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I WASHINGTON, DC 20'510 

BRAC Commission 

August 19,2005 

The Honorable Anthony J. Principi 
Chairman 

AUG 1 9 

2005 Defme Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Strcct -_  
Suitc 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

Dear Secretary Principi : 

As the 2005 round of basc realignment and closure (BRAC) process will soon conclude, and you 
and your kllow Commissioners will soon begin your final deliberations on the Department of 
Defense's @OD) BRAC tccornmendations, we would like to take this opportunity to, once again, 
highlight arcas where DaD substantially deviated from the BRAC criteria in their 
recommendations. 

The Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station (ARS). host to the 9 1 1 " AirLifi Wing, 
was recommended for closure by DoD, citing land conshints as the primary justification for its 
recommendation. Howcvcr, as was witnessed by General Lloyd Newton during his site visit to 
Pittsburgh on June 21,2005, land currently owned and leased by the 91 l I h  Airlift Wing can host 
13 C-130 ajrcrafi. Further, undcr the current Memorandum of Agreement between the Air Force 
and the Pileburgh International Airport, rhe 91 l'h Airlift Wing can host 7 additional C-130 
aircraf?, for s total of 20 C-I30 aircraft. 

Because i t  refused to acknowledge tbis available land, the Departmer~t of Defcnsc's evaluation of 
the Pittsburgh 1ntcmation;ll Airport ARS and subsequent Mission Capability bdex (MCI) scorc is 
greatly undervalued. Had'DoD rightly accounted for the total availatlle land at Pinsburgh, the 
true MCI score for Pimburgh International Alrpon ARS would be s~gnificantly higher, thus 
improving the installation's ranking among similar bases. 

In southeastern Pcnmylvania, Naval Air Station Joinr Reserve Base (NASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recommended fm closurc by DoD. This installarion, host 10 the 'Navy, Marine Corps, Army 
Reserve, Air Force Reserve, and Pennsylvania Air Nsrional Guard, i s  a mly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of the installation appears to indica~e that I'JASJRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for IU joinmess. Further, DoD's analysis of NASJRB Willow Grove did nor adequately 
consider fuhlre joint mission capabilities of the installation. 

In addition to the jointmss of NASJRB Willow Grove, this installation's strategic location w i h  
respect to homeland defense and homcland security prove that this installation is vital to our 
national security. 

One of the tenants ofNASJRB Willow Grove, the 1 I ltb Fighter Wing! of the Pennsylvania Air 
National Gwrd, has been recommended for deactivation by the Department of Defense. This unit 
of the Air National Guard s the &National Guard unit in he  nation that has been 
recommended for deaaivation. Evcn more uoubling. neither the Gotunor nor Pennsylvania's 
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Adjutant General ever consented lo thc: dcactiva~ion of this Air National Guard unit, which we 
believe is a violation of Tide 32. United States Code. 

Not only do we believe that the deactivation of the 1 1 1' Fighter Wing is a violation of the law, 
but deactivating these personnel would also cause the loss of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and essential to our nation's scourity. 

Though Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the western and southeastern regions 
of the state if the Commission accepts DoD's recommendarions, Pennsylvania will pin many 
valued positions at two Army depots. The Departrnenc of Defase's recommendation to close the 
Red River Army Depot in Texas and transfer missions to the Lettmktmy Army Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Army Depot (TOAD) is one that we whole-heartcdly support. 

There is currently excess depot capacity within the Department of Defense. In fact, even with the 
closure of the Red River Army Depot, DoD will rerain more than sufficient capacity alter the 
2005 BRAC recommendations are enacted. Closing the Red River Army Depot will allow the 
Depanment of Defense to reducc cxccss capacity and consolidate miisions at LEAD and TOAD - 
- installarim of higher military value. 

Wc thank you for your willingness to serve in this capacity and make the difficult but necessary 
decisions to improve and streamline our nation's defense infrastructure. We appreciate the hard 
work and dedication that you and your fellow BRAC Commissioners have provided to this 
process. z - Sincerely, 

Rick Unird Santorum States Senate 
Arlen eclh.& Specter 
United States Smart: 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
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WASHINGTON, DC 2051 0 

August 19.2005 

The Honorable James H. Bilbray 
Commissimcr 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Sneet 
Suite 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

BBAC Commission 

Dear Commissioner Bilbray: 

As the 2005 round of base realignment and closure (BRAC) process will soon conclude, and you 
and your fellow Commissioners will soon begin your final deliberatitmu on the Dqartment of 
Defense's (DoD) BRAC rewmmendations, we would like to take this opportunity lo, once again, 
highlight areas where DoD substantially deviated &om the BRAC criteria in their 
recommendations. 

The Pittsburgh international Airport Air Reserve Station (ARS), host to  he 91 1" Airlift Wing, 
was recommended for closure by DoD, citing land constraints as the primary justification for its 
recommendation. However, as was witnessed by General Lloyd Newton during his sire visit to 
Pittsburgh on June 2 1,2005, land currently owned and leased by the !>lll" Airlift Wmg can host 
13 C-130 aircraft. Further, under the current Memorandum of A p m e n t  between the Air Force 
and the Pittsburgh International Airport, the 9 1 1" Airlif~ Wing can bosr 7 addi~iona 1 C- 130 
aircrak for a total of 20 GI30 aircrafi. 

Because it refused to acknowledge this available land. the Department of Defmse's evaluation of 
the Pittsburgh International Airport ARS and subsequent Mission Capability Index (MCI) score is 
greatly unde;rualued. Had DoD rightly accounted for the total available land at Pittsburgh. the 
true MCI score for Pittsburgh International Airport .ARS would be significantly higher, thus 
improving the inslallation's ranking among similar bascs. 

In southeastern Pennsylvania, Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base (IYASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recommended for closure by DoD. This installation, host to the Navy, Manne Corps. Army 
Reserve, Air Force Rcscrvc, and Pennsylvania Air National Guard, is a truly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of the installation appears 10 indicate that NASJRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for its joinbess. Funher, DoD's analysis of N A S J B  Willow Grove did not adequately 
consider future join1 mission capabilities of the installation. 

In addition to the jointness of NASJRE3 Willow Grove, this installation's m e g i c  location with 
respect to homcthd defense m d  homeland security prove that this installation is vital to our 
narional security. 

One of thc tenants 0fNASJR.B Willow Grove, the 11 lL" Fighter Wing ofthe Pennsylvania Air 
National Guard, has been recommended for deacti~rion by the Deparmt  of Dcfcnsc. This unir 
of the AuNational Guard is the o& National Guard unit in the nation thar has bem 
recon~mendcd for deactivation. Even more troubling, neither the Governor nor Pennsylvnnis's 
Adjutant General ever consented to the deactivation of this Air National Guard unit. which we 
believe is a violation of Title 32. United States Code. 



Not only do we believe thnt the deactivation of the 11 1" Fighter Wing 1s a violatian of rhe law, 
but deactivating these personnel would also cause the loss of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and essential to our nation's setu5ry. 

Though Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the western and southeastan regions 
of the state if the Commission accepts DoD's recommendations, Pennsylvania will gain many 
valued positions at two Army depots. The Department of Defense's ~recornrnendation to close the 
Red River Army Depot in Texas and transfer missions to the Letterkcmy A m y  Depot (LEGD) 
and the Tobyhanna Army Depot, (TOAD) is one that we whole-heartadly support. 

There is cunwnly excess &pot capacity within the Department of Defense. In fict, even with the 
closure of the Red River Army Depot, DoD will retain more than sufficient capacity after the 
2005 BRAC recommendations are enacted. Closing the Red kver Army Depot will allow the 
Department of Defense to feduce excess capacity and consolidate missions at LEAD and TOAD - 
- installations of higher military value. 

We thank you for your willingness m serve in this capacity and rnake the difiicult but necessary 
decisions to improve and strcamlinc our nation's defense infrastructure. We appreciate the bard 
work and dedication that you and your fcllow BRAC Commissioners have provided to this 
process. ,z +- Sincerelyk 

Rick Santorum Arlen Specter 
Unitcd Statcs S a t e  United states Senate 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 



WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

The Honorable Philip Coyle 
Commissioner 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street 
Suite 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

BRAC Commission 

AU6 19 20!5 
Received 

Dear Commissioner Coyk 

AS d ~ e  ZOOS round of bast realignmar and closure (BRAC) process will SMM conclude. and you 
and your fellow Commissioners will soon begin your final deliberations on the Depamnent of 
Defense's (DoD) BRAC recornmendarjons, we would like to take this opportunity to, once again, 
highlight areas where DoD substantially deviated from the BRAC m teria in their 
recommendations. 

The Pinsburgh Intemadonal ~ i r p o h  Air Rewm Station (ARS). hog to h e  91 1" Airlift Wing. I. 

was recommended for closure by DoD, citing land constraints as the primary justification for its 
recommendation. However, as was wimessed by General Lloyd Newton during his site visit m:.: . .. 

. , Pittsburgh on June 21.2005, land currently owned and leased by the 91 1lh Airlift Wing can host, :. 

13 C-130 aircraft. Further, under the current Memorandum of Agreement between rhe Air Force . 

and the Pittsburgh Intcmarional ~ i r ~ o r ~ , , i h e  91 lth Airlift Wing can.host 7 additional C-130 . , 

aircraft, for a total of 20 C-130 aircraft. 

Because it refused to acknowlcdgc this available land, the Department of Defmse's evaluationof 
the Pitrsburgh International Purport ARS and subscqucnt Mission Capabiliw Jndrx (MCI) score 1s 

grmtly undervalued. Had DoD rightly accountcd for the total availatde land at Pittsburgh, the 
true MCI score for Pinsburgh International Airpat ARS would be significantly higher, thus 
improving the installation's ranking among similar bases. 

In southeastern Pennsylvania, Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Basc (NASJRB) W~l low Grove 
was recommended for closure by DoD. This installation, host to the Navy, Marine Corps. Army 
Resenre, Air Force Rcscrvc, and Pennsylvania Air National Guard, is: a truly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of the installation appears to indicate rhat NASJRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for its joinmess. Further, DoD's analysis ofNASJRB Willow Grove did not adequately 
consider future joint mission capabilities of the installation. 

In addition to rhe joinmess of NASJRB Willow Grove. this installaticrn's srrategic locarion with 
respect to homeland dcfcnsc and homeland security prove that this installation is vital to ow 
national security. 

One of the tenants of NASJRB Willow Grove, the I 1 lfh Fighter Win{; of the Pennsylvania Air 
National Guard, has been recommended for deactiwtion by rhe Department of Defense. This unit 
of the Alr National Guard is the gt& National Guard unit in the nation that has been 
recommended for deaclivat~an. Even more troubling, neither the Goiamor nor Pennsylvania's 
AdjuIant Gcnml ever consented to the deactivation of this Air National Guard unit, which we 
believe is a violation of Title 32, United Stares Code. 
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Not only do we klieve that the deactivation of the 1 11' Fighter Wing is a violation of the law, 
but deactivating these personnel would also cause the loss of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and essential to our nation's security. 

?bough Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the western and soulheastern regions 
of the state if the Commission accepts DoD's recommendations, Pmnsylvania will gain many 
valued positions at two Army depots. The Departnrent of Defense's recommendation to close the 
Red River Army Depot in Texas and W e r  missions to the Lmerkmny Anny Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Army Depot (TOAD) is one that we whole-heam:dly support. 

There is currently excess depot capacity within the D~partrnenr of Defense. In fact, even with the 
closm of the Red River Army Depot, DoD will retain more than sufficient capacity after the 
2005 BRAC recornrnenbuons are enacted. Closing the Red River Amy Depot will allow the 
Department of Defense to reduce excess capacity and consolidate missions at LEAD and TOAD - - insrallations of higher milimy value. 

We thank you for your willingness to serve in this capaciy and make the difficult but necessary 
decisions to improve and streamline our nation's defense infrastructure. We appreciate the hard 
work and dedication that you and your fellow BnAC Commissioners have provided to this 
process. 

esincerelyk ,& , 

* - a - 
Rick Santorurn h l c n  Spccter 
Unikd States Senate United states Senat,: . . 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania - 
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WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

Auyst  19,2005 

BRAG Commission 

Admiral Harold W. Gehman, Jr. 
Commissioner 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street 
Suite 600 
Arlin&~.on, Virginia 22202 

Dear Commissioner Gehman: 

As thc 2005 round of base realignment and closure (BRAC) process .wiI1 soon conclude. and you 
and your fellow Commissioners will soon begin your fmal de1iberatic)ns on the Department of 
Dcfcnse's @OD) BRAC r~commendations, we would like to rake this opportunity to, oncc again, 
highlight arcas where DoD substantially deviated from the BRAC crjteria in their 
recommendarions. 

The Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station (ARS), host to the 9 11 'I' AirliA Wing, 
was recommended for closure by DoD, citing land constraints as the pr~mary justificarion for irs 
recomrnendatlon. H o w w q  as was wimessed by General Lloyd Newon during his site visit to . 
Pittsburgh on June 21,2005., land currently owned and leased by the 91 lLh Airlifi Wing can host I .  

13 C-130 aircnfr. Further, unda the current Memorandum of Agreerncnt between the Air Force 
and thc Pittsburgh International Airport, j le  91 l fh  Airlift Wing can host 7 additional GI30 , 

aircraf~ for a total of 20 C-130 aircraft. s ~ 

Because it refused to acknowledge this available land, the Depamnenr of Defense's evaluation ofi 
thr Rtuburgh International Airport ARS and subsequent Mission Capability Index (MCI) score is 
greatly undemlued. Had DoD rightly accounted for the total availaide land a't Pittsbmgh, the 
true MCI score for Pittsburgh International Airport N I S  would be silpifican~ly higher, thus , 

imploving rhe installation's ranking among similar bases. 

In southeastern Pennsylvania, Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base (NASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recommended for closure by DoD. This installation. host to the Navy, Marine Corps, Anny 
Reservc, Air Force Reserve, and Pennsylvania Air National Guard, iri 3 truly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of the installation appears to ind~catc that NASJRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for its joinmess. Further, DoD's analysis of NASJRB Willow Grove did not adequately 
consider futurc joint mission capabilities of the installation. 

In addirion to the jointness ofNASJRB Willow Grove, this installation's saategic location with 
respc'ct to homeland defense and homeland securiry prove that this installation i s  vital to our 
national security. 

One of the tenants of NASJRB Willow Grove, Ihc 1 1 1'" Fighter Wing of the Pennsylvania Air 
National Guard, has been recommended for dcactivalion by thc Dcparimcnt of Dcfcnse. This unit 
of the Air National Guard is the National Guard unit in thc nation that has been 
recommended for deactivation. Even more troubling, neither the Governor nor Pmnsylvania's 
Adjutant General cvcr consented to the deactivation of this Air Nat~onal Guard unit, which we 
believe is a violarion of Title 32. United Stares Code. 
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Not only do we believe that the deactivation of thc I 1lh Fighter Wing is a violation of the law, 
but deactivating these personnel wodd also cause the lorn of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and essential to our nation's sct;urity. 

Jhough Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the westtm and southeastern regions 
of  the state iftbe Commission accepts DoD's recommendabons, Pennsylvania will p many 
valued positions at two Army depots The Department of Defense's recommendanon to close the 
Red River Army Depot in Texas and transfer missions to the Lettcrknny Army Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Army Depot (TOAD) is one that we whole-hearkdly support. 

There is currently excess depot capacity within the Department of Defensc. In fact, even with the 
closure of the Red River Army Depot, DoD will retain more than sufficient capacity after the 
2005 BRAC recommendarions arc enacted. Closing the Red River Army Depot will allow the 
D e p m t  of Defense to reduce excess capacity and consolidate misions at LEAD and TOAD - - installations of h~gher military vaIue. 

We thank you fm your willingness to serve in this capacity and make fhe difficult but necessary 
decisions to improve and streamline our nation's defense infrastructure. Wc appreciate the hard 
workand dedication that you and your fellow BRAC Commissioners have providcd to this 
procas. 

- 
Rick Saritorum A 
United States Senate United States Senate 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
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Wni ted $%at& Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 2051 0 

I BRAC Commission 

The lIonorablc James V. Hansen 
Commissioner 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Sueet 
Suite 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

Beceived 

Dear Commissioner Hanscn: 

As the 2005 mund of base realignment and closure (BRAC) process will soon conclude, and you 
and your fellow Cornmissjoners will soon begin your final delibkations on the Departrnmt of 
Defmse's (DoD) BRAC recommendations, we would like to take this o p p w t u n i ~  lo. once again, 
highlight areas w h m  DoD subsrantially deviated from the BRAC criteria in their 
recommendations. 

. . 
The Pitrsburgh International Airpod Air Rcserve Station (ARS), host to the 9 11"' Airlin Wing, 
was recommended for closure by DoD, citing land constraints as  thc primary justification for its 
recornmadation. However, as washitnessed by.Gcncral Lloyd Newton during his site visit to .  , 

Pirrsburgh on June 21,2005, land cri-rly owned and leased by 'the 9 1 1 *' Airli R Wing can host 

, . 13 C-130 aircraft. Further, under the current Memorandum of Agreement between the Air Force 
and the ~i trsbur~h  lnternarional Airpbrt, the 91 1'' Airlifi ~ i n y  tin . . .  host . 7 additional C-130 . . 

aircraft, for a total of 20 C-130 aircraft. 

Because it refued to acknowledge this available land, the Departmolt of Dcfcnse's evalualion of 
the Pittsburgh International Airport ARS and subsequent Mission Capab~lity Index (MCI) score is 
greatly undervalued Had DoD rightly accounted for the total avaiIalAe land at Pittsburgh, thc 
true MCI score for Pittsburgh lnternational Airport ARS would be significantly higher, thus 
improving thc installation's m k i n g  among similar bases. 

In southystcm Pmsylvama, Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base (NASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recommended for closure by DoD. This installat~on, host to the Navy, Marine Corps, Amy 
Rtstrrc, Air Force Reserve, and Pennsylvania Air National Guard, i : a truly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of the insiallation appears to indicate that IVASJRB Willow Grove was . 
penalized for its joinmess. Further, DoD's analysis ofNASJRB Willow Grove djd not adequately 
considrr future joint mission capabilities of rhe installation. 

In addition to the jointncss of NASlR13 Willow Grove, [his ins~llarion's strategic locarion with 
respcct to homeland dcfcnsc and homeland security prove that this ir~stallation is vital to our 
national security. 

One of the jenanu of NASJRE Willow Grove, the 1 I l l h  Fighter Wing of the Pennsylvania Air 
National GI&, has been recommended for deactivation by the Department of Defense. This unit 
of thc Air National Guard is the only National Guard unit in the nation that h a  hecn 
rccommcnded for deactwation. Even more ~roubling, neither rhe Governor nor Pennsylvania's 
Adjutant Gcncral evcr conscntcd to thc dcactivation ofthis Air National Guard unit. which we 
belicve is a violahon orTitle 32, Unitcd Stalcs C ~ d e .  
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Not only do we believe that rhe deactivation of the I 11" Fighter Wing is a violation of the taw, 
but deactivating these personnel would also cause the loss of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and csscntial to our nation's security. 

I 

Though Pennsylmnia stands to lose many positions in both the westan and southeastern regions 
ofthe state if the Commission acceprs DoD's recommendations, Pmnsylvania will gain many 
valued positions at two Army dcpots. The Department of Defense's recornrncndation to close the 
Red River Army Depot in Texas and transfer missions to the Letterk~my Amy Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Army Depot WAD) is one that we whole-hear%:dly support. 

There is c ~ ~ ~ r n r l  y excess depot capacity within the Department of Dcfense. In fact, wen with the 
closurc uf the Red River Army Depot, DoD will retain more than suflficient capacity after the 
2005 BRAC recomgendations are enacted. Closing the Red River Amy Depot will allow the 
Department of Defense to reduce excess capacity and consolidate missions at LEAD and TOAD - 
- installations of higher military value. 

We thank you for your willingness to serve in'this capacity and make the difficult but necessary 
decisions to i m p v e  and streamline our nation's defense in f ias~c tuxc .  We appreciate the hard 
work and dedicarion that you and your fellow BRAC Commissioners; have provided to this 
process. 

Sin 

United States Senate United itates Senate 

Edward G. ~ e n d a l  
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
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WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

BRAC Commission 

~ u g u s t  19,2005 

Genrral James T. Hill 
Commissioner 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Slrcer 
Suite 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

Dear Commissioner Hill: 

As the 2005 round of base realignment and closure (BRAC) process will soon conclude. and you 
and your fellow Commissioners will soon begin your final deliberatbns on the Department of 
Defmsc's (DoD) BRAC recommendations, we would llke to take this opportunity to. once again, 
highlight areas where DoD substantially deviated from the BRAC cnteria in their 
rccomrnendAons. 

The pinsburgh lnamational Airport Air Reserve Station (ARS), horl to the 91 1' AirliR Wing, , , ' 
was rccommcndcd for closure by DoD, citing land constraints as thc primary justification for its 
recommendation. However, as was witnessed by General Lloyd Newnon during his sire visit to ib .. 
~ i t t s b u r ~ h  on June 21,2005, land currently owned and leased by the 9 1 lLh Airlift Wing can host ! .. . 
13 C-130 aircraft: '~urther ,  under the cuirent Memorandum of Agreement betweesthe Air Force ' 

' .  

and the Pipsbkgh International.~~ir~ort, thc 91 1"' Airlift Wing can host 7 additional C-130 .! 

aircraft, for a total of 20  C-130 aircraft. . . i  , . 

Because it refused to achowIedge this available land: the Department of Defense's evaluation of . 
thc Pittsburgh International Airport ARS and subsequent Mission Capability Index (MCI) score is 
greatly undervalued. Had DoD ngh~ly accounted for the r o d  available land at Pinsburgh, the 
hue MCI score for Pittsburgh International Airport ARS would be significantly higher, thus 
improving thc installation's ranking among similar bases. 

I 
In southcastern Pennsylvania, Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base (NASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recommended for closure by DoD. l l i s  installatipn, host to the Navy, Marine Corps, Army 
Reserve, Air Force Reserve. and Pennsylvania Air National Guard, i: a truly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of the installarjon appears to indicate thar NASIRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for its jointness. Funher. DoD's analysis oqNASJRB Willow Grovu did not adequately 
consider future joint mission capabilities of the installation. 

1 

In addition to the jointness of NASJRB Willow Grove! this installatic~n's smtegic locatton with 
respect to homeland defense and homeland security prbve that this iwtallation is wtal to our 
national securiry. 

! 

One of the tenanu of N A S M  Willow Grove, the 1 1 l?'Fighter Wing of the Pennsylvania Air 
Narional Guard, has been recommended for deactivati+ by rhe Departmmt of Defense. This unlr 
of the Air National Guard is the o& Nadonal Guard qnit in rhc nation that has been 
recommended for deactivation. Even more troubling, neither the Governor nor Pennsylvania's 
Adjutant General ever consented to the deactivation ogthis Air National Guard unit, which we 
believe is a violation of Titlc 32,,United States Code. j 
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Not only do we believe that the deactivation of the 1 1  1' Fighter Wing is a violation of the law, 
but deactivating these personnel would also cause the loss of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and essential to our nation's security. 

Though Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the western and southeastern regions 
of the state if thc Commission accepts DoD's recommendations, Penrlsylvania will gain many 
valued positions at rwo h m y  depots. The Department of Defense's recommendation to close the 
Red River Amy Depot in Texas and transfer missions to the Mcrktnny Army Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Amy Depot (TOAD) is onc that we whole-hearkdly support. 

There is currently excess depot capacity within the Department of Dcfense. In fact, even with the 
closure of the Red River Army Dcpof DoD will rctain marc than sufi5cicnt capacity afta the 
2005 BRAC recomrnendatians are enacted. Closing the Red River Army Depot will allow the 
Dcpamncnr of Defense to xeduce excess capacity and consolidate mi!dans at LIEAD and TOAD - 
- installations of higher military value. 

We thank you for your willingness to serve in this capacity and make the difficult but necessaq 
decisions to improve and streamline our nation's defense infrastructuce. We appreciate the hard 
work and dedication that you and your fkllow BRAC Commissioners have provided to rhis 
process. 

Unired States Senate ' United $tam S m t e  . , , 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
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WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

BRAC Commission . 

August 19,2005 

General Lloyd W. Newton 
AU6 1 9  20115 

Commissioner Beceived 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street , 
Suite 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

Dear Commissions Newton: 

As the 2005 round of base realignment and closure (BRAC) process will soon conclude, and you 
and your fcllow Commissioners will soon begin your final dclibmtic~ns on the Deparunent of 
Defense's (DoD) BRAC recommendations, we would like to take [hi:; opportunity to, once again. 
highlight areas where DoD substantially dcviated from the BRAC criteria in their 
recommendations. 

The Pittsburgh International Airport Air Resrrve Station (ARS), host to the 91 1 '' &lift Wing. 
was recommendcd for closure by DoD, citing land constraints as the primary justification for its 
recommendation. However, as you personally witnessed during your site visit to Pittsburgh on 
June 2 1,2005, land currently owned and leased by rhe 9 1 1' Air11 ft Wing can  host 13 C- 130 
aircraft. Further. under thc currcnt.Memorandum of Agreement berween the Air Force and the 
Pittsburgh International Airport, the 91 l'h Airlift wing can host 7 additlonail C-130 aircraft, for a 
roul of 20 C-I30 aircraft. 

Because it refused to acknowledge this available land, the Department of Defense's evaluation of 
the Pinsburgh Inkmational Airport ARS and subsequent Missjon Capability Index (MCT) score is , 

greatly undervalued. Had DoD .rightly accounted for the totaI available land at Pittsburgh, the . 
true MCI score for Pittsburgh International Airport ARS would be significantly higher, thus 

In southeastern Pennsylvania, Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Basc OJASRf)) Willow Grove 
was recommendcd for closure by DoD. This installation, host to the Navy, Marine Corps, Army 
Reserve, Air Force Reserve. and Pennsylvania Air National Guard. is a rmly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of thc installation appears ro indicate that HASJRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for its joinlness. Further, DoD's analysis of NASJRB Willow Grove did nor adequalcly 
consider future joint mission capabihties of thc insrallation. 

In addition to the joinmess of NASJRB Willow Grove, this installation's strategic location with 
respect to homeland defense and homeland security prove chat this installation is vital to our 
national security. 

One of the tenants of NASJRB Willow Grove, the 11 lIh~ighter  Wing of the Pennsylvania Air 
National Guard, has been recommended for deactivation by h c  Department of Defense. This wit 
v f  the Air National Guard is the ogly National Guard unit in the natior~ tlnt has been 
recommended for deactivation. Even more rroubling, neither the Govmor nor P~nnsylvania's 
Adjutant General cver consented to the deaclivation of this Air National Guard un~t. which we 
believe is a violarion of Title 32. United States Codc. 
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United Stntes Senate 
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WASHINGTON, DC 205 0 i 

August 19,2005 1 
1 

The Honorable Samuel K. Skinner 
Commissioner 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Strca 

. Suite 600 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 

BRAC Commission 

AU6 1 9 2005 
Received 

Dear Commissioner Skinner: 

As the 2005 round of base realignment and olosure (BRAC) b occss * d l  soon conclude, and you 
and your fellow Commissioners will soon begin your final &liberation$ an the Department of 
Defense's (DoD) BRAC recommendations, we would like td take this oppo~tunity to, once again, 
highlight areas where DoD substanrially dcviated fi-om the BRAC criteria in their 
recomrnendarions. I 

. . i 
The Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station (YS), host to thc 91 1 ' Airlifi Wing. 
was recommended for closure by DoD, citing land constramts as the primary justification for its 

I recommendation. However, as was witnessed by General Lloyd Newton during his site visit to 
Pittsburgh on June 21,2005, land currently owned and lease! by the 191 1" Airllfl Wing can host 
13 C-l3O. aircraft. Further, unda the current Memorandum of Agreeinent between thc Air Force 
and the Pittsburgh International Airport, rhc 91 I '' Airlift Wing can host 7 additional C-130 
aircraft. for a total of 20 C-130 aircraft. i 

I -  
Because it refused to achowledge this available land, the Department of Defense's evaluation of 
the Pinsburgh International Airport ARS and subsequent Mission Capability Index (MCI) score is 
greatly undervalued. Had DoD rightly accounted for the t o q  available land at Pinsburgh, the 1 

b u c  MCI score for Pirtsburgh International Airport ARS woyld be significantly higher, thus 
improving the installation's ranIang among similar bases. I 

I 
In routhearv;m Pmnsyluania, Navel Air Station ~ o i n t  IkserJi" Base (NASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recomrncnded for closure by DoD. This installation, host to the Navy, Marinc Corps. Army 
Reservc, Air Force Resemc, and Pennsylvania Air National Fusrd, is a huly joint base. 
However, DoD's analysis of thc installation appears to indicate that NASJREI Willow Grove was 
penalized for its joinmess. Further. DoD's analysis of NASJV Willow Grove did not a&quiicely 
consider future joint mission capabilirjcs of the installnrion. 

11 
In addition m the jointness of NASJRB Willow Grove, this iisrallaoon's srratrgic location with 
respea to homeland defense and homeland security prove thar this installation is vital to our 
national security. I ; 

11 
/ I  Onr of the tenants of NASJRB Willow Grove, the I 1  1'' Fighlkr ~ m d  of the Pmnsylvania Air 

National Guard, has been recornrnmd~d for deactivxion by d e  Depqtmenr of Defense. This unlt 
of the Air National Guard is the @ National Guard un~t  in the nation that has been 
rccornmended for dcactlvation. Even more troubling, nnther/rhe Governor nor Pennsylvania's 
Adjutant Gtncral ever consented to the deactivation of this Air Nation:sl Guard unit. which we 
believe is a violation of Title 32, United States Code. il 

Ii 
I/ 
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Not only do we believc that the deacrivation of the 1 11' Fighter Wing is a violation of the law, 
but deactivating rhese personnel would also cause the loss of manpower, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Cornmonwealth and essential to our nation's security. 

Though Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the western and southeastern regions 
of the s t a ~  if the Commission accepts DoD's recommendations, Pemlsylvania will gam many 
valued positions at two Amy depots. The Deparlment of Defense's ~.ecommendation to close the 
Red River h y  Depot in Texas and mnsfa missions to the Letterkemy Army Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Amy Depot (TOAD) is one that we whole-heartcdly support 

There is currently excess depot capacity within ihe Department of Defense. In fact, even with the 
closure of the Red River Army Depot, DoD will retain more than suflicient capacity after the 
2005 BRAC recommendations am enacted. Closing the Red River Amy D q o t  will allow the 
Department of Defense to reduce excess capacity and consolidate missions at LEAD and TOAD - 
- installarjons of higher mili~ary value. 

We thank you for your willingness to serve in this capacity and make the difficult but necessary 
decisions to improve and s h d i n e  our nation's defense infrastructwt. We appreciate the hard 
work and ddication that you and your fellow ERAC Comrnissionets have provided to this 
process. 

, , 

Rick Santorum Arlen Specter ' 
United States Senate United states Senate 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Comrnonwdth of Pennsylvania 



. 08/19/05.- -  13 :54  FAX 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

August 19,2005 

Brigadier General Suc E. Tuner 
Commissioner 
2005 Defense Base Closure and R e a l i g ~ l m t  Commksion 
252 1 South Clark Strect 
Suite 600 
Arlingon, Virginia 22202 . 

Dear Commissioner Turner: 

As the 2005 round of base realignment and closure (BRAC) process ~Kill soon conclude, and you 
and your fellow Commissioners will soon begin your final deliberrrtic~ns on the Deportment of 
Defense's (DoD) BRAC recommendations, we would likc to take thi:; opportunity to, once again, 
highlight areas where DoD substantially deviated from the BRAC criteiia in their 
recommendations. 

The Pinsburgh htemarional Airport Air Reserve Station (ARS), host ro the 91 1' AirliA Wing, 
u.as recommended for closure by DoD, ciring land constraints as rhe j~nrnary justification for its 
recommendation. However, as was witnessed by General Lloyd Newton during his site visit to 
Pittsburgh on June 2 1,2005, land cmently owned and leased by thc 9 1 1 '' Airlift Wing can host 
13 C-130 aircrafl. Furthcr, under Lhr currcnc Memorandum of Agreelnent berween the Air Forcc 
and the Pittsburgh International Airport, the 91 1 " Airlift Wing can h~rst 7 addibonal C-130 
aircrafi, for a total of 20 C-130 aircraft. 

Because it refused to acknowledge this available land, the Departmat of Ddmsc's evaluation'of 
the Pittsburgh Internarional Airpon ARS and subsequent Mission Capability lndex (MCI) score is 
greatly undervalued. Had DoD rightly accounted for thc total available land at Pittiburgh, the 
true MCI score for Pimburgh International Airport ARS would be si~,pificanrly higher, bus 
improving the installation's rank in^ among similar bascs. 

In southcastern Pcnnsylvania. Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Basc ('YASJRB) Willow Grove 
was recommended for olosure by DoD. This insrallation, host to the Navy, Marine Corps, Army 
Reserve, Air Forcc Reserve, and Pcnnsylvania Air Nalional Guard. is a lruly joint basc. 
However, DoD's analysis of the installation appears to indicate that NASJRB Willow Grove was 
penalized for irs joinmess. Further, DoD's analysis of NASJRB Willow Grove did not adequawly 
consider future joint mission capabilities of the instidlati on. 

In addition LO lhejomtncss of NAS;IRB Willow Grove, this installation's strategic location with 
rcspcct to horncland defense and homeland security prove that this installarion is vital ro our 
national semiry. 

One of the wan t s  of NASJRB Willow Grove, the 1 11" Fighter Wing olthe Pennsylvania Air 
National Guard, h3s been recommended for deactivalion by the Dcpa~tment of Defense. This unit 
of the Air National Guard is the & National Guard unit in the riati011 that has been 
recommended for deactivation. Even more troubling, ncithcr Ihc Govmor nor Pennsylvania's 
Adjurant General ever consented 10 the deactivation of this Air Narior~al Guard unir. which we 
believe is a violation of Title 32, Un~ted Starcs Code. 
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Not only do we believe thar the deactivation of the 1 1  1"' Fighter Wing is a violation of the law, 
but deactivating these personnel would also cause the loss of manpourer, training, and expertise 
that is valued by our Commonwealth and essential to our nation's security. 

Though Pennsylvania stands to lose many positions in both the western and southeasrem regions 
of the state if the Commission accepts DoD's recommendations, Pern~sylvania will gain many 
valucd positions at two Army depots. The Department of Defense's :recommendation to close rhe 
Red River Army Depot in Texas and transfer missions to the Letterkcmy Army Depot (LEAD) 
and the Tobyhanna Army Depot (TOAD) is one that we whole-heamdly suppo~ 

There is currently excess depot capacity within the Department of Defense. In fact, even with the 
closure of the Red River Army Depot, DoD will rttain mom than sufficient capacicy after thc 
2005 BRAC recommendations are enacted. Closing the Red River Army Depot will allow the 
Department of Defense to reduce excess capacity and consolidate mi!rsions at LEAD and TOAD - 
- installations of higher military value. 

We thank you for your willingness to serve in this capacity and make the difficult but necessary 
decisions to improve and streamline our nation's defcnsc infrastructure. We appreciate the hard 
work and dedication fhat you and your fellow BRAC Commissioners have provided to this 
process. 

z - Sincerely& ,& 
Rick Santorum Arlen Specter I 
United States Senate United states Senarc: 

Edward G. Rendell 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 


