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Commission 

dllh 1 3 2005 
]Received t 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation fiom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(m.defen~el ink~-mjL&r-c) ,  NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload fiom Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW 

sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint 'capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respecthll y, 
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08 July 2005 

JUL f 3 2QB 
Received j 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BFL4C Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give 
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data 
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) leads me to conclude that 
NSWC Crane's military value rating was not taken into account properly, whch is 
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value 
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating 
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload 
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS 
Whidbey Island. 

The DOD is also required to take into account the return on investment resulting 
from its closure/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is 
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have 
come to the conclusion that the moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to 
NAS Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings 
in this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving 
work from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save 
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work fiom NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment 
requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 
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BMC Commission 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.~ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 
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Dest Cornmissher Skinner, 
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 
_ _ - _ .  -. _ .-.---- 

VV m 1 ~  TO NS kc 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.~ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 

Frankie J O ~  Bechtel 
50)5 s . C o w G E  blLs 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Coinmission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 
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The Honor~~ble Samuel K n o x  Skinner 
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2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
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252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.~ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NS WC Crane, NS WC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 
/I 
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July 8,2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC Crane, CAAA and 
Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure 
that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I realize that 
you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize what important assets NSWC 
Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process since the proposed closurelre-alignment 
list was published and I am growing concerned that DOD has not properly followed the 
law in developing recommcndatio~~s. The DOD is required to take into account the return 
on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment recommendations. Crane has 
become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our Special Forces Warfighters. 
Crane did this by being responsive to the requirements of our customers, innovative in 
both our approach to those unique requirements and our solutions to difficult technical 
problems, technically superior because of the broad base of expertise available on this 
station and affordable because of a dedicated workforce and a strong work ethic that is 
inherent to the populatioil of Southern Indiana. Because of this mix of innovation, 
technical competence and flexibility as well as affordability, the workload has steadily 
increased. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and Picattinny 
will now split the support to Special Forces to different locations. This will add cost, 
reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that will take years to replace. 

Additionally, considering the unique support that Crane enjoys from both the State of 
Indiana and the surrounding area, this location should not be lookiilg at losing jobs but 
should be gaining much more work. This base is not in danger of encroachn~ent because 
of the initiatives that Indiana has put in place. Crane has more than adequate room for 
expansion in its current state. Considering the amount of reclaimed coal land in the area, 
there is a huge potential for growth that would not only be a boon to the communities, but 
put land that is currently nothing more than spoil back into use. Crane resides in an area 
that is both ripe for and capable of great growth, especially with the routing of I69 
through the area and adjacent to the base. Crane should be considered a key area for 
expansion rather than facing a loss of jobs through realignment. 

I urge you to reconsider thc recommendation to re-align work fromNSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law as 
well as taking another look at the true technical capability and potential for growth that 
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Crane en-joys. The ordnance workers at Crane have provided faithful, q u a l i t y ~ ~ ~ & + ~  ! 
efficient and innovative service to the Na\ y since the 1940's. Crane does not enjoy the 
high profile ill the Capital that some of the other similar facilities enjoy, but in spite of 
that situation and the threat of BRAC, Cr;lne Ordnance still daily continues to serve the 
fleet from this hidden gem in the Midwest Crane resides in a beautiful rural area with 
deep roots and strong family ties that sustain a workforce that has proudly provided for 
our Arined Services through the years ant1 continues to Support the Warfighter today. 

Very Respectfully, fl 

Thomas L. Bond 
1016 NW 16"' St. 
Washington, IN. 47501 
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
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Base 1ii.alignincnt and C'losul-e Cormii.-sion 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington,, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. A!, a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane ancl CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC' process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing I-ecommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cosi data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.iov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to I<dgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of thl; re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recon~~nendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Returri On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 
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Admiral (W) Harrrld Gchrnan 
C o m m i s s i i  
Baw Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clrvk Strecl Suite 1500 
Arhgton, VA 22202 
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2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportwiity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. A i  a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane anti CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRA(: process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am grl~wing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment res~ulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.lpv) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form VS WC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahll:j~-en, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost mow than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of tk~e re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Retust~ On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



B U C  Commission 

08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
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Baht  licaligni~icnt 21iJ C ~ O ~ U J . ~  COIIIIII.;! hion 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportuliity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support thc work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRACl process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing I-ecommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resllting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac:lpv) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form 'YSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appeas that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgl-en, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of tbe re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recon-lmendation to re-align work fiom NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Returr On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



Commission 

8 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunit;~ to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent I3RAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing 1 o ensure that our Military operations remain - - - - -- 

as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations 1iT.t: Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Acti~i ty (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment result ng from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost da a that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any leturn on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Ed;;ewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the r8=-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return 011 Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

"Jery Respectfully, 
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08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehrnan 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commiss~~on 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation fiom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importarce of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective aid affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am grc~wing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making som~: of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/I,rac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALC? -99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.orq) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1 50M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from s(:-vice. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the costs involved in this re-alignment and 
the relatively short remaining service life o.'thc-eqnipm&. - - --- --_______ 

Very Respectfully, 
* 



7 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehrnan 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commissil~n 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehrnan: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent HRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing 
to ensure that our Military operations remaln as effective and affordable as possible. I 
also realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or 
close as part of the BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment result~ng fiom its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost dala that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.go\) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload from NS WC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommc-ndation to re-align work fiom NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return C)n Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

I am concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the selection criteria & 
making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria of the BRAC process 
seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to improve our efficiency 
while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war fighters. NSWC Crane is a 
joint activity providing products and services to all branches of the military. Another key 
criteria of the BRAC process centers on Militiuy Value. The Military Value scores for 
NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electro~~ics and Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) 
are higher than almost every other DOD activ~lty. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monrno'uth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
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According to the Technical Joint Cross S1:rvice Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC websitc@ceiv& ? 
(www.defenselink.milibrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monrnouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the , b y  since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Atiditionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving - - 

site for this workload. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brnc) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1 M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the A1,Q-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 20 10. I find jt hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from servnce. 

I urge you to reconsider the r e c o m m e ~ ~ o n h  re-align the ALQ-99 workf im 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

You will not find a more dedicated workforce anywhere that gets hardware into 
the hands of the warfighter as efficiently as the Military, Government and contractor team 
in Southern Indiana. Please consider not only leaving the current workload but also 
consider moving other work to this location. 

Very Respectfully, 

Proud Indiana Husband, Son, Father 
& NSWC Crane Civilian Electrical Engineer 
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Admid (Ret) H m M  Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and C h r e  Commissio~n 
252 1 South Clark Sheet, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

I would like to take this oppottunity to thank yw fw p ~ r  attention to the 
dekgition tiam krdiane during the m m t  BRAC Hearing in St. h i s .  As a cancemed 
taxpayer f support the work you we doing to ensure that our Military opmtions m a i n  
as effwtive and affordable ea possbb. I hrpe that the testimony helped yar d i z e  how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Cents (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunitim Activity (CAAA) are to ow Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Tenorism. 

I am growing increasingly wncenraj tkat tbe MID has not pmpw!y followed the 
selection criteria in making its wlignment mmmendations. One of tbe main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creatitm of jdnt centers of excellence in cxber to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to out war 
fightem. NSWC Crane G a joint activity prcrviding products and services to all branch 
of the military. hht key criteria of the HRAC process cerrtm on Military Vahre. 
The Military Value soores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Werfm (S, E and EW) are h i g h  than almost every othet DOD activity. 

One example of a i.ecommen&h that does not make sense is the ~e-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monnwth to Abadeen Proving Gmunds, 
According to the Tectrnical hint Cross Servioe Group Analysis aad R e c o m m ~ t i o ~ s  
document dated 19 May 2005, which is availhle on the DOD BRAC website 
(ww.defense1ink.-, NSWC C m e  bas muck higher Military Vahe sem!a therr 
both F a t  Manmouth and Abenieen Proving rpmnds. In addition, NSWC Crane atready 
has a c k w  working relationship with the A m y  since it i s  c o - h e d  with C A M .  If the 
BRAC criteria are followed pmpdy, this workload should be re-locrraed to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Prciving Grounds. Addkionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E d EW work being relocated fhm Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Pmvfng ckowis. The 
Fort Belvoit workW should be maligned t c ~  NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well (as hilgher Military Value scores, 

A n o h  example of a rtmmmddm that does not make sense is the E- 
alignment of S, E ad EW worlckxui from Space and Naval Warfive sites at Charleston 
Md San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC ttrane bas higher Military Value scows than 
Charkston, San Bego and M l g t e n  and shoulild have been designated as $re receiving 
site for Bis workload, 
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sites oqber than NSWC Ctaac by properly taking into ~cc:ount the joint eapabi 
NSWC Cme and CAAA as welt as the DODs own Military Value scoring analyeis. 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear commissioner Skinner, - 
.-.. ...,, uppununity to t n m t  to NSWC 

Lrane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing rccommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 

_ Specia1,FcrWarfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
saperror and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the conlmission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendatior, to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 



08 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and C 4AA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing rec;ommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (ymw.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommc:ndation to re-align work &om NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respecthlly, 



B U C  Commission 

22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our. Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am gro~~ring increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $1 50M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $15OM to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfblly, 



Admiral (Ret) H d  Qehman 
Commissb 
Base Realignment and Closure Convrrissicrn 
2521 Swrth CEBtk Srcet, Suite 600 
Astingtm, VA 22202 

I would l ikedo~et lr i so~porhm~totbaakyoutbry~ut~t iondb~ 
de4epkmfbmbtdiansiduriftgdreroomrtBMC~ginSt.M. thopethathe 
tcstimoay helped you realize tk impmame of Indiana Military inetoltarions, in 
purticular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to owa Natiab's I M h s e  snd the Cltobal War On 
Tenorim. Asaoonconred~yerIruppwttheworkyouatedoiagtoensum~ow 
Miticsvy opeations d n  as dfktive und afftkdsble sw plasibb. I also realize drrrt ycnt 
have a very diMarh job in dsidingt whicb dvit ies to re-align or c h  as part of the 
BRAC-. 

1 have been falking the f3WC ptrocess cloecty since the p m p d  c W t e  
alignment list was published and 1 am grrrw-ing increreiagly concerned that IKH) bas not 
followed sound judgerneat in d i n g  some of it's necommemddons. ihta avaitable on 
&he DOQ website (www.c;Ecfkrmlink.mi~#:~ Micmta drrt it is going &I ooot S150M to 
move the IS2 pecjple working on the A-99 depot fiorrr NSWC to NAS Whidbey 
Ism. T h a t e q v e k a ~ o f ~ I y S l M p e t p c t s o n ~ ~ m o v e .  Inadditha, 
infomdaa avaible ot the Federation of American Scientists website -.- 
seam $0 indicate that tke platform for tbe A.cQ.99, tbe EA4B Ptowkr, wilt be& b be 
dredfiomserviceintheyear2010. f ~ i t k a t d t o b c l i e v e ~ i t i s i n ~ b e s t i ~  
oftbeDODandthetaxpaymto~$l!U1Mbamove 152pcrop le~wat lcoaa  
sysmntbatis~toberemovedfioms~lriae. 

~ ~ ~ g ~ y o u t o r e c o ~ l d e r t h e ~ t o ~ t h e A C Q 9 9 ~ o r l r f i o m  
NSWC Cme by properly taking into the rnh involved in brk re-alignment and the 
relatively strort d n i n g  service life of the quipmi. 

~ ' & Z ' J  
S l l y  Am Kite 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knos Skillner 
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2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportun~ity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. AS a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing ~.ecommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurehe-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website ( w m o v )  I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate anly return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recom~nendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respect lly, 

bd + 
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22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehrnan 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehrnan, 

I would like to take this opportunity .o thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BIUC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. 1 hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Yaval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(ww.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Anr~y since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this wol-kload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Addit~onally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has . 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendatior~ that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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I urge you to reconsider the recomn~endation to re-align S, E and EW dhdeb~ed to 1 

sites other than NSWC Crane by properly t,~king into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 

Q- ;~-e" 



To: Commissioner James H. Bilbray 

&@C Commission 

JUL 13 2005 
&ceiv& I 

From: Ryan Barton 

Date: July 3,2005 

Subject: Portsmouth Naval Shipjrard 

Dear Sir, 

I am writing this letter to urge you to remove Portsmouth Naval 
Shipyard fiom the Base Closings List. 

I live in Florida, but have marly relatives in southern New Hampshire 
and southern Maine. My Uncle worked at PNS for many years before his 
disability made it impossible to continue to work. 

I attended a Portland Sea Dogs baseball game in Portland Maine on 
June 22 when 1 became aware of the urgent need for public support regarding 
this important issue. 

Many people depend on this vital military base as their source of 
income. Whether civilian, military, lor surrounding businesses that provide 
services to those that work there, the 'base NEEDS to stay open. 

I live in the Orlando area and saw the Navy base close. It became yet 
another project for developers to make money on. The little guys, like those 
that will lose their jobs if the base closes, won't benefit one cent fiom this 
closing. 

My information is noted below. I hope you decide on a favorable 
resolution to this matter. One that keeps PNS alive. 

676 NSR 4.1 5 
Osteen, F132764 
407-322-7323 



BRAC Commission 
521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

RE: Portsmouth Naval Shipyard 

Dear Members of the BRAC Commission: 

We write to you as family members, fn'ends, business owners and most 
importantly the employees of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. The Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard has been placed on the closure list. We are asking you to 
reconsider this decision to dose ow Navy Yard. 

The fads and statistics show that the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard has 
saved the Navy time and money by returning ships to the fleet ahead of time and 
under budget. For years the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard has repeatedly 
completed refueling and overhauls efficiently, economically and safely. Such 
fads are as follows: 

The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard charges $20 Million less for each 
Depot Modernization Period than the Corporate Average. 
The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard completes Depot Modernization 
Depot's 3 months faster than the Corporate Average. 
The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard charges $75 Million less for each 
Engineered Refueling Overhaul than the Corporate Average. 
The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard completes Engineered Refueling 
Overhaul's 6 months faster than the Corporate Average. 

The results of such efficiency by the hard working employees of the 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard cannot be ignored. 

We appreciate your time in reevaluating the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. 



Commission 

Admkrrt (Rd) Harold c3ehnan 
Commissbnrex 
Base Realignment and Closure CMwmiasbm 
2521 South Clark Strat, Suite 600 
Artiagton, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral aebmarr, 

twcrolldlilretotr3tetbis~~ytomaSkpufbryowa#entidPr&the 
dewftwnindioaadhg&~acentII)RACHearinginSr.We. AsaconclllRnad 
b~rqwyetfsupportdrewvrrky6umdoingtoo~wuletbatmrMil~~recnei# 
as eftbctivo and afbrdabb oe psibte. I hope that the W m o n y  helped you realize how 
important lndiorur Milky instaltatkms &e Mval  Surface Warbe  Center (NSWC) 
Crane amd Ctasle A m y  Ammumidan Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defienst: sMd 
the GTobaI Wer Qn T d s m .  

I am growing iiwfwwhgly coseascsd dras tbe DOD &as not pmpdy fdlowed r)re 
selectioa criteria in malcing ita rcatignrrrclrt -s. One of the mah crirwria 
ofthe BRACpocess seerortobetbecteatiiorrofjaht~ofexcellencein arbElbo 
impovc our AYiciency while mahbiaing tibe @ty of mice  provided to our war 
fighem NSWC Criu# is ajoint activity providing pmducts and services to all brsRctrerP 
of the miiitaty. Anotker key c rb rh  of the BRAC prams centers an Military Volurt. 
The Military Value mas for NSWC Crane in the area of SeRsors, Ekbctmics clrrd 
Eicctnonic Wm(S,EdEW)arehiwthotabnostevgyhDODdty. 

Ckresrompkofa~mendationr&adoesnatmrLesan%eistBe~tigament 
of A m y  S, E arrd EW work fiom Fort Mmmd to Atmiem Pm&g Grouwb. 
Accotding !o the Tcclaicai Joint C m  Scrnice Oroup Analysis and 
docuwt  bM 19 May 2005, which is avaiEable on the M)it) BRAC webdte 
(www.-, NSWC Cmm has much bi- MiHtrry Value s c a m  dran 
Wb Fort M m m d i  abd A m b n  M a g  CZnnnwls. In addidon, NSWC Creme M y  
has a dote working re-hip with the Allmy s i l l ~ e  is co-fcwatd witb CAM. lfisc 
8RAC c r i M  am hlfowal pmpdy, this w a i l k m d  shodd &e m b & d  to NSWC C m  
iastesd ofAb#.dcee Proving Gramis. W i b a I l y ,  tkfp some logic applies )o lhc Amy 
S, E amd EW work beiag sktcatd tfion Fat Belvoir to Ab&m Prnnring Qnnrarda Thc 
Fort F)ehroir workload drclutd be d i g n e d  Do NSWC Crane since NSWC Qam has 
existing joint S, E and EW tapability a we# as hi@ Military Vekre saores. 

A n a b r c = r c m m p t e o f e ~ m d s a t d o c s n c r t m & e ~ s e i ~ ~ ~  
alignment of S, E and EW wcrrLIood from Space and Naval Wd' sites at Cbarlcatcm 
d $an IXqp to NSWC DAtgpwr. NSWC Cram has higher Military Vohre awes than 
Charleston, San Dkp and Daklgmr and hndd haw been desigmtcd its the receiving 
si& f i  this &bad. 



@&lC Commission 

JUL 1 3  2805 
lwgeywto~oidertbecaoomnacadation&*al@S,E4MjEW~OZlt b , P a h  ocLa ibn NSWC C- by ptapwiy 1J4 ipto rmo~t  tbc joint.oprb&~~ 

MSWC Crane aad CAAA sa wel  as tke DUDS own Militrtty Vdue h g  d y s h .  

Very Rebpeetftlly, 

-J&d& 
Nickie Waync Kile 



&&AC Commission 

Adminal (Ra) H m l d  Gehmsn 
Commbknm 
b e  Realignment and Ckrwue Cammissicr 
2521 South Ckk  Street, Su* 600 
Atlington, VA 22202 

I wwU like to toke this sppor(uaity to thank p f a  your etfefttion to the 
cbdemfromIndhduritrgdrerocentmCH&gLSt.t6uis. ihapetbatthe 
testhwy helped you rcelize the impmtmm of Indiana Military imtslldom, ia 
paticuter NSWC Crane aad CMA,  to au NPtion'o Defimie snrt the Gbbd War O n  
Ternwitmi. A s ~ ~ ~ i ~ t b c w o r l r y a u a t e d o i n g t o e b s ~ t b o r o o r  
Military operations remain as d W v e  4 at%d&le as poesible. I abm realize rb4t yar 
have a v a y  difficult job in &Mhg whicb dvit ias to malign or cbse as part of rBe 
BRAC pmctxa 

1 have been following t&e BRAC procuw clohiety since the pmpmd cIow&n- 
atignment list was p u M ' i  d I am p w i n g  increasingly ccmemd that DOD baa not 
followed sound judgemeat in making some of it's nmm-. Da;tr availpblc on 
the DOD we- (www.de&rse)ink.miW) irdieatm that it ir ping to cost $1 SOM to 
move the 152 paoplc wor(cing an the A@* depat h m  NSWC Crane to NAS Widbey 
I s W .  Thet clquets a w t  ofnearly S1M pa petsort fbr the move. la ddidon, 
inhation avaitabk at the F a h t i m  of Amcricarr Scieatists w e b s i  
seem tu indicate that the phtfonn Ibr tbe AU)99, dw E A d S  Prowler, will begin & be 
d r e d f i r # n ~ i r z t h e y e a t 2 0 1 0 .  J ~ i t h s r d t o ~ t h a t i t i s i n t b e b e s t ~  
oftheDODand the taxpayers t o s p e n d S 1 5 ~  to move 152 peootedoi~~ warLma 
system that is obout to be removed &om service. 

f uw yaa to recoasidar tbe rc#lmrnmk!bn to raah'gn the ALQ-99 w& fimn 
NSWC Craw by p p a l y  taking into the caste iavotved in thie nealignme~t arrd the 
dativcly short sbortnemalniqj mice life oftbe 

NicLie Wayne Kik 1 '  



Admiral (W) Hat.old Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Redigmeat and Closure Commission 
2521 Soutb C W  Stred Suite 60 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admid Gehman: 

1 would Yke to take this opportunity b drank you for yow attention b dre 
delegation fiom Indiana during the went HRAC Hearing in St. Louis, I hqse 4et the 
testimony helped you realize the knportanw of Indiana Military instslhtions, irr 
psrtrculat NSWC Cmw and CAAA, to our Netion's Defense and tbe O W 1  War 013 
T m h n  As a cmcmd taxpayer I support the work you are doing to mmn k t  our 
Military operatione remain as effective and afbdable as possible. 1 aiso realize thet you 
have 8 vay d i h h j o b  irr deciding which rrcrivities to w-align or close as part of the 
BRAcpmcesa. 

1 have been fotlowing the BRAC prrws c k l y  since the propMled c W r e -  
alignment list was published and f am growing increasingly concerned that DOD haJ nut 
followed sound judgement in making some lof it's ~ecommendations. b t a  available on 
the DOD w h i t e  jwww.detimselink.miVbm) indicates that it is going to caeft $ISOM to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-!I9 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
IsW. That equals 8 mt of nearly $iM per penron fot the move. In addition, 
i n f m t i o n  available at bre Fedemion of Anneticsn Scientists website (m 
seems to iadicate that the plprfonn for the ALQ99, the EA-68 Ptuwvler, will begin to be 
d t c d  from service in the year 2010. I find it had to believe titat St is in tk bat  interest 
of the DOD awl the taxpayers to spend $ISOM to move 152 people doing work cm a 
system that is &out to be ~ o v 0 d  fiwn smrioe. 

1 utge you to recwaider the recommrndatian to re-align the Am-99 work &om 
NSWC Cane by properly Wing into the costs involved in tbis *alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the lquipnent. 

Very Respectfully, 



BMC Commission 

22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent I3RAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activaty (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing rec:ommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears thiit, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgreti, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recomm~endation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



B h C  Commission 

8 July 2005 

~ ( R c t ) H a r o k f ~  

Base R e e t i m  aarl Clowrre Commimiomr 
252 t !Sou& CMc Street, Suitc 600 
M-, VA 222412 

Iwould l i t t e t o c e l r e t h i a ~ i t y  todrankyouforyaurattmtiontotbe 
ctctegationtlmn~duringthemcentSRACHesringinSt. Louis. Asacxnrcerlrcd 
twl#ycr I supgorr the work you are doing to enam that our Militwy ogcratians llemrin 
asefbtiverPrrQ~kagpassibk. Ihcpethattheteutimony~tpedyourealizekow 
imp?ant Indbror Military installatias WC: Naval Surfhcc Warfote Center (NSWC) 
Crane rrd Crane A m y  Ammunition Activity (CAAA) arc to our Nation's Mknse end 
theakrbot warm Temxism. 

1 have Becn following the BRAC prcxxss c k f y  s k  the pmpmd c-rc- 
alignment list was publish& and 1 mn m i n g  inerasingly canceraed dclt DOD has not 
Olopetty bllowed the law in devehing reromm-e. The DOD is required b Qke 

wwunt bre return on iitvrntment resulting fiosn its c ~ ~ l i ~ ~ t  
mommendatha fn neviewing the cost data that is available on tbe E-Librsry at the 
BRAC Commission webite (www.brac.pv) I have come to rhe cacslsion that m~ving 
Chomil and Biological w & W  from NSWC Cterre to Edgewood in Mstyisnd Boes 
mt m d t  in any cost avinge. It uppus &bat, of the fout sites being re-atilgned to 
Edgcwood (NSWC Cme, NSWC DahtgP.err, Falls Church and Fort Bchoir), only the 
Fdls Chwh and Fort Belvoir gmemtc any on investmat. 'Ihe NSWC Craae and 
NSWC Lkblgrm nealigaments cost m o ~   ha^ they save. fn fict it appears brat, wben 
added @g&u, tbe foot mafignmenb to Edgwwd result in a ne4 lass m t b  than net 
mving. in other w d  the only way this scmwrh will save awwrcy is if tbe NSWC 
Crsac rvsd NSWC Dshtgm partioss of &be ~reatigarncmta are eiirninoted! 

I urge yotr bo recol)si8er tbe reawn- to re-align work from NSWC C m e  
by property tnOting into actaunt the Rcaub (kr lnvestmcnt ttquimfnenb of W C  faw. 



Commission 

Admid (I&.) !&mold Gchmett 
CoAImisdiotler 
Balae ~ i ~ t  and GCosure Cummisdrm I 

2521 Sot&Claalr Sbreet, Suke600 
VA 22202 

1would l iketotsLeth isOQp#hm~b0~kyoufor )~our~ootbe 
~ o r r f m n l n d i a n a ~ # $ r e r e c e n t ~ ~ ~ i n S t . L o u i s .  Asacarrconred 
~yler~PUI)POtt~wOtlLyy~ua~dOMga~ensunetlrstoutMititatyoparabiotroremajn 
ge effdve mi affordsble ae possible. I hape M tht &timony hew you t c o h  bow 
iqmhnt hrdtiana Military instalhfions like Naval Surfbce Warhe Center (NWC)  
Craae Cram Amy Ammunition Activity JCAAA) are to our Wm'u E)ebac and 
the Global War On Temwism. 

~gmgrtvwirrgincreasingly~(hot~DODhasaotpropertyfolbwdtbe 
eekctb uiterbin making its dignmenlt t t s m m s .  One of dre moiacriB#ria 
of tbe fW4C pmcas aieca#r ta be the m a t h  of Joiot centas of e x d k m  in order to 
improve our efficiency uhik maintaining the quality of m i c e  p v W  & au war 
fig&- NSWC Crane is abint activity providing products and services to dl branches 
of the military. Another key &&ria of the BRAC pmms centers on Military Vaiue. 
7be Military Vsfue saws k# NSWC Craru: in the wea of Sensors, EIccb~nics and 
Ebctronic W d m  (S, E and EW) m kimx tksr almost every otha DOD activity. 

Ow empk of a tasx#nmendrtiopr that does eot make sense is the d g m e n t  
of A n y  S, E and EW wotk tinm Fort Momouth to A b d e m  Proving Otowds. 
Aocotdingl to the T e c W  Joint Crosa Senrice Grcoup Analysis a d  -s 
hammt d a d  19 hby U)(M, wbich is available orr the DOD BRAC website 
-, NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value droe 
both Fort Mmmth 4 Abendecn Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Cnme alrwdy 
b a cbse waking mWiom&ip with the Amy since it is co-located with CAAA. If  the 
BRAC ui* ase followed propetty, this wlwl)oad s h k l  be mbcstsd to NSWC Close 
iasteadof AkMmhXn Proviag Onnmds. Addm11y, rsb some bgk a p p b  to tbe A m y  
S,EaadEWworirtreiagnclocatedfi.rrarFortBchroitto-PtwigqGnn#rd& The 
Fort Behoir worlckd should be dm b NSWC Ctarre siace NSWC Crane bus 
exinting joist S, E and EW qability as wdYl ;as biapker Mititwy Vaiue sons. 

A n o d t e r ~ k o f a ~ m c t d a t i o a d r a t h a o t & e m m i s t h e m  
atilpIIlneataf 9, E and EW w d t o a d  8om Space and Navd Warfhre sites at ChPrleston 
and San to NSWC Dah-. NSWC Craw has hi* Military Value ecores thm 
CharlcrrtorqSen~andmlgrarend%rculdkavehdcai~aedasb~ving 
site for tbis umktoab. 



BBAC Commission ' I  
bceivedl t 

Ilgpua~~idcrheraoomlmadotion@mi~S.E.sadEW~~ra ' 
sitm athrr aka NSWC Crrae by pbperly taking into recount the joint cagaMPty of 
NSWC Crane oad CAAA as well as the DW)s own Mititary V a b  scwin# stlalysh. 



Pk4C Commission 

JUh 1 3  2005 
Received I 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BNWC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of lndiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growii~ig increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/bra(~) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-9'1) depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1 M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of Arnerican Scientists website (muw.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1 50M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short rttlnaining service life of the r q a i p m 6 .  

'Very Respectfully, 

Q-w 
IDarren Julian d 



08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations 11ke Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerr~ed that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of thz BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recornrnendatiorl that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Cran~: h2s much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Provirig Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this .workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recornmendat ion that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSW(I Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and sllould have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the recornmendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 



BU@ Commission 

JUL 1 3  20% 

08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. T hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.rniYbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



B U C  Commission 

p a p  1 
I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and E wor oad to 

' 

sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 



& M C  Commission 

08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendat ions. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.rnil/brac), NS WC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds: The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully; 



08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the.Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Re pectfully, 

d/v& 
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08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective a n d - 1 1  yohonethat rehelnerl bw- - 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located io NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to,re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing t-urs that o w  Military o-in 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Ar~ny since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, thls same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-ali 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into accoun 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military 

Very Respectfully, 



08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible,I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Djego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully 
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08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. ' The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EYikWWad to ! 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 
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22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations Kke -L C -3 - - - 

Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NS WC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the r-mendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NS WC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respecthlly, 

L w w  



Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monrnouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 
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Commissioner 
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1 am growing increasingly amcaned diat the DOD bas not properly foUowert the 
selection criteria in making its rsalignmmt recornmetrdstions. €hie ofthe mPin criteria 
of the 8RAC prrrcess seems to be the creation of joint waters of exceltence in order to 
improve our effkierrcy while maintaining the quality of sletvicx: provided to ow war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key crriteria of the BRAC p c m s  cartas on Military Value. 
The Military Vahw scoteg for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
E k ! m i c  Warfare (S, E and EW) are hi* thet a h a t  every other DOD activity. 
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Aooording to the Technical Joint Cross Setvice Grcnrp Analysis and Ikeo-tions 
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(ww.&fenseIink.mil/bfac~ NSWC Cta)re has mucb higher Military Vahae ecmes than 
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has a c k  working etationship wiQh the Amy since it is co-tocated with C A M .  lf the 
BRAC criteria are fbllowed properly, tkis workload should be rdwated to NSWC Craw 
instead of Abetdear Proving Chmds. A d d ' i t y ,  this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E atd EW work being mkmted fiom Fort Belvoir to Abedem Proving Chuuk The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Cnure has 
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Charleston, San Diqp and eahtgrcn and shouM have been designated as the receiving 
site for this worklaad. 
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08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher than almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.rnil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 
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Commissioner 
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Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.rniVbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 
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NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 

Debbie Parsons 
Code 4086 
NSWC Crane 
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i wauld liketotPiEethit~oplrorbaity tothank youforyowat6etratjontali~ 
ddqption fiwn lndisna during the tete~t  8R9C HeariRg in St. Louis. Aa a aosccnred 
W y e c  I aupgort rhe work you are doing 80 emarc drat ~ u r  M i l i  qwmtiona remain 
as effective and & d l e  ae possible. 1 hope tkat teshcmy heW w mtize haw 
i m p m t  fnctiana M i l i i  imrattations like Naval Surfise W& Cmm WSWC) 
r13tsne a d  Cme Anny Atnmudh Activity (CAM) we So ow Natioavs Ik$bnse snd 
the Global Wur On T e .  

I am gcaurmg bmasbgly cmmmd &at the DOD has not ptq)ealy foUowd the 
selection c r k i a  in d i n g  its r&aIipamt t v a x m s m s .  One of thc main criteria 
of bbe BIltAC qrocess seems b be tQe creptioa ofjoint cenbers ot'exccllence in ardcr 
hpmve autdlRciency while maintabtins tlsc quality of mice p ~ ~ v i d t d  to wt war 
fightem NSWC Crane is a joint rctivity providing products and services to ell tmusches 
of the rnititwy. Another key of tQc BRAC p m a s  centers on Military Vstue. 
The Military Value mms fw NSWC Craae in the area of Sensors, Ekxtronks aab 
Electmic Warfare (53, E and EW) are bigher that stmast every 0th DQD activity. 

Wcrsslpleofa-UQerrosmalre~lcnseistheMgamc~rt 
ofAnny~EdEWworl;rfrwnFort~drboAberdoenhving~lsds. 
Awudimg to the TbCCIaicaI Joint Cross Wke Gmup Analysis and R-s 
document dated 19 May 2005, whicb is availpble on the DO0 BRAC website 

-, NSWC Crane has much hi- Military Vakre scams durs 
bath Fmt Monmouth and Abeden Prrrving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Cmc ahrsady 
has a close wortring tetatbwbip with the Anny o h  it is ~~~ with C A M .  if the 
BRAC cri& ate fbfiowed pmpdy, this worLiold shwU be re-bated to NSWC Ctaac 
icrsltead of Aberrieen Pnoviag Grounds. AclditioneSty, this same logic applim to the Anny 
S,E&EWwarCbciag~tedfiomFortBekroutoAbetdeenR.oviftgOlounds. The 
Fort Ekhroir workload should be m-aliped to NSWC Crane s h  NSWC Cnane has 
existing johi !3, E and EW Caplabit@ as well as trigha M i S i  Value scores. 

~ e x a m p l e o f a t a c o m n e n d a t i o r r ~ d o e r a ~ m a k e e e n s e i s ~ ~  
alignment of 6, E ond EW worlrhd FEom Space sad Naval W a d w  sites at Chrbtm 
aed Soa Ditgp oo NSWC Dorhlgm. NSWC CZarre bss higher Military Value t&n 
Ckarleston, San Diego and Dahtgren and should have been designated w the d v i a g  
sib  for this workload. 



B&C Commission 

i upr you to mcmsider cbe rroornrnendation to *align S. E and E#L*- 
sites o&er $ran NSWC Crane by property taking into account the joint capjrbility of 
NSWC C m  srnd CAAA as welt as the DODs own Military Vahie scoring ! 



The Ekmmble Samuel Knox Skmw 
BRACCosnmiesidner 
Base Realignment and Ctosun! Commieeioa 
2521 SoothCterlr Sbr(oe0, Suiec600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

B h @  Commission 

JUL f 3 2005 
WRceived 1 

i wclutd tike to t a k  this oppo&tnity to thaak you for y ~ l r  m a t  visit to NSWC 
Crane,CAAAdSoudrernImha A s a ~ ~ y e r f a R q r p o r t t h e w a & y u u w e  
d o i n g t o c r s u n e d r s t w M i l i t s l r y ~ e ~ u & ~ o n d ~ k m  
possible. t teal& that you iwve a very dilftcu(t job in d d h g  which rctivitics to re- 
a l i ~ o r c l o s e s e p o s t o f t h e B M C ~ .  Ibapodsetycwvirrithelpdyoutorealize 
what impllortant twtets NSWC Cranc a d  CAAA arre & ow Natitm'o Def;ensr: and the 
G W  War On Tenwism. 

I have been Wowing the BRAC prooms cbeely sbrce the p q m d  o W m -  
digmnmt list was publW and I am v i n g  M n g l y  concad  thrd pOD has not 
proOaly fMowed dre lenv in deve@in$ mmmmdntiom. 00D Is required to give 
priority caidaatim to instaWbns durt havc a A ~ @ B  m i b y  value ranking. b t a  
a v a i W  on tbe DOD web& (muw.da~cnettjak.mi~brrrc)..mi leade me to ccmckule dmt 
NSWC Csrtae's militmy vaate rating was not taken into aco#tnt Isrogarty, whkb is 
viototior, of BRAC Isw. Specifically, NSWC Crarre has o w  of the higbeot m i b y  value 
ratiag~ of all activities performing Ekchmic W& warb, iscMin8 e bi$m ratitrg 
tbePNASWtridtrcyIslendaddyctitismdgtatEmkWarf~lr~wc#lrbed 
reteeEd to repair of t)re ALQ-99 be maligaed fhm M W C  Craw b NAS 
Whidbeyislaad. 

Tbc DOD is s%o rog~rbcd to take intoaccount tlae retm on investment 
f i b m i t s c ~ l r s s t i g p m h t ~ .  Irrmiewhgtkecootdatadratis 
available on tb E;-Librsry d the BRAC Conrmisarkm webshe (www.h@v)  I h e  
oorne&checoncfusionthsttkr,movingtkA@99E~icWarfiPreworDrkwdQ 
N A S W h ~ t s U W s o r t e r ~ u B i n a n y ~ a a v i s g e .  f tcrpposastbta l tof the~ 
Llhis~~~bydi@~worirwirb%WidbeyWaadandtmrviag 
W& f?Wll N6;rth b&d& CA b Whidbey Islend. C # k #  d rh& SC- WVG! 
DOD even mum mowy if drc NSWC Cnwre portion is etbnibstadf 

t~ycmt~raconsiderdrcrar#mmclrbrtiantadpworkflrr#nNSWCCratre 
by proOaty taking into account the MiMary V I M  and Rctum Og lavarrtrneat 
rcquhmmb of BRAC law. 

sadly Ann Kik 
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The I i M  Samuct Knox Skmner 
BRAC Cc#uliussroner . . 
B m e R e s r l ~ ~ ~ e C o m r n i e e i o a  
2521 soulbClerlcStreet,SukM)O 
ArbgrQn, VA 22202 

iwould l i k e t o ~ ~ r B i s o ~ ~ b f f t ~ r i r y 1 0 t b e n k y o u ~ y o t r t ~ v i e i t ( ~ N S W C  
Cme,CAAAendSauthemtndiana AseoonceraedtaqmycrIavppartdrewotlryaaam 
~tocastlreWourMPitrrydpsratioss~as@dveddWkas 
possiMe. 1 realize &at you h e  0 very di f fh l t  job in decidigg whick sctivitk to re- 
sllgnmcbeeasputoftbe5MCprocarrs. IQopetlrot~trisitbelpedyoutoreaHze 
w ~ b n p M t a a t ~ N S W C ~ o n d C A A A a r r e b o w N o t i a n ' s ~ d t b c  
G W  War- Temdsm. 

I have been fot&win# the BRAC procews cbaely sigce cbe pmOoeed cbsurc/m 
a t i ~ t i i s t w a a ~ s h e d m d I o m ~ i t r g ~ g l y ~ t k a t D O D b R o t  
ptogcrly btknwd the low in develap'ig ~SMMMWMB. DOD is ~eguirad to give 
prknitY eandmtion to hatalm thd bavc a big4 milidcrry velue mking. DeEI 
available m tiie DOD wcbsite ( w w w . & s . m i W )  kuds me to conch& d~ 
NSWC Cnnc's m i l k y  value razing was a& W m  into aocouat trroperiy, which b 
ViOWm of BRAC law. Spaciticaliy, NSWC Crarre bas oat of the bighest military valw: 
cat&ggs of all activilies perfomring ElecbKMic W w f k  work, incbding a higher rating 
daoa NAS Whidbey I s W  d y d  it is recorn- tsat EWmaic W h  wohrlaad 

f~ repdc of the At@-99 systRnr be rePlligned from NSWC Cfane to NAS 
WbidbEy Is-. 

7 b e m i e a b r a g u i r a d ~ t a L e i n Q o m t l w m a a i n v - W s g  
f f o m b c t o s u n e / r P a h g s m w .  brcviewbgthecoet&!atbaSb 
svoihble as &Library at the BRAC C d n a W i  website (www.brac.gov) 1 k c  
come to t h e m m u  chat tt# moving the A m 9 9  EWrcdc Warfllce worklaad b 
NASWBidbeybkmddoesrrotmLh~11yOQ8fm~ lt~thOfdIoftSwsavinp 
in this socnarioam generstal by reatigniag work w a i s  Wbhtby btand and m h a g  
worirfiwnNordrhpfand,CAbWhi&yIrdaad. I n ~ w o t d s t b i s ~ w i H m v e  
000 even mom money if the NSWC Ctage portbs is etinrhtd! 

1 ~ y o u t a ~ t l r e ~ t o r P o l i g n w o r L f i o l r r N S W C C r a n e  
by prgreriy Mcing in@ ;accaur# the Mititmy Vdw aad Wtum (hr trim- 
nquirearcnta of BRAC law, 



BMC Commission 

Admiral (W) #Wold Gclnnan 
Coaunissiorrer 
Else Reaiigmcat and Ciasure Conunfosioa 
232 f Soutk CIatlr NmCt, Suite 600 
M g t m ,  VA 22202 

lwoubl&etoEelreClris~~abtksairyatfwyotu~tiontt,tht 
de'k%aaian~ltld~~gtkcrecerrtBRAd:HeaibnghSt,touis. Ibpe$rdthe 
W m ~ y  helped you rrraiizc tha imgmtam of Indiana Miti- iastdhtims, in 
porticuiar NSWC Cfaae and CAAA, to our N&OR'S b&mw and tbe Gbbal War On 
T h .  A s a ~ ~ y w I s u p p o r t g # w o r j r y o u a r e Q i n g t o o s s u r e t J I s t o u r  
Militery qmcrtiorrs m a i n  a effdve 8Mt dkdablc as podtie. 1 u&o m k  &at you 
havta vcry diflRcult job in decidiag which rrctivitlcs to malign w chic ae part of the 
BMC pmms. 

I bsle bees fdlolwhg tbe 8 U C  pr~lceoo cbccly since the propr#ed C-CBL 
s H ~ l l s t w a s ~ W a n d I e n ~ g ~ & ~ d t a t D O D h a s n d  
tbHawed aound judgement in making samc of it's miummmendalians. Dab avdlabb as 
the DOD webcite ( w w w . W k . m i k )  indicates that it is  p i n g  to ~ o s t  $fWM to 
nwwethe 152pcapkworkhgobthcA~~~fmmNSWCCm~toNAS Whidlsey 
lsbiad. Thrdqudsscustcrfneotty SfMperpetrsonforthemtwe. Inaddidorr, 
in-m available at eke F c d m t b  of Americas Scientists website &ptv.- 
eeenis to Mica@ thrrs tbe piatfbnn Rw the Am-, the EA4B Prowler, will lxght to be 
s&mdfFomsetviceintheymr;tQlO. IWithsFdbbebehaitisiahbestiaocrest 
ot tkDODd~gutpsyers ;bo~S1SQMtormwe I52ppkdoingworLoaa 
~ystemdratisobart60be~6m0vedfiomoffviae. 

t ~ y o u t r , ~ t A a - l l r e n d s t i o n s o r c - a ) i p l e A W ~  wavk ffosn 
NSWC Craw by properly taking into rhE mbs i n v o w  in this 1(~0l igmat  md tlrc 
m h t h l y  s)lott ramking -ice Iifk of the equ@neut. 



BBAC Commission 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehrnan 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehrnan: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, Lo our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 201 0. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1 50M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfully, 
L waam 
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Admiral (Itct) Hamu Oekmas 
Commigsioner 
~ R 4 a l i g n m e n t ~ ~ ~ ~  
2521 Soudrebsrts %wt,Suite600 
Arlington, VA -2 

Iwouid~totake~oOporhmitytothwrkyoufoayour~t iOa&bte 
delcgationffomiadistrodwiagUerectbtBRACH&ginSt.W 1%acmcemd 
~ y c r ? s u p p w t t h e w d y a u a r e d o i n l $ t a e n e u r t W o u t M i l i t e t y ~ s ~  
aseflfi;ectiverrrda~baspossiib. i ~ t h a ! U t e ~ y h e ~ y o u r a b b o w  
hpoftm4 f&ma M i w  MUaW like Naval ! M b e  Watfiuc Center JNSWC) 
Cram and Crane! Amy Ammunisiorr Activity (CAAA) ste to out Nation's eetiebsc asrd 
theGbbol W a r m  Tarwism. 

I haw been fbltowtng dre BRAC ptoceosr ctosely since the QgMsad c W m  
a l i l p u r r e ~ t U w a s ~ d I a s n ~ i n g ~ c o n c c a r r o d W D O O b a o t  
~ ~ ~ b w e d r b e t s w b r c b e v e b p i s g ~ .  TbeIX3Dkrr#iuMkt&e 
i r d o a c c a m t d r t ~ o n i a ~ ~ h n i f r c ~ d i ~ t  
mracacl;srioaa lirrrvicwingthecosthdrdisrvsiWkoatbtE-wrrtb 
BRAC Commissiorr wEbsik (www.brsc.p) I bavc oome to rhc conchidm that moviag 
CbnkaI and Biobgical worirbad 6xm NSWCCtaneta Edgewood ia MoryDasddoee 
~mkmrayooetmviap. t t ~ c Q a t , o f r h e f o u r s ~ b e b q ~ d g n c d t o  
Edgewood (NSWC Cnme, NSWC DabIgren, FdL C h d  and Fat Betvoir), oaly tke 
Q a U e C Q w c r c h d F a t B e t v o i r ~ m y ~ o r i a v ~  7bcNSWCChmsrd 
N S W C E ) e b ! p ~ d ~ c o e t m t h r a ~ s r v e .  Infirctitappesnsdaar,wk 
a d l i t c t m , t h t h m t i s p M s e a t s t o E d w m k i n a n c t h n t k e r t b e a b e t  
mvinga la dm words the only way tbk saaarrio wiH save mmey b if &E NSWC 
CtaneondNSWChthlpapcKIioasof*~li~erte~ 
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7 19 Grandma Brown ived I 

Mitchell, ~ndian'a 47446 
July 7,2005 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioners, 

I work at Naval Support Activity (NSA), Crane Indiana for the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane 
Division in the Ordnance Department. I am an Information Technology (IT) Specialist. My husband also 
works on the center in the Microwave Department as an Electronics Engineer. My job is listed as 
potentially affected; his is not. 

While working at Crane I have been involved in the IT side of logistics for the lifecycle support of test 
and measurement equipment for Trident submarines. I developed and maintained a system for Non- 
Combat Expenditure Allocation (NCEA) tracking for the NAVSEA major claimant. I also tracked 
requirements and usage of NCEA for the 2T conventional ammunition program office. I developed 
Program Objective Memorandum (POM) requirements for conventional ammunition and related budget 
submissions. I have worked on projects to model and simulate weapon system effectiveness; design high 
performance magazines; and model the radiation hardened circuit design project. I have worked on 
models for life cycle costs of a weapon system and the cost of engineering support for ammunition in 
production. I maintain the Receipt, Segregation, Storage, and Issue (RSS&I) system for the tracking of 
Navy ammunition at the piers; tons moved, hours worked, and associated costs. I have a bachelor of 
science in computer science; hold a security clearance and I am defense acquisition workforce 
improvement act (DAWIA) certified. 

My husband has worked with Electronic Counter Measure Pods for every type of aircraft from F16's to 
B52's. He develops test programs and equipment for the repair and maintenance of oscillators, couplers, 
filters, and RF switches. His group has been active in rapid improvements events (ME'S) that provide 
increased efficiencies and reduced the quarterly repair rate. They have developed metrics to analyze 
processes and cut out waste. He worked with Standard Electronic Module (SEM) programs in support of 
the Trident I and Trident I1 missile systems and the Phalanx Close-In Weapons System. Previously he 
helped support Norfolk Virginia, San Diego, and Pearl Harbor through a module screening and repair 
activity (MSRA). My husband has a bachelor of science in physics and one in electrical engineering. He 
also holds a security clearance and is DAWIA certified. 

We are only two of many professionals at Crane. 

I agree that doing the best thing for the Department of Defense and Department of the Navy is priority 
one. If a change will actually help get material to the warfighter in a less expensive manner while 
retaining quality I am all for it. Crane has been a cost effective part of Navy support for decades. We do 
so many things. Combined we have the expertise to 'make it happen' on projects that would not be done 
well by people who know only one area of electronics, microwave, logistics, ordnance, and chemistry. 
Crane has the capability to call on several areas of expertise at once. I often hear that co-workers are 
receiving patents on ordnance devices. There has been a concentrated effort at Crane to keep our hourly 
rate down. As long as we provided a quality product we had thought the additional cost of doing business 
elsewhere would keep the work at Crane. Having worked with government cost estimates and cost 
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projections for years my experience is that if the cost advantage projected is small it will&&&& never I 

pan out. 

We hear realignment of work and realignment of function. What I don't hear is how the government will 
take care of the affected workforce during the reorganization. Talk of having to make choices about 
moving if it is a realignment of function or being out of work is disturbing. With large companies that 
have two professionals working for them there is an attempt made to keep them in the same 
division/location. Also if it is necessary to relocate one of the employees there is a personnel team that 
works to help the family relocate, find and sell homes, locate work for spouses, even job offers for 
spouses. I hear nothing on this subject. My friends outside the government have been assisted whenever 
their companies requested or required that they move. 

What I perceive as a potential situation here is that the government could lose many professional 
employees. If a family is going to have to move anyway for their job(s), why not move outside the 
government allowing for many more location choices? Why not move to a company that will help with 
the expense of moving? People will be looking at change that they might never have instigated on their 
own. This could be a great loss to the government of a trained, experienced workforce. In previous years 
the workforce was primarily under the old retirement system. The new system is much more portable to 
private industry reducing the hold the government has on an employee. 

We were told if we were not willing to move with our jobs that we aren't patriotic. I say we are some of 
the most patriotic people around. Many of the people here are ex-military, reservists, or have family in 
the service. These are very family oriented people and our country is built on families. What do we fight 
for if not our families, our faith, and our freedoms? 

I could go on and on about how much we like where we are. We have a home on a 74-acre farm with 20 
acres of trees and 20 acres of crops. We bought the farm to give our children a place to explore as they 
grow. We are comfortable with our current situation. That is probably true for most people. We are 
active in our church, school, and other community organizations. 

I know you have a difficult job. You cannot keep all the people happy. All I ask is that you truly take a 
look at the capabilities of activities and work year rates instead of the politics (within Navy, DoD, and 
Congress). I wish you well. 

Sincerely- 

Robert J. Zile 

Copy to: 
R. Lugar, U. S. Sen. 
E. Bayh, U. S. Sen. 
S. Buyer, U. S. Rep. 
B. Skillman, Lt. Gov. 
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08 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give 
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data 
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) leads me to conclude that 
NSWC Crane's military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is 
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value 
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating 
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload 
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS 
Whidbey Island. 

The DOD is also required to take into account the return on investment resulting 
from its closurelre-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is 
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have 
come to the conclusion that the moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to 
NAS Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings 
in this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving 
work from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save 
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment 
requirements of BRAC law. 

Respectfully, - 
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22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effetive and aff&le as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you reollizc how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfhre Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed c b u d r e -  
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closdre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload fiom NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work fiom NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfblly, 
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Of3 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Cisvk Stmet, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, C A M  aid Southem Indiana As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ens= that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize drat you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re 
align or close as part of the BRAC pmcess. I hope that your visii helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurek- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing r e o o m ~ o n s .  The DOD is requited to take 
into account the return on investment resulting fiom its closurelrealignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for s~ecialized weapons for our 
Special Fmes Wartighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and ffirdable for these outstanding soklks. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was bmght  to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now spUt the support to special tbces to d i f f m t  locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
repbce. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 



08 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation fiom Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helpedypu - -- realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NS WC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC process centers on Military Value. 
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) are higher that almost every other DOD activity. 

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.mil/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than 
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already 
has a close working relationship with the Army since it is cn-located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army 
S, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re- 
alignment of S, E and EW workload fiom Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the receiving 
site for this workload. 



I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW workload to 
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of 
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respectfully, 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $ lM per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfully, 
a 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.nov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.~ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully; 

LMS, Code 805H 
NSWC Crane 



08 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.g;ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully; 

LMS. Code 805H 
NSWC Crane 
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22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defense1ink.miVbrac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (wwu~.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respecthlly, 



&&I@ Commission 

08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

V y Respec lly, 

J!k2iarit- 
kode 805H 
NSWC Crane 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Code 4086 
NSWC Crane 
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22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurehe- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.millbrac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $ l M  per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfully, 
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08 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.aov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NS WC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectuly, 

Debbie Parsons 
Code 4086 
NSWC Crane 



08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective'and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a vex y difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurehe- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.~ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 

Ty&- 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 
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08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give 
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data 
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) leads me to conclude that 
NSWC Crane's military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is 
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value 
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating 
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload 
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS 
Whidbey Island. 

The DOD is also required to take into account the return on investment resulting 
fiom its closurelre-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is 
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have 
come to the conclusion that the moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to 
NAS Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings 
in this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving 
work fiom North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save 
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment 
requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 

f .  
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give 
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data 
available on the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) leads me to conclude that 
NSWC Crane's military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is 
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value 
ratings of all activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating 
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is recommended that Electronic Warfare workload 
related to repair of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned fi-om NSWC Crane to NAS 
Whidbey Island. 

The DOD is also required to take into account the return on investment resulting 
from its closurelre-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is 
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have 
come to the conclusion that the mo\~ing the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to 
NAS Whidbey Island does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings 
in this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving 
work from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save 
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment 
requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



B($C Commission 

22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clatk Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admid Gehman, 

I would like to take this qqmrbnity to thank you for your atteation to the 
delegation tiom lndiano during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope drat the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military insbtlations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and dre Global War On 
Temwism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you itk doing to ensure that our 
Military operations m a i n  as effective and affbdable as possibk. I also realize that you 
hove a very difficult job in deciding whicb activities to reali* b close as paat of the 
BRAC process. 

1 have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgment in making some of it's recommendations. Data avaitable on 
the DOD website (www.ddenselink.miVbta~) indicates tbat it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot fiom NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1 M per person fbr the move. In addition, 
inkmation available at the Federation of American Scientists website 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-GB Prowk, will begin b be 
retired fiom service in the year 2010. 1 find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend S l5OM to move 1 52 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed fiom service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation Q re-align the ALQ-99 work tiwn 
NSWC Crane by propcrly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
telatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 



&&lC Commission 

08 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picattinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation tore-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfblly, 
1 



B U C  Commission 

22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.millbrac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $lM per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.orn) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfully, 

ks!rv-, 
LMS, Code 805H 
NSWC Crane 



&k4C Commission 

22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $ lM per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfully, 

J& &- 
Debbie Parsons 
Code 4086 
NSWC Crane 
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tS3 July 2005 Received I 

Admital (kt.) Harold Gebmsn 
Comnissbm 
Base Realignment and ~baue  omm mission 
2521SouthCIaritStreet,Suite600 , 

Artin*, VA 22202 

I w d  like to take this oppars#rity to draak you for your atte~tion to the 
dekgutbn fmn Indiana during the mxmt BRAC W g  ia St. his. # hope that tfie 
testimony helped you realize the importance of ladiana Military installations, in 
patticub NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's ~~ aad the O W  War On 
Tern#ism. A a a ~ ~ y e r I w p , p o r c t b c w o r l r y o u ~ u e d o i n g t o ~ t e ~ o u r  
Military operations rtlmaiR as e fk t ive  and affoJdable as poesibk. S also rerrlke that you 
have a very dificutt job in deciding whiih uctivities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAG pracess. 

I bavc been following (tre 812AC pmess c b l y  since the pmposed cbwdre- 
alignment list wm published and I am growing increasingly can& that DOD has not 
fbliowed sound judgment in maki~g some of it's rcccnnmendations. Data available on 
the D01) website (www.de~1ink.rniVbro~) indicates that it is going to cdst St5OM to 
move the 152 people working on the Am-99 depot firnn NSWC Crane b NAS Whidbey 
bland. That qwts a cost of nearly $1 M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of Amekm Scientists website (www.EdS.o@ 
seems 80 indicate that the platform fbr tbe AW99,  the EA-6B Prowler, win begiAl bo be 
ie t id  f)om sewice in the year 2010. 1 find it hstd to believe that it is in the best Wrest 
oftheDODarndthetrrxpaycntospe~d$15011( tomove 152pmpkdoingworlcana 
sysBem tbat is about to be nemoved fiom service. 

I urge you to wmsidcr the necom-h to malign tbe ALQ-99 w d  from 
NSWC Crane by prope~ly taking into the COB& involved in this re-alignnteftt and dre 
rektively short remaibing service l i fe  of the equipment 



BfUC Commission 

JUL 1 3  208 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to ~ d ~ e w o o d ' i n  Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, -0. I / ~  



B U C  Commission 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. I also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $1 50M to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $lM per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be 
retired from service in the year 2010. I find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $1 50M to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed from service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. -- 

Very Respectfully, w b -  • i { d  
M e c h .  Eh3-  Geh .  
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&fiC Commission 

JUL 1 3 2005 
&c€!iv& ! 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity, to our Nation's Defense 
and the Global War On Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I s u p p   he work you arc - 

doing to ensure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I also realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to 
re-align or close as part of the BRAC process. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre-alignment 
list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not followed 
sound judgment in making some of its recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picatinny will now split the support to Special Forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC 
Crane by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of 
BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



& U C  Commission 

22 June 2005 

Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this o p m i t y  to thank you fbr your attention to the 
delegation firrm Indiana during the I.lecent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. I hope that the 
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in 
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation's Defense and the Global War On 
Temrism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure h t  our 
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you 
have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-align or close as Qart of the 
BRAC process. 

I have been foltowing the BRAC process ciosely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on 
the DOD website (www.defenselink.miVbrac) indicates that it is going to cost $ISOM to 
move the 152 people working on the ALQ-99 depot fiom NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
Island. That equals a cost of nearly $1 M per person for the move. In addition, 
information available at the Fedetation of American Scientists website (www.fas.org) 
seems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EAdB Prowler, will begin 60 be 
retired fiom service in the year 2010. 1 find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest 
o f  the DOD and the t axpap  to spend $ISOM to move 152 people doing work on a 
system that is about to be removed fiom service. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the ALQ-99 work from 
NSWC Crane by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the 
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment. 

Very Respectfully, 



Admtst (Ret.) Harold Gehmgn 
Cammissioner 

#tea#- lard Clasure (3nnmi- 
2521 Sosr ibCtark~Sui tc600  
J~&@OU, VA 22202 

I w a r l d t i l t e t o c a k c t k i o o p ~ o r t w r i t y b ~ ~ f b r y o u r ~ t i o r r b t b e  
d e ! ~ ~ ~ b r d ~ ~ r b e ~ t f i 1 1 A C ~ i r , S c L a r i s .  Ihpcthatthe 
testimony helped you re& the impotmrtloe of l n d b  Mititaty imtaibtioas, in 
paticubrr NSWC C m  and C M A ,  ta ow Nastou'a I)e&me and the Global War (kp 
T d m .  A 8 a c o n c e r n e d ~ ~ f ~ t R e w o r l r y o u m O o i n g t o e n w r r : t b e t a u  
Mil- a p m t i m a  m a i m  as effective and afbhhk as possible. I a b  realiae that yrw 
hwc a vety diflAcultpb in decidins which activities to re-align or close as pat ofdrt 
BRIcprocese. 

i bsvc been following the lBRAC prams chcly since the pmpmd cbswdr+ 
alignmeat kt was pubbbed and 8 am @owing i a n g l y  ccwrceraed drat DQQ bas not 
fMbwed sound judgment ia msliag wne of it's recan-. anta available osr 
the DOD website (www.debw*k.miYbrac) indicates that it is going to cost SljOM to 
move the 152 pe@c working on dre ALQ-Wdepot Qiom NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey 
I s W .  'T'b8t equbk s cost of ~eatIy  St M per pem Fw the move. In addition, 
inkmath milable at rkc Fcdcrrdion of American !kbtists website- 
seems to indicate that the plajfonn for tbe A m ,  tBc EAIfiB Proiwk, will l%qh to be 
rekd fbm scrvice in thc yew 2010. 1 find it hard to believe that it b in the best interest 
o f d r e ~ o a d t h e b a x p m y c r s t o ~ $ 1 ~ ~ b m a v c  152paapkddingworkona 
systemthetisabouttoberemovedb~.  

1 urge you 40 rumsidcr tBc raoommerdatioar Oo realign the A m 9 9  work t h  
NSWC Cnrrrc by p q l y  taking into the costs involved in this re-alignarectt MCI !he 
relatively short mnaining service tife of the equipment. 

Very Resipecthtty, 

&*w1 / - . / eQ .  



Admiral (?kt) Hardd f3dmm 
C o m r n ~  
&sc Realignment and Closurrs Cornmidm 
2521 Soudr C h k  Wat.Suitc600 
Atlington, VA 222Q2 

IwdEitetotrltttbisapportuaitybdraakyaufwyauraatebtimkthe 
dek@tintimnindhdrvbyBtherecc~WRACWngirrStW. Asacaw;etsat 
~ y m t s u p p o r t t h c w o t l t y a r l r r e d d i n g t o ~ t f t o t o w M i l ~ ~ o n s t a r t a i n  
as effecthe and aff;bndabIe m poaibk, 1 hope that the testimoay hew yw mEze how 
important Warn Militsuy instalbhm liCe Naw? Sudxe Wadire Carter (NSWC) 
Cme and Ctarre Army Antmudtm Acdvity(CAIA) atc to ow Nation's h t b e  aad 
theGloba1 warm Temniiun. 

Iomgrowing*glymlbattk:00ahaenotproOerlyhhoddte 
mktion criteria Ln making its ~ g n ~  Ow of lfrc main criteria 
o f I h e B R A C ~ s e e m s ~ ~ $ l e ~ o f j o i n t c e n t # s o f n c t i t e n c e i n ~ ~  
hnprave our etliciency wbik maintaining the quotity of service provided to au war 
figken. NSWC Crane is abht  activity pmdiajg p- and aervhm to all bragdraa 
ofthe military. Amt4er key ui&& of dm BRAC antem on Military Value. 
The Miby Value sowes fot NSWC Cme in the arr# of !bsors, Electronics a d  
Ekmnk W&iw (S, E and EW) arc higher that rhost every odrer DOD activity. 

~e~ampkofaneoornmeRdationtbrrJdaesRO1mO)tem~iathed~mctnt 
o f A n n y S , ~ d E W ~ ~ r l r f i o J n F o r t M o n m a d h r o ~ P I o v i n g O r o u & .  
According b tke Tecknical Joint Crees Service G m p  h t y s i s  md -s 
documeat dated 19 May 20IM, which is rvaibbk on the DOD WAC w e b  
-, NSWC C ~ n c  hae much b e  MiPtruy Valuc  oare err &am 
both Fort Moltmouth and Abordeerr Mvfng Gmmb. Irr addition, NSWC Crsne atrcsdy 
bas a close working roQtioRehip with tJw Anny s h e  it b co-locrrsed with CAAA. I t &  
BRAC criteria are followed property, &is workload shouid be dacakd to NSWC Crane 
h t d  of Abcrdeen Proving Onwadts. Additiomlly, this same logic applies &I lhe A m y  
S , E e n d E W w M l t b e i a ~ h t e d b F o r t W a i r b ~ P r r , v i r , g C h a u r r d s .  'The 
Fort Bekroir workload sbouM be d g n e d  to NSWC CIsbC h c e  NSWC Crarrc hs 
exiscirrgjoint S, E md EW apbitity as well sa him Mititwy Value scum. 

A m o t h w e x a m p l e o f r r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n a t m a t r e s e n s e b t h e ~  
a i i ~ t o f S , E & E W w ~ b e b ~ S p c r o e a a d E ( m f  W d h s i ~ a C k h m  
and Sarr Dieepo to NSWC It)ahlpm NSWC Cme hos trighet Military Vbtua scores durn 
Chartestolr, Sam Wgo and Mlgm and shaold bavc been designated as tht taciciving 
site fbr this w ~ b a d .  



I urge you to neoasi& the d 0 roalip S, E and 
sites &cr than NSWC Creac by pmpnty b t b p  into wanmt the joint 
NSWC Cnac .ad CAAA .a well as ck DODs aun MU- V a b  k n g  

,I 

f i7h7/A 
Sally AJm Kiic 
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Admiral (W) Harold Gekman 
Cmmiesiorrer 
EIsscRcal~andCIosuteCommisaioa 
2521 South CEerk !beet, Suk600 
Arlington, VA 2220.2 

iwouldt i l reto&)ret l lbo~porbnhytotharr / t~foryour~toW 
delegationhhrdhrdwmghenecentB1IM:HcoringinSI.M~. t&peboOeh 
M m c m y  hdped you rerrlizt the hfmhmcc of iadislla M i l k y  insbHajb, ia 
particular NSWC Crane und CAAA, to our Nelks's Dcbae end the G k 1  Wm On 
Terrorism. Asaconaernedtaqmyrxf supporttheworkyouaredoingto~swtdratour 
Military opedons  d n  as cffiective rrd &mhble os peible.  I atPo realiae tbat you 
bave a very difficult job in deciding which aotivltics to re-align or c b  as piart oftbe 
BRAC-. 

I have bees following the BMC process c W y  since tht pmpod closurdm 
a l i p m t  Hst waa published d I am growing itlcrclrsin$ly corocenred hat M)lD ha9 not 
followed sound jtdgenmt in mslrin$ some of it's tcconrmcnda;rioas. Data available on 
tbe DC#) website (www.defdink.mil/brac) W i  that h is ping to cost $1 50M to 
move tbe 132 people working tm the AJ4)-99 depot tiom NSWC Crabe to NAS W h b y  
h i i d .  That equals a cost of d y  SIM per pemn fix the move. tn addition, 
intbnnation avait$,Ie at the F m  at AmaicslG t k i c a h ~  webrrite 
seem b indicate that tbe pkdf" for the ALQ-99, the EA40 Plrrrwlej; will begin to be 
mtirzdfiomsewiceindteyear2010. iiinditbadtobefievetbotitiuintbebcotisretlcsr 
oftkDODsndthebaxpa~tospend$150Mtomove 1 5 2 ~ t e & i R g ~ o n a  
s y s t m t t s a t i s ~ t o b ~ v d f i o m ~ .  

Iurgeyouto~~tbererxwrrmendaeioabrt i8 l ipQc ALQ-99worfrhMn 
NSWC Ctarrc by propetly Pdritlg into dre mits hvdvtd in &is mtigmest and t ! ~  
dutivcly short remaitlilag service titi? ofthe equipment. 



The HogorabkSemuel Knox skinner 
BRAC Conrmissrioner 
Base Rerdipnmt arrdClos;ure Comrmssx#r - .  
2521 South Ctarlr Sheet, Suite 600 
Arlhgwn, VA 22202 

f would & e t o O e l r c t h i s ~ t o ~  youforycrurmcmtvisittoNSWC 
Cnnc,CAAArrrd3loMkmIrrdierrs. AsaCO(IQClt l lJd~yierfdClQPOtf~wOC(Lp81~ 
dobrgtocll~wrt&tortrMil)tary~~m~veandaff~krro 
possibk. 1 r e d k  that you have a very difficult job in iring which actiwtics to r e  
aliga or cbse rrc pwt of the BRAC process. I h q z  that your visit helped yar to rerlizc 
what impatant 0s- NSWC Crano and C A M  ~ R P  to ow Natb'cl Defense and thc 
Gbbd War On Tcnmiem. 

f have  baa^ folbwing tbe BRAC process c l d y  since tbe propased c W m  
ati~listwaspubtish&mdIamgtowirsgi~iaglycsncemeddratDODhur~ 
prcrpaly folkrwed dre hw in dew- -. DOD L r a p i d  to give 
ptiority cansideration ta installations that have a high military vakw ranking. Data 
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NSWC Crane's milimy Mkre rating was aot tdEoa into aQcount pmgetly, which is 
vidPtion of BRAC taw. SpddtJcrlty, NSWC Crslre hr;s ane &the hi* mititary vakw: 
ratinp of dl activities performing ~ ~ i c  W a d "  wwk, iacOuding a hi* d s g  
&an NAS Wbidbey Island and y d  it is n z u m m d d  Fdatmic Wadim workbad 
r e W  to reprir of the Aclpc99 system be digned f"rosn NSWC Craw b NAS 
Whidilsey EsM. 

WiX#) isa leorequ i rad~ toLe is to~ t tbere~urnmiAv~tnasu l t iRg  
fiwn its clusuudmalirp#nent ream- ta reviewing tbe cust date that is 
svai19ble on the Etibrery at rbe BRAC Commisuion w&te (www.btac.pv) I hove 
oorne to t b c e i o n  tbattbemovbr8 the ALQ-99 Electmaif WarCarc wotlrload to 
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I ~ y a r t o ~ W d Q ~ a U g n w o r l E f i a m N S W C C m  
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&3fiC Commissiarp 
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k s e i v d  1 , 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehrnan 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.govj I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NS WC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully 
&dcLN;CAJ 



08 July 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, Crane Army Ammunition Activity, and Southern Indiana. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that out Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in 
deciding which activities to re-align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that 
your visit helped you to realize what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to 
our Nation's Defense and the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. Crane has become a one-stop shop for specialized weapons for our 
Special Forces Warfighters. Crane did this by being responsive, innovative, technically 
superior and affordable for these outstanding soldiers. As our reputation for delivering 
what the customer needed, when it was needed, at a cost that was affordable, more work 
was brought to us. The proposal to the commission to realign work to China Lake and 
Picatinny will now split the support to special forces to different locations. This will add 
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in intellectual capital that could take years to 
replace. 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC 
Crane by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of 
BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



BRA6 Commission 
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kkceived 
08 June 2005 

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
~UJJIUIG. I I ecllldo L l l a L  y ub ILCI- u vcr, J ~ ~ u u I L  jub in dooiding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/re-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (mlbrac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane + 

by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 



f h r  Admiral Gehman, 
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areffedveandrrffbrdebleoapoaribia. Ibagc~tbetestirnonyketpdyolrrcaliachow 
impartaat Indiana Military instauations Oite Naval SurG#;e W h  Center (NSWC) 
Cmc and Cram Amy Anmunih Activity(CAAA) are to ow W s  Dcfknc and 
the Glabal War On T d s m .  

fmgrawingitrcreaeiagtyconcerned~tbcDODhaslrotpapertyf~Oaweddre 
~ c t i o e r i a i a m a k i ~ i r s ~ ~ t e c o m n r e a b a t i o a s .  O R e a f t h e l # r 6 a m  
o f t h c B R A C ~ s e e m s Q b e r k e ~ o f ~ t c c n t e r s o f c r r c e l ~ i n o r d e r ~  
improve our f i i e a c y  wldk moinilrPiabrg the quality of sewtoe pvided bo our wor 
fightmi, NSWC Cme is ajoiat activity prwiding produc& and eewka to all brgcbcs 
of cbe military. Anoth key c r b h  of the BRAC proocers centers on Militaty Value. 
Tbt Mititary Value scam for NSWC C m  in the area of Wuos, Ektrtmics and 
Electmnic Wadim (S, E and EW) are high that abnost wery other tK)D ilctivity. 

OnoarPnrpleoPa-WWbotma(rtmwbthe~tiagrment 
ofAmyS,EasdEW w o r L h F o l t  Monrnouth~o AmervBeesPnwhGrounde. 
According to the Tshrricd Joiat Cross gOrviceolMlp Analysis and Rccorruncadasions 
doc~~cnt  dated 19 Msiy 2005, which is avdabk on brc MID BRAC weboik 

w w . w ,  NSWC Cram hes mucb hi@m Military V a b  sexes than 
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site 6r &is workhad. 



I urge ycm~ to reconsider &e -rneshhn to malign S, E nd dkk&d@ 
sites orba hc NSWC Crac by pmpdy W g  into -a tbc joint cnp&&ge$" 
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NSWC Crime and CAAA as well as the aOOg own Mifitmy Value scrotitlg analys~s. 



22 June 2005 

Admid (Ret) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South CIsrk Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I wouM like to take this upportunity to thank you fot your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. h i s .  As a concmed 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to easure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possibte. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important lndiena Military installations like Navai Su- Wailkc C-e) - - 

Crane and C m e  Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to ow Nation's Defenw and 
the GWaI War On Terrorism. 

I am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the 
selection criteria in making its re-alignment r ecomet ions .  One of the main criteria 
of the BRAC process seems to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to 
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided to our war 
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing pducts and services to all branches 
of the military. Another key criteria of the BRAC ptocess centers on Military Value. 
The Military Vafue scores fix NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and 
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) sre h i e  rhan ahnost every other MID activity. 

One example of a recommendation dras does not make sense is  the te-alignment 
of Army S, E and EW work htn Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. 
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Anaiysis and RcxommeaQtions 
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC website 
(www.defenselink.rniVbra$), NSWC Crane has much bigher Military Value scores than 
both For? Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In &ition, NSWC Crane already 
has a dose working relationship with the Army since it is cc~located with CAAA. If the 
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this worlrlogd should be re-located to NSWC Crane 
instead of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Anny 
S, E and EW work being relocated fiom Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The 
Fort Belvoir workload should be re-aligned to NSWC Crane since NSWC Crane has 
existing joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Value scores. . 

Another example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re 
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfive sites at Charleston 
and San Diego to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Vaiue scores than 
Charleston, San Diego and Wlgren and s h d  have been designated as the receiving 
site h this workload. 



B b C  Commission 

JEIL 13 2m 
I urge you to reconsider the rommmewfation to raslign S, E and EW 

sites other than NSWC Crane by pmperly taking into acmunt the joint capab 
t o ,  

NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis. 

Very Respxtfblly, 



08 June 2005 

&WC Commission 
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner 
BRAC Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Skinner, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC 
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are 
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as 
possible. I realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re- 
align or close as part of the BRAC process. I hope that your visit helped you to realize 
what important assets NSWC Crane and CAAA are to our Nation's Defense and the 
Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.~ov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload form NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any costs savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully; 

Debbie Parsons 
Code 4086 
NSWC Crane 



8 July 2005 

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman 
Commissioner 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Admiral Gehman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your attention to the 
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned 
taxpayer I support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain 
as effective and affordable as possible. I hope that the testimony helped you realize how 
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) 
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation's Defense and 
the Global War On Terrorism. 

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closurelre- 
alignment list was published and I am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not 
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take 
into account the return on investment resulting from its closurelre-alignment 
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the 
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) I have come to the conclusion that moving 
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane to Edgewood in Maryland does 
not result in any cost savings. It appears that, of the four sites being re-aligned to 
Edgewood (NSWC Crane, NSWC Dahlgren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the 
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and 
NSWC Dahlgren re-alignments cost more than they save. In fact it appears that, when 
added together, the four re-alignments to Edgewood result in a net loss rather than net 
savings. In other words the only way this scenario will save money is if the NSWC 
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren portions of the re-alignments are eliminated! 

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC Crane 
by properly taking into account the Return On Investment requirements of BRAC law. 

Very Respectfully, 


