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Notes: 

Additional copy of letter sent out via U.S. Postal Service on July 25, 2005. 
If you have any questions or concerns, please f t rd free to contact 
Sheilah Mirmiran at  202-22!5-.3061 of Melody McEt~tee at 410-628-2701. Thank you. 

The Information conblned In thlu f.acelmlle meorage Is logalfy prlvlleyad and confidentlal Informal~on Intended only for the reclplent 
named above. If the reader of thla mesoage Is not the Intonded reclplent, you are hereby notlflcd that any dlasemlnstlon, dlslrlbutlon 
of capy of thla facelrnlle measagle le olrlctly prohlbllod. If kou have ~ ~ c e ~ v e d  thla meswge In orror. pleaae Immedlrlaly nollfy us by 

tolephone and roturn this mawege l o  us. Thank you 
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C.A. DUTCH RUPPE RSBERGER 
~ N D  Dlenx?. M ~ V L A N D  

F u .  (202) 22&3Oaa ASSISTANT DEMOCRATIC WHIP 
--"- 

Iafduurua PERMANENT SELECT COMMllTEE 
376 WEE? PAWNIA ROAD. S u m  200 

TUXINIIJM, MI 21093 BoUe of %epre$mtiltibe$ ON INTELLIGENCE 
(41 0) tl2& 2701 6UBCOMMIiTECS 

FAX. (410) ezk2708 lI@-lns'@mgton, BC 20515-2002 n u w  ~ ~ t r u ~ c c ~ c r ,  h a ~ v s l e ,  AND 
M u ~ l c m ~ r c ~  IIGCNCC 

wvm hwrs povlrupDerabergei 
TECUrrtCAL AND TACTICAL INTELLIOEWE 

i (077) 7n-8802 
INTELLICLkU RIUCY AND NATIONAL SE(UuW 

,July 25, 2005 GOVERNMENT REFORM COMMITTEE 
SUDCOMMITTEES 

CRICIN~L JUBSICE. D R W  POIIO AND 

Dear Ladies and Gcntlcrncn of the BRAC Commissicn: HUMAM RCSOURCEB 

N ~ ~ T ~ O N A L  SEC WIITY. EMCRO NI, TURCATS. 
ANl l  INKANATIONAL RELATION$ 

I am writing loday to express support for the Department of Dcfcnseys Base 
Realignment and closure recammcndat;ons, particulrfl.ly the recommcndalion to move 
the C4ISR organizations from Ft. Monmouth, New Jersey to Abcrdcen Proving Ground 
(APC). The intention of BR AC 2005 is to reconfigure thc currcnt inliastructure [bascsj 
into onc in which operational capacity maximizes both war fighting capability and 
eficiency. The develop~nellt of "Centers of Exccllcncc" across h e  nation will crcate 
enhanced prvgrams and synergies that will bcncfit the war fighter immensely. 

In this process, both Maryland and New Jersc;:~ appeared beforc thc BRAC 
Commission to express thcir position on \his mat~er. During those mectings and since, 
arguments havc bccn presentt:d which suggest that Ckpnrtment of Dcfcnse had enors in 
their decision making process, and calculations. I usr: this opportunity, and will be 
Ibllowing up with a phone call, to outline the concer,x raised by the New Jersey 
delega~ion and reitmate the Deparlment of Defense's! rationale for making this 
recommendation (the closing oTFt. Monmouth and relocation of C4ISR \o APG to 
establish a Land C4ISR Center of Excellencc). 

Monmouth claim 1- Radical changes to the n~rlilary should not be made during u 
timc of war. - 

Response - Such a claim would negate m y  BFAC action anywhere during this 
BRAC round and I'ew of I)ie past rounds. The ovcrarching need is !'or el'liciency, 
ahptabilily to current m d  potential threats and modl:mization demanded by propcr 
utilization of finite defense resources. If therc is a supportable promise of achieving 
continuity 01' service to the war fighter, then timing $3 irrclcvant. 

Monmouth claim 2- Closing Ft. Monrnouth Jfimld have a negative impact on the 
war fighter. - 

Response - The prime example cited was tht Warlock TED jamming system. This 
system was developed by the Army Research Laboratory (ARI,), headquarters at APG 
with components at White Sands as well as Fort Mo~irnoutli. Fort Monrnouth's role was 
largely acquisition management not engineering. Cdimlinui~y of this system is assurcd 
under the DOD recommendation. 

Monmouth claim 3- ,4 "Brain Drain" would I),: created by this movement 
Response - Early esthrnatcu o f  numbers of enl~lloyees u&g to move, is always 

gredy inaccurate. Maryhnd's previous esperience with, movcmenr of other m ~ I ~ t ~ r y  
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installations showed up to 80°/11, c ~ f  the workforce. u1cim:ltely rclocxting to mainnin 
cmployrncnt3 4S'% of Ft. h?onmouth's wnrkfotcc is at,age 50+ with a siguficant portion 
likely co retire in tlic ncnr future. Maqhnd has many citizens who have movcd from ac1os.u 
the nation and choose Mxlylanrl for theu rekemcnt heline. Maryland is first among states in 
the riadon with the highest pwccntage of professional :ind technical worker:: ;lnd is second 
among the stares in its number of peupl.e holdrng adva~ircd degrees. MaryLnd has a laper 
labor markct than New Jersey for recruiting whlch can help mitigate these risks. 
Addirionally, tlic move would create an incrcascd synergy and enhanced program etficiency 
resulting in the need fewer individuals to complete mi&n. l k t l l y ,  ir has Lccn suggested 
h a t  Ft, Monmouth has suffexed from thc lack of newly trained, highly motivated individuals 
bringing the latesr in skills and technology to the project.. ' h i s  movemcnt of C4ISR lo APG 
would result in 2 refreshccl, cwative, "brain enhanced" .workforce. 

Monmoulh claim 4- DOD cost data on reloca1,ing C41SR i s  flawed. 
Response - The wild assumption ol'construct~on costs suggested by Ft. 

Monmouth u e  inconsistcnt with GEO certified estimtes. By locating this capability to 
APG, DOD will realizc ovcr $143 million in cost savings each year - quickly recapturing 
u y  short term costs associated with the moving of C4TSR. The moving costs that Ft. 
Monmouth suggcstcd do not i~nclude the relocation ol'the Ordnsncc school and the ability 
to utilize thcn vacant space. Additionally, an Enhanced Use Leasc Program already 
established at APG will I'urll-~er provide additional linancial benefits to the military. 

Monn~oull~ claiin 5- Monmouth should be pa4 of a mcga-base including Dix, 
McGuire, Lakeliurst and Momnouth. 

Response- This configuration would not imp~~ovc thc el'ficiency of dcvcloping 
and iielding C4ISR technologies. This mega-base w ~ d d  consist of a fuel tanker air force 
base, il carrier support naval 'base and coupling thosc hciliries with C41SK functions. 
Absent from this configuration are the synergies intcuded by this BRAC. 

Thc movenlent o l  the C4ISR organizations lo Aberdeen makes sense. It supports 
the original intention of the DOD UKAC recommendptions and will enhance greatly the 
ability of our nation to protect our war lighter and gcw DOD lechnology. 

S igncd 

CA Dutch Ruppcrsberger 
Member of Conyiress 
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