ro different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cavse a loss in intelleciual capital that could take years 1o
replace.

Lurege you to reconsider the recomimendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking inte aecount the Return On Investment requirciments of BRAC Jaw.

Very Respectfully,
g_s‘f_idl S .In.-'cb_

T
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16 August 2005

BRI |
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner
Base Realigninent and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Sireer, Suitc 60}
Arlington, VA 222()2

RINRSAEHE

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Tndiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work veu are
doing to ensure that our Military operatons remain g3 effective and aftordable as
possible. I rcalize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRACT process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 1o our Nation™s Defense and the
(lobal War On Terrorism.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and ! am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations, DOD 1s reyuired 10 give
prionty consideration o instalfations that have a high military value ranking. Data
available on the DOD website (www, defenselink. milfrach leads me to conciude that
NESWC Crane’s milttary value rating was not taken into account properly, which is 4
violalion of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratmgs of all activities performing Electronic Warlure work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Tsland and vet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related 1o repatr of the ALQ-99 system be re-uligned from NSWC Crane 1o NAS
Whidbey Tsland.

The DO is also reguired to take into account the return on mvestoent reselting
from is closurefre-alignment recommendations, Inreviewing the cost data that s
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac. govy T have
come (o the conclasion thal moving the ALCQ-99 Elecironic Warfare workload io NAS
Whidbey Island does nol resuit in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Istand, CA 10 Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more moncy 1f the NSWC Crane portion is ¢ iminated!

I urge vou o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properiv taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requiremenls of BRAC law.

Verv Respectfuily,
Srevy

T
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The Honorable Samuci Knox Skinner - e

BRAC Commissioner W i 2005

Base Realignmoent and Closure Conuussion

2521 South Clark Street, Sutte 600 .

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would Dke to rahe this opporiuniy to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indisna. As a concerned Laxpayer 1 support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as cffective and affordable as
passible, [realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o 1e-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWOC Crane and CAAA are ty our Nation™s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

1 have been following the BRAC process clusely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing mereasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. TOD is reguired 1o give
priority consideration to installations that have a high mititary valuc ranking. Data
available on the DOD website (www defenselink unl/brac) leads me o conchude that
NSWC Cranc’s military value rating was not taken into account propetly., which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest milinary value
ralings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including 4 higher rating
than NAS Whidbey [sland and vet it is recommended that Electronke Warlare workioad
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The D00 15 also required o take into account the return on investrment resulting
from its closurel/re-alignmen recommendations. In revicwing the cose data that 1
available on the E-Library ar (the BRAC Commission website {www brac.govi I have
come o the conclusion that moving the ATQ-99 Elcctronic Warfare workload o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidhey Island and moving work
freom North Island, CA o Whidbey lsland. 1n athur words this seenanio will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crune portion is eliminated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crang
by properly taking into account the Mititary Value and Retun On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respacttully,

ﬂéﬁ G
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Admiral (Rety Harold Gebmin
Conimissioner

Rase Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(X)
Aslington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gebiman;

[ would like to take this opportunity to thunk you for your attention 1o the
deleganon from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in $t. Louis. As a concerned
taxpaver 1 support the work you are doing o ensure that our Military operations remain
as cifective and aiffordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
inponant indiana Military wstallations ke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are 1o our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisim,

i am prowing increasingly concerned that the X0 has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. Cie of the main critera
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of jomt ceniers of excellence in order 1o
improve our efficiency while maimaining the quality of service provided 10 our war
fiphters. NSWC Crane is a jomt activity providing products and services w all branches
of the military.  Another key eriteria of 1he BRAC process cenfers an Mililary Vaioe.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane n the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare {5, E and EW} are higher than almost every other DOD activity.

One example of a recommendation that docs nol make sense s the re-alignment
of Army §, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysas and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 20835, which is available oa the DOD BRAC website
{www. defenselink. mil'brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
bath Fort Moamouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Tn addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close workung reiationship with the Army since 1 is co-located with CAAA. Hthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workioad should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocaled from Fort Beivoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvolr workload should be re-aligned 10 NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another exampie of a recommendation that does not make sense 1s the re-
alignment of §, FE and EW workioad from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charlesion
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has hgher Military Vahie scores than
Charleston. San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

sile for this workload.



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8. E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capatiliy of
NEWT Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectiiliy,

@' vt € c%az,./é/



16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehroun R
Commissioner 005
Base Realignrent and Ciosure Commission SUTE
2521 Soath Clark Street, Svite 6(X)

Arlington, VA 222082

Drear Admiral Gehman:

1 would hke Lo take this opportunity Lo thank you for your aitention to the
delegation from Indrana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S1. Louly. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppart the work you are dotng to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Miitary installations Hke Naval Surface Warfare Center INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Anununition Activity {CAAA) are 1o our Natos's Defense and
the Gilobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process clsely since the propused closurefre-
alignment list was published and T am growing wereasingly concerned that 1201 has not
properly {illowed the law in developing recommendations. The 30D 1s required Lo take
into account the return ol invesunent resulling from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. [n reviewing the cost data that 1z avaiiable on the E-Library at the
BRAC Conmssion website (www brac.govi | have come to the «onclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not resalt 10 any cost savings. 1t appears thar, of the four sites heing re-aliencd
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir). only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvorr penerate any return oninvestment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re aiignments cost more than they save, In facl it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewonod result in a net loss rather than net
savines, In other words rthe only way this scenario will save money is if the NSW(C
C’rane and NSWC Duhlgren portions of the re-alipnments are eliminated!

{ urge you w reconsider the recommendation 1o re-ahign work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking mto account the Return Om Investiment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

OnMgha W?&m@
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The Honorab]g .Slamur:] Knox Skinner a6 Pl
BRAC Commissionar
Base Realignment and Closure Commission el L

2521 South Clark Street, Saite 60K)
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinper.

I would hke to take 1his opportunity to thank yoo for vour recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayver 1 support the work you arc
doing to cnsure that our Military opelations remain as effective and aftordable as
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job s deciding which activities to re-
align or close as par of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize
what inpottant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and 1he
Global War On Terronsm,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closureire-
ahgnment hist was published and T am growing inereasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law i developing recommendations. The DOTY is reguired 1o take
into account the return ot pvestment resulting from its closurefre-ahgnment
recommendations. Crane has beeome a one-stap shop for specialived weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responstve, innovative, techmcally
siperior and affordable tor thess outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was needed. al o cost thal was affordable, more work
was brought 10 us, The proposal to the commission 1o realign work 1o China Lake and
Picaitinny will now split the support to speeial forces w different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectes] capital that could Lake vears 10

replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation w re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investmment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectiully,

P P
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16 Angust 20013 AUG 7 5 2005
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner “Lebelvpg
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Comunission

2521 South Clark Street, Sune H0

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Conumissioner Skinner,

1 would like to take this opporiunity to thank you for vour recent visit o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southein Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T support the work vou are
doing to enswre that our Military eperations remain as effective and affordable ay
possible. [ realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. Lhope that vour visit helped vou 1o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 1o our Nation’s Defense and the

lobal War On Terrorism,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and ¥ amn growing increasingly concerned that DOTY has not
properly followed the law in developing recomunendations. DOD s required to give
prioTity consideration to instailattons that have a htgh military valoe ranking. Data
available on the DOD webste (www, defenschnk amilhrach leads me 1o conclude that
NSWO Cranc’s military value rating was not taken into account properly. which s a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically. NSWC Crane has one of the highest rmilitary value
ratings of all aetivities performing Electronic Warfure work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet 1 1s recommended that Electronic Warlare workload
retated 1o repair of the ALQ-99 sysiem be re-ahgned from NSWC Cranc o NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DOD s also requured o take into accowmt the return on investment resuliing
from its closurefre-alignment recommendations, Inreviewing the cost daia that is
available en the E-Library at the BRAC Comrnission website (www brac.gov) { have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload 1o NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cosl savings. It appears that all of the savings
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey lsland and moving work
from North Island. CA ro Whidbey [sland. Tn other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion s eliminated!

T urge vou Lo recomsider the recommendation to re-alizn work trom NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfuily,

;;’Zr;%%%ﬁ:};
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16 August 2003

Admiral {Ret)y Harold Gehian AHy Y ZB0h
Comunissiongr

. - - RO N A]
Base Reulignment and Closure Commission e ]

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

| wonld ke to take this oppottunity to thank you Tor your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. T hope that the
testinony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particitlar NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terronsm. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing 1o ensure that our
Miilitary operations remain as cifective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics 10 re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

[ have becn following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignmant list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data avalable on
the DOD website {www .defenschink. mil/brac) indicates that it 1s going to cost $130M to
mevce the 132 people waorking on the ALG-99 depot from NSWC Cranc to NAS Whidbey
Island. That cquals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, In addition,
information avatlable at the Federation of American Scientists website (www fas orgt
seems o mdicate that the platform for the ALO-99, the LA-6B Prowler. will begin to be
retired from service in the year 20000, T find it hard 1o believe thal it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M 10 move 152 peopie domg work on a
syslem that is about to be rermoved from service,

I uree you o reconsider the recormmnendation 1o re-align the ALQ-99 waork from
NSWC Crane by praperly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectuily,
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Admiral (Ret.) Hareld Gehman wiy o Ny
Commissioner

Base Kealipnment and Closure Conmission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

FURSLEoT

Dear Admiucal Gehman:

I would like to take this opporunity to thank vou for your attention Lo the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S5t Louis. Ay a concerned
taxpaver | support the wark vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surlace Wartare Center {NSWO)
Cranc and Crane Army Ammumtion Activity {CAAA} are to our Nation™s Defense and
the Glebal War On Terrorism.

1 am growing increasingly concerned that the BOD has not properly fobllowed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations, One of the mam criteria
of the BRAC process secems to be the creation of joim centers of cxcellence in order to
improve our efficicncy while maintaining the gualiry of service provided 1o our war
Mghters. NSWC Crane is a joint acuivity prowviding products and services to all branches
of the muliary. Another key criteria of the BRAC procass ceners on Military Value,
The Military Vatue scores for NSWC Crane o the area of Sensors, Elecironics and
Electronic Warfare (5, E and EW} are higher than almost every other DOID activicy,

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-shignment
of Army §, E and EW work trom Fort Monmouth o Aberdezn Proving Grounds,
According to the Technicai Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is availuble on the DOD BREAC website
(woww defenselink, rl/brac ). NSWOC Crane has moach higher Miitary Vahee scores than
bath Fort Monmeuth and Aberdean Proving Grounds, In addion. NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. Ifthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally. this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvorr to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned o NSWC Crane singe NSWC Crane has

existing joint 5, E and EW capaliuy as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example af a recommendation that does not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites ar Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Miltary Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahtgren and should have been desipnated as the receiving

site for this woirkload.



Furpe you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capahlity of
NSWC Crane and CAAA us well as the DODs own Military Walue scoring analysis.

Very Respectfuoily,



L ==

Admiral (Ret.} Harold Gehman alb 2005
Commissioner AeLelvE
Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Ariington, VA 22202

16 August 2005

Drear Admiral Gehman:

Iwounld like to take this opporlunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 51, Louls. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppornt the wark you arce doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordabic as possibie. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indianag Military installations hke Navil Surface Warlare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Amnwnation Activity {CAAA) are o our Natwon’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

| have been following the BRAC process closely sinece the proposed closure/re-
alignment list wis published and [ am growing icreasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO is required 1o take
into account the return on investment resuling from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www . brac.oov) I have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological warkload from NSWC Crane to Fdezewood in Maryvland does
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the tour sites being re-aligned o
Edgewnod (INSWC Crane, NSWC Dablgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvorr penerate any return on investment. The NSWC Cranc and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
ardded together, the four re-alignments 1o Edgewood resull in 2 net Joss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario wall suve money s if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portons of the re-alienments are eliminated!

I urge wou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiully,
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The Honorable Samue! Knox Skinner allly " ?ﬂﬁ

BRAC Commissioner ) _
A Lt -t

Rase Realignment and Closure Commission
2577 South Clark Sireet, Suile (00
Arlington, VA 22202

Dicar Commissioner Skinner,

1 would Like 1o wake this opportunity 1o thank vou for your recent visit 1o NSW(C
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possibie. Trealize that you have a very difficult job in decuwhing which activitics to re-
align ot ¢close as part of the RRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are (0 our Nation's Defense and 1he
Global War On Terrorism,

T have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
altgnment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take
ity account the return on investiment resulting from s closure/re-alignment
recommendations, Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Spoeial Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding sokliers. As our reputation for delivering
whut the customer needed. when it was needed, a1 o cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to s, The proposal 10 the convmission to realign work to Chipa Lake and
Ficattinny will now split the suppont to special forces to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that couid take years to
replace.

Furge vou o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully.

g i~
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16 August 2005

Admiral (Eet. ) Harold Gehnzan

Commissioner Y l
Buse Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Smie G}

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to (he
delegution from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpaycr I support the work you are doing 10 ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and aftordable as possible. T hope than the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military instaliations like Naval Surface Wartare Center (NSW()
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Glohal War On Terrorisni

I have been lollowing the BRAC process closely sinee the proposed elosure/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendistions. The DD is required to take
Inte account the return on investment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that 15 available an the E-Library at the
BRAC Commssion website {www . brac. govj ) have come to the conclusion that moviag
Chemical and Biological workdoad from NSWC Crane (0 Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings, It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned 1o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvotr), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir senerate any retum an investment, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dabigren re-abgnmenis cost morte Lhan they save, In tact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments o Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is 1f the NSWC
Cranc and NSWC Dahigren portions of the re-alignments are climinated!

[ urge you to reconsider the reconuenendation o re-align work fTom NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Tnvestmem requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,
lr:;_\_‘*#\r' e
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16 August 2005

The Honarable Samuel Khox Skinnet
BRAC Commusswnar

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sourh Clark Sireel, Suite Hi¥}
Arlington, VA 22202

PGS

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would hke to take Lthis opporunity to thank you for yoor receat visil 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ suppent the work you are
doing to ensure that cur Miltary operations remeam as cllective and atfordable ax
possible. [realize that vou have a very difficub job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that vour vis® helped you to realize
what important assets WSWC Crane and CAAA are i our Nation's Defense and the
Clobal War On Terrarsm.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
ahignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned thal [X0D has not
property followed the law n developing recommendations. The DO s required 1o take
Into accoumn the return on investment resuliing from its closuredre-alignment
recommendations. Crang has become a one-stop shop for speciabized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, technically
superior and atfordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer neadod, when it was needad, at a cost that was affordable, imore work
wias brought to us, The proposal o the commuission w rcalign work 10 Ching Lake and
Ficattinny will now split the supporn to special forces to different locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a foss in intellectual capital thal could take yvears to

replace.

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking inlo account the Return On Investmicnt requirenents of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

Mot R,
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The Honorahle Samuel Knox Skinner e
BRAC Commussioncr

Base Realignment and Closure Compusssn AL, A0k
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 i

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Commissioner SEinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer | suppont the work you are
duing to ensure thal our Miltary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA ure to our Nation's Delense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

| have been following the BRAC process closeiy since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am prowing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the brw in developing recommendations. DOD 18 required to give
priority consideration to mstallations that have a high nuhiary ¥alue ranking. Data
available on the DO websie (www.defenselink. milfbrac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s muililary value rating was not taken into account properly, wiich is a
viclation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electrome Warfare work. imcluding a higher ratmg
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it 15 recommended that Electronic Wartare workicad
related to repair of the ALQ-99 systemn be re-aligned from NSWC Cranc to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The THID bs also required o (ake into aceount the relurn on jnvestment resalting
from its closure/re-alipnment recomnendations. by reviewing the cost data that 1s
available on 1he E-Library at the BRAC Cowgrussion website (www brac pov) [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Elecironic Warfare workioad to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result 1n any cost savings, Il appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey isiand and moving work
from North Island, CA 1o Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is chminated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Miltary Value and Keturn On Investmeni
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respect fuily,

Yok XE g
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Admiral (Ret.} Harold Gehiman

Commissioner '
Basc Realignment and Closure Commission '
2321 South Clark Street. Suite 600

Arlinglon, VA 22202

Dyear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opporanity to thank vou for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the receni BRAC Hearing n St Lowis. T hope that the
testimony helped you reahze the imponance of Indiana Mtlitary installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and (CAAA 10 our Nation's Delense and the Global War On
Teorrorisine As o concerned wxpayer 1 support the work you are daing to ensure thal our
Military operations remain as effective and aftordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefte-
alignment list was published and 1 am prowing nereasingly concerned that DOD has ot
followed sound judgement in making some of 1it's recommendations. Dara available on
the DOD website (www.delenselink.mil/bracy indicates that it going 1o cost S150M ta
move the 152 people working on the Al .Q-99 depot from NSWC Crane 10 NAS Whidbey
Island. That cquals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, In addition.
wnformation available al the Federation of American Scientists website {www fas.org)
seamy 10 indicale that the platform for the ALQ-99, the LA-6B Prowler. will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2000, 1 find o hard to believe that it 15 in the best interest
of the DO and the taxpayers to spend $150M o move 152 people doing work on a
system that 15 about to be removed from service.

T urge vou o reconsider the recommendarion 1o re-align the A1LOQ-99 work trom
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved 1o this re-alignment and the
refatively shott remnaming service life of the equipment.

Very Respectiully
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) . . SR "h;n.-m:-w'rm:
Admural (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Conunissioner .
Base Realignment and Closure Comntission Ak - A0
2521 South Clark Streetr, Suite 600 T g

Arlingtom, ¥A 22202
Dear Admral Gehnman;

L would like to take this opportumity to thank you for your aftention 1o the
dclegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 50 Louis. Ax a conceraed
taxpayer I support the work you are doing 10 ensure that our Milhary operations remain
as effective and affordahle as possible, T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
inpedtant [ndiana Miliacy installations hike Naval Surface Wartare Center INSW
Crane and Crane Aroy Ammunition Activity {CAAA} are to our Nation's Detense and
the Global War On Terrorism,

| am growing iscreasingly coneerned that the 1DOD has not properiy followed the
selection crieria in making its re-alipnment recommendations. One of the matn criteria
of the BRAC process scems to be the creation of joint cemers of excellence in arder to
improve our efficiency while maintatning the guality of service provided to our war
tighters, NSWC Crane s a joim activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores tor NSWC Crane in the area of Sensars, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare {S, L and FW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity,

One example of a recommendation thal does nol make sense s the re-alignment
of Army S, E and EW work irom Fort Monmouth te Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Techmical Joimt Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
documemnt dated 19 May 2005, which s available an the DO BRAC website
{www defensclink.milfbract, NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
bath Fort Monmmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, In addition, NSWC Crang already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it 1s co-located with CAAA, Ifthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Font Belvor te Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane hus
cxisting yoirt &, L and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of 4 recormmendation that does not make sensc 1s the re-
alignment ot 5, F and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites ar Charleston
and San Diege to NSWC Dablgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value seores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site Tor this workfoad.



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align §, L and EW workload 1o
sites other than NSWC Crane hy properly taking into account the joint capahility of
NSWC Crane and CAAA av well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectiully,
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Conumissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Streel, Suite GO0
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehiman,

I would hke 1o take this opporiunity to thank you far your attentien 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Lows. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the woik you are domg to ensure that our Miditary operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. ! hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations hke Noaval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crang Army Amununinon Activity (CAAA) are 10 our Naton's Defense and
the Giobal War On Termorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
ahgnment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing reconumendations. Tic DOD is required Lo take
into account the return on mvestment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that s available vn the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www brac.gos) I hive come to Ure conclusion that moving
Chemival and Biological worklnad from NSWC Crane 1o Edecwood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. 1t appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSW( Dahlgren. Falls Church and Fort Bedvoir), andy the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoar generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crang and
NAWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. Tn Tact it appears that. when
added together, the four re-alignments to Ldgewood result in o net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way Lhis scenario will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dabhlgren portions of the re-alignmnents are eliminated!

I wrge you to reconsider the recornendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investinent requiremenis of BRAC law,

Ver }'?ﬁtﬁ] |
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16 August 2005

Admuiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman S TR
Commssioner
Base Reahgnnient and Closure Comniission b 2005

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6iX)
Arlington, YA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like 1o take this apportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 81, Louis. As a concerned
laxpaver I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
imparant Indiana Mifitary imstallations lihe Naval Surtace Warlare Center {INSWO
Crane anid Crane Army Ammuenition Activity (CAAA) are 1o our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Temorism.

[ have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closurefre-
alignmment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
propecty folfowed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is reguired to 1ake
into account the retamn on investment resulting from its closuredfre-aliznment
recommendations. In reviewmy the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comsussion website {www brac.gov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chermical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
nol result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites betng re-aligned o
Edzewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dablgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvour generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crance and
NSWC Dahlgren re-aligntnents cost more than they save. In fact i appears that, when
added 1ogether, the four re-ahignments 1o Edgewood resudt in a net loss rathier than net
savings, In other words the only way this scenario will save mwoney s if the NSW(C
Crane and NSWC Dahleren portions of the re-alipnments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsuder the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranie
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

very Respectfully,

Dione. L Cotorerts”



16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.y Harold Gehmun

Commissioner ERCREETI PP Th
Basc Realignment and Closure Conmunission
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 60() AUL - it

Ariington, YA 22202

Diear Admiral Gehenan:

I would like o take this opportunity to thank you for vour attcntion o the
delegation trom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 8t. Louis. I hope that the
Lestimony helped you realize the unportance of Indiana Military installations, i
particular NSW{ Crane and CAA AL (o our Navion's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisne As a concerncd taxpayer [ suppon the wortk you are doing 1o ensure that our
Miluary operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. T also realize that vou
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-align or close as part of the
BRAL process.

I have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasinzly concerned that DX has not
followed sound judgement in taking some of it's recommendations. Data avarlable on
the DOD website {www . defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost SI50M o
move the 152 people working on the ALG-99 depat trom NSWC Crane 1y NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals g cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, In addition.
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website {www tas.org)
scems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowier, will begin 10 be
retired from service in the yvear 2010, 1 find it hard to belicve that it i in the best mterest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $3150M to move 152 people doing work on a
systemn that 15 aboul to be removed rom service.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properily taking into the costs involved in this re alicnment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Yery Respectfully,

(/_Z"’MM % CQZV?Z::/J_/



16 August 2005

o L ASE0T
Admiral (Ret.} Harold Gehman
Commissioner . -
Basc Realignment and Closure Comimission k- A
2521 Sooth Clark Street, Suite () it L

Arlington, VA 22202

Dhear Adroural Gehman;

1 would hke o take this eppentunily to thank you for your atiention to the
delezation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearag 1a 81, Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppott the work vou are doing (o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
imponant Indians Military installations ke Naval Surface Warlare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Artay Asnmwnition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DO Las nat
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DD is required 1o Luke
into accoun! the return on investment resutting from its closurefre-alignenent
recammenditions. In reviewing the cost data that 1» available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www brac.eov) T have come Lo the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Marvland does
not result in any cost savings. IC appears that. of the four sites being re-aligned to
Edgewood (NSW Crane. NSWC Dalilgren. Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), oniy the
[falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return op investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alipnments to Edgewonod result in a nel loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this seenario will save monay is 1f the NSW(C
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alizgnments are climinated!

I urge you 1o reconsider the reconuncodation 1o re-ahgn work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully, -~ .
- _‘%"_ .- é—_f -:ﬁ’ g



16 August 2005

Adlmiral {Re)y Harold Gehman AL AT

Commessioner

Base Kealignment and Closure Comnuission AUG pil1n

2521 South Clark Street. Suite 600 ' .
silerlved i

Arlingron, VAo 22202
Dear Admiral Gehiman:

1 would hike o take this opportunity to thank you for your atceation to the
delegalion Irom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 8t. Louls. Ajs & concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work vou are doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effcctive and affordable as possibie. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installatons Tike Naval Surface Warfare Center iNSWLU
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity {CAAA} are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War Onr Terrorisng,

1 am growing mereasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
sclection criteria in making s re-alignment recommendations, Opne of the main criteria
of the BRAC process secms o be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our elficiency while maintaining the quality of service pravided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 1s a joint activily providing products and services (o all branches
ol the mulitary,  Another key critetia of the BRAC process centers on Milnary Value.
The Military Valuc scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Elcctronic Warlare (S, E and EWY) are higher than almost every other DO activiry.

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work trom Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds,
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which 15 available on the DOD BRAC websie
{(www . detenselink mul/brac). NSWC Crane has moch higher Military Value scores than
hoth Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, In addiiion. NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since i 1s co-Jocared with CAAA. T the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic apples to the Army
S, E and EW work heing relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdesn Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has

existing joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recomuncndation that does nol make sense 18 the re-
alipnment of 5, F and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Dicgo to NSWC Dablgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dableren and shoulid have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload. ;



I urge you 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workload to
sites pther than NSWC Crane by properly taking imo account the joint capability of
NESWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring anaiysis.

Very Riﬂ‘-p[ﬂitﬂjﬂ_}'?
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Adrmiral {Ret.} Harold Gehmain alj .
COmMMEsS10NeT A iy
Base Realignment and Closure Comnussion Lzreiigy _
2521 South Clark Street, Suile 600 {

Arlington, VA 2221
Dear Admiral Gehman:

T would {ike to take this opportunity to thank yvou for your attention to the
deiegavion from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. | hope that Lhe
testimony helped vou realize the wnportance of Indiana Military mstallations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ suppott the work you are doing (o ensure that our
Military operations rematn as effective and affordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
ahgnment st was published and | ant growing increasingly concerned that THOTY has not
foHowed sound dgement i making some of it's recommendations. [Data available on
the DO wehsite {www defenseiimk. milfbrac) indicates that it is going 1o cost $1350M 1o
maove the 132 people working an the AL-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Wiidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 1M per person for the move. Tn addinon,
Information available at the Federation of American Scientists webhsite fwww . fus.org)
secims to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2000, T find it hard o beheve that it 15 in the best interest
of the DD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on &
systern that is about to be removed from service,

I urge you to reconswder the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short rematning service life of the equipment.

Verv Respectfully, -
et I A
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Admiral {Ret .} Harold Gehman
Commissioner Lorels oy .
Base Realighment and Closure Commussion 4
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60H)
Arlington, VA 222012

Decar Admiral Gehman:

I would like 10 take this opportunity to thunk you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. 1 hope that the
testimony helped vou realize the importance of Tndiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. o our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpaver | support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as eftective and affordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics to re-ahign or close ay part of the
BRAC process.

I have heen fotlowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website {www. defenselink . mil/brac} indicates that it is poing o cost 51 50M w
move the 132 people working on the ALQ-49 depot fram NSWC Crane 1 NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly S1M per person for the move. In addition,
intormation available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www fas.oro)
scems (o indicate that the platform for the ALG-99, the EA 6B Prowler. will begin to be
retifed ITom service 0 the year 2010, 1 find it hard to believe that it 1 in the best interest
of the BOD and Lhe taxpayers to spend $130M o move |32 people domg work on a
system thal s about to be removed from service.

i urge vou to reconsider the recommendation W re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respecttully,




16 Augusl 20005 SEOVE annmis A0t

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehman AUG 7 2005
Commissioner ' o J
Base Realignment and Closure Commission A LUCITED J

2521 South Clak Street, Sure 600
Arlinglon, VA 22202

[ear Adrmiral Gehman:

I would 1ike 1o ke this opportunily to thank you for your attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis, As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work vou are doing 40 ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope thut the testimony helped you realize how
tmpontant {ndiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (INSW(O)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria i making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process scems to be the ercation of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided 10 our war
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services o all branches
of the military. Another k=y criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Vaioe.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Cranc in the area of Scensors, Electronics and
Electromic Warfare (5. E and EW?} arc bigher than almost every other DODY aerivity,

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense 1s the re-alignment
of Armiy 5, E and EW work Irom coin Moumouth w Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which 1s available on the DOD BRAC website
(www. defensetink. milfbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Cranc already
has i close working relationship with the Army since it is co-locatcd with CAAA. Tt the
BRAC criteria arc followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, ihis same Ingic applics to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvorr to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane stnce NSWC Crane has
extsting joiot 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Vilue scorcs.

Another example of a reconunendation that docs not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Txiepo to NSWC Dahlgren. NSW Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Dicgn and Dahleren and shoudd have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload.



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into accoun the joinl capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectiully,

) Bl
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16 August 2005
- AUG - . 2005
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gebiman )
Commissioner HOLTL
Basc Realignment and Closure Conunission
2521 South Clark Street, Suire 6000

Arlington, VA 222(12
Dear Admiral Gehiman:

T waould like e take thas opponunity to thank yvou for vour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t Lowis. As a concerned
taxpaycer I support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Mililary operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hope that the testimony heiped vou realize how
important Indiana Mihtary installanions Jike Naval Surface Warfare Clenter (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammurition Activity (CAAA} are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On "lerrorism.

1 have heen foilowing the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closare/re-
alignment list was published and I am prowing increasingly concerned that DD has not
properly followed the law in developinyg recommendations. The DOIY is required 10 take
inlo account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In reviewmg the cost data that 15 available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www. brac. gov} [ have come to the conclusion thal moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Ldgewood in Maryland does
not reselt in any cost savings, It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned o
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWUC Dahigren, Falls Chuareh and Eort Beivoir), only the
Falis Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that. when
added tomether, the four re-ahgnments 1o Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is it rhe NSWC
Cranc and NSWC Dahleren portions of the re-alipnments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,



16 August 2005

The Honorable Samue] Knox Skinner SRS Lo
BRAC Commissionear

Base Realignment and Closure Commussion . 200
25721 South Clark Street, Suite 600 A
Artington, VA 22202 S

Diear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity 1o thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T suppornt the work vou are
doing (o ensure that our Military operations reman as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what imporiant assels NSWC Crane and CAAA arc to our Nation's Detense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO is reguired to take
into account the return on Investment resulting from ity closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Spectal Forces Warhighters, Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, technically
superior and affordabie for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation lor delivering
what the customer necded. whon it was necded, at a cost that was alfordable, more work
was brooght to us. The proposal o the commission 1o realign work 1o China Lake and
Picattinny will now sphit the support W special forees to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficicney and cause a loss in wtellectual capital that could take vears o

replace.

[ urge vou to teconsider the recommendation (o re-alizn work from NSWOC Crane
by properly taking into accounl the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

! tespectfully,

-/ P i



16 August 20015 S e sion 1

‘The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner Al - 0%
BRAC Commissioner )
Base Realignment and Closure Comnission
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 6K
Arlinglon. VA 22202

T8 .
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Dear Commssioner Skinner,

1 would like to take this opportunily to thank you for vour recent visit to NSWC
Crane. CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax a concerned taxpayer T suppon the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. [ realize that you have a very difficult job it deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to reabize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Delense and the

Global War On Terrorisim.

1 have been {following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closire/re-
alignment hist was published and I am growing inereasingly concerned that DO has not
prioperly followed the law in developing recommendations. DO s required 1o give
priority consideration to installations that have a high malitary value ranking, Data
availabic on the DO wehsile {www . defenselink milbracy leads nie to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s miltary value rating was not taken inlo account properly, which is a
vitdation of BRAC law. Speciically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warlure work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended thar Electronic Wariare workioad
related to repair of the AT.Q-99 systen be re-aligned from NSWC Cranc to NAS

Whidbey Tsland.

The DOD 15 also reguired to take Into aceount the return on investment Tesulting
from its clsurefre-aligniment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website {www brac.gov) [ have
cotne to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electrome Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not resnll in any cost savings, It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-ahigming work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even nore money 1f the NSWC Crane portion 15 climinated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranc
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirenients of BRAC taw.

Very Respecttully,
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16 August 2005 UG L R

The Honorable Sanmuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Reatignment and Closure Comnussion
232 South Clark Sireet, Suite 60
Artington, WA 22212

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crune, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Mililary operations remein as effective and alTordable as
possible, [ realize that vou have a very difficult job in decidine which acnovines v re-
align or close as punt of the BRAC process. §'hope that your visit helped you to realice
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation™s Defense and the
Global War Un Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alipnment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
properly toilowed the law in developing recomunendations. The DOLD is requirad 10 take
mto account the return onnvestment resulting from its closurc/te-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by heing responsive. mnovative, technically
superior and aftordable for these ourstanding soldicrs. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was necded, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought 1o us. The proposal 1o the commission o realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now splil the support 1o special (oreey to differen locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take vears to
replace.

I urge vou 1o reconsider the recommendatwon (o re-align work froom NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectiully,

AL i
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Cominissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2511 South Clark Street, Suile 6iX)
Arlington. VA 22202

Drear Comunissioner Skinner,

[ would like 1o take this opportuaity (o thank you for your recent visit Lo NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpusyer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. @ realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities Lo re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that your visit helped vou to realize
whal important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA arc 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed Lthe law in developing secommendations. The DOD is required to take
into account the refurn on investment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for speciadized weapons for our
Special Forces Wartighters. Crane did this by being responsive, imnovative, echnically
superior and aflordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our repitation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was noeded. ar a cost that was affordable. more work
was brought 1o us. The proposal to the commission to realizn work 10 China Lake and
Ficattinny will now split the support 1o special forces to hifferent locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could wake years o

replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recomnwndation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investnent requirements ol BRAC law.

Gl (dnitar

VYery Respebttully,
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16 Avgust 2Kk
P 2005
The Honorable Samue]l Knox Skinner

BRAC Commissionet hautirEy
Basc Realignment and Closure Comrmission

2521 Sowh Clark Street, Suite 6(K)

Arlinpton, VA 22202
Dear Commissioner Skinoer,

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana, As @ concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing Lo ensure that our Military operations remain as ¢ffective and affordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
alizn or close as pant of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are o our Nation™s Defense and the
Global War Ou Terrorism

[ have been lollowing the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommmendations. 7200 15 required o give
priotity consideration to mstallations that have a high military value ranking. Data
available on the DOLY website (www defenselink milibrac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was nof taken inlo account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey [sland and vel w1 recormmended that Electronic Wartare workioad
related to repair of the ALQ-99 systemn be re-aligned tfrom NSWC Crane o NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DO is also required to take ito account the return on investment resulling
froum its closuredre-alignment recommendations. In reviewineg the cost data that is
available on the E-Library al the BRAC Cornrussion website (www brac.2ov} | have
comme Lo the conclusion that moving the ALQ-9Y Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result 1 any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings n
this scenario are generated by re-ahigning work within Whidbey lsland and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
cven maore money if the NSWC Crane portion 1s ¢liminated!

T urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Retora On Investment

requirements of BRAC Jaw.
e dﬂf&j

Very Bospettfolly,
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16 August 2K)3 B HI05

The Honorable Sarmuel Knox Skinner PR
BREAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Swite o)

Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Commissioner Skinner,

[ would like to take this opportunity o thank yvou for vour recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax a concerned taxpaver I suppon the wark you are
dodng to ensure that our Military aperations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Treadize that wvou have » very ditficult job in deciding which aetivities to re-
align o1 close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that vour visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWOC Crane and CAAA e 1o our Nation's Defense and the

Global War Cn Terrorisnt

I have been following the RRAC process closety since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was publizhed and T am growing mcreasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD w required to give
priority consideration o instailatons that have a hagh military value ranking. Data
available on the DOD website {www_ defenselink, milfbrac) leads me to conclude that
NEIWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken mto accemt properly, which s a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military valuce
ratings of all activitics performing Electronic Warfare work. including 2 higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and wct it is recommended thir Electronic Wartare workload
related o repair of the ALG-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DOD s alse reguired W take into account the return on investment resulting
from its closurefre-alignment recommendations. Inreviewing the cost duta that is
available on the E-Library al the BRAC Commussion website {www.brac,govh [ have
conge (o the conclusion that moving the ALQG-9Y Electronme Warlare workload w NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from Norh Island, CaA to Whidbey Island. 1o orher wards this scenario will save DOD
even more money If the NSWC Crane porhon is eiiminatcd!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-alipn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking mto account the Military Value and Return On Tnvesiment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Rgspecifully,
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¢ al o !Uﬂﬁ
Admiral (Eet.) Harald Gehirosan LiELE e
Comniissioner

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Souwth Clark Strest, Suitc 60
Arlington, WA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 would like 10 take this opportunity to thank you for your atention to the
delzgavion from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. T hope that the
testimouy helped you realize the inporiance of Indiana Military installations. in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA_ 10 our Nation's Delense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayver ! support the work vou are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as cftfective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or ¢lose as part of the
BRAC process.

1 have been tollowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has nod
followed sound judgement in making some of it’s recommendations, Data avatlable on
the DOD websile (www. defenseiink. mil/brac) indicales thar it is going to cost S130M to
mave the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from KSWC Crane o WAS Whidbe ¢
Island. That equals a cost of nearly S1% per person for the move. Tn addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scicntists website (www fas.ore)
seems tor indicate that the platform for the AL(-99, the EA-6B Prowler. will begin to be
retred from service in the year 2010, 1 find 1t hard 10 believe that it 1s i the best inlerest
of the X and the taxpayvers w spend $150M to move 152 peopie dong waork on a
system that is about to be remiwved from service.

Furge you w reconsider the recommendation ro re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs invelved i this re-alignment and the
relarively shoit remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully,

Mot AL
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16 August 20035

Admiral (Ret.y Hareld Gehman A6 7 ; 2005
Commissicner

Base Reahgnment and Closure Comnussion
2521 South Clark Street, Sujte 600
Arlington, VA 22202

IR H SR ET

Dear Admral Gehman:

I would ke to take this opporunity 1o thank you for vour attention to the
declegation ftom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer | support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Wartare Center INSWC
Cranc and Crang Army Ammuanition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Temorism.

1 am growing increasingily concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
sclection criteria in ntaking us re-alignment recornmendations. Onc of the main critera
of the BRAC process seems Lo be the creation of jount centers of excellence in order 1o
improve our efficiency while maintaiming the quality of service provided 10 our war
fighters, NSWC Cranc s a joint activity providing products and services to all manches
of the military, Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Scasors, Electromics and
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity,

One cxample of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army §, F and EW work from Forl Monmouth o Aberdecn Proving Grounds.
According o the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recomrmendations
document dared 19 May 20035, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
(www defenselmb milfbracy, NSWO Crane has nmach hiocher Munary Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. 1f the
BRAC crileria are followed properly. this workload should be re-located to NSW{ Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionally, thes same logic applies to the Army
S. E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir 1y Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fart Belvolr workload should be re-alignad to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Miiitary Value scores.

Anather example of a reconunendation that does not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of &, E and EW workload Irom Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Vaiue scores than
Charieston, San Diego and Dableren and should have been desipnated ag the receiving
sile for this workload.



I urge you to reconsider the recommendanon to re-align 5. B and EW workload o
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint cupability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Milnary Value scoring analysis.

Very Respecttuily,

Hoitok /&K
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16 August 2005

Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehman a4 08
Comnmussioner A
Base Realignment and Closure Conwmission h
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60()

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehiman:

I would iike to take this opportunity to thank you for your atlention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St T.ouis, As a concerngd
taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to cnsure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. | hope that the testinony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations lke Naval Surface Wartare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Anwnunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Mation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

| have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignmeni list was published and I am growing increasingly conceraed that DOD has not
properly foliowed the law in developing recommnendations. The DO s required 1o take
Nty account the return on invesrment resulting from its closare/re-alignenent
recommendations, in reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library ar the
BRAC Commission website (www brac. govy | have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not r2sult in any cost savings, Tt appears that, of the four sites being re-alivred 1o
Edpewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Chorch and Fort Belvoir}, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir gencrate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save, In fact ir appears that, wien
added together, the four re-alipnments 1o Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings, In other words the only way this scenaric will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahleren portions of the re-alignments are climinated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requiremnents of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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16 August 2003

_ . _ il
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commisgioner ERUCTERES
Buse Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowh Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington. VA 22202

Diear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like io take this opportunity 10 thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As o concierped waxpayer T support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficult jobin deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to realize
what impoitant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Cilobal War On Terrorism.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned (hat DOD has oot
properly followed the law 1w developing reconunendations. 120D is required 1o give
priority consideration to installations that have a hagh eilttary value ranking. Tata
availabte on the DOD websue {www defensehink milfbract leads me o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military vaiue rating wus notl Laken into account properiy, which is a
viotation of BRAC law. Specitically, WNSWC Cranc has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey island and vet it 1s recommended that Electronic Warfare warkload
relared to repair of the ALG-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOD is ziso required to take e account the return on investment resalting
from its closurefre-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www . brac.gov! I have
come to the conclusion that moving the AlQ-9 Elcctrome Wartare workload o NAS
Windbey Isiand docs not resuldt in any cost savings, It appears that all of the savings in
this scenano are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Isiand and nving work
from North Istand, CA to Whidbey 1sland. 1n other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is climinated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Keturn On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Vory Respectfully,
) 2& P 3
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¢ Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner

BRAC Comrmssioner ELeiELTEld
Base Realignment and Closure Commissian

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6060

Arlmgton, VA 222012

16 August 2005

Diear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunily to thank you for your recemn visit to NSW(
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a conceried taxpayer I supporn the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and alfordable as
possible. Trealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as parl of the BRAC process. Thope that your visit belped vou to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 1o our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terronsm.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignmeat list was published and 1 am growimg increasingly concerned that DOD has pot
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD s required to tuke
inta account the return on investizent resulting from #s closurefre-glignment
recommendations. Crane has become a ome-stop shop for speaialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warlighters, Crane cid rthis by feing responsive. innavative, technical ly
superior and affordable for these outstanding seldiers, As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was needed. aca cost that was affordable, more work
was brought 10 us, The proposal (o the conumission (o realign work 1o China Lake and
Picattinny witl now split the supporn o special forces 1o different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efiiciency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years 1o
replace,

[ uarge you 10 reconsider the recomenendation 1o re-align work trom NSWC Crane
by properly taking mto account the Return On Invesrment reguirernents of BRAC Jaw,
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16 August 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner aub - ¢ 2005
BRAC Commissioncr

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

WL

Dicar Commissioner Skinner,

I would Iike to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As 4 concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure (hat our Military operations remnain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that vou have a very difficalt job in deciding which activities o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit ielped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

T have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment Jist was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerped that DO has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required 1o take
into aceount the returm on nvestment resulting from its closurefre-alignmeni
recoinmencations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialiced weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Cranc did rhis by being responsive, innovative, techiically
superior and affordabie for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
wliat the customer needed. when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work
was braught to us, ‘The proposal w the conumission to realign work e China Lake and
Picattinny will pow split the sippont to special forces to different locanons. This will add
cost, reduce efficicncy and caunse a loss in intellectual capital that could take yvears to
replace.

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-aligs work from NSWC Crang
by properiy laking into account the Return On Investrnent requirements of BRAC jaw.
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The Honorable Samue! Knoy Skinner
BRAC Commissioner Aupnlibld
Base Realignment and Closure Comnmssion
2521 South Clark Strect. Suile HIK)
Arlington. VA 2222

16 August 2005

Dear Commissionar Skinner,

I would like o take this opportunity o thank you for your recent visn o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations reniain as effective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that you have a very ditficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou 10 realize
whal important asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation™s Delense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closura/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growing mereasingly concerned that IXOD has not
properly followed the law in developing reconunendations. DO is required to give
priority consideration o nstallatons that have a high oilitary value ranking., Data
available on the DO website (www. delenselink. mil/brac) leads me o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s nulitary value rating was not taken into account properly. wlich s o
vinlation of BRAC law. Specifically. NSWC Crane has anc of the highest military value
ralings of all activines performing Llectrome Warfare work, including o higher rating
than NAS Whudbey Island and yet 1t is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repar of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned rom NSWC Crane (o NAS

Whidbey Island.

The XM is also required to takye into gccount the refurm on investnent resulting
from its closurg/re-alignment recormmendations. 1n reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Comnussion website (www brac govi | have
come 10 the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warlare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island docs not result in any cost savings, It appears that aill of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from Nonh Island, CA 1o Whidbey lsland. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to redlign work from NSWC Crane
by properly takimg into account the Muttary Value and R ’
requircments of BRAC Jaw, '
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- ) Harold Geh T
3dm1r;311 .{_RET. ) Harold Gehman AUG i3 2005
ornImissioner
Base Reahgnment and Closure Comntssion FLOTRLY e

2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600
Arlington, YA 22202

Dear Admoral Gehman:

i would like to take this opportumity to thank you for your attention to the
delepation from Indiana during the recenl BRAC Hearing in S0 Louis. [ hope that the
testimony helped vou realize the importance of Indiina Milrary installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Naton's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing (o ensurce that our
Mhinary operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. T also realize that you
have a very dilficult job in deciding which activities o re-align or close as part of the
HBRAJ process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the propased closuredre-
alignment list was pubhished and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DO has not
followed sound jedgement it rakmg some of it's recommendations. Data avallable on
the 13001 website (www delenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is soing to cost 51300 w
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NEWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly S1M per person for the move. 1o addition.
inforranion available at the Federation of American Scientists websie (www. fas.ored
seems (o indicate thal the platform for the ALQ-99 the EA-6B Prowler. will begin ta be
retired from service in the year 200100 T find U hard w0 believe that it is w the best interest
ot the DOD and the raxpayers to spend S1530M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about 1o be removed from service.

1 urge vau to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 worl from
NSWC Crane by property taking into the costs tnvolved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaming service life of the equipment.

Very Respectiully, /% M‘? Zéﬂ
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Adnural (Ret_) Harold Gehman _

Commussioner HERBITY

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street. Suue 600

Arlingion, VA 22202
Dear Admirail Gehlman:

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for yvour attention to the
delegation trom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 suppart the work vou are doing to ensure that cur Military operations retnain
as eifective and atfordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped yoo realize bow
important Indiana Mihtary installations hke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activily (CAAA) are 1o our Nalion’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism,

I amn growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has nol properly [ollowed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations, One of the main criteris
of the BRAC process seemis to be the creation of joint centers of exceilence i order o
imprave our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided (0 our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 1w a Joint activily providing products and services to ali branches
of the military. Anather key critena of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Military Vailue scores {or NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors. Electronics and
Electromic Warfare (5. U and I'W) are higher than almost ¢very other DOGD activity,

One example of a recommendaticn that does not make sense 1= the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Jomt Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005 which is available g the DOD BRAC website
(www defenselink. mil/bract, WSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
hoth Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 1o addition, NSW{ Crane already
has a clese working relationship with the Army since it is co-located wilh CAAA, I ihe
BRAC criteria are foliowsd properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
mstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Groends. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Cranc since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW caprability a8 well as higher Mititary Value scores.

Another example of 4 recomunendation that does not nake sense 15 the re-
alienment of 5. E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and 3an Dicgo o NSWC Dahleren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Dhego and Dahigren and should hive been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.



[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 5, L and EW workload to
sitcs other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
AW Crane and CAAA as well as the DO own Muitary Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully, %ﬂ;ﬁ jm
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Admiral {Ret.} Harold Gehman
Commissioner v
HBase Reatignment and Closure Commuission

25271 South Clark Street. Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22402

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to wtake this opporunity 1o thank vou for your atiention to the
delegaticn from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 8t. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I suppor the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hape rhat the restimony helped vou realize how
inportan! indiang Military mstallations [ike Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSW}
Crane and Crane Army Amunumiaon Achvity (CAAA} are o our Nanon's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am growing mcrcasingly concerned that DOD hag not
properly followed the law i developing recommendaiions, The 1POIY is required to take
into account the return on investment resulting from its clasore/re -alignment
recommendations. [n reviewing the cost data that s available on the F-Library al the
BRAC Commission website {www.brac.goy) { have come (o the conclusion thai moving
Cherrucal and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland dogs
not reslt in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned 1o
Edgewood INSWC Crane. NSWC Dihlpren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoirl. only the
Fulls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahigrep re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net Joss rather than net
savings. In other wards the enly way this scenano will suve money 1s if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are chiminated!

J urge you ta reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into accouni the Return On Invesimem requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully.

AL L~



T eergn
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner AW o A0h
BRAC Commissioner S
Base Realignment and Closure Commission .
2521 Sourh Clark Street, Saite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dewr Commissioner Skinner.,

I would like 1o take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit 0 NSW(C
{ranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. T realize that vou have a very difficult job in d=ciding which activites to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hape that your visit helpad you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our INation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorisin,

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alipnment iist was published and T am growing increasingly concerncd that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO s reguired o take
into gccount the return on invesiment resulting from its closure/re-ahgnment
recommendations. Crane has becote a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forees Warfighters. Crene did this by being responsive, innovative. technically
superior and atfordable for these owstanding sokliers. As our reputation for delivering
whal the castomer needed. when it was needed, at 4 cost that was affordable. more work
was brought 1o us. The proposal to the commission to reatign work o China Lake and
Picattinny will now sphil the support to special forees to ditferent locations. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take vears to
replace.

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking i accounl the Return On Invesiment requivements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,

;7’5"""“‘*—‘1 o hoin
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The Hemorable Samuel Knox Skinner UG 2003
BRAC Commssioner RIS
Base Kealipnment and Closure Cormmassion

2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 6lX)

Arlinglon, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner skinner,

1 would like to take this opportunity o thank vou Tor your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned Laxpaver I support the waork you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable ax
possible, I realize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics 1o ro-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that yvour visit hetped you 1o realize
what important assets NSW Crane and CAAA are 1o our Nation’s Defense and the
(ilobal War On Terrorisn

I bave been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOTY has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOLD is required o give
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking, Dara
avaltlable on the DOD website (www. deienselink mik’brac) leads me w conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was 1ot takes into account properly. wiich is a
violation of BRAC law, Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military valuc
ratings of all activilwes performing Clectronic Wariare work, including » hizher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it s recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidhey Island.

The DD s also reguired 1o take inte account the return on investment resuhing
iTom its closurefre-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data thar is
avatlable on the Li-Library at the BRAC Commussion wehsite ( www hrac. gov) | have
come 10 the conclusion that moving the ALCH99 Elecironic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not resull in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
(s scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from Noith Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money il the NSWC Crane portion 1s elimnated!

Iurge vou 1o reconsider the recommendation to re-align waork from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Miluary Value and Return On [nvestment
requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,

D b g il i
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The Honorable Samuel Keox Skinner b
- - L

BRAC Commissioner Ui

Base Realignment and Closure Comnussion IS

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60K
Arlington, ¥ A 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinnet,

I would like to take this opportunily 1o thaok you lor your recent visit to NSWC
Crane. CAAA and Sowhern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
deing to ensure that oor Military operations rermain as effective and atfordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activites to re-
ahign or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that vour visit helped you to realize
wha! important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Detense and the
Cilobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closorefre-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerncd that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The TXOTY iy required to take
into account the return o invesiment resclting tfrom s closure/re-abigniment
recommendations. Crang has become a ome-siop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, imnovative, technically
superior and aflordable for these outstanding soldiers. As onr reputation for delivering
what the customer needed, when it was nceded, at a cost that was affordable. more work
was brought to us, The proposal to the commssion to realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now spiit the support w special forces to different Iocatons. This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could rake years to
replace.

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation ro re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investrent requirements of BRAC law.

Yery Respectiully,

m- g-’ ; .A-'\o-"l.-«'?’”'“"""“"&"_‘-—'.—,,"’:l
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner - :
BRAC Commissioner b . A
Base Realigninent and Closure Conimission L

2521 South Clark Streer, Suite 6(X}
Arlinglon, VA 22202

Diear Comnussioner Skinner,

I would Iike to take this opporunity o thank vou far your recent vizit 1o KSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1realize that vou have a very difficult jobin deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been tollowing the BRA{ process ¢losely since the proposed closure/re-
alipnment list was pubhshed and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the kaw in devewping recommendations. DOD is reguired o give
prionty consideration o instalations that have a high nelitary value ranking. [Data
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSW Crane’s military value ralimg was not taken into account properly, which s a
violation of BRAC law. Specitically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military vilue
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warlfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
refated to repair of the ALQ-99 systern be re-alivned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Island.

The DOD is also requtred to take mto aceount the relurn on investment resulting
from 1s closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library al the BRAC Commission website {www brac.gov) [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALG-99 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA o Whidbey Islund. [0 other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion s eliminated!

T urge you o reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranc
by properly taking into account the Military Valoe and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectiuliy,

.. o T
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Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehnian e A
Commissioner ATTORT,
Base Realisnment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dyear Admural Gehman:

[ would like 10 take thas cpportunty 1o thank you for vour artenticn o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. 1 hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military instailations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, 10 our Natien's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are doing 1o ensure thatl our
Military operations remain as effocctive and affordable as possible, [ also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which achivities to re-abign or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposcd closuredre-
alignment fist was published and | am growine increasigly concerned that DOD has nod
followed sound judgement i making seme of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DO websile {www . defenselink. mil/brac) mdicates thal ir 1 going to cost 5150010
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-09 depirt from NSWC Crane to NAS Windbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move, In addition,
mformation available at the Federation of American Scientists website (woww . fas.ore)
seerns to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99. the EA-6B Prowler, will begin 1o be
retired from service in the year 20100 T find nt hard 1o believe that 1t is 1n the best imerest
of the DOD and (he taxpayers to spend 5150M to mave 152 people doing work on a
systein that is about to be removed from service.

I uree you {0 reconsider Lhe recommendation W re-align the ALO-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining serevice life of the eguipment.

Yery Respectfully,

Vo) o LS
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehinan

Comumissioner A5
Base Realignment and Closure Commission Ly
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 At .

Arlington. VA 22202
Dear Admiral Gehman:

T would Ike o take this opportuntty 1o thank you lor your attention to {he
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Heartng m S1. Lowis. As a coneerned
taxpaver I support the work vou are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. | hope that the testimony helpad vou realize how
important Indiana Miltary imstallations ke Naval Surface Warfare Center {NSW)
Crane and Crane Army Amununition Activity ({CAAA) are ro our Nation™s Defense and
the Global War On Terronisn

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selechion criteria in making its re-alignnient recommendations, One ol the matn criteria
ot the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve ovr efficiency while maintaining the guality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 15 a joint actyvity providing products and services 1o all branches
of the mulitary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Milttary Value scores for NSWC Crang in the area of Sensors, Elecironics and
Electronic Warfare (5, E and EW) arc higher than almost cvery other DOD activity,

One example of o recommendation that does not make sense 15 the re-alignment
ol Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth te Aberdezn Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which s available on the DD BRAC website
{www . defepselink. milfbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
hoth Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addmion, KSW Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, thus same logic applies 1o the Army
5, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvor to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
cxisting joint 5. L and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores,

Another cxample of & recommendaton that docs not makie sensc is the re-
aligniment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Maval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego 1o NSWC Dablgren. NSWC Crane has higher Milwary Value scores than
Charlzston, San Diepo and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.
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Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehman
Commuissioner

Base Realipnment and Closore Commission
2521 Souch Clark Streer, Suile H0K)
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman

I would like 10 1ake this oppartunity to thank you for your atteantion to tiw
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in §1. Louis, 1 hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Mililary instaliations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CUAA A 1o our Nanon's Defznse and the Global War On
Terrorsitm. As a concerned taxpayer | support Lhe work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and afiordable as possible. Taiso realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close ay part of the
RRAI process,

! have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
fedlowed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website {www,defenselink. mil/brac) indicates that it is going o cost $150M 1o
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot fiom NSWC Crane 10 NAS Whidbey
Island. T'hat equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
mformation available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www fas org)
seens to inelicate that the platform for the ATQ-99. the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the vear 2010, 1 find it hard 1o believe that it is in the best mnierest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that g about 10 be removed from service.

I'urge ¥ou to reconstder the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by property taking into the costs involvexd in this re-alipnment and the
rclatively short remaining service life of the eguipment.

Very Respectfully,

b%*‘”’@{k /_, b_{}__;u:fﬁl}n«
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Adrmral (Ret.) Harold Gehman

Commissioner TR
Rase Kealignment and Closore Commission

25321 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admirat Gehman:

I would like to take this opporunity to thank you for your attention 1o the
tlelegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as eltective and afionduable as possible. hepe that the testimony helped vou realize how
inportant Indiana Military istallations Titke Naval Surface Warfare Cenler {INSW)
Cranc and Crane Army Ammumtion Activity (CAAA} arc to our Nation®s Defense and

the Olobal War On Terrorism.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment ltst was pablished and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly fallowed the law in developing recommendations, The DO is required to tuke
UNO account the return on investment resulting [tom its closure/re- alignhinent
recommmendations. In reviewing the cost data that 1s avatlable on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comimission website {www.trac.pav) | live come 1 the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Cdgewood in Marviand does
not result in any cost savings. It appears thal, of the Tour sites being re-aligned to
Edgewaood (NSWO Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvorr generate any return on invesiment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahleren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that. when
added wgether, the four re-alipnments to Edgewood resull s a net loss rather than net
savings. In ather words the only way this scenario will save maoney is if the NSW(
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alicnments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider ihe recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into accouni the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

T . .
) o ] -—_
13.“‘::';.-".,/\;?{“ ﬂ' &{M?L’/G::_'—*
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehiman frettive
Comrmussniner

Base Realignment and {losure Comimession

2521 South Clark Street, Suile 60X

Arlington, YA 22202

Drear Admiral Gehiman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for yvour attention o the
delegation From Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louls. As a concerped
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable 4+ possible, I hope that the testimooy helped you icalize how
inportant Induang dMildary instatlations like Maval Surface Warlare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Anununiton Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation™s Delense and
the Giobal War On Terronsm.

Y am growing increasingly concerned that the DO has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommunendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems to be the creaton of joint centers of excellence in arder to
unprove our efficicncy while matntaining the guality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 15 a joint activity provaling products and services to all branches
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military ¥Value.
‘The Milttary Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electrome Warfare {5, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOTY activity.

One example ol a recosmmendation that does not make sense is the re-abenment
of Army 3, E and EW work from Fon Monmouth to Aherdeen Proving Grounds.
According o the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
fwww delenselink. mil/bract, NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Mormouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. [n addmon. NSWC Cranc already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are fallowed properiy, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additonally, this same logic applies to the Army
S, E and EW work bewng relocated trom Fort Belvoir 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvolr workload should be re-aligned o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capabiiity as well as higher Mulltary Value scores.

Another exanmiple of a recommendation that does not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Dicgo to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.



T urge vou 1o reconsider 1he recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to
sitey olher than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Vailuce scortng analysis.

Yery Respectfully,
/z; ﬁ:/ .:“6' ' _..I‘-:‘\_.-" )
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Adrmiral (Ret. ) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission
2521 Sourh Clark Street, Suite (600
Arlington, VA 2232

Diear Admiral Gelinan:

I would hike to take this oppodunty to thank you for vour attention o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S1. Louis, As a concerned
luxpayer I support the work you are doing to cosure that our Military operations remain
as oifeetive and aftordable as possible, 1 hope that the estimony belped you realize how
important Indiana Miliary installations like Naval Surtace Warlare Center iNSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Apununition Acovity (CAAA) ave 1o our Nation's Defense and
the Cilobal War On Terronso

I 'am growing increasingly comcerned that the DOT) has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making s re-alignment recommendations, One of the main crileria
of the BRAC process seems 1o be the creation of Jomt ¢centers of excellence in ordar to
improve our efficiency white maintaining the qualiny of service provided 1o our war
frehters, NSWO Crane is a jounl activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military.  Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWO Crane in the wea of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Wartare (S, E and EWY} are higher than almost every other DOD activiey.

One example of 4 recommendation that does not nake sense 15 the re-aligniment
of Army 8, E and EW wark from Fort Monmouth to Abcrdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
dowcwment daled 19 May 2005, which is available on the TX BEAC websile
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addiiion. NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-localed with CAAA. Ifthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 10 NSWC Cranc
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, ths same logic applies to the Army
8. E and EW work being relocated from Font Belvowr 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 8, E and EW capability as well as ngher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that docs nol make sense iy the re-
alignment of §. E and EW workioad from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receving
site tor this workload.



I urge you o reconsuler the recormumendation to re-align 5, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capabiity of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Yery Respectfully,

Py As
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman Al

Commissioner
Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Streel, Suite 600
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Llerelysud

Dear Admiral Gehiman:

I would like 1o take this opportanity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation rom Indiana dunng the recert BRAC Hearing in St Louwis. 1 hope that the
testitnony helped you realize the importance of Indigna Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAAL to our Nation™s Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a comcerned taxpayer I suppor the work vou are doing 1o ensure that vur
Military operarions remein s effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that vou
have a very difficolt job in decidimg which activities to re-align or ¢lose as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC procoss closely since the proposed clostire/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growmg increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recornmendations. Data avaitable on
the DO website {www . delenselink. mil/brac’ indicates that it is going to cost $150M to
mave the 152 people working an the ALG-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 1M per person tor the move. In addition,
mitormation available at the Federation of Amenican Scientsts websie (www lus ore)
seems to mdicate that the platform for the ALG-99, the EA-0B Prowler. will begin ta be
retired from service in the year 2000, | find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1530M 1o move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be remwoved from service.

I urge you w3 reconsider the recommendation o re-align the ALOQ-99 work from
NSW Crane by properly taking inte the costs imvoived i thus re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

¥ery Respectfully,

LDV
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Adrniral {Ret.) Harold Gehmin
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(X)
Arlingtom, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehiman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you Jor your atlention to the
deicgation from Indiang during the recent BRAC Hearing in 51, Lows, As a concerned
laxpayer I support the work vou arc doing (o ensure that our Military operations remain
as cifective and aflordabie as possible. I hope that the wsimeny helped you realize how
important Indiana Military nstallations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSW()
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are 1o our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On lerorism.

[ have been foilowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/fre-
alipnment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOT has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO s required to take
o account the return om investment resulting from ity closure/re-alignmeant
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Comnmission website (www brac.gov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crance to Edgewood in Maryland does
nol result inoany cost savings. it appears that, of the four sites heing re-alignad 10
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any refurm on jovestroent, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alipnments cost more than they save. In fact it appears thal, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
sivings, In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignmenrs arc eliminated’

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC Taw.

Very Respectfully,

Py s
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner sUG - 2005
BRAC Commissinner Leotiree
Rase Realignment and Closure Comntission ) 5

2821 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visil to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I suppornt the work you are
doing 1o ensure that our Miliary opcrations remain as effective and affordable s
possible. Irealize that vou have a very difficult job in deciiing which activities to re-
ahgn or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that vour visit helped vou to realize
whal important asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are wr our Nation's Tefense and the

Global War On Terrorisim

I have been following the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that 1OD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking, Data
availabie on the 1200 websile (www detenselink oil/brac) leads me o conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into &:count properly, which is a
vielation of BRAC law, Specitically. NSWC Crane has one of the highest military vilue
ratings of all activities performing Eicetronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey lsland and vet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related 1o repair of the ALQ-99 systent be re-aligned from NSWC Crane 1o NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOL is also required to take into account the retuen on wvesiment resuliing
from ity closure/re - alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data thal is
availablc on the E-Library at the BRAC Comnussion website (www brac.gov) I have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workioad to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranc
by properly taking into sccount the Military Value and Return On investment
requirements of BRAC Jaw.,

Very Respectfully,
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner &G 7 1 2005
BRAC Commussioncr

Base Realignment and Closure Conumssion
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Artington, VA 22202

TR
LIS R Y |

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity (o thank you for your recent ¥isit to NSWC
Crane. CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax a concerned taxpayver T suppoit the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remein as eficetve and affordable as
possible. T realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which aclivities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you 1o realize
what important assets WSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

| have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurcire-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that [30D has noc
propesly followed the Taw in developing recommendations. "Fhe TXOD 18 required 10 take
into account the return on mvestment resuling from its closurefre-alignment
recomrmendations. Crane has become a ane-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Specie] Forces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responsive, mnovative, techmcally
supcrior and affordable for these outstanding soddiers. As our reputation lor delivering
what 1he customer needad., when it was neaded, ar s cost that was affordable, more work
was brougit o us. The proposal to the conumnission to realign work o China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support 1o special forces to different locatons, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to

replace.

1 urge vou 1o reconsider the recormnmendarion o re-alivn work from NSWC Crane
by properiy taking ko account the Return On Investmment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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The Honorable Samue] Knox Skinner W - 05
RRAC Commisswoner feva g
Base Realignment and Closure Cormmssion N
2521 South Clark Street, Suile 604

Arlmglon, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

' would like to take this oppartunity to thank you for your recent ¥151 o NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work vou are
doing (o ensure that our Military operations remain as eifective and aflfordable as
possible, [ realize that you bave a very difficult job in dectding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. [ hope that vour visit helped vou to reahize
what important assets NAWC Crane and CAAA are 1o our Nation™s Defense and the
Global! War On Terrorism.

I have been {ollowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
ahignment list was published and Tam growing mereasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly tollowed the law in developing recommendations, DOD is required o 2ive
priority consideration to instaliations that have a high military value ranking. Dala
available on the DO website (www defenselink nnl/brac) leads me 1o conclade that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was nol taken into account properly, which 1s a
viclanon of BRAC law, Specifically, NSWC Cranc has one of the highest military valuc
raimygs of all activities performuing Electronie Warfare work, inclading a tugher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALLQ-9% system be re-aligned from NSW( Crane to NAS

Whidbey 1sland.

The DOD s also regueired w0 ake o aceound the retum on nvestment resulting
o sts elosure/re-alignment recommendarions. Inreviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac.gov} [ have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALCQ-99 Clectronie Warfare workload o NAS

Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings, It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work

from North Island. CA 10 Whidbey Island. Tn other words this seenanio wall save DOD
even more money If the NSWC Crane porlion s elhiminated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
hy properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfuljlyf, —

U
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The H:}:{orablg _s-amug] Knox Skinner Al ¢ Cmﬁ
BRAC Commissioner
Base Realignment and Closure Commission e T el

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Drear Commissioner Skinner,

I wiruld bke to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern [ndiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remam as effective and affordable as
puossible. ! realize that you have a very ditticull job 1n deciding winch asctivities to re-
align or close as part of the RRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you to realize
whal imporant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Delense and the
Global War Gno Terrorisn.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closuredic-
alignnient list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has nol
proeperly followed the law i developing recomenendations. The DOL? 1s required to take
into account the return on investment resulting from its clospre/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a oneg-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive. imnovative, techmicilly
superior ardl affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
whal the customer necded. when  was needed, al a cost that was affordable, more work
was brought (¢ us, "The proposal to the comnission o realign work to China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital thal could take vears to
replace.

[ urge vou 1o reconsider the recommeandation 1o re-align work feom NSWC Crane
by properly taking ito aceount the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respoutfully,
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The Honorable Samuel Koox Skinner AU 7 4 ?.005
BRAC Conunissionct

Basc Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowth Clark Streer, Suvite 600
Arlington, ¥A 22202

o BLELVED

Dear Commmissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunily (o thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crune. CAAA and Sonthern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer | support the work you are
doing to cnsure thal our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding wihich activities to re-
align or cluose as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope thal vour visit helped you 1o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the

Crlobal War On Terrorism.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
algnroent list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned thal TXOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recontmendanons. The DO s required o take
inta account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive. innovative, technically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the costomer needed, when @ wias peeded. at 2 cost that was affordable, more work
was brought to us. The proposal to the commssion to realigh work to China {ake and
Picattinmy will now splic the support o special forces to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and causc a loss in intellectual caputal thal could take years to

replace.

I urge you W reconsider the recormmendation to re-alips work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On lovestment requirements of BRAC law.

yspcmﬂﬂl},’,
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I'he Honrorable Samoel Knoax Skner
BEAC Commissioner R
Base Reahgnmen and Closure Comrnission
2521 Sowh Clark Street, Suite 604
Arlington, ¥A 222{2

Dear Commissionet Skinner.

[ would like W take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer | suppont the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possihle. 1 realize that vou have a very difficull jobin deciding which activitics to re-
alipn or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope thar your visit helped you o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terromism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closura/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concernad that [XOD has nor
properly followed the law in developing reconunendations. DOD s required o give
priority conskleration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data
available on the DOD website (www defenselink, milfbrach leads me W conclude thar
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken mto azcount properly, wiich is 4
violation of BRAC law, Specifically. NSWC Crane has one of the highest mililary value
ratngs of ail activities performing Llcctrome Warfure work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet 1t ix recomunended thar Elecironic Warfare workload
related to repair of the ALQ-29 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane 1o NAS

Whidbey Island.

The D30 is aiso required 1o (uke into account the return on investinent resulling
fram its closure/re-alignment recommendanions. [ reviewing rhe cost data that is
avallable on the E-Library at the BRAC Coramission website {www brac.govi | have
come to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Eiecironk: Warfare workload w NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
tins scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and meving work
from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario waill save DOD
even mote money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Cranc
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

! Very Re xpﬂétﬁl] Iv.
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The Henorable Samucl Knox Skinner BT Fil1s]
BRAC Comnussioner

Base Realignment and Closure Conunission
2521 Sowth Clark Street. Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202
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Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like o take rthis opportusity to thank vou Tor your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that yvour vistt helped you to realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the
Glaobal War On Terrorism.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
ahgnment list was published and | am growing inercasingly concerned that TXOTY has ot
properly foliowed the law in developing recommendations.  [he DOD is required to take
into accodant the return on investiment resulting from its closure/re- alignment
recommendations. Crang has becowme a onc-stop shop for specialived weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters, Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, lechnically
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputalion for delivering
what the customer neaded, when it was needed. at a cost that was affordable. more work
was brought 1o us. The proposal wo the commission to realien work 0 China Lake and
Picattinny will now split the support 1o special forces to different locations, This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a Joss in intellectual capital that could take vears Lo
replace.

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Veryv Respectiully, __
- -
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‘The Honorahle Samue] Knox Skinner AL e P ERIOTE
BR AL Comnussioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission SR 11
2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600 " )
Artington, VA 22202 e et

Dear Comnpssioner Skinner,

I would Tike to take this opporunity to thank vou for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer T support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as cffective and affordable as
possible. Trealive that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or ¢lose as part of the BRAC process. T hope that yoor visit helped you to realize
whal mmportant asscts NSW Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Delense and the

Global War On Terronsm.

I have been foliowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closura/re-
alignment list was published and [ am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendanons. DO is required to give
priority consideration to instailations that have a high miltary value ranking, Dala
available on the DOD website (www defensclink milfhrac) leads me to conclude rhat
NEWC Crane’s military value raling was not taken inlo account properly, which is a
vicdation of RRAC law. Specifically. NSWC Crane has one of the highest mifitary valuc
ralings of all activities performing Electronie Warfare work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Tsland and yet it is recommended that Flectronic Warlare workload
related o repair of the ALG-99 svstern be re-alignad from NSWC Crane 10 NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DO s alse required to take imo gecount the return oo investment resulting
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. Inreviewing the cost data thil is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Comrussion webstte (www.brac gov) | have
come ta the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey lsland does not result it any cost savings. It appears that ali of the savings in
thus scenario are penerated by re-ahgning work within Whidhey island and moving work
from North Isjand, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save 201>
cven more money if the NSWC Crane portion is ciiminated’

[ urge you to reconsader the recommendation (o re-alien work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Valoe and Retirn On Investment

requircments of BRAC law.
Very R?cctfuﬂy,
A




EALiLL]

16 August 2003 VPSRRI
Admiral {Ret,} Harold Gehroan e o 1000
Commissioner T

Base Reahgnment and Closure Commission g v

2521 South Clark Street, Suite &40
Arlinglon, YA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

T would like to take this opportunity 1o thank you tor vour atlention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in Su Louis, As a corcernad
taxpayer I support the work you arc doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effecrive and atfordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Tndana Military installadions like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC}
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisn

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that 1O has not
properly followed the law in developing recomimendations. The DOIY is required to take
inte account the return on Invesiment resuiting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commussion website {www brac.gov} [ have come to the eonclusion that moving
Chermieal and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings. 1t appears that, of the four sites beinz re-aligned o
Edgewood INSWC Cranc. NSWC Dahigren, Falls Church and Ford Belvoir, only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane aned
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
addcd together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. [n other words the ondy way this sconario will save money s 1f the NSWC
Cranc and NSWC Drhlaren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated”

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into sccount the Retorn On Investment requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,

oz .
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Admiral (Ret.} Harold Gehman
Comunissioner auG v o ,f[]'ﬂ'j
Buse Realipnment and Closure Conumission
2521 South Clark Sireet. Surte 6X)
Arlingion, VA 22202
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Dear Admiral Gehiman:

I would hike to take this opportonity (o thank vou Tor vour gttention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 81 Louis. As a concerned
taxpaycr 1 supporn the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordabie as possible. 1 hope that the (estimony helped you realize how
imporlant indiana Mihtary installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity {CAAA are (0 our Nation's Deiense and
the Global War On Terronsm.

1 am growing increasingly concerned that the BOD has not properly tollowed the
selection criteria in making its re-alisnment recommendations. One of the main crileria
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joind ceniers of excellence in order 1o
improve our efficiency while maintaining the guality of service provided to our war
tighters. NSWC Crane is a joint asctivity providing products and services 1o all branches
of the meltary. Ancther key eriteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Valuc,
The Miditary Value scores for NSWC Crane i the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW} arc higher than almost cvery other DOL actrvity.

One example of a recommendation that dees not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 8, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dited 19 May 2005, which is avatlable on the O3 BRAC website
(www defensehink mikbrack NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouih and Aberdeen Proving Grounds, In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. [fthe
BRAC criteria arc followed properly, this worklsad should be re-located to NSWC Crane
mstead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic appiies (o the Army
S. E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvair 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-ahigned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existingg joamt 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Vatue scores.

Another example of 4 recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of 5. E and EW workload from Space and Nauval Warfare sites al Charleston
and San Dicgo to NSWC Dahigren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diepo and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
sile for this workload.



[ urge vou to reconsider the recornmendation to re-align 8. E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capabtlity of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs owen Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully,

M e
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Adrmural {Eet.} Harold (zeheman Avd 2 7 2008
Commissionear

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sowh Clark Sireet, Suite 6040
Arlington, VA 22202

fvueivey

Dear Adrnral Gehman:

1 would hke 1o tuke this opportunity to thank you for your altention Lo the
delegation irom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing n St Louis, As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing 10 ensare that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. ! hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military instailations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAAD are to our Naton's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

[ have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingty concerned that DO has not
properly [ollowed the law in developing reconunendations, The DOD 15 required to tuke
IRtG ACCOURT the returm on investment resulting from 1s closure/re-alignment
recormendations, In reviewing the cost data that is avaitabie on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www brac.gov) | have come 1o the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload mom NSWC Crune to Edgewood in Maryland does
not result inany cost savings. It appears that, af the four sites being re-alipgned w
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahigren. Falls Church and Fort Belveir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir penerate any return on investment, The NSWC Crane and
NSWUC Dahlgren re-atignments cost more than they suve. In fact 1t appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss ratfier than net
savings. In other words the oniy way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are clitninated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking mto account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC faw,

Wery Respectfuity,
C s @T\#
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16 August 20035 Syt 200B
Adniiral {Ret.) Harold Cehman RS
Commessioner

Base Realignment! and Closere Commission

2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 600

Arlington, ¥A 22202

Dear Admitral Gehman:

Fwould like 1o take this opporuosily to thank you for your atlention to the
delegation from Indiana duviog the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. T hope that the
testimany helped you realize ihe imoportance ef Indiana Military mstaltations, n
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. (o our Nation's Defensc and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpaver | support the work you are doing to ensure that cur
Military operatinns remain as effective and affordable as possible, 1 also realize that vou
have a very ditficull job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

| have been following the RRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and I am growing incrcasingly concerned thas DOD has not
tollowed sound judpement tn making soe of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DOLY website {www.defenselink. mitl/brac) indicates that 1 s going to cosl $T50M 10
mirve the 132 people working on rhe ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly 518 per person for the move. In additon.
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website {www fas,org)
seems to indicate that the platform for the AL(R-99, the EA-6B Prowlar, will begin to be
retired from service in the vear 2003, 1 find it hard (o believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers 10 spend $130M 1o move 152 peopic doing work on a
systern that s about to be rernoved from service,

Turee you to reconstder the recommendation to re-alien the ALOQ-99 work from
NSWC Crane by properly taking inti the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respecttully.

L
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Admiral (Ret.y Harold Gehman , o
Commissioner AUG 2 < 2008
Base Realipnment and Closuire Commission e

2521 south Clark Streel, Suite 60
Arlington, ¥A 22202

Drear Admira] Gehmarn:

I would like to take this opportunily o thank you for your attention o the
delegation from Indiana duning the recent BRAC Heaning in 8t Louis. As a concarned
taxpaver | support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
irnportant Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Canter (INSW()
Crane and Crane Army Ammuenition Activity (CAAA} are 1o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Termorist.

I am growing increasingly concerned that the IDOD has not properly followed the
sclection criteria in making its re-aligriment recommendations. One of the main crileria
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint ceaters of excellence in order w
improve our efficiency winle maintaining the quality of service provided 1o our war
fighters. NSWC Crne is a jomr activity providing products and services to all branc hes
ot the mulitary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Miitary Value.
The Miikary Value scores for WSWC Crane 1n the area of Sensors, Eleetronics and
Electromic Warfare {5, E and EW) are hugher than almost every other DO activity,

Cne example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 5. E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grouands.
According 10 the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysts and Recormmendations
dociment dated 19 May 2005 which is available on the DOD BRAC website
(www defenselink milbeac), WSWC Crane has much higher Milnary Yahte scores than
both Fort Monmeouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it s co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC critersa are followed properly, this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
S. E and EW work being relocated irom Fon Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW capabilily as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of §, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Wartare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Vatue scores than
Charleston. San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload.



Lurge you 1o reconsider the reconunendation to re-align §, E and EW workload 10
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly laking irto account the joiat capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

YVery Respectfully,

Clwet. G2
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner

BRAC Cammissioner AUG 7 5 2005

Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 Houth Clark Strect. Suite 6K

Arlingion. YA 22202

IMENR SERRT|

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like Lo 1ake this opportunity to thank you for your recent visil 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern ndiana. As a concerned taxpavyer [ support the work vou are
doing to ensure that our Military sporations remain as effcctive and atfordable as
possibie. Trealize that you have a very difficull job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. T hope that your visit helped vou to realize
what impartant assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism,

I have been following rhe BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and ! am growing wncreastngly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The 10D 15 required to iake
into accoun the return on investment resting from irs closure/fre-alignment
recommendations. Crang has ixcome a ane-stop shop tor specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Wartighters, Crune did this by betng responsive, innovative, technical'y
supertor and affordable tar these outstanding soldices. As our reputation for delivenng
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at 2 cost that was affordable. more work
was brought to us, The proposal to the comrmssion 1o realign work to China Lake and
Picartinny wil] now sphit the support 10 special forees to dilferent locations. This will adid
cost, reduce efficiency and cause 4 loss in intellectual capital that could take vears to

replace.

T urge you to reconsider Lthe recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking inlo aceounl the Keturn On Investmeae requirements of BRAC law.




16 August 2005
PEACTT senpsion
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner

BRAC Commissioner AUG v 1 2005
Base Realipnment and Closure Commmssion
2521 South Clark Strest, Suiic 6(X)
Arlington, VA 22202

Eiﬁut;'{t;d

Dear Commissicnct Skinner,

I would like ra take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAMAA and Southern Indidng. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
domng to ensure that our Milivary operaiions temain as eficetive and affordable as
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deeiding which activities (o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that vour vist helped you to realive
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation™s Defense and the
(lobal War On Ferronsm.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/te-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD bas not
properdy followed the law in developing recommendations. DO s reguired 1o give
priority consideration to installations that have a high rilitary value ranking. Trata
available on the DOD webstle (www defenselink, milibrac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into account properly. which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest rulitary valoe
ratings of all activities performing Flectronic Warlure work, including a higher ratimg
than NAS Whidbey Island and vet it is recommended that Electronic War{are workioad
related 1o repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane o NAS

Whidbey 1sland.

The DO is also regjuired to take i account the return on investrnent resulting
irom its closurefre-alignment recommendations, Inreviewing the cost data that 15
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Comimnission websile {(www.brac.gov} I have
come ta the conclusion that moving the AL(Q-92 Electronie Warfare workload to NAS
Whidbey Isiand does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenano are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from Morth Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money i the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

I urge vou 10 reconsider the recormmendation to re-align work frorn NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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Admiral (Eet.y Harold Gehman iy o U5
Commissioner P
Basc Realignment and Closure Conmimission

2521 Sourth Clark Street, Suite 604

Arlington, VA 22202

16 Augnst 2005

Dear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your miention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC ilearing in S1. Louis, I hope that the
lestimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military aperations remain as cffective and afiordable as possible. [ also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding winch activiries to re-alipn or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and T am growing mncreasingly concerned that DOD has rot
followed sound judgenient in making some of it'5 recommendations, Data avatlable on
the DOD websire (www _defenselink. oul/brac) indicates that it is poing to cost $150M o
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depol from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. 1n addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas org)
seems to indicare that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin 1o bhe
retired from service in the year 2010, T find it hard to belicve that it is in the best inferest
of the DOD and the taxpayers io spend $150M 0o move 152 people doing work on a
system that is abou! to be remaved [rom service.

Lurge you o reconsider the recommendation o re-align the AlQ 99 work from

NSWC Crane by properiy taking e the costs ivodved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Vi’tfe.qpﬁc[fully,
O G2
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner A6 2 2008
BRAL Commissioner

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

A LIvE

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

P would like to take this opportenity to thank vou for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crant, CAAA and Southern Indiana. Ax a concerned taxpayer | support the work vou are
doing to ensure that oer Miltary operations reniain as effcctive and affordable as
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. ! hope that vour visit helped vou to realize
what imporraint assets NSWC Crane and CAAA ure 10 our Nation's Defense and the

Global War On Terrorisom

1 have been following 1he BRACT process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was publtished and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly [ollowed the law in developing recommendations. DOD 1s requited to give
priority consideration to installations that have a hugh mifitary value ranking. Data
avaiiable on the DOD website (www defenselink, mil/brac ) leads me to conclode that
NSWC Crane’s miulitary vatue rajing was not taken into acceunt properly, which 1s a
vinlation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSW Crane has one ol the ghest military valuc
ratings of alt activities performing Electromic Warfare work. including a fugher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet # 18 recommended that Elcetronic Warfare warkload
related to repair of the ALQ-949 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crance 1o NAS

Whidbey [sland.

The DO 15 also required Lo take into account the retum on investment resulting
from its closurefre-alignment recomrendations. In reviewing the cost data that is

"':-. - - i R [ . . - e . =t ™1
————" =T¥ Properly taking mio aceount tie Kefurn Un invesimient requirements of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,
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16 August 2005 ayi; 7 2 2005
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman LR
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission

2321 South Clark Street, Sutte 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admira] Gehman:

I would like ta take this oppoitunity 1 thank you for vour attentivng to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the
testimony helped yvou realize the importance of Indiana Military wnstallations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Delense and the Global War (o
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. Talso realize that vou
have a very difficult joh in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

1 have been following the BRAC process ciosely since the propased closurefre-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DO has noi
followed sound judgement in making some of it's reconunendations. Trata available on
the DOD website (www . detenselink mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost SI50M 1o
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 dep 1« from NSWC Grane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $IM per person for the move. In addition.
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www. fas.orgh
seerns to indicate that the platforn for the ALQ-39, the EA-6B Prowier, will begin to be
retired from service incthe year 20100 { find it hard o believe that it §s in the best imerest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
systemn that 1 about 1o be removed from service.

I urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALCQ-92 work from
NSWC Cranc by properly taking into the costs mvelved in thigfe-Bignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equips
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman auo 3 W0
Commissioner R

Base Realignment and Closure Comunission A e ¢
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 60K

Arlington, VA 22202

16 August 2005

Dyear Admiral Crehman:

I would hke 1o ke this opporfunity to thank you for your attention ta the
delegation from [ndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S1. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work vou are doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possibie. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Mihtary mstallations like Naval Surlace Warfare Center (NSWC
Crane and Cranc Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terranism.

I am growing increasingly concernad that the DOD has not properly followed the
selechion criteria in making its re-alipnment recommendations. One of the mam critcria
of the BRAC process seems (¢ be the creal:on of joint centers of excellence in order to
tmprave our efficiency while maintaining the quality of serviee provided 1o our war
fiphters. NSWC Crane s a joint activity providing products and scrvices to all branches
of the military. Anether key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value,
The Military Value scores for NSWOC Crane in the area of Sensors. Flectronics and
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almosi every other DOD activity.

One example of a reconumendation that docs not make sense is the re-alignment
of Ariny 5, E and EW work from Font Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Anaiysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is availabie on the DOD BRAC website
fwww defensclink. mitbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
bath Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. [noaddition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working reiationship with the Ariny since o 15 co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria arc followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeszn Proving Grounds, Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
5. E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir ro Aberdeen Proving Grounds, The
Fort Betvoir worklnad should be re-aligned 1o NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint S, E and EW capability as weil as higher Military Value scorus.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
alignment of 5. E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this warkload.



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workilead to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into accouni the joant capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Milwary Value scoring analysis.




16 August 2005

Admiral {Rel.) Harold Gebman
Comntissioner

Buse Realignment and Closure Comnission
2521 South Clark Stiect, Sune K00
Arlinpton. VA 22207

I22ar Admiral Gehman;

I would like to take this opperlunity to thank you for your atention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer [ support the work you arc doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. [ hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfure Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity ({CAAA) arg 1o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingty concerned that DOTY has v
properly followed the law in developing recommendatinns. The DOD 15 required 1o take
intey gocount the return on investrnent resulitng from ws closurefre-alignment
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data thal 15 avatlable on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website . www brac.gov} I have cone o the concilusion that me g
Chemical and Binlogical workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
nol result i any Cost savings, It appears thatl, of the four sites being re-ahigned to
Edgowood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren. Fulls Church and IFort Belvair), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir penerate any return on ipvestiment. The NSWC Cranc and
NSW( Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a ret loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save owney i if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated!

1 urge vou to reconsider the reconunendarion to re-alipn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On investment requirements of BRS

Very Respoct I’u]!}@\‘

i

|.\\
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Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehman AUz 7 2005
CDI]]II]IRF,IF}HE!' 1 o O — l
Basce Realignment and Ciosure Commission

2521 Sowrh Clark Street, Suite 6{H

Arlingion, VA 22202

Diear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this opportunity Lo thank you for vour atzention to the
deiegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Louis. As a concernad
taxpayer 1 suppert the work you are doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possthle. T hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warliure Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crang Army Amnwnition Activily {CAAA) are to our Nation's Defensc and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I am growing inecreasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-aligament recomnmendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process secrns 1o be the creation of joint centers of excellence 1n order to
mmprove our efficiency while maintaining the guality of service provided (o oor war
fighters, NSWC Crane is a joiat activity providing products and services o all branches
of the military, Another key criternia of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane i the area ol Sensors. Electronics and
Electronic Wurfare {5, E and EW) arc higher than almost every other DOD acrivity,

Ome example of a reconmmendation that does not make sensc 1 the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdegn Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is available on the OD BRAC websile

hoth Fort Monmeuth and Aberdeen Proving Grrounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has 4 close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. Tf ihe
BRAC criteria are foilowed properly, this workload should be re-located o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic apphes to the Army
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdecn Proving Grounds, The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned 10 NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
extsiing joint 8, E and EW capability as sell as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a reconunendation that docs not make sense 18 Lthe re-
alignment of §, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSW Crane has higher Mititary Value scores than
Charleston. San Diego and Dablgren and should have been designated as the receiving

site for this workload.



1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to te-align S, E and EW workload 10
sites other than NSWC Crang by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Milnary Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully.

[‘kﬂ jj”’” l,D :f-/?’f&”*t ~
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Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehnan
Comnssioner

Base Realigmnent and Closure Comunission
2521 Sowrh Clark Streer. Suite 00
Arlinglon, VA 22202

Dyear Admiral Gehman:

I would like to take this apportunity 1o thark you lor your attention to the
delegation from Indiana durtng the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpaver I support the work vou are doing o ensure that our Military operations remain
as effeciive and alfordable as possible. [ hope thar the (estimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWO
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Aciivity {CAAA) are to our Nation™s Defense and
ihe Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposcd closure/re-
alipnment list was published and [ ant growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recormmendations. The DOD is required to 1ake
nley agocawtt ithe return on tnvestment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. In revicwing the cost data that is available on rthe E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www brac.gov) | have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Bivological workload trom NSWC Crane to Fidgewood in Maryvland does
not result in any cost savings. N appears that, of the four sites bemny re-aligned 10
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren. Falis Church and Fort Balvorr), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvorr generate any return on mvestment, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments 10 Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scoenario will save money s 1f the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Pahigren pertions of the re-aligoiments are climinated!

Luirge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-aligh work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking Into account the Return On Investment requircments of BRAC law,

Very Respectfully,

/ A"”/‘:'f // o ﬁ ﬁé;ﬁﬁm
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Admiral {Ret.) Harold Gehman .
Commissioner AUG & 7 2007
Base Realignment and Closure Commission Huceved

2521 Sourh Clark Streer, Sune 600}
Arlington, VA 22202

Diear Admiral Gehman:

I'would like to take this opportunity to thank vou for your anention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recemt BRAC Hearing in 5t. Louis, I bope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiuna Military installations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Natios’s Defense and the Globa] War On
Terrorisin. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are doing 1o ensore that our
Military operations reqmain as effecitve and affordable as possible. T also realize that vou
have a very difficell job in deciding which activitics to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process,

1 have been following the BRAC process clesely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment list was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of Uy recommendations, Data available on
the DO wehsite {www defenselink. milfbrac) indicates that 11 s eoing 1o cost S130M (o
mave the 152 people working on the ALOQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That eguals a cost of nearly STM per person for the move. In addition.
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www. fas,org)
scerns to indicate that the platforn for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler. wiil begin to be
rewred from service in the year 20000 1find it bard to believe that it s in the best interest
of the IDXGD and the taxpayers to spend $130M to move 152 people doing work on «
systern that is about (o be removed from service.

1 urge vou to recomsider the recormmendation to re-atign the ALQ-9Y work from

NSWC Crane by properly taking mto the costs invelved in this re-alignment and the
refatively short remaining service lite of the equipment.

Yoery Respectiully.

/Aﬁj/jﬂf D A;-{{?M-c-m_..
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehmoan AUG ¢ 2005
Commissioner
Basc Realignment and Ciosure Commmission Arcewved

2521 South Clark Strect, Suite 606
Arlington, YA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman:

Iwould like to take this opporianity to thank you for vour attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Lonis, As a concerngd
taspayer I support the work you are doing o ensure that our Miiltary operations remain
ag effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations ltke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Amrounition Activity (CAAA) are 1w our Nation™s Defense and
the Gilobal War On Temmorisin.

| have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closurcire-
alignment list was published and { am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommeniations. The 0D is required to take
intey account the retum on investment resulting (rom its closure/re-alignment
recomunendations. In reviewing the cost daty that v available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www. brac_gov) I have come 1o the conclusion that maving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crine 10 Ldgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings, It appears that. of the four sites being re-abgned to
Edgewood (NSW Cranc, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on wnvestment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact o appears that, when
added together, the four re-alignments 1o FEdgewood resull in & net boss rather than net
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is 1t the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren partions of the re-alignments are climinated!

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation 1o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking intor account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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Admiral fRet.) Harold Gehman L
Commissioner ally © 7003
Base Realignment and Closure Commission —

2521 South Clark Strect. Suite 6000
Arlinpton, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehunan:

I would like 1o 1ake this opportunity to thank vou for your atiention to the
delegation from ludians during the recent BRAC Hearing in SL Louss. As a concerned
taxpayer | support the wark you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Actnily (CAAA) are to our Natwon’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

I am growing itcreasingly concerned that the OD has not property followed the
selection ¢riteria in making #ts re-alignmeni recormmendaiions. One of the main crniteria
of the BRAC process seems Lo be the creation of joint centers of eacellence in order o
improve our efficiency while maintaiming the guality of service provided to oor war
fighters. NSWC Crune is a joimt acuvity providing producis and serviees o all branches
of the mihtary, Ancther key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (5, E and EW) arc higher than almost every other DOD activity,

One example of a recommendation that does not make scnse is the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Moamaouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.,
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysts and Recommendations
docoment dated 19 May 2005, which s available on the DOL BRAC wehsire
owww defenselink pil/brac), NSWC Crane has iauch higher Military Value scores than
both Fon Monmouth and Aberdesn Proving Grounds, In addition, NSWC Crane already
hag a close working relationship with the Army since it s co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload shouid be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionaliy. this same logic applies to the Army
S. E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvour 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing jont 5, E and EW capahiliry as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
slignment of 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charlesion, San Diego and Dahlaren and shouk! have been designated as the recetving
site for this workload.



| urge vou to reconsider the recommendation to re-align 8, E and EW workioad 10
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly luking inle account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA a5 well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,

f
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Admiral (Ret.} Harold Gebman R
Commissiancr : NE
Base Reabignment and Closure Commission 406 ¢ } 2003
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 Ry

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Admiral Oehman:

I would like to take this apportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Lows. T hope that the
Ltestimony helped you realize the imponance of Indiana Military installations, i
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA. 10 our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisim. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work vou are doing to ensure thal our
Military operanons remain as effective and alfordable as possible, 1 also realize that you
have a very difficuit job in deciding which activities 1o re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

1 have been following the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closurcfre-
alignment st was published and T am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound udgement i making some of it"s reconunendations. Data available on
the DOD website {www. defenselink. ml/brac) mdicates that it is going to cost $150M 1o
mave the 152 peeple working on the ALQ-99 depat from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equaly a cost of nearly $1M per persom for the move, In addition,
miormation avatlable at the Federation of American Scientists website {www_fas ora)
seems Fo indicaie that the pladform for the ALQ-9%, the LA-6GB Prowler. will begin to be
retired from service in the vear 20H0. T {ind it hard to believe that i 15 in the best interest
of the DO and the laxpayers 1o spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that s about Lo be removed from service.

Turge yiul 10 reconsider the recormnendation o re-alien Lthe ALOQ-99 work from
NSWO Crane by properly taking into the costs invelved i this re-alivnment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respecifuily,
Rg-rp UI £ ﬂ : ,‘-—-
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner e
BRAC Commissioner AUG ¢ 3 05
Base Realignnient and Closure Commussion beve oy

2521 South Clark Street, Suile &30 N

Arlington, VA 22202
Chear Commissioner Skinmer,

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a cancerned taxpayer I suppont the work you are
doing 1o ensure that our Military operations remain as cfiective and affordable as
possible, Trealize thar vou have a very diffwalt job in deciding which activities to re-
align ot close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that vour visit ielped you to realize
whal important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 10 our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closoresre-
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DO is required o give
priority consideration ta installations that have a high military value ranking. Data
availlable on the DOD website (www defenselink mil/brac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is a
violation of BRAC law, Specifically, NSWC Criane has onc of the highest military value
ratings of all activities perforening Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yot it 13 recomumendced thar Electronic Warfare workload
related (o repair of the ALOQ-9% system be re-aligned from NSWO Crane to NAS

Whidhey Island.

The DOD s alse required to take into account the return on investirentl resulting
from its closurc/re-alignment recommendations. [nreviewing the cost data that 1
availabie on the E-Library at the BRAC Conunssion website (www brac,gov) I have
come 1o the conclusion thal moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Wartare workioad 10 NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
Itus scenanio are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Tsland and moving work
from Noith Iskand, CA 1o Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save DO
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

T urge you o reconsider the recommendation Lo re-atign work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Milkary Value and Return On Investment
requircments of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully.
4
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The Honorable Sarnue] Knox Skinner el el
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Conumssion

2521 South Clark Street, Sune 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commssioner Sknner,

[ would like o take this opporunily to thank you for your recent visil to NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Miliary operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you Lo realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are 1o our Nation's Defense and the
Crlobal War On Terrorisn

I have bezn following the BRAC process clisely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hst was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that BOD has nod
properly tollowed the law in developing recomimendations. The DOD is reguired 1o take
ML aCcount the retum on investiment resulting from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations, Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technicaily
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer needed. when it was needed, at a cost thai was affordable, more work
was brought to us, The proposal to the commission to realign work o China Lake and
Picatiinny will now split the support to special forces to difierent locations. This will add
cost, teduce etficicncy and cause a loss i ielbectoal capital that could rake vears 1o

replace.

1 urge vou to reconsider the recornendaiion tao re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On investinent regeirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfulfy,

Kochord F ()\/W%
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner AUG v 1 2005
Base Realignment and Closure Conumussion
2521 Sourh Clark Stroct, Sutle G
Arlington, VA 22202

BRS TR

Dear Admiral Gehman;

I ' would Tike o take this opportunity to thank you for vour attention 1o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St Lonis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing o ensure ihat our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how
imporant Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center {INSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity {CAAA} are 1o our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

1 am growing increasingly concerned thatl the DOD has not properly followed the
scicction criteria in making its re-alignment reconunendations. One of the main eriteria
of the BRAC process seems to he the creation of joini centers of cxcellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war
fighters. NSWC Crane 15 a join activiey providing products aml services to all hranches
of the mulnary. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centzry on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the ares of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (8§, E and EW) are higher thau almost every ather DOTY activiry.

One example of & recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
ol Army 5. E and EW work froim Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According 10 the Technical Ioim Cross Service Group Analysis amd Recommendat jons
document datcd 19 May 2005, which 1s available on the DOD BRAC website
{www defenselink mil/hrac), NSWC Crane has much bigher Military Valuc scores than
poch Fort Mommotith and Aberdeen Proviug Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crune already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed properly. this workload should be re-located 1o NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Additionally, this same logie applies to the Army
8. E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned o0 NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joint 5, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Anoather example of a recommendation that does not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of 5, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites ar Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren,. NSWC Crane has higher Mililary Valoe scores than
Charleston. San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.



I urge you to recomsider the recommendation 1o re-align S, E and EW workload 1o
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joinl capahility of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the TXODSs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,
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Adrnral (Ret.y Harold Gehiman

Commissioner Al 00
Base Realignment and Closure Commission e gy
2521 South Clark Street. Suite 600 i

Arlington, VA 22202
Dreur Admiral Gehman:

I would like to ke this opportunity 1o thank you for your attention to the
delecganon from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in S5t Lowns. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as cffective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony heiped you realize how
inporntant indiana Military mstaliations like Naval Surface Warfare Center {NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are (0 our Naton's Defense and
the (ilobal War On Terrorisino.

I have been following the BRAC process ¢losely since the proposed closuredre-
alignment list was published and I am growing mereasingly conceined that 30D has not
properly followed the law in developing recommnendations. The DXOD s reguired to take
into accourt the return on investment resuling from its closurefre-alignment
recommendations. In reviewimg the cost data that is svailable on the - Library at the
BRAC Commission website {www. brac.gov) | bave come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and RBiological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does
not result in any cost savings, It appears that, of the four snes being re-aligned ©
Edgewood (NSWT Crane, NSWC Dahlgren. Falls Church and For Belvoir). only the
Fails Chorch and Fort Beivoir generate any return on investiment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cosl more than they save. In fact it appears that, when
added togeather. the four re-alignments to Edgewond result it a net loss rather than net
savings. Inother words the only way this scenarin will save money 1s if the NSWC
Crane and NSW( Dahlegren poitons of the re-alignments ure elinvinated!

[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully.




16 August 2005 THO v e s
Admirat (Ret.) Harold Gehman At .
Commissioner R
Base Reaiignment and Closure Commussion e

2321 Sourh Clark Strect, Sujte 60
Arlington, VA 222(12

Dear Admiral Gehmane

1 would like o take this opportunity to thank vouo for your attention to the
delegation from Ladiana during the recent BRAC Heaning a S1. Louls. T hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Militaiy installatlons, in
particilar NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On
Terronism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you arc doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and aftordable as possibie. [ also realize that vou
have a very difticult job in deciding which activitics to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have heen following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurefre-
alignment list was published and | am growing increastng ly concerned that DOD has oot
followed sound judgement in making soume of it's cecommendations. Data availabic on
the DOD website (www . defensclink. milfbrac) indicates that it is goimg to cost $150M 10
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals a cost of nearly S1M per person for the move. In addition,
information avalable at the Federation of American Sclentists website (www fas.org)
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALD-99, the EA-GB Prowler, wiil begin 1o be
retired from service in the year 2000, 1 find it hard to believe that 1 1s in the best interest
of the IXOD and the taxpayers to spend $130M o move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to e removed from service,

1 urge youl 1o reconsider the recommendation w re-align the ALQ-9Y work from
NSWC Crane by propurly tahing into the cosis involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respecifolly,
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner AUG 7 5 2008
BRAC Commissioner o

Base Realignment and Closure Cormission asucvived

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 604
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinncr,

Iwould like to take this opporiunity o thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer [ support the work you are
doing to ensure thal our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Treaiize that vou have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
altgn or close as part of the BRAC process. 1T hope thal vour visy helped you o realize
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation™s Defense and the
Global War On Terrarism.

I have been foilowing the BRAC process closely since the proposed closura/re-
alignment list was published and U am growing increasingly concerned that DOTY has no
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD i required to fake
into account the refurn on investment resulting from its closurefre- alignment
recommendations. Crane has bacome a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for oui
Special Forces Warhighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative. rechmically
superior and affordable for these owstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering
what the customer nesded. when it was needed. ad a4 cost thal was attordable, more work
wias brought to us. The proposal o the commisshon o realipn work 10 China Lake and
Ficattinny will now splil the suppor to special forees o different kcations. This will add
cost. reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital thal could take yvears to
replace.

Lurpe you 1o reconsider the reccommendation o re-alipn work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Yery Respectfully,
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The Honorable Samuoel Knox Skinner

BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission AUG 1 2005
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 6(K)
Arlingion, YA 22202

PR RIS

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

I would like to take this opportunity 1o thank you for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are
doing to cnsore that our Military operations remain as eifective and affordable as
possible. Trealize that vou have a very ditfreult job in deciding which activities o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC progess. T hope that your visit helped vou 1o realize
what inpottant asscts NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation’s Detense and the
Global War On Terrorisnl

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and Tam growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommiendations. DO s required 10 give
priotity constderation 1o installations that have a high military value ranking. Dara
available on the DOTY website {(www defenselink mil/brac leads me to conchide thar
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was not taken fito account properly, which i a
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Cranc has one of the highest milnary value
ratings of all activities performung Eicctronic Warlsre work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Tsland and yet it s recommended that Electronic Warfare workload
related (o tepair of the ALQ-99 systern be re-abigned from NSWC Crane (o0 NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DGD s also reguired o ake into account the rerurn on investment resalling
from its ¢losure/re -alignment recommendations. Inreviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website {www . brac.uovi T have
cotne to the conclusion that moving the ALQ-99 Eleclronic Warfire workload to NAS
Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving work
from North island. CA to Whidbey Island. Tn other words this scenario wall save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane portion s eiiminated!

Iurge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work ffom NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment

requirernents of BRAC law.

Very Respecifully,

[
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Admirai {Ret.} Harold Gehman o -
- : AT
Commissioner ALl illly

Base Realignment and Closure Commission foeir o

253721 South Clark Strect. Suiie 60K
Arhington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral {rehman:

T would hke to take this opportunity to thank vou for your atiention to the
delegation from Tndiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in 5t Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer 1 support the work vou are doing 10 ensure that our Mililary operalions remain
as efferrive and affordable as posable. T hope thal the (estimony helped vou realize how
important fndiana Milnary installanons like Naval Surioce Warlare Center (NSWO)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and
the Globa! War On Terrorism.

I bave been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment hist was published and I am growing mereasingly concerncd that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DO is required to take
nto account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment
recommendations. Tn reviewing the cost data that is availahie on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commmission website {www . brac.gov) I have come to the canclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 1o Edgewnod in Maryland does
not resull in any cost savings. U appears that. of the four sites being re-a2ligned 1o
Edgewood (INSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retum on investment, The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dahigren re-alignnicnts cost inore than they save. In fact it appears thar, when
acdded together, the four re-alignments to Edgewond result in a net loss rather than net
savings, [n other words the only way this scenaro will save money is if the NSWCO
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alienments are eliminated!

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requiremnents of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully.

}Lu,@ Wm‘"‘fﬁa“
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehroan
Canunissioner Sl gl
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
25271 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admural Gehman:

I would like ta take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing tn St. Louis. | hope that the
testimony helped vou realize the imponance of Indiana Military msiallations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA . 1o our Nation™s Defense and the Global War On
Terrorisal. As a concerned taxpayer | suppon the work you are donng 10 ensure that our
Military operations remumn as cliective and affordabie as possible. | also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activilies Lo re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment jist was published and I am growing increasingly coneerned thay DOL has not
followed sound judpement 1 making some of W' s recornmendations. Data available on
the DOD website (www.defenselink milfbrach indicares that it s going Wy cost S130M 1o
move the 152 peaple working on the ALQ-99 depor from NSWC Crane 1o NAS Whidbey
Island. That equals 4 cost of nearly 31M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of Amernican Scientists website (www _ths, oro)
seerns 10 indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the FA-68B Prowler, will begin to he
retired from servace in the year 240 T find o hard to believe that # is in the best nterest
of the DO and the taxpayers ta spend $T30M 1o move 152 people dotng work on a
system that is abowt 10 be remmoved from service.

1 urge your Lo reconsider the recommendation i re-align the ALQ-9% work [rom
NSW Crane by properly taking into the costs involved 1o this re-alisnment and the
relatively short remaming service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully,
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman AUG ¥ ¢ 2005
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Sauth Clark Street, Suite 6040
Arlington, ¥A 22202

AU e

Dear Admiral Geliman:

[ would like Lo take this opportunity o thank you for your atention Lo the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BEAC Hearing m 5t Louwis. As a concerned
tuxpayer | suppor the work you are doing to ensure thal our Mihtary operations remain
ax effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped vou realize how
imporant Indiang Milnary nstallations Iike Naval Surface Warlare Center (NSW
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity {CAAA) are 10 our Nation's Defense and
the Global War On Terrorisem.

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not propesly followed the
selection crireria in making its re alienment recommendations, One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process seems o be the creation of joinl cemers of excellence i order o
improve our efliciency while maintaining the guahty of service provided to our war
fighters. WSWC Crane is a jeint activity providing products and services to all branches
of the military. Anothet key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Mititary Value.
The Military Value scores tor NSWC Cranc in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Wartare (5, E and EW) ure higher than almost every other DO activity.

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 5, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdecn Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
docurnent dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOLD BRAC website
(www defenschnk. milfeacy, NSWC Crane has moch lupgher Minary Yalue scores than
bath Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Provine Grounds, In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a close working relationship with the Army since it js co-located with CAAA, It the
BRAC criterta are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionaily, this same logic applies to the Army
5, E and EW work being relocated from Forl Belvorr 1o Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvurr workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has
existing joirt 5, FE and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores.

Another example of a recommendation thal does not make sense 15 the re-
alignment of 5, E and EW worklead from Space and Naval Warlare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahleren, NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.



T urge yvou to reconsider the recommendation (o re-align 8, E and EW workload 1o
sues other than NSWC Crane by properly taking mte account the joint capability of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the I2ODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully,




16 August 2005

HHE Wt U npnas=on
The Honorable Samuet Kpox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner AG G 2095
Base Realignment and Closure Commussion
2521 Souh Clark Street, Suile 604
Arlington, VA 22202

IECE G

Dyear Comenissioner Skinnci,

[ would like to rake this opportumty (o thank you for your recent visit 1o NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you arc
doing to ensure thai our Military operations remarn as effective and affordable as
possible. | realize that you have a very diftficult job in deciding which activities 1o re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you (o realize
whal important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are (0 our Nation's Defense and the
Global War On Terrorisne.

I have been followtnyg 1he BRAC process closely since the proposed closurs/re-
alignment Tist was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DO has nod
properly followed the law in develaping recomunendations. DOD 15 reguired to give
priority consideration to instaliations thar have a high mtlitary value ranking, Data
available on the DOD website {www . delenselink. milbrac) leads me to conclude that
NSWC Crane’s military value rating was nof taken imto account propetly. which is a
violation of BRAC law. Specitically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military valug
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work. including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet il is recommended that Electronic Warlare wortkload
related to repair of the ALQ 99 system be re-alipned fram NSWC Crane to NAS
Whidbey Island.

The DOD s #lso required 1o ake inlo accoont the veturn on investment resulling
from its closurefre-alignment recomnendations. In reviewing the cost data that s
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commuisston website {www. brac,govy [ have
come to the conclusion that maving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warlare workload 1o NAS
Whidbey Island docs not resulr in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings in
this scenario arc generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey 1sland and moving work
from North Tsland. CA o Whidhey Lsland. In other words this scenario will save DOD
even more money if the NSWC Crane pontion 1s climinated!

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align work from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Tnvesiment

reguirements of BRAC jaw.
Very Respectfuily, _ .
. I J
;I“jm ti—m’g#



[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation o re-align S, E and EW workload to
sites other than NSWT Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NEWU Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respgetinlly,

e




