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August 4, 2005 Adpmitted in: NH

Commissioner James T. Hill

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark St., Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Hill:

I write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard Advisory Task Force. I am a former Acting Commissioner of the New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services, and I also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attorney General’s Office, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 years. |
now am the Partner in Charge of Pierce Atwood’s Portsmouth Office. I bring this public and
private perspective to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, and urge that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility from the closure list.

You are to be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carrying out the responsibility of making the final recommendation on base closures and
realignments to the President. Your personal visits to the facilities on the Department of
Defense’s initial list, your meetings with federal, state and local officials, your consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipvard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
are greatly and genuinely appreciated.

I know that you are fully aware of the outpouring of enthusiastic concern about the future
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. This has
demonstrated unparalleled community support in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers. It is this latter
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary.

I cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but I can comment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy’s cost estimate for environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of'the additional costs
associated with closure must include a far greater total for the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at this site.
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Thank you again for your service, and for your very serious consideration of the fate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. In view of its superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
from keeping the facility open, and the community support for this shipyard, I urge you to vote to
remove it from the closure list.

Sincerely,

— j\%ﬁm\?j’

George Dana Bisbee

GDB/adm
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Commissioner Samuel Knox Skinner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark St., Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner:

[ write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard Advisory Task Force. I am a former Acting Commissioner of the New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services, and I also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attorney General’s Office, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 years. |
now am the Partner in Charge of Pierce Atwood’s Portsmouth Office. I bring this public and
private perspective to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, and urge that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility from the closure list.

You are to be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carrying out the responsibility of making the final recommendation on base closures and
realignments to the President. Your personal visits to the facilities on the Department of
Defense’s initial list, your meetings with federal, state and local officials, your consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipyard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
are greatly and genuinely appreciated.

I know that you are fully aware of the outpouring of enthusiastic concern about the future
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. This has
demonstrated unparalleled community support in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers. It is this latter
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary.

I cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but I can comment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy’s cost estimate for environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of the additional costs
associated with closure must include a far greater total for the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at this site.
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Commissioner Lloyd Newton

Base Realipnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark 5t., Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Newton:

[ write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmouth Waval
Shipvard Advisory Task Force. [ am a former Acting Cemmissioner of the New [lampshire
Department of Environmental Scrvices, and | also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attorney General's Oflice, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 years. 1
now am the Partner in Charge of Picree Atwood's Portsmouth Office. I bring this public and
private perspective to the question of the Portsenouth Naval Shipvard, and urge that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility Itom the closure list.

You are to be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that vou are taking in
cartying out the responsibility of making the final recommendation on base closures and
realignmments to the President. Your personal visits to the facilities on the Department of
Defense’s imtial lisl, vour mectings with federal, state and local officials, your consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipvard workers, and the public has been remarkable.  Your efforts
are preatly and genuinely appreciated.

1 know that vou are fully aware of the cutpouring of enthusiastic concern about the future
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. This has
demonstrated unparalleled community suppor in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers. It is this latler
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary.

I cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair lacilities, but 1 can comment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy's cost cstimate for environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of the additicnal costs
associated with closure must include & far greater total for the environmental remediation that wiil
be necessary at this site,
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Thank you again for your service, and for your very serious consideration of the fate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyvard. In view of its superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
from kecping the facility open, and the community support for this shipyard, I wrge you to vote to
remove it from the closure list.

Smcerely,

Gieorge DDana Bishee ﬁ.

GDEB/adm
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Commissioner Hareld W, Gebman, Ir.

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark St., Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Gehiman:

I write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch's Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard Advisory Task Force. [ am a former Acting Cemmissioner of the New Hampshire
Depariment of Environmental Services, and | also served many vears in the New [lampshire
Attorney General’s Office, concluchng my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 vears. [
now am the Partner in Charge of Pierce Atwood's Portsmouth Office. [ bring this public and
private perspechive to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, and urpe that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility from the closure list.

You are to be commended {or the tremendous diligence and care that vou are taking in
carrying out the responsibility ol making the {inal recommendation on base closures and
realignments to the President.  Your personal visits to the facilities on the Department of
Delense’s imitial list, your mectings with federal, state and local officials, your consideration of
views from the shipvards, the shipyard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
arc greatly and genuinely appreciated.

I knew that you are fully aware ol the outpouring of enthusiastic concern about the future
ol the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. This has
demonstrated vnparalleled community suppert in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers. [t is this latter
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and 15 fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s documenited record of
cost, schedule, guality and safety performance is exemplary.

1 cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but 1 can comment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy's cust estimale tor environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of the additional costs
assaciated with closure must include a far greater total tor the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at this site.
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Commissioner [larold W. Gehman, Jr.
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Thank you again for your service, and [or your very serious consideration of the fate of the
Pertsmouth Naval Shipyard. In view of its superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
{rom keeping the facility open, and the community support tor this shipyard, [ urge vou to vote to
remove it {rom the closure list.

Sincerely,
N
o F_ﬂ;"‘ ;" .
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Commissioner James V. tlansen

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark St Sune 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Cornmissioner Flansen:

[ write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard Advisory Task Force. | am a former Acting Commissioner of the New Hampshire
Department of Lnvironmental Services, and 1 also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attomey General's Office, concluding my scrvice there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 years, 1
now am the Partner in Charge of Pierce Atwood’s Portsmouth Office. I bring this public and
privale perspective to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, and urge that the
Commission recommmend removal of this facility from the closure list.

You are 1o be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carrying out the responsibility of making the final recommendalion on base closures and
realignments to the President. Your personal visits to the facilities on the Department of
Defensc’s initial list, your meetings with federal, state and local officials, your consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipvard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
arc greatly and genuinely appreciated.

I know that you are fully aware of the outpouring ol enthusiastic concern about the future
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community, This has
demonstrated unparalleled community support in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers, It is this latter
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary,

I cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but T can comment on the envirenmental costs of closure of this
lacility. The Navy's cost estimate for environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment ol the additional costs
associated with closure must include a far greater tot for the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at this site.
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Thank you again for your service, and for your very serious consideration of the fate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. In view ef its superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
from keeping the facility open, and the community support for this shipyard, [ urge vou to vote to
remove it from the closure list.

Sinccrcl},

—a) Nwt\ )

(eorpe Dana Bisbee ¢ {
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Commassioner Suc Ellen Turner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 Scuth Clark St., Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Turner:

[ write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard Advisory Task Force. 1 am a former Acting Commissioner of the New tlampshire
Department of Environmental Services, and [ also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attorney General’s Ollice, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 years. 1
now am the Partner in Charge ol Pierce Atwood’s Portsmouth Oifice. [ bring this public and
private perspective to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. and urge that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility from the closure hist,

You are to be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carrving out the responsibility of making the final recommendation on base closures and
realignments to the President.  Your personal visits to the (acilities on the Department of
Defense’s ininal list, yeur meetings with federal, state and local officials, your consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipyard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
are greatly and genuinely appreciated,

I know that vou are fully aware of the outpouring of enthusiastic concern about the future
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. This has
demonstrated vnparalleled community support in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the encrgy and ability of the shipvard workers. It is this latter
characienstic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary.

I cannol comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but | can comment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy's cost estimate for envirorunental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of the additional costs
associaled with closure must include a far greater total for the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at thig site.

FORTLAND, ME ALGHSTE, ME FORTSMOUTH, NH NEWRUFYPORT, #4h



Commissioner Sue Ellen Turmer
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Thank you again for your service, and tor your very scrious consideration of the tate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. In view of ils superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
from kceping the facility open, and the community support for this shipyard, [ urge you te vote to
remove it from the closure list.

Sincerely,

) Mgl
-/ {1
George Dana Blsbae .

GDB/fadm
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Commassioner James H. Bilbray

Rase Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark St., Suite 604

Arlingten, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Bilbray:

[ write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmoeuth Naval
Shipvard Advisory Task Force. [ am a former Acting Commissioner of the New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services, and | also served many vears in the New Hampshire
Attorney General’s Office, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 years. |
now am the Partner in Charpe of Picrce Atwood™s Portsmouth Otfice. [ bring thas public and
private perspective to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipvard, and urge that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility frem the closure list.

You are o be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carryving out the responsibility of making the final recommendation on base closurcs and
realignments to the President. Your personal visits to the facilitics on the Depariment of
Defense’s initial list, voeur meetings with federal, state and local officials, vour consideratien of
views from the shipyards, the shipyvard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
are greatly and penuinely appreciated,

[ know that vou are fully aware of the outpounng of enthusiastic concern about the [uture
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. Thas has
demonstrated unparzlleled community support in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyvard workers, 1t is this latler
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard's documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and salety perlormance 1s exemplary.

I cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but I ¢can commment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy's cost estimale lor environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Drepartment of Defense’s recommendations 1s very low. A fair assessment of the additional costs
associated with closure must include a far greater total Jor the environmental remediation that will
be necessary al this site.



Commissioner James H. Bilbray
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Thank you again for your service, and lor your very scrious consideration of the fate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. In view of ils superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
from keeping the facility open, and the community support for this shipvard, I urge you to vole to
remove it from the closure list.

simcerely,

GDB/adm
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Commissiencr Phillip Covle

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark St., Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Coxle:

I write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Partsmouth Naval
Shipyard Advisory Task Force. I am a former Acting Commissioner of the New Hampshire
Depariment of Envirenmental Services, and I also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attorney Greneral’s Office, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for 5 vears, |
now am the Partner in Charge of Plerce Atwood's Portsmouth Office. 1 bring this public and
private perspective to the question of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, and urge that the
Commission recommend removal of this facility from the closure list.

You are to be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carrying out the responsibility of making the final recommendation on base closures and
reaslignments to the President. Your personal visits to the lacilities on the Department of
Defense’s initial list, your meetings with tederal, state and local officials, vour consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipyvard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
arc greatly and genuinely appreciated,

] know that you are fully awarc of the cutpouring of enthusiastic concern about the future
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard from all sectors of the Kittery/Portsmouth community. This has
dernonstrated unparalieled community suppert in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers. It is this latter
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard’s decumented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary.

| cannot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but T can comment on the environmental costs of closure of this
facility. The Navy’s cost estimate for environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of the additional costs
associated with closure must include a far grealer total for the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at this site.

POFTLAND, ME MIGUSTR, ME PORTSHOUTH, WH HEWRURYPDRT, MA
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Thank you again for your service, and for your very serious consideration ol the fate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyvard. In view of its superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
from keeping the facility open, and the community support for this shipyard, [ urge you to vote to
remove it from the closure list.

Sincerely.

{eorge Dana Bisbee

GDB/adm
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Chairman Anthony Principi

Basc Realipnment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark 5t., Suite 600

Arlington, YA 22202

Dear Chairman Principi:

| write you as a member of New Hampshire Governor John Lynch’s Portsmouth Naval
Shmpyard Advisory Task Force. Tam a former Acting Commissioner of the New Hampshire
Depariment of Environmental Services, and | also served many years in the New Hampshire
Attorney General's Office, concluding my service there as Deputy Attorney General for § vears. |
now am the Partner in Charge of Pierce Atwood’s Portsmouth Office. [ bring this public and
private perspective to the guestion of the Portsmouth Naval shipyard, and urge that the
{ommission recommend removal of this facility from the closure list.

You are to be commended for the tremendous diligence and care that you are taking in
carrying oul the respensibility of making the final recommendation on base closures and
realignments to the President. Your personal visits to the facilities on the Department of
Defense’s initial list, your meetings with federal, state and local oflicials, your consideration of
views from the shipyards, the shipyard workers, and the public has been remarkable. Your efforts
arc preatly and genuinely appreciatad.

I know that vou are lully aware of the owtpouring of enthusiastic concern aboui ihe fulure
of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard trom all sectors of the Kitterv/Portsmouth community. This has
demonstrated unparalleled community support in two states for the continued operation of this
shipyard, and underlies the energy and ability of the shipyard workers. It is this latter
characteristic that has been the hallmark of the Pertsmouth MNaval Shipyard — and is fully
recognized by the Department of Defense. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard's documented record of
cost, schedule, quality and safety performance is exemplary,

[ canmot comment with any expertise on the military value of Portsmouth over the other
submarine repair facilities, but [ can comment on the envirenmental costs of closure of ths
tacility. The Navy’s cost estimate for environmental cleanup that were the basis of the
Department of Defense’s recommendations is very low. A fair assessment of the additonal costs
associated with closure must include a (ar greater total for the environmental remediation that will
be necessary at this site,

PORTLAND, HiE HIGUST, ME FORTSMOUTS, WAl HEWBLEYPORT. MA




Chairman Anthony Principi
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Thank you again for your service, and for your very seripus consideration of the fate of the
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. In view of its superb performance and productivity, the cost savings
Irom keeping the facility open, and the community support for this shipyard, 1 urge you to vote to
remove it from the closure list.

Sincerely,

= e

eorge Dana Bishee .
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