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Congressman

C.A. Dutch Ruppersberger
Maryland 2™ Congressional
District

375 West Padonia Road, Suite 200 Vimonium, MD 21093
(410) 628-2701 (vaice)
(410) 628-2708 (facsiimile)

This fax is from:

__XX__Hon. C.A. Dutch Ruppersberger
Tara Linnehan Oursler - __X__ Melody McEntee
Carol Merkel Chanan Lewis
Lynn Yates Sue Simon
Cori Duggins Betsy Francik
Michael Baker Walker Stump-Coale
Kate Gieron Intern

This fax is for: BRAC Commission

Receiving Fax Number: 703-699-2735

Date: 05 August 2005

Number of Pages (including this cover page): 3

Notes:

Additional copy of lefter sent out via U.S. Postal Service on July 25, 2005.
If you have any questions or concerns, please fegl free to contact
Sheilah Mirmiran at 202-225-3061 of Malody McEntee at 410-628-2701. Thank you.

The information contalned in this facgimile message le logaily privilegad and confidentlal information Intended only for the reciplent
named above. If the reader of this mesgage i3 not the Intonded recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution
of copy of this facsimile measage Is strictly prohlbited. If you have 1aceived this message In arror, please Immediately notify us by
telephane and return this mesnage to us. Thank you
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; To: : C.A. DUTCH RUPPERSBERGER
{1 1630 Lonswonrw Houst Osmct BuiLoinG ' 20D DIETRICTY, ManvLAND
WaswinaTon, OC 20515 i
. (202} 226-3081 :
ax; (202) 225-3094 . ASSISTANT DEMOCRATIC WHIP
Congress of the Tnited States ——
0 5w PI&EAI&IRHH . 200 g ) L ) PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE
ok MD 21093 Jhouse of Wepregentatives ON INTELLIGENCE
(410) 626. 2701 e
. - HUMAN IRTELLIGENCE, ANALYSIG, AND
Fax: (410} 828-2708 waﬁblngtﬂn, EC 2051‘3—2002 Coummwmuc;:c:
www houds. govirupparaberger TECHMICAL AND TACTICAL INTELLIQENCE
1(877) 727-~0802 5 INTELLIGENGE POUCY AND NATIONAL SCCURTY
July 25, 2005 GOVERNMENT REFORM COMMITYEE
: SUBCOMMITTEES:
’ CRIMINAL JUBTICE, DAL POLGY, AND
Human Rcsourcea

Dear Ladies and Genticmen of the BRAC Commissign:

NATIONAL SECUAITY, EMCRuNG THACATS,
ANG INTCANATIONAL RELATIONS

[ am writing today to express support for the Department of Defense’s Base
Realignment and Closure recommecndations, particularly the recommendation to move
the C4ISR organizations from Ft. Monmouth, New Jersey to Abcrdeen Proving Ground
(APG). The intcntion of BRAC 2005 is to reconfigure the current infrastructure [bascs)
into onc in which operational capacity maximizes bath war fighting capability and
efficiency. The development of “Centers of Excclleiice™ across the nation will create
enhanced programs and synergies that will bencfit thé war fighter immensely.

In this process, both Maryland and New Jers¢y appeared beforc the BRAC
Commission to express their position on this matter; During those mectings and since,
arguments have been presented which suggest that Dicpartment of Defense had errors in
their decision making process and calculations. I use this opportunity, and will be
following up with a phone call, to outline the conceris raiscd by the New Jersey
delegution and reiterate the Department of Defense’s rationale for making this
recommendation (the closing of Ft. Monmouth and relocation of C4ISR to APG to
establish a Land C4ISR Center of Excellencc).

Monmouth claim 1- Radical changes to the ni:litary should not be made during a
time of war. -

Response - Such a claim would negate any BRAC action anywhere during this
BRAC round and {ew of the past rounds. The overafching need is for efficiency,
adaptability to current and potential threats and modi:rization demanded by proper
utilization of finite defense resources. If therc is a supportable promise of achieving
continuity of service to the war fighter, then timing is irrclevant.

Monmouth claim 2- Closing Ft. Monmouth v/ould have a negative impact on the
war fighter.

Response - The prime example cited was the Warlock IED jamming system. This
system was developed by the Army Research Laboratory (ARL), headquarters at APG
with components at White Sands as well as Fort Monmouth. Fort Monmouth’s role was
largely acquisition management not enginccring. Cdntinuity of this system is assured
under the DOD recommendation.

Monmouth claim 3- A “Brain Drain” would b created by this movement
Response - Early estimates of numbers of employees willing to move, is always
greatly inaccurate. Maryland's previous experience with movement of other military
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installations showed up to 80% of the workforce ulumately relocating to maintain
cmployment. 45% of Fr. Monmouth’s workforce is atage 50+ with a significant portion
likely to retire in the near future. Maryland has many citizens who have moved from across
the nadon and choose Maryland for their retirement hgme. Maryland is first among states in
the naton with the highest percentage of professional gnd technical workers and 1s second
among the states in 1ts number of people holding advanzed degrees. Maryland has a larger
labor market than New Jersey for recruiting which can help mitigate these risks.
Additionally, the move would create an increased synergy and enhanced program efficiency
resulting in the need fewer individuals to complete mistfon. IFinally, it has been suggested
that Fr. Monmouth has suffered from the lack of newly trained, highly motivated individuals
brnging the latest in skills and technology to the project. This movement of C4ISR 1o APG
would result in a refreshed, creative, “brain enhanced” workforce.

Monmouth claim 4- DOD cost data on relocaiing C41SR is {lawed.

Response — The wild assumption of constructjon costs suggested by Ft.
Monmouth are inconsistent with GEO certified estimates. By locating this capability to
APG, DOD will realize over $143 million in cost savings each year — quickly recapturing
any short term costs associated with the moving of C4ISR. The moving costs that Ft.
Monmouth suggested do not include the relocation of the Ordnance school and the ability
to utilize then vacant space. Additionally, an Enhanced Use Leasc Program already
established at APG will further provide additional fingucial benefits to the military.

Monmouth claim 5- Monmouth should be part of a mega-base including Dix,
McGuire, Lakehurst and Monmouth.

Response— This configuration would not imprdve the efficiency of developing
and fielding C4ISR technologics. This mega-base waould consist of a fuel tanker air force
base, a carrier support naval bhase and coupling thosc facilities with C4ISR functions.
Absent from this configuration are the synergies intended by this BRAC.

The movement of the C41SR organizations to Aberdeen makes sense. It supports
the original intention of the DOD BRAC recommendations and will enhance greatly the
ability of our nation to protect our war fighter and graw DOD technology.

Signed

C A ﬁuél @wf‘ﬁ“’

CA Dutch Ruppicrsberger
Member of Congress



