The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense ..
1400 Defense Pentagon
Washin gton, D C

As you are aware, before the Base Closure and Reahgnment Commxssmn can even conmder‘
making a change in your recommendauons that would add :mhtary installations.for closure or
reatignment, or expand-a mahgnmem, we are reqmred by Secmm 2914{d)(3) of the Defense Base
Closure and Realignment Act of 2990 ‘as amended; to. see an expiananon fmm you-as-to-why
such actions were not included on your May 13, 2005. hsr A series c;f issues on installations on
‘which we seek such explanation is enclosed. No dchberatxon will be- made on whether 1o include
any of these installations for further study of closure or reah gnment until the Commission’s open
‘hearing of July 19, 2005, Therefore, we would greatly appreczaxe recmpt 'of your explanation no
later than July 18", ' ‘ ;

In addmon, we mvxte y0u or your representanve to elaborate ons these explanat:ons at a pablic
hearing to be held in the Washington, D.C. area at 8*30 a m. on July 18 2005

: {. ]

If, at the I u]y 19 hearing, sevenor more Commxss:{mers sup port addmg an mswlianon to your hst

and public heanngs will be conduczed regardmg them Whmie ;ﬁts isd. reqmremant of law, the ,
Commission’s view i !hat such  public hearings are not only mamiamry, but also highly desirable.
At the Commzssmn $ t' nal- dnl;beranons durmg the: ‘lweei«: ofE August 22 the vote of at least seven
Comnissioners: will be required to effect any change in your 1 recommendamons that' would close
or realign an installation that you d1d nat recommend for such clcsure or realzgnment, or expand a

realignment that you recommended.” S RS T
T

'

Your assistance in conplying with this stringcnvtim%tabi!euvi'il_firbé greatly appreciated.

1
. : i
Anr.hony J‘ Principi
Chalrman

Enciosure ] _ : }

I

j
!
|
|

¢ Chalrmian: Anlheny] Pnnmpl ] e
‘Commissioners: The Honombie James H. Bilbray, The Honorable i"‘hm;:vy E Ccyle IH Admxml Hmid w. Gehman Jr.,
USN {Ret), The Honorable Jim Hansen, Genéral James T.-Hill, USA (Re.t) G::narai Lioyd Newton, USAF (Ret), The
Hanoraiﬂe Samuel K., Skianer, Bngadwr Gmemi Sug Eiien -Turnar, U‘}AF {Rm]

..t Executive Directos Gharles anagha ! [

DCN: 10901




1. MARINE CORPS RECRUIT DEPOT SAN DtEGO, CA

ISSUE: ‘ \
=  Why was Marine Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD) San Dlego‘ CA not closed and
consolidated with Marine Corps recruit training at MCRD Pams [sland, SC?
ISSUE BACKGROUND: a
= The Marine Corps operates two stand-alone recruit depots -- one on each coast.
Consolidation of all recruit training to MCRD Parris Island\ generates training
efficiencies, reduces excess capacity, and saves recumng costs due to fence-line closure
of MCRD San Diego, and may generate offsetting revenues due to potential commercial
development after a DoD property transfer. Consohdatmg recruit training at one location
may theoretically increase operational risks; however, the Department of Navy and Air
Force have successfully implemented similar transformatlonal options experiencing little
or no actual risk to recruit training while mamtammg a surge :capablhty Military value
of MCRD San Diego is lower than MCRD Parris Island pamally due to encroachment
and land constraints.

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS:
= None

2. NAVAL SHIPYARD PEARL HARBOR, HI

ISSUE: '

*  Why was the Naval Shipyard Pearl Harbor, RI, not closed and the ship depot repair
function realigned to Naval Shipyard Norfolk, VA; Naval Shipyard Portsmouth, ME; and
Naval Shipyard Puget Sound, WA?

ISSUE BACKGROUND:
* Four naval shipyards perform depot-level ship refueling, modemtzatlon overhaul and

repair work. There appears to be sufficient excess capacity in the aggregate across the
four shipyards to close either Naval Shipyard Pearl Harbor or' Naval Shipyard

Portsmouth. Naval Shipyard Pearl Harbor is less efficient than Naval Shipyard
Portsmouth, according to Department of Navy data and addmonal savings could be found
from reduced unit costs at the receiving shipyards because of a higher volume of work.
Naval Shipyard Pearl Harbor has low military value compared to other shipyards
according to DoD analysis supporting the recommendation to 'close Naval Shipyard
Portsmouth,

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS:
=  DON-23: Close Naval Shipyard Portsmouth, ME




3. NAVAL AIR STATION BRUNSWICK, ME

ISSUE: '
= What considerations were given to a complete closure of Naval Air Station Brunswick,
ME, and what were the dnvmg factors in deciding on realignment?

ISSUE BACKGROUND:
= Closure would appear to reducc excess capac:ty, may save approximately four times
more than DoD’s realignment recommendation and could open land to State or
community development to offset economic impact.

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS:
*» DON-18: Realign Naval Air Station Brunswick, ME

4. NAVY BROADWAY COMPLEX, SAN DIEGO, CA

ISSUE:
= Why was the Navy Broadway Complex, San Diego, CA, not considered for closure and
realignment of existing functions to Naval Station San Diego, CA?

ISSUE BACKGROUND:
» Consolidating Navy activities in a more secure location at the Naval Station complex at
32™ Street could improve security and allow for future commercial development.

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATION:
=  None

5. REALIGNMENT OF NAVAL MASTER JET BASE

ISSUE:
»  What consideration was given to the reahgnment of the Master Jet Base located at NAS
Oceana, VA, to Moody AFB, GA? Was movement of the assets assigned to Moody
AFB, GA to Cannon AFB, NM, considered and if so, what were the driving
considerations not to do so?

ISSUE BACKGROUND:

»  Realigning the Master Jet Base at NAS Oceana, VA, to Moody AFB, GA, would appear
to alleviate the severe encroachment which affects NAS Oceana training and operations
as well as operations at the outlying field, Fentress OLF. Moody AFB, GA, would
appear to have the necessary room for expansion and suffers less encroachment, Cannon
AFB, NM, would appear to have ample space and facilities to accommodate any aircraft
currently operating or planned for movement to Moody AFB, NM.




ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATION:
AF-6: Realign Eielson AFB

= AF-32: Close Cannon AFB |

» AF-35: Maintenance realignment from Shaw AFB I I

« E&T-14: Realignment of Undergraduate Pilot Trammg v

|

] .
! I

6. GALENA AIRPORT FORWARD OPERATING LOCATION (FOL), AK

ISSUE: | §1
= Was any consideration given to merging the mlssmns of Galena FOL, AK, and Elelson
AFB, AK? Why does the United States need to mamtam two FOLs in Alaska, given the

current national security environment and 20-year threat assessment"

ISSUE BACKGROUND: : 'h\
® Galena is one of two FOLs in Alaska that serve as alert bases for air mtercept aircraft in
support of North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD) missions. The
requirement for maintaining two FOLs in Alaska may no ]onger be valid. The mission
could be accomplished by maintaining one FOL and two AirlForce bases in Alaska.

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS: '
* AF-6: Eielson AFB, AK; Moody AFB, GA; and Shaw AF B !GA
s AF-7: Kulis Air Guard Station, AK; and Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK

= AF-18: Mountain Home Air Force Base ID: Nellis Air Force Base, NV; and Elmendorf
Air Force Base, AK

» AF-43: Ellsworth Air Force Base, SD; and Dyess Air Force Base TX

!,
7. POPE AIR FORCE BASE,NC §
ISSUE: }
= What considerations drove the recommendanon to realign, r'arher close Pope AFB NC,
under Fort Bragg, NC? Are the joint operatlonal synérgies that exist between the XVIII
Airborne Corps and the 43™ Airlift Wing/23™ Fighter Group able to be replicated from
other locations? :
: nE
ISSUE BACKGROUND: )
* DoD appears to have determined that much of the benefits of itl'ne collocation of the joint
" forces that will operate together (CAS aircraft, operational pla!mmng staffs) are
outweighed by the ability to schedule support as necessary through third pames
ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS:
*  USA-8: Fort Gillem, GA -
= USA-8: Fort McPherson, GA lt' i “
" AF-35: Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station,
PA; and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV
* H&SA-35: Create Joint Mobilization Sites

3




8. GRAND FORKS AIR FORCE BASE, ND

ISSUE: ‘
= What considerations drove the recommendation to realign rather than close Grand Forks
AFB, ND? What is the number of UAVs planned for assignment to Grand Forks AFB,
ND, and what is the timing of the potential deployment?

ISSUE BACKGROUND:
=  While there is no “‘emerging mission” programmed within the BRAC timeline (2006-
2011), there are indications that the Air Force is considering assigning UAVs to Grand
Forks AFB, ND. |

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS:
= AF-37: Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND

" 9. AIR NATIONAL GUARD

ISSUE:
*  Were the Adjutants General and Govemors of the States consulted in the re-allocation of
aircraft, personnel, facilities and missions from their states? What impact does the
realignment of the ANG have on the homeland defense and homeland security missions?

ISSUE BACKGROUND:

* Many of the Air Force’s recommendations address Air National Guard installations.
While only four of these installations will completely close, many Guard installations
will lose aircraft and personnel leaving only an “expeditionary combat support™ unit
remaining, with several states losing their entire flying missions. Many of these aircraft

will relocate to other locations, which may negatlvely 1mpact personnel recruiting and
retention as well as State and Homeland Security missions.

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDTION:
& Various

10. DEFENSE FINANCE ACCOUNTING SERVICE
* DFAS Buckley Annex, CO
» DFAS Columbus, OH
=  DFAS Indianapolis, IN

ISSUE: .
»  Why were keeping DFAS Buckley Annex, CO, DFAS Columbus, OH, and DFAS
Indianapolis, IN, open and closing the remaining DFAS sites the only scenario




-~

ISSUE BACKGROUND: |

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATION: : E’
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t ic ! could have avoided military
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ive option?

]if ;

Closing or reahgnmg these installations may reduce t’ ng and sustamment costs,

balance mission and strategic redundancy 1 reqmrem ‘. -:1 'L!‘: i; r ma;e excess cap%mty and
avoid closing other DFAS installations that prov:de a[ld‘we locality pay and have an

i
existing infrastructure for expansion w1tho'ut mihtary!lc%nstructlon or addmonal leasing,.
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HSA-37: Defense Finance & Accounting Service
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11. PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION :

Naval Postgraduate School Monterey, CA .

!
\
Defense Language Institute Monterey, CA S } |
Air Force Institute of Technology Wright Patterson AFB, OHE
{
E

ISSUE: o |

ISSUE BACKGROUND: !

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS:

What consideration was given to the closure or realtgnment of the Air Force Institute of
Technology at Wright Patterson AFB, OH, and the Defc[nse lLan guage Institute at
Monterey, CA, with Naval Postgraduate School at Monterey, CA to create a
consolidated professional development education center? ' f
i

!
Consolidating the Professional Development Educatxon currlently provided by the Air
Force Institute of Technology, the Naval Postgraduate School ]and the Army’s Defense
Language Institute would provide significant savings and efﬁmenmes to the Department

of Defense by (1) eliminating redundant support structure for advanced education, (2)
reducing infrastructure; and (3) consolidating command and mstructxcnal staff,

None

12, JOINT MEDICAL COMMAND HEADQUARTERS °

ISSUE:

Navy Bureau of Medicine, Potomac Annex, DC

Air Force Medical Command, Bolling AFB, DC
TRICARE Management Authority, Leased Space, VA’
Office of the Army Surgeon General, Leased Space, VA

What consideration was given to establishing a Joint Mednca] Command Headquarters,

through collocation of disparate Department of Defense Surgeons General, at the
National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, MD? |

3
|
I
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ISSUE BACKGROUND: | W
= Such a consolidation could ehmmate 166 00“ l,lm i‘-mfI uu“t l”tﬂ' l‘ }?ged space within the
National Capitol Region and enable the c]os‘ re ” f‘ tH:m”W o “:%A nnex, DC. The
National Naval Medical Center, MD, has a‘h‘}%?” o W‘ ’I m‘ th u‘ i {ankmg than present

locations. Establishing a Joint Medlcal Com
the transformation of legacy medical mﬁast
which establishes the Walter Reed Natlonal Nlh

H"H il

ASSOCIATED DOD RECOMMENDATIONS

e
* MED-4; Walter Reed National M111tary Medlci:i lil C
* TECH-5: Co- locate Extramural Research Pro ;r'm
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The Honorable James B
BRAC Commission . u
2521 South Clark Street
Arlington, VA 22202 i

I
I AUG G ) 2
: I;ieCeiVed

i “.- {i !

1 -

005 vote of the ElaselReallgnment end Closure

Dear Commissioner B“T!ran \ M
H‘ ] | J
Ju

i
19, 2
Ival \Air Statlon (NASY Oceana for closure and to

S

I am wrltlng in rwards ‘H \” \l \ll \I ‘l’ ;lJI 4 |]J
(BRAC) Commission to‘ nsiger Na
emphasize the State of F “ . ‘“ i e he|m ng support that former NAS Cec|| Field be
considered as its repIaCﬁ ‘l | [‘ 1 ‘ ‘ | l
! [l |
The vote by the Com on der closing NAS]O ana was based on the

Navy s weﬂ documented\\ ';‘l“l ‘I’":‘I'””:‘I’": that '|NAS Oceana ang its|Navy Ouﬂymg] Landing
Field (NOLF) Fentress h have Mmm red serious and unabated epcll'oachment—a widely
known situation that has as W ,rs“lmﬁg ce the 1993 BRAC round|that made Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Ba selfo l{gheﬂﬁﬂaqtlc Fleet's Carrief based aviation force.
Exacerbating matters, seve }‘ 7 chment has impacted ﬂlght operatlons around NAS
Oceana and NOLF Fen :‘:‘" 53 ":“Im:::": ﬁ‘ int that our nation’s. naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight trainin g" W ‘:[ mm ne |r|ﬂ|ghl profiles at OceanafFemress no longer
replicate those flown forlm craf mlmn! ppmaches The]senous andi mcreasmg
encroachment at Ocea‘ o IF tres has also resulted in the Navys Court- aborted
atternpt to spend more Hl HW millionifor alne NOLFi m[lhl‘lortl'l\ Carolina.
A } i

As 2 result of these rea! ties a W the Cornmissjon’s subsequeht vote regardmg NAS
Ooeana on July 22 at the I?mw i : ‘nng in New Or!eans!itheﬁ.]acksonwlle oommumty
Florida's Congresslonalﬂ"” dle w nl and | request that foqmer}‘NAS Cec:l Field be
considered as a replaceme ment i %a § Oceana. As you know. NAS Cecal Field was the
Navy's only other At'.antlnhq‘ ﬁl‘ ”m Mas m er Jet Base for about 50 years until it was closed in
11\1 999, T|hat closure resdited e m;‘ﬂmm cess Navy airfield capacity in the|days when the

avy still had Vieques an d| mnnun-«pu't? Rico training areas|and|properties around Oceana
and Fentress were Iess]d veloped 'and dnd not encroach |§Jpon those bases and their

IR

missions. g
‘H‘" \IU"HI \ WHRHII‘I

¢ Peyion of Jacksorvilélaitd | have odnducted

g

Since the New Orleans

g Illl\l\l iy,

Navy's East Coast Mas fgi 7’9} Bﬁ
E i

significant research and diseu Wome in support of our propo sal ta the BRAC
Commission. We firmly be beli Cecs! uF:eId is the best alternatme| evanlable for the U.S.

in the advent of a NAS \0 ceana closure
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The “loncrable James H. Bilbray
August 1, 2005
Page Two

Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1999, the Federal government, the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely to improve the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NOLF Whitehouse from encroachment. in
addition to the relatively minor encroachment around CecilWhitehouse, the state and
City will commit to stemming futlure encroachment so that the Oceana experience is not
repeated and so the Navy can be assured of operationally realistic training when the
FIA-18 E/F's and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operating from these facilities.

Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Field through federal, state, and
local grants since 1899 to upgrade the control tower, eight hangars, utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road to Interstate-10 to provide Cecil Field with
outstanding accessibility. 1 will commlt fo accelerating this project if necessary to be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. | am also prepared to work intimately with
the Florida Legisiature to address whatever assistance the state can provide to ensure
this proposal is operationally and financially feasible for all parties involved.

A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to NAS Jacksonville that offers
access o significant facilities to include a fully operationai Naval hospital, a modern
Commissary and Exchange, anq many other support amenities present in a Fleet
concentration area. Family housmg could be built with a public/private initiative, which is
already planned for the Sautheast Navy Region next year, These are all support
faciliies that, if located elsewhere, would have 1o be funded and built from the ground up
conducted an analysis that indicates the necessary
infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 million—far from the
billion dollar estimates projected to build a new, future Master Jet Base from scratch.

After consuitations with the Jacksonvnlle Airport Autharity, Mayor Peyton has committed
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues conceming current tenants at
Cecil Field can be resolved to permut complete turnover of all property to the DoD. |
support this commitment and will’ assist the City as appropriate at the state level. We are
prepared to work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure
that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct continuous, unencumbered
flight operations, training, and ather required military activities.

To responsibly consider aur proposal, | request the BRAC Commission and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since lhe Navy left Cecil Field in 1999 and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date Additionally, bacause of the importance of this
issue and the relative dire consequences of not durectmg a replacement for NAS
Oceana, | request that the Commission receive an official presentation on the Cecil Field
alternative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C.

|
|
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The Honorable James H. Bilbray ]
August 1, 2005 ' ii
Page Three '

i

, o {» 3&“ .
In tlosing, let me say that there are literally no locations in tne!éasfem United States

where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be built today. Cecil Field is the last site on

the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NAS Océana mission and
personnel, and it offers relatively open surrounding land, clgg\tﬂq’ining airspace and
bombing ranges, and in-place significant infrastructure. | urge]mgHCommission‘to
seriously consider this proposai on behalf of the U.S. taxpayers and look forward to
working with the Commission and the Navy to make this a reality for our men and

women in uniform.

Sincerely, . \ .

eb Bush
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g ' l ' STATE OF FLORIDA
I ’ | ‘
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THE CAPITOL
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32199-000!

JEB BUSH ‘ sso-fsg;:us
GOVERNOR 850-487-0801 fax

August 1, 2005

The Honorable James V. Hansen
BRAC Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Su;te 600
Ardington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Hansen:

l
| am writing in regards to- the July 19, 2005, vote of the Base Reallgnment and Ciosure
(BRAC) Commission to oonslder Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceana for closure, and to
emphasize the State of Floruda s overwhelming support that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as is replacement

The recent vote by the Comlmlssmn to consider clasing NAS Oceana was based on the
Navy's well documented testlmony that NAS Oceana and its Navy Outlying Landing

Field (NOLF) Fentress have‘ suffered serious and unabated encroachment—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1993 BRAC round that made Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet’s Carrier based aviation force.

Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has impacted flight operations around NAS

Oceana and NOLF Fentres§ to the point that our nation’s naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at Oceana/Fentress no longer
replicate those flown for anrcraft carrier approaches. The serious and increasing
encroachment at OoeanalFentress has also resulted in the Navy's Court-aborted

attempt to spend more than 5100 million for a new NOLF in Narth Carolina.

As a result of these realities and the Commission's subsequent vote regarding NAS
Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orleans, the Jacksonville community,
Fiorida's Congressional Delegatlon and | request that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you know, NAS Cecil Field was the
Navy's only other Atlantic Fleet Master Jet Base for about 50 years until it was closed in
1998. That closure resulted from excess Navy airfield capacity in the days when the
Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico training areas and properties around Oceana
ar}d lfentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their
missions.

Since the New Orleans heanng, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonville and | have conducted
significant research and discussions in Ssupport of our proposal to the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecil Field is the best alternative available for the U.S.
Navy’s East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Oceana closure.

. (% Governor's Mentoring nitiative

.BEA MENTOR. BEA BIG HELR
(4:-\- 1-800-825-3786




P8/@2/2885 13:58 8504141734 OTTED

The Honorable James V. Hansen
August 1, 2005
Page Two

Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1999, the Federal government, the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely to imprave the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NOLF Whitehouse from encroachment. in
addition to the relatively minor encroachment arcund Cecil/Whitehouse, the state and
City will commit to sternming future encroachment so that the Oceana experience is not
repeated and so the Navy ¢can be assured of operationally realistic training when the
F/A-18 E/f's and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operating from these facilities.

Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Field through federal, state, and
local grants since 1899 to upgrade the control tower, eight hangars, ufilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road to Interstate-10 to provide Cecil Field with
outstanding accessibility. | will commit to accelerating this project if necessary ta be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. | am also prepared to work intimately with
the Florida Legisfature to address whatever assistance the state can provide to ensure
this proposal is operationally and financially feasible for all parties involved.

A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to NAS Jacksonville that offers
access to significant facilities to include a fully operational Naval hospital, a modem
Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenities present in a Fleet
concentration area. Family housing could be bullt with a public/private initiative, which is
already planned for the Southeast Navy Region next year. These are all support
facilities that, if located elsewhere, would have to be funded and built from the ground up
at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis that indicates the necessary
“infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 million—far from the
billion dollar estimates projected to build a new, future Master Jet Base from scratch.

After consultations with the Jacksonville Airport Authority, Mayor Peyton has committed
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues conceming cumrent tenants at

Cecil Field can be resolved to permit complete tumover of all property to the DoD. |
support this commitment and will assist the City as appropriate at the state level. We are
prepared to work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure
that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct continuous, unencumbered
flight operations, training, and other required military activities.

To responsibly consider our proposal, | request the BRAC Commission and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Fleld in 1999 and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date. Additionally, because of the importance of this
issue and the relative dire cansequences of not directing a replacement for NAS _
Oceana, | request that the Commission receive an official presentation on the Cecil Field
alternative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C.

PAGE R3/84
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The Honorable James V. Hansen
August 1, 2005
Page Three

RS

in closing, iet me say that there are literally no locatnons |thh$\eaétern United States
where a new Navy Master Je1 Base might be buiit today‘ ]Cecwl Fe!d is the [ast site on
the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NA§lt;)ceana mission and
personnel, and it offers relatr\feiy open surmounding Iand.‘jclos("e‘[trammg airspace and
bombing ranges, and in-place Significant infrastructure! (1 {irgé the| Commission to
seriously consider this proposal on behalf of the U.S. taxpa rs and look forward to

working with the Comm:ssnon)and the Navy to make this a réalrty for our men and
women in uniform. il

i
|‘*‘,‘

Sincerely, |
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August 1, 2005

The Honorable Philip Coyle

BRAC Commission ‘

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Coyle:

I am writing in regards to the July 19, 2005, vote of the Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC) Commission to consider Naval Air Station {NAS) Oceana for closure, and to

- emphasize the State of Florida’s overwhelming support that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as its repiacement.

The recent vote by the Commission to consider closing NAS Oceana was based on the
Navy’s well documented testimony that NAS Oceana and its Navy Outlying Landing
Field (NOLF) Fentress have suffered serious and unabated encroachment—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1993 BRAC round that made Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet's Carrier based aviation force.
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has impacted flight operations around NAS
Oceana and NOLF Fentress to the point that our nation's naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at Oceana/Fentress no longer
replicate those flown for aircraft carrier approaches. The serious and increasing
encroachment at Oceana/Fentress has also resulted in the Navy's Court-aborted
attempt to spend more than $100 million for a new NOLF in North Carolina.

As aresult of these realities and the Commission's subsequent vole regarding NAS
Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orleans, the Jacksonville community,
Florida's Congressional Delegation, and ! request that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you know, NAS Cecil Field was the
Navy's only other Atlantic Fleet Master Jet Base far about 50 years until it was closed in
1999, That closure resulted from excess Navy airfield capacity in the days when the
Navy still had Viegques and the Puerto Rico training areas and properties around Oceana
and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their
missions. . .

Since the New Orieans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonville and | have conducted
significant research and discussions in support of our proposal to the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecil Field is the best alternative available for the U.S.
Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Oceana closure.

BDEA MENTOR 8EA BIG HELE
(M‘ 1-800-325-1786

(‘(O) Govenor's Mentaring Intiative
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The Honorable Philip Coyle
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Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1999, the Federal govermment, the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely to improve the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NOLF Whitehouse from encroachment, In
addition to the relatively minor encraachment around Cecil/Whitehouse, the state and
City will commit to stemming future encroachment so that the Oceana experience is not
repeated and so the Navy can be assured of operaticnally realistic training when the
F/A-18 E/F's and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operating from these facilities.

Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Field through federal, state, and
local grants since 1899 to upgrade the control tower, eight hangars, utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has secured $130 miltion in
funding for a high-speed access road to interstate-10 to provide Cecli Field with
outstanding accessibility. 1 will commit to accelerating this project if necessary to be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. t am aiso prepared to work intimately with
the Florida Legislature to address whatever assistance the state can provide to ensure
this proposa) is operationally and financiatly feasible for all parties involved.

A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to NAS Jacksonville that offers
access 1o significant facilities to include a fully operational Naval hospital, a modemn
Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenities present in a Fleet
concentration area. Family housing could be built with a public/private initiative, which is
already planned for the Southeast Navy Region next year. These are all support
facilities that, if located elsewhere, would have to be funded and built from the ground up
at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis that indicates the necessary
infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 million—far from the
bitlion dollar estimates projected to build a new, future Master Jet Base from scratch.

Afer consuitations with the Jacksonville Airport Authority, Mayor Peyton has committed
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues concerning current tenants at

Cecil Fiela can be resolved to permit complete turnover of all property to the DoD. |
support this commitment and will assist the City as appropriate at the state level. We are
prepared o work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure
tljat a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct continuous, unencumbered
flight operations, training, and other required mifitary activities.

Ta responsibly consider our proposal, | request the BRAC Commission and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Field in 1999 and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date, Additionally, because of the importance of this
Issue and the relative dire consequences of not directing a replacement for NAS
Oceana_, [ request that the Commission receive an official presentation on the Cecil Field
altemative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C.
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The Honorable Philip Coyle
August 1, 2005 ’
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¥ : i
In closmg iet me say that there are literally no lowtxons iin the§ eastern United States
where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be built today. Cecﬂ Fueld is the last site on
the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NAS Oceana mission and
personnel, and it offers relatwely open surrounding Iand closextrammg airspace and
bombing ranges, and m-piace significant infrastructure. \ ] urge, the Commission to
seriously consider this proposal on behalf of the U.S. taxpayers and took forward to
working with the Commission and the Navy to make this a reahty for our men and
wamen in uniform,

Sincerely,

ﬁdn&/ ‘
1

Jeb Bush
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GOVERNOR 850-457-0801 fax
Received
August 1, 2005 ‘

General Lloyd W. Newton, USAF (Ret)
BRAC Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear General Newton:

| am writing in regards to the July 19, 2005, vote of the Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC) Commission to consider Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceana for closure, and to
emphasize the State of Flarida’s overwhelming support that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as its replacement.

. The recent vote by the Commission to consider closing NAS Oceana was based on the
Navy's well documented testimony that NAS Oceana and its Navy Outlying Landing
Field (NOLF) Fentress have suffered serious and unabated encroachment—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1993 BRAC round that made Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet's Carrier based aviation force.
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has impacted flight operations around NAS
Oceana and NOLF Fentress to the point that our nation's naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at Oceana/Fentress ro longer
replicate those flown for aircraft carrier approaches. The serious and increasing
encroachment at Oceana/Fentress has also resulted in the Navy's Court-aborted
attempt to spend more than $400 milion for a new NOLF in North Carolina.

As a result of these realities and the Commission's subsequent vote regarding NAS
Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orieans, the Jacksonvilie community,
Florida’s Congressional Delegation, and ! request that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you know, NAS Cecil Field was the
Navy's only other Atiantic Fieet Master Jet Base for about 50 years until it was closed in
1999. That closure resulted from excess Navy airfield capacity in the days when the
Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico training areas and properties around Oceana
and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their
missions.

Since the New Orleans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonville and | have conducted
significant research and discussions in support of our proposal to the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecil Field is the best alternative available for the U.S.
Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Oceana closure.

REA MENTOR. REA BIG HELR
(F‘:" 1-800-825-1786
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General Lioyd W. Newton
August 1, 2005
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Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1999, thé[queral government, the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked

closely to improve the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NOLF Whnehousehfrom encroachment. In

K
I”Hl

addition to the relatively minor encroachment around CecrlN\{lmtehouse. the state and

City will commit to stemming future encroachment so that ,tngan:eana experience is hot

repeated and so the Navy can be assured of operatronally}reahstlc training when the
F/A-18 E/F's and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operatmg from these facifities.

il f} kil

Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Fi eld\t rough federal, state, and

iocal grants since 1999 to upgrade the control tower, elghtynangars utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jackson\nu' e has secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road to Interstate-10 to provsde}}Cecu Field with
outstanding accessibility. | will commit to accelerating th:s)pro ect if necessary to be

timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Fieid. i am also qreeaﬂr%d o work intimately with
the Florida Legislature to address whatever assistance the'):amt 2 [ can provide to ensure
this proposal is operationally and financially feasible for all: p{arrleﬁ, involved.

1
A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to N'AS Jacksonville that offers

access to significant facilities to inciude a fully operational ﬁé\":‘;l[]hospltal a modern

L

Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenmeslpresent in a Fleet

concentration area. Family housing could be built with a publié/private initiative, which is
already planned for the Sautheast Navy Region next year. NThese are all support

facilities that, if located eisewhere, would have to be funde d and bum from the ground up

at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis tﬁat'l ndicates the necessary
infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about §250 million—far from the

I g

biltion dollar estlmates projected to build a new, future Mastﬁr ﬁet Base from scratch.
|

After consultations with the Jacksonville Airport Authority, Mﬂy oriPeyton has committed
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues poncemmg cumrent tenants at

[Ty

mesnnann

Cecil Field can be resolved 1o permit complete tumover of Il o perty to the DoD.
support this commitment and will assist the City as approq ate ‘\l it the state level. We are
prepared to work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure

|m |||

that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct contrnuous. unencumbered
fiight operations, training, and other required military activitiss. | |

!
To responsibly consider our pmposal | request the BRAC Com‘rmssnon and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see flrst-hand 1he Wsngmf‘ cant improvements

i

made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Field in 1999|and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date. Additionally, because|of i me importance of this

issue and the relative dire consequences of not directing alrébtacement for NAS
Oceana, | request that the Comrmission receive an official prasentahon on the Cecil Field
alternative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C. | I' || |
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General Lioyd W. Newton
August 1, 2005
Page Three

i

In closing, let me say that there are literally no lomtlons‘ inlthe sastemn United States

where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be built today. ’“(;‘:ef'cul Fieldjis the last site on

the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NAS|Oceana| mission and
personnel, and it offers relatively open surrounding fand; ciése trarnmg airspace and

'l ujmm 7

bombing ranges, and in-place significant infrastructure. i urge tl}le Cémmnssuan to
seriously consider this propesal on behalf of the U.S. taxp y‘ ers and Elook forward to
working with the Commission and the Navy tc make thns a|real|ty for our men and

women in uniform. i 1}5)!11 | a r‘
o
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August 1, 2005

BRAC Conirassion

Admiral Harold W. Gehman, Jr., USN (Ret) e

BRAC Commission 3 AUG § i 2w
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 N S| ‘
Adlington, VA 22202 4§ Receiveq

Dear Admiral Gehman: I

|
[ am writing in regards to the July 19, 2005, vote of the B.=.|<.e| ﬁeﬂe ig nment and Closure

(BRAC) Commission ta consider Naval Air Station (NAS) Ocea 3 for closure, and to
emphasize the State of Florida's overwhelming support that former. NAS Cecil Field be
cansidered as its replacement. BREE

IR

The recent vote by the Commission to consider closing NAs Oceana was based on the

H\

Navy's well documented testimony that NAS Oceana and its Navy Outlylng Landing

Tk R

Field (NOLF) Fentress have suffered serious and unabated"encroacrl\ment——a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1993 BRAC roundthat miade Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet's Carrier, based“avnatnon force.
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has impacted ﬂlght operatuons around NAS

Oceana and NOLF Fentress to the point that our nation's naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at OceanalFentress no longer

[ I 5

replicate those flown for aircraft carrier approaches. The ! senous and\ increasing

ST

encreachment at Oceana/Fentress has also resuited in the Navys Court-aborted
attempt to spend more than $100 million for a new NOLF |n‘|IN?nh Carolma

_‘v

As a result of these realities and the Commission’s subsequent \qote rébard:ng NAS

Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orleans ]the} hacksonvuﬂe community,
- Florida’s Congressional Delegation, and | request that forme ‘NAS Cecu Field be ‘
considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you know NAS Cecnl Fleld was the

Navy's only other At/antic Fleet Master Jet Base for about, 50‘years ntul it was closed in
1999. That closure resulted from excess Navy airfield capacuty' w‘% the days when the
Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico training areas andlpropemes around Oceana
and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their

missions. . l
I

Since the New Orleans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonvnlle and 1 have conducted
significant research and discussions in suppon of our proposa'h to'the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecit Field is the best altematnUe‘avallable for the U.S.
Navy’s East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS 0ceana closure

1

(O Gver’s Mertang itatve | |
BEA MENTOR 2EA BIG KELP. i i
(AA- 1-900-325.3786 : il
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Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1989, the Federal government, the-
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely to improve the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NOLF Whitehouse from encroachment. in
addition to the relatively minor encroachment around Cecil/Whitehouse, the state and
City will commit 1o stemming future encroachment so that the Oceana experience is not
repeated and so the Navy can be assured of operationally realistic training when the
FI/A-18 E/F°s and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operating from these facilities.

Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Field through federal, state, and
local grants since 1999 to upgrade the control tower, eight hangars, utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road o Interstate-10 to provide Cecil Field with
outstanding accessibility. | will commit to accelerating this project if necessary to be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. 1am also prepared to work intimately with
the Florida Legislature to address whatever assistance the state can provide to ensure
this proposal is operationally and financially feasible for all parties involved.

A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to NAS Jacksonville that offers
access to significant facilities to include a fully operational Naval haspital, a modem
Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenities present in a Fleet
concentration area. Family housing could be built with a public/private initiative, which is
already planned for the Southeast Navy Region next year. These are all support
facilities that, if iocated elsewhere, would have to be funded and built from the ground up
at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis that indicates the necessary
infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 million—far from the
biltion dallar estimates projected to build a new, future Master Jet Base from scratch.

Aftar consuitations with the Jacksonville Airport Authority, Mayor Peyton has committed
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues concerning current tenants at

Cecii Field can be resolved to permit complete tumaver of all property to the DaD. |
support this commitment and will assist the City as appropriate at the state level. We are
prepared fo work with the Secnetary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure
that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct continuous, unencumbered
flight operations, training, and other required military activities.

To responsibly consider our proposal, | request the BRAC Commission and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Field in 1999 and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date. Additionally, because of the importance of this
issue and the relative dire consequences of not directing a replacement for NAS
Oceana, | request that the Commission receive an official presentation on the Cecil Field
alternative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C.
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1. i i

In closing, let me say that there are literally no locations in; the eastern United States
where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be built today. !Cecﬂ Field is the last site on
the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NAS!Oceana mission and
personnel, and it offers relatively open surrounding land, close trammg airspace and
bombing ranges, and in-place significant infrastructure. | urge the Commission to
seriously consider this proposal on behaif of the U.S. taxpayers and look forward to

working with the Commission and the Navy to make this a!reahty for aur men and
women in uniform.

Sincerely, i;

3
- i
L

Jeb Bush
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August 1, 2005
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General James T. Hill, USA (Ret)
BRAC Commission -

2521 South Ciark Street, Suite 600
Adlington, VA 22202

Dear General Hill:

| am writing in regards o the July 19, 2005, vote of the Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC) Commission to consider Navai Air Station (NAS) Oceana for closure, and to
emphasize the State of Florida's overwhelming support that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as its replacement.

The recent vote by the Commission to consider closing NAS Oceana was based on the
Navy's well documented testimeny that NAS Oceana and its Navy QOutlying Landing
Field (NOLF) Fentress have suffered serious and unabated encroachment—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1993 BRAC round that made Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet's Carrier based aviation force.
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has impacted flight operations around NAS
QOceana and NOLF Fentress to the point that our nation’s naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at Oceana/Fentress no ionger
replicate those flown for aircraft carrier approaches. The serious and increasing
encroachment at Oceana/Fentress has also resulted in the Navy's Court-aborted
attempt to spend more than $100 million for a new NOLF in North Carclina.

As a resuit of these realities and the Commission's subsequent vote regarding NAS

Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orleans, the Jacksonville community,

Florida's Congressional Delegation, and | request that former NAS Cecil Field be

considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you know, NAS Cecil Field was the

Navy’s only other Atlantic Fleet Master Jet Base for about 50 years until it was closed in

1999. Thal closure resulted from excess Navy airfield capacity in the days when the

Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico training areas and properties around Qceana

and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their

missions. , : : \

Since the New Orieans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonville and | have conducted
significant research and discussions in support of our proposa! fo the BRAC
Commission. We firmiy belleve Cecil Field is the best alternative available for the U.S.
Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Oceana closure.

REA MENTOR, BE A BIC WELP

% Governor’s Mentoring Intiative
(%;\" 1-800-825-3786




Tyt [

BA/@2/2085 14:83 8534141?34 {1 PacE B3/04

General James T. Hill
August 1, 2005
Page Two

f

Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1998, the' Fed~eira| govemment the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely 1o improve the
infrastructure at Cecit Field and to protect NOLF Whutehousa from encrcachment. in
addition to the relatively minor encroachment around CecullWhu;ghouse, the state and
City will commit to stemming future encroachment so that the Opeana experience is not
repeated and sc the Navy can be assured of operationally reahst:c training when the
F/A-18 E/F's and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operatnng from these facilities.

t
Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Fneld{ through federal, state, and
local grants since 1999 to upgrade the contrel tower, eight hangars. utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has|secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road to Interstate-10 to proyldeHCacﬂ Field with
outstanding accaessibility. | will commit to accelerating this prcqect if necessary to be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. | am also preparep to work intimatety with
the Florida Leglslature to address whatever assistance the smte‘can provide to ensure
this proposal is operationally and financially feasible for an pames involved.
A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to Nﬁ\S J|acksonvulle that offers

~ access 1o significant facilities to include a fully operational Naval”hospltal a modem

Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenities present in a Fleet
concentration area. Family housing cauld be built with a pubhclpr'wate initiative, which is
already planned for the Southeast Navy Region next year. These are all support
facilities that, if located elsewhere, would have to be funded [and ]bunlt from the ground up
at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis that)mdlc'ates the necessary
infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 mllllon—-far from the
billion dollar estimates projected to build a new, future Maste‘r Jel\ Base fram scratch,

i
After consultations with the Jacksonville Alrport Authonty Mayor bayton has commitied
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues concemmg current tenants at
Cecil Field can be resolved ta permit complete tumover of all property to the DoD. |
support this commitment and will assist the City as appropnate at\the state level. We are
prepared to work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secqetary of the Navy to ensure
that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct conhnuous unencumbered
fight operations, training, and other required military activities. !

To responsibly consider our proposal, | request the BRAC! Cémmnssmn and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Field in 1899/and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date. Additionally, because of the importance of this
issue and the relative dire consequences of not directing a replacgment for NAS
Oceana, | request that the Commission receive an official presentatron on the Cecil Field
altemative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C. \
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In closing, let me say that thera are literally no Iocati;onsl. i
where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be built today!!
A

the eastem seaboard capable of accommodating the N
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personnel, and it offers relatively open surrounding l'and.!}fj@li'&s"i@“t‘i%'ln:ng airspace and

bombing ranges, and in-piace significant infrastructure.

seriously consider this propcsal on behalf of the U.S. taxpayers af

working with the Commission and the Navy to make this ajreality, gtiag'!'our men and

women in uniform.

Sincerely,

‘Jeb Bush
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Brigadier General Sue E. Turner, USAF (Ret) Received

BRAC Commission R
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 Do
Adington, VA 22202 ' '

Dear General Turner: i ‘*
. .
1 am writing in regards to the July 19, 2005, vote of the Basa Reahgnment and Closure
(BRAC) Commission to consider Naval Air Station (NAS)|0ceana ‘for closure, 2nd to
- emphasize the State of Florida's overwhelming support that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as its replacement, ;
o
The recent vote by the Commission to consider closing NAS Ocyeana was based on the
Navy's well documented testimony that NAS Oceana and Elts Navy Outrylng Landing
Field (NOLF) Fentress have suffered serious and unabated encroachment—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1893 BRAC round that made Oceana the
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet's Carrier based avuatron force.
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has |mpacted ﬂlght operataons around NAS
Oceana and NOLF Fentress to the point that our nation's na\gal awators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at OceanalFentress no longer
replicate those flown for aircratt carrier approaches. The senous and increasing

encroachment at Oceana/Fentress has also resuited in the Navy’s|Court-aborted
attempt ta spend maore than $100 million for a new NOLF i in Nonh Carohna

As a result of these realities and the Commission's subsequent \‘3rr.>teE regarding NAS
Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orleans, the Jacksenville community,
Florida's Congressional Delegation, and | request that former; NASlCecnI Field be
considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you know{ NAS Cecil Field was the
Navy's only other Atlantic Fleet Master Jet Base for about 50 yeﬁrsi untzi it was dosed in
1899. That closure resulted from excess Navy airfield cap*acnty In the days when the
Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico training areas and propemes around Oceana
and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their
missions. Lo ;

Since the New Orleans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonwlie and I have conducted
significant research and discussions in support of our pmposél to the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecil Field is the best altematwe 1av:;ulabfe for the U.S.
Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Oceana closure

BE A MENTOR, BEA BiGC NELP
F\"‘ 1-A00-A25.3786
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Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1999, thei Federal government, the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely 30 improve the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NCLF Whitehouse from encroachment. In
addition to the relatively minor encroachment around CacilWhitehouse, the state and
City will cammit to stemming future encroachment so that the!Oceana experience is not
repeated and so the Navy can be assured of operationally reahstnc training when the
F/A-18 E/F’s and the Joint Strike Fighter aircraft are operating from these facilities.

Approxumately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Fneld through federal, state, and
local grants since 1999 to upgrade the control tower, eight }-L;angars. utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road to Interstate-10 to prowde Cecnl Field with
outstanding accessibility. | will commit to accelerating this pl‘OjECt if necessary to be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. | am also prepared to work intimately with
the Florida Legislature to address whatever assistance the state can provide to ensure
this proposal! is operationally and financially feasible for all partles mvolved

A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to NAS Jaoksonv:lfe that offers
access to significant facilities io include a fully operational Naval hosputal a modern
Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenmes present in a Fleet
concentration area. Family housing couid be built with a pubhclprwate initiative, which is
already planned for the Southeast Navy Region next year. These are all support
facilities that, if located elsewhere, would have to be funded and buill from the ground up
at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis that' md:cates the necessary

- infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 mnlloon—-far from the
billion dollar estimates projected to build a new, future Master Jet Base from scratch.

After consultations with the Jacksonville Alrport Authority, Mayor Peyton has committed
to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues ooncermng current tenants at
Cecil Field can be resolved to permit complete tumover of all property to the DoD. |
support this commitment and will assist the City as appropnale]at the state level. We are
prepared to work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure
that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able fo conduct contmuous unencumbered
flight operations, training, and other required military actnvrtnes

s l%
To responsibly consider our proposal, | request the BRAC Commiss:on and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Field in 1899 and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date. Additionally, because of the mporlance of this
issue and the relative dire consequences of not directing a replacement for NAS
Oceana, | request that the Commission receive an official presentatfon on the Cecil Field

altemnative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C.
!
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In closing, iet me say that there are literally no locations in theieéstem United States
where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be buiit today. “Cecul ‘Fueld is the last site on
the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NAS Ooeana mission and
personnel, and it offers relatively open surrounding land, c:losei tranmng airspace and
bombing ranges, and in-place significant infrastructure. | urge}the Commission to
seriously consider this proposal on behalf of the U.S. taxpayers and look forward to
working with the Commission and the Navy to make this a reahty for our men and
women in uniform.

Sincerely,

Jeb Bush
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The Honorable Samuel K. Skinner
BRAC Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Adington, VA 22202

Dear Commissionersyne( 5/377” ;

I am writing in regards to the July 19, 2005, vote of the Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC) Commission to consider Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceana for closure, and to
emphasize the State of Florida’s overwheiming support that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as its replacement.

The recent vote by the Commission to consider closing NAS Oceana was based on the
Navy's well documented testimany that NAS Oceana and its Navy Outlying Landing
Field (NOLF) Fentress have suffered serious and unabated encroachment—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1893 BRAC round that made Oceana the
anly Navy Master .Jet Base for the Atlantic Fleet's Carrier based aviation force,
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachment has impacted flight operations around NAS
Oceana and NOLF Fentress to the point that our nation’s naval aviators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at Oceana/Fentress no longer
replicate those flown for aircraft carrier approaches. The serious and increasing
encroachment at Oceana/Fentress has also resulted in the Navy's Court-aborted
atternpt to spend more than $100 million for a new NOLF in North Carolina.

As a result of these realities and the Commission's subsequent vote regarding NAS
Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orieans, the Jacksonville community,
Florida's Congressional Delegation, and | request that former NAS Cecil Field be
considered as a replacement for NAS Qceana. As you know, NAS Cecil Field was the
Navy’s only other Atlantic Fleet Master Jet Base for about 50 years until it was closed in
1688. That closure resulted from excess Navy airfield capacity in the days when the
Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico training areas and properties around Oceana
and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and their
missions. ‘

Since the New Orleans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonville and { have conducted
significant research and discussions in support of our proposal {0 the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecil Field is the best alternative available for the U.S.
Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Oceana closure.

SE A MENTOR, ATA BIC WELR
1-800-825.3746
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Since the Navy left Cecil Field on September 30, 1989, the Federal government, the
State of Florida, and the City of Jacksonville have worked closely to improve the
infrastructure at Cecil Field and to protect NOLF Whitehouse from encroachment. In
addition to the relatively minor encroachment around Cecil/Whitehouse, the state and
City will commit to stemming future encroachment so that the Oceana experience is not
repeated and so the Navy can be assured of operationally realistic training when the
F/A-18 E/F's and the Jaint Strike Fighter aircraft are operating from these facilities.

Approximately $133 million has been invested at Cecil Field through federal, state, and
local grants since 1999 to upgrade the control tower, eight hangars, utilities, drainage,
and roads throughout the complex. The City of Jacksonville has secured $130 million in
funding for a high-speed access road to Interstate-10 to provide Cecil Field with
outstanding accessibility. | will commit t¢ accelerating this project if necessary to be
timed with the re-opening of NAS Cecil Field. | am also prepared to work intimately with
the Florida Legislature to address whatever assistance the state can provide to ensure
this proposal is operationally and financially feasible for all parties involved.

A further advantage to Cecil Field is its close proximity to NAS Jacksonville that offers
access to significant facilities to include a fully operational Naval hospital, a modem
Commissary and Exchange, and many other support amenities present in a Fleet ;
concentration area. Family housing could be built with a public/private initiative, which is !
already planned for the Southeast Navy Region next year. These are al! support '
facilities that, if located elsewhere, would have to be funded and built from the ground up :
at great cost. Mayor Peyton has conducted an analysis that indicates the necessary b
infrastructure to complete NAS Cecil Field would be about $250 million—far from the i
billion dollar estimates projected to build a new, future Master Jet Base from scratch.

After consultations with the Jacksonville Airport Authority, Mayor Peyton has committed

. to the BRAC Commission that necessary property issues concerning current tenants at
Cecil Field can be resolved to permit complete turnover of all property to the DoD. |
support this commitment and will assist the City as appropriate at the state level. We are
prepared to work with the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Navy to ensure
that a Cecil Field Master Jet Base would be able to conduct continuous, unencumberad
flight operations, training, and other required military activities.

e p——— S

To responsibly consider our proposal, | request the BRAC Commission and its analysts
visit Cecil Field and the NOLF Whitehouse to see first-hand the significant improvements
made by the state and city since the Navy left Cecil Field in 1999 and the relatively
sparse encroachment since that date. Additionally, because of the importance of this
issue and the rejative dire consequences of not directing a replacement for NAS
Oceana, | request that the Commission receive an official presentation on the Cecil Field
altemative at the August 10 hearing in Washington, D.C. ,
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(n closing, let me say that there are literally no locations imltp\e eLstem United States
where a new Navy Master Jet Base might be built today. Cecal ﬁneld is the last site on
the eastern seaboard capable of accommodating the NAS [®oeana mISSIOH and
personnel, and it offers relatively open surrounding land, cloﬁe trammg airspace and
bombing ranges, and in-place significant infrastructure. | u‘rg the Commission to
seriously consider this proposal on behalf of the U.S. taxpayers and iook forward to

working with the Commission and the Navy ta make this a reahtylfor our men and
women in uniform.

Sincerely,

'eb Bush

E
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The Honorable Anthony J. Principi
Chairman

BRAC Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Acington, VA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi: x
. F |

| am writing in regards to the July 19, 2005, vote of the Baseﬂ! Hm Ingnment and Closure

(BRAC) Commission to consider Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceznalfor closure andlo

emphasize the State of Florida's overwhelming suppon thatlﬁd "'frywte'r NAS Cecil Field be
considered as its replacemrent. [" }'HL {

1 |
The recent vote by the Commission to consider cnomng NASJ ana was basec on the

HIHF h

Navy's well documented lestimony that NAS Oceana and t's"{ 'J"ﬁ?ﬁ Ouﬂymg Landing

Field (NOLF) Feniress have suffered serious and unabatedh encroac menl—a widely
known situation that has worsened since the 1893 BRAC %"dm ,ihﬂal made Oceznathe
only Navy Master Jet Base for the Atiantic Fleet's Carner based]awatron force.
Exacerbating matters, severe encroachmenl has mpacted ﬂrght operahons around NAS
Oceana and NOLF Fentress lo the point that our nat-d'n s “réﬂr‘al‘lﬁ Enlators have had to
adjust their flight training such that their flight profiles at cha w"Fﬁentress no Jonger
replicate those flown for aircralt carrier approaches. The se”i‘c‘n.‘lg[atnd increasing
encroachmen: at Oceana/Fentress has also resulied in the Nawvy's Courtfaboned
attempt to spend more than $100 million for a new NOLF |n TOIW b.,arohna

As a result of these realities and the Ccmmission's Subseq I tve H<:~te regarding NAS
Oceana on July 22 at the BRAC Hearing in New Orleans. Mh'\'é” ,J‘:'Ekksonwlle communily,
Florida's Congressional Delegation, and | request that, former NHS_ Cecil Field be
considered as a replacement for NAS Oceana. As you knov'J anﬂ.s Cecul Field was the
lt was closed in
1999. That closure resulted from excess Navy aurﬁeld}caoacny in the days when the
Navy still had Vieques and the Puerto Rico Iraining areas, afid when properties around

Oceana and Fentress were less developed and did not encroach upon those bases and
their missiors. }5’ i

i -

' .
Since the New Orleans hearing, Mayor Peyton of Jacksonwllle arp]d I have [conducted
significant research and discussions in support of our proposﬁ“al tm the BRAC
Commission. We firmly believe Cecil Field is the best alternthg} available for the U.S.

Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base in the advent of a NAS Ocealj? closure.

]
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Frank Cirillo

" ‘Director
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BRAC Commission

The Honorable Anthony J. Principi, Chairman 2 oY AUG 19 2005
2005 Base Realignment and Closure Commission o Receiveq
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arllington. Va. 22202

Dear Chairman Principi:

Asa former Navy Veteran stationed at NAS Cecil Field during the Viet Nam War, I
know first hand of the benefits Cecil Field offered to the mission of tF;e United States
Navy. 1 was proud to be stationed there when the base was designated a Master Jet Base
by the Department of Defense. '

: I
Todlay, I serve as Chairman of the Clay County Commission. Clay County with a
population of over 160,000 people has part of Cecil Field located within the County.
Clay County is well known to Navy families all over the world with o‘lj‘ur high quality
public schools and friendly atmosphere and low cost of living.| Clay County stands ready

to asi,sist the Navy and our Country in any effort needed shouldithe opportunity arise for
the reopening of NAS Cecil Field. l “

I perl_sonally know of no other base that would offer so much y:éar rour%d to the flight
operations and training of our Naval Aviators and support personnel than Cecil Field.
1 i

il

C ’
Please be assured that Clay County fully supports the efforts of Governor Bush and
Mayor Payton in the reopening of NAS for the benefit of Ame:rgica’s d%fcnse.

Sincerely, i !

i D -

' Georlge A. Bush
Chat frnan

{

cc: 4EI-lonorable Jeb Bush, Governor, State of Florida
' Honorable John Peyton, Mayor, City of Jacksonville
Clay County Commissioners !

Christy Fiizgioruld - District 1 @ Putrick D. McGovem - District 2 ® Geonge A. Bush - District 3
Gilonn R. Lossiter - District 4 @ Harold Rultedge - District H

i

I

|

i

[

! |
\ i

i

i

1

|

i
il
i

| | ':{;
GCS (804) 284-6300 0 KH (352) 4733711 @ XL (504)533-2111 & OP/MBG (m)lzmaog ® Suncon: 827-1300







DCN 5765'

N & S . :
Executive Correspo?dpnce v NIRRT STl L . ‘
g ; . S S ]
!.. . ‘i Tl é; 3 n

The Honorable Anthony J .'Principi
July 27, 2005
Page 2

As recent testimony by Navy and Defense Department officials has
confirmed, encroachment of NAS Oceana is manageable and does not
significantly impact the Navy’s ability to operate and provide realistic
training at NAS Oceana. The recently completed Joint Land Use Study
(JLUS) addresses the Navy’s most pressing encroachment concerns for
Oceana and Fentress Field, and JLUS recommendations have been
adopted without reservation by all three participating cities.

Responsive to Oceana’s exceptional advantages and recognized
military value, we urge you to support the Secretary of Defense and
U.S. Navy position on NAS Oceana.

Sincerely,

0.

W. Douglas ey
County Administrator

- WDC:cms |
cc:  The Honorable Board of Supervisors
Mr. Jacob P. Stroman, 1V, County Attorney
The Honorable Meyera Oberndorf, Mayor, City of Virginia
Beach
Mr. Arthur L. Collins, Executive Director, Hampton Roads
Planning District Commission
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The Honorable Gordon England iR
Acting Deputy Secretary of Defens' i

1010 Defense Pentagon :
Washington, DC 20301-1010

il
|

I
4
v
!
i

Dear Mr. Secretary:

1 Fi [ | E‘
I was stunned to read the le!.J'ter you sent on July 14, IZCI)QNS to i
Principi, responding to the Comrmssxon s request for information on

additional base closures. In referencie to the future of NavalI f{& Sta .‘ tllg@o ﬁlna, Vlrgmla, your letter
stated “We concluded the best long-‘nterm basing altematwe for East|Coast Navy tactical aviation

would. be to build a new 215t century ‘naval air station...but such ac Mw WO ‘H d Iioptunally occur

"'U

outside the BRAC window.” Your lietter continued, “Selectm‘g‘ifaii :'j}:” bt “” and| buﬂdmg from the
ground up is by far the preferred chou:e as it gives us the most ﬂ“ ibilj J ity lﬂt&g “sui'e we accommodate
future capabilities, while allowing for sufficient ‘buffers’ to p'i'é e “i t'éﬁt ‘q ] ‘encroachment issues.”
it
I find it hard to beheve that i ‘m the midst of the, BRAC [0C l! ‘l tzilli ’ t | ‘alftlnent would make
such a surprising announcement. Gwen the many requirements for increased: fundmg for the Navy to
- maintain adequate levels of shpruﬁdmg, why would the De'pH o m‘m E'e’  consider a basing

e e oS

alternative that would cost in excessiof $1.4 billion to rephcate‘i p hnesM currently existing at
il ] Y
lusion? Irequest that

NAS Oceana? Where is the wmten documentancn used to Ju ‘ stify tl!us hcill)ﬁcwlﬂls‘
you provide the Committee the deta‘]ed analysis, data, and broceduril ‘steps\tﬂ tled to such a
dramatic decision. ‘“ 3 I B

I i .
. G R
Making such a troubling announcement in thewcontext‘ of a rout ei‘response to the BRAC
i AW

Commission casts a dark cloud over the local commumtxes surroqnq! ng H{\ﬁ |chana that have
patriotically supported the U.S. Navy for 65 years. Such an]aﬁlﬂc:iunogﬂlenub'u 5 them in a permanent
state of limbo that will linger wel] beyond the BRAC processi*” The \1‘3“& )I:%Bfg%r upltles have been
aggressively cooperating with the bake to address i issues relatec I1:9 HHMI\I "”1‘%:1% ' ment of local
development--a common issue on n‘lﬂny other mstallatlons m i subu”rélz"lr msgm% | In testimony before
the BRAC Commission on July 18, {2005 Vice Chief of Nav 4‘bpe tions “Amd" r u'ai ‘Willard described
the encroachment issues regarding Obeana "as managéable ' i can | avynow continue to ask
in good faith for assistance ﬁ*olm local community ]eaders if th'”iD ﬁ%n%"éi‘;’ﬂ i I‘sta’ung its intent of
building a new Master Jet base at aﬁ1 ther location? | R

i L .

This is simply not the \|Nay Zt\ vould expect a sxgmﬁc

1-1-

=0-
|24

5_
é

to be made.

I look forward to your Iprom]‘:‘lt reply. o
i i ;

{ A o p T T
I dHE L

John}%aﬁ‘ner o

‘Chairm airm *‘















































































