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JUL 13 2003
22 June 2005 ‘ Received !

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gehman;

T 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. 1 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

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 ppeesklead 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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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

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

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

1 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. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1hope 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, which is
violation of BRAC law. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of all activities performing Flectronic 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 from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
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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 [ 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.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 Dabhlgren 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,

Doy V- Kol
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The Honorable Samuet Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

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

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Commissioner Skinner,

f would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Cranc, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensurc that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 vealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | hope that your visit helped you to realize
whatimpommmNSWCCmedeAAAmwwNaum s Defense and the
Global War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
aligament list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properiy followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give
priority consideration to installations that have a high military value ranking. Data
availablc on the DOD website (www.defeaselink.mil/brac) leads me to conchude that
NSWC Cranc’s military value rating was not taken into account properly, which is
violation of BRAC jaw. Specifically, NSWC Crane has one of the highest military value
ratings of alt activities performing Electronic Warfare work, including a higher rating
than NAS Whidbey Island and yet it is reccommended that Electronic Warfere 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) | have
come to the conclusion that the moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to
NAS Whidbeyhhadduesaotmsukhanycostsavingm it appears that all ofd!envings
in this scenario are generated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Istand and moving
work from North Island, CA to Whidbey istand. In other words this scenario WI“ save
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated?

{ urge you to reconsider the recommendsation to re-align work from NSWC Crane

by properly taking into account the Military Value and Returs On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.
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Received !
-08 July 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
12521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Commissioner Skinner,

e ——er =~ e S D~ e S

———— . o visl. to NS WC
Crane, CAAA and Southern Indiana. As a concerned taxpayer 1 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. 1 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
propetly 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.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!

[ 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 Respectﬁllly.,

Frankie Joe Bechtel
505 S.COULEGE DR,
RODMINGT™, TN
4o
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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. Irealize 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.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, :

v
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Buse Realignment and Ciosure Comnuission
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. Irealize 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.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 Dabhlgren, 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,

C I andd Jornam,
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Conmiin~ioner

Base Realignment and Closure Conumission
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. Irealize 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.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 Dabhlgren 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 Dahigren 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,

%M St 72
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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 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. 1 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.

[ have been following the BRAC process since the proposed closure/re-alignment
list was published and I am growing concemned 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 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 population 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 looking at losing jobs but
should be gaining much more work. This base is not in danger of encroachment 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 aréa
that is both ripe for and capable of great growth, especially with the routing of 169
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 the recommendation to re-align work from NSWC 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 enjoys. The ordnance workers at Crane have provided faithful, quality geastvea '
efficient and innovative service to the Navy since the 1940’s. Crane does not enjoy the
high profile in the Capital that some of the other similar facilities enjoy, but in spite of

that situation and the threat of BRAC, Crane Ordnance still daily continues to serve the

tleet 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 Armed Services through the years and continues to Support the Warfighter today.

Very Respectfully,

onter A >

Thomas L. Bond
1016 NW 16" St.
Washington, IN. 47501
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Conunissivner

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. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 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.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 Dahigren, 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!

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

Very Respectfully, 2
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Basc 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. 1 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 | support the work you are doing to ensure that 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 part of the
BRAC process.

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
followed sound judgement in making some of it’s recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website (www.defenselink.mil/bruc) 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 (o indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from scrvice 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 $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

lurgeywbmmsﬁ&ﬂwmmmmﬂmmw-ahgameAbQ-wwoﬁﬁom
- NSWC Cranc by properly ukmg into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the . :qmpmem

Very Réspec'ﬁtlly,
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
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Base Realigniment 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. Irealize 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.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!

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

Very Respectfully,

4/;%/0“/ |
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Base Realignment and Closure Commus 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. As a concerned taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to ensure that out Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. Irealize 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 resualting 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 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 arny 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 Returr On Investment requirements of BRAC law.

Vi (fedsn—
(Adﬂ,w» 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 "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 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 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 daia 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 Dahlgrexn, 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 rz-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,

\j&w\i OEW .
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Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commuissioner

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 importarice 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 AL(-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 $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 account the costs involved in this re-alignment and
the relatively short remaining service life o:"the equiprmennt. e

Very Respectfully,
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Received
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. 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
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.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 Dabhlgren, 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.

I am 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.
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According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2005, which is available on the DOD BRAC websitdReceived !
(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.

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 Arnerican 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 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.

T urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align the AL.Q-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.

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,

Y et

J{:fﬁey S Edwards
Proud Indiana Husband, Son, Father
& NSWC Crane Civilian Electrical Engineer
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8 July 2005 Beceived
Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehman
Commissioner
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Admiral Gehman:

1 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 1 support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable es possible. 1 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
sclection 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 Vahlue scores for NSWC Crane in the area of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (8, 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 wark 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 defepselink. milbrac), 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 arc followed properly, this workioad shouid 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, o

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



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2003
1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW to .
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability o :
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,
Rord §. Acoa
Ain Launchid Popitichracs Enaenaen

NSWC CRANE .
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Received = !

08 July 2005

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner

RAC Commissioner o
BBase Realignment and Closure Commission

2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

issioner Skinner e T e
Dear Commisst e s UppUILUNIY TO TRATK yOU TOT 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. Irealize 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 | 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 urgé 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.

R erta D. Bechtel _
5015 S, COUESE DR,
RLDMINGTON (TN

BURIE
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08 June 2005 Received [

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. Irealize 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.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 Dabhlgren 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,

e

ﬂ

1
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Received

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 $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 $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

T 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,

Y

T
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T July 2005 ’ Received
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gehman,

1 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. 1 hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military instalfations, 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. | 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 | am growing incressingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recommendations. Data available on
the DOD website (www.dcfenselink. milbrac) 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
istand. That equals a cost of nearly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website
seems fo indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from 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 $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about to be removed from service.

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

Very Respectiutly,
Sa!l?i?m Kile
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08 July 2005
‘ Received

The Honorable Samue] Knox Skinner
DRAC Conain oy

Isuse Realignment and Closure Coninlssion
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. Irealize 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 1is 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 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 Respectfylly,

Dol
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22 June 2005 Received

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner «

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

Dear Admiral Gehmari,

I would like to take this opportunity .o thank you for your attention to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer | 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 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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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW vikedelvad 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,
A

Darren Julian
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To: Commissioner James H. Bilbray JUL 13 2003
Received

From: Ryan Barton

Date: July 3, 2005

Subject: Portsmouth Naval Shipyard
Dear Sir,

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

I live in Florida, but have many 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 I 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, or 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 from this
closing.

My information is noted below. I hope you decide on a favorable
resolution to this matter. One that keeps PNS alive.
Ryar Barton
676 NSR 415
Osteen, F1 32764
407-322-7323
bartmann67@peoplepc.com
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521 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202 , Received

RE: Portsmouth Naval Shipyard
Dear Members of the BﬁAC Commission:;

We write to you as family members, friends, 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 close our Navy Yard.

The facts and statistics show that the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard has
saved the Navy time and money by retuming 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
facts are as follows:

¢ The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard charges $20 Million less for each
Depot Modemization Period than the Corporate Average.

e The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard completes Depot Modemization
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.

o 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 resvaluating the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard.

Thank You, )én//? ,
9“’0 :




BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2003
7 Juty 2005 Received
Admirat (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. 1 hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiena Military instaflations 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.

1 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 1o 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 alt branches
of the military. Another key criteris of the BRAC process centers on Military Value.
The Military Value scores for NSWC Crane in the ares 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 sensc is the re-alignment
of Ammy S, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Sesvice Group Analysis and Recommendasions
document dated 19 May 2008, which is aveilable on the DOD BRAC website

(www defensetink. 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 ¢lose working relationship with the Army since if is co-located with CAAA. Kthe
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
instcad 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 docs not make sense is the re-
alignment of S, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Chasleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahigren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Dicgo and Dahigren 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 o |
sitcs other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the jointcapdﬁfff'@
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis,

Very Respectfully,

Nickie Wayne Kile
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7
July 2005 Received

Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Comminsioner

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 stteation to the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. 1 hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installstions, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to ow Nation’s Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as cffective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficuit job in deciding which activitics to re-align or close as part of the
BRAC process.

I have been followiag the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | 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.mildrac) 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)
scems 10 indicate that the piatform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from scrvice 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 $150M to move 152 people doing work on
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 Cranc by propeﬂy taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the eqmpment ‘

Very Respectfully,

Nickie \Vayne Klle
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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:

1 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. 1 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 1 support the work you are doing o ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possibie. | 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 | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it's recominiendations. 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
Istand. 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. 1 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 Cranc by properly taking into the costs involved in this re-alignment and the
relatively short remaining service life of the equipment.

Very Respectfully,

Pl y. Aolan
A waq/ﬂ/w&/\w er\
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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. Ihope 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 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.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 Dabhlgren 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,

4 AT
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8 July 2005
Admirat (Ret) Harold Gehman
c .
Base Reslignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Admiral Gehman:

{ 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 | 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 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 closure/re-
alignment list was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. The DOD is required to take
into account the retum on imvestment 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) | 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 Dahigren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir gencrate any return on investment. The NSWC Crane and
NSWC Dshligren 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 scenaric will save money is if the NSWC
Crane and NSWC Dahlgren pastions of the re-alignments are climinated!

¥ 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,

fod ) Ades ‘
Ao lasnihad Fiptlihng Engensad
wswe  Grand
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7 July 2008
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2321 South Clark Street, Suite 600
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Admiral Gehman,

1 would like to take this opportunity (o thank you for your atiention %o the
delegation from Indiana during the recent BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concerned
taxpayer { support the work you are doing to ensure that our Military operations remain
as effective and affordable as possidie. | 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 Giobal War On Terrorism,

| am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
sclection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. One of the main criteria
of the BRAC process secms to be the creation of joint centers of excellence in order to
improve our efficiency while maintaining the quality of service provided %0 ouws war
fighters. NSWC Crane is a joint activity providing products and services to ail 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 exsmple of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Ammy §, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proving Grouads.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2003, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
(www.defeuselink miVbrac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a closc working relationship with the Army since it is co-located with CAAA. If the
BRAC criteria are followed property, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Crane
ihstcad of Aberdeen Proving Grounds. Additionally, this same logic applies to the Army
8, E and EW work being relocated from Fort Belvoir to Aberdeen Proving Grounds. The
Fort Belvoir workioad should be re-aligned so NSWC Crane since NSWC Cranc bas
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 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 W“Y| . R
Frap oo fang s
Amanda Jane Kile
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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,

1 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 | support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. [ 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 AL.Q-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 cquipment. - -

Very Respectfully,

@MM\}«-JM‘)
Darren Julian
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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 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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I urge you to recohsider 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 20035, 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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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and E&eweorﬁ%ad 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,

mond onnsn
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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 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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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,

ian et



ERAC' Uommlﬁbluu

L1 200

Received
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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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,

I
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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 to ensure that our Military operations remain

_as effective and affordable as possible I hope that the testimony helped vou 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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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.
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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 te-ensure that our Military operationc repain
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 Ariny 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 3
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Valul

Very Respectfully,

pint capability of
R scoring analysis.
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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 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. Ifthe
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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[ 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

P gh
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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 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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T urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EWRevetvistpad 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,

Aot e
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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 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 Navat-Surface Warfare €Center NSWey - - .
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 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 Dahigren. 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 reeommeﬁdétion 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,

Winem
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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 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 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 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; %r;l\(rl?%f’d to
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capabi 1¥y 0
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully, W D // Ové/
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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,

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

- 1am 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 Cranc 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) ar¢ 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-tocated 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 §, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dahigren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the rece:vmg
site for this workload.
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1 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 capabnlny of
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

e
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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 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 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 ana 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, -

7

A
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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 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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[ urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and E‘w\lfvclréloa )
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capalgibéyiadd
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysis.

Very Respectfully,

Qebbei Guoses—
Debbie Parsons

Code 4086
NSWC Crane
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Admiral (Ret) Harold Gehman - [Feceived
Commissioner
Base Reglignment and Closure Commission
23521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Admiral Gehman,

¥ 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 | 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 nstallations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Amimunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation’ sDefenseand
the Global War On Terrorism.

{ am growing increasingly concerned tlut the DOD has not properly followed the
selection criteria in making its re-alignment recommendations. Omne 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 (8, E and EW) are higher that aimost every other DOD activity.

One example of a recommendation that does not make sense is the re-alignment
of Army 8, 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/bmc), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane already
has a closc working relationship with the Army since it is co-focated with CAAA. if the
BRAC criteria are followed properly, this workload should be re-located to NSWC Cranc
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
cxisting joint S, E and EW capability as well as higher Military Vahue scores.

Another example of 3 recommendation that does not make sense is the re-
slignment of 8, E and EW workload from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Dicgo to NSWC Dahlgren. NSWC Crene has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, SanDsegomdDaMgrenandshouldhavebmdes!gnMasmemavmg
sntefort!nsworkload
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I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EJ|wprkidgffo
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capability of
NSWC Cranc and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring Baatyslsl

Very Respectfully,
(L2 (5 W ouio
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The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

Base Reslignment 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 concemed taxpayer I support the work you are
doing to easure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordabic as
possible. 1 realize that you have a very difficuit job in deciding which activitics to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 hope that your visit helped you to realize
wwmmtmNSWCCmndCMAmmeanm 's Defense and the
Giobal War On Terrorism.

I have been following the BRAC process closely since the proposed closure/re-
alignment list was published and | 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 o conclude that
NSWCE 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, inchuding 8 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-slignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library st the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) | 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 sconario arc generated by re-aligning work withia 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 climinated! .

1 wrge you o 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,
L ko
Sally Kile
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7 July 2008 Received

The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

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

Dear Commiissioner Skinner,

1 would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recent visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southers Indiana. As a concemed taxpayer | support the work you are
doing to casure that our Military operations remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | 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 closurc/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has pot
properly followed the law in developing recommendations. DOD is required to give
priority consideration to installations that have a high military vakic ranking. Dets
available on the DOD website (www.defensetink. mil'brac) leads me to conclude thet
'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 repait of the ALQ-99 system be re-aligned from NSWC Crane to NAS

Whidbey Istand.

The DOD is also requived t0 take into account the return on investment resulting
from its closurc/re-alignment recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is
available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) | have
come to the conclusion that the moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to
NAS Whidbey Isisnd does not result in any cost savings. It appears that all of the savings
in this scenario are gencrated by re-aligning work within Whidbey Island and moving
work from North Island, CA to Whidbey Island. lnolhawordstbismmowmuve
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated! _

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

qu RM”’W ‘KA/QQ\)

indsay Jane Kile
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July 2008
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gohman,

1 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. | hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Cranc and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayes | support the work you are doing to onsure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. | also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics to re-align or close as pant of the
BRAC process.

I have been following the BRAC process closcly since the proposed closure/re-
aligament Jist was published and 1 am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has not
followed sound judgement in making some of it’s recommendations. Diata available on
the DOD website (www.dcfensclink.mil/brac) indicates that it is going to cost $150M to
move the 152 peaple working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
istand. 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. ] find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spessd $150M to move 152 people doing work on a
system that is about 0 be removed from service.

1 urge you to reconsider the secommendation 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,

— 0. W Cor

[
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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 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 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,
Warun
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22 June 2005 Received

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 receat BRAC Hearing in St. Louis. As a concemed
taxpayer | 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 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 pracess closely since the propased closure/re-
alignment list was published and | am growing increasingly concerned that DOD has aot
properly followed the law in developing recommendstions. The DOD is required 1o take
into account the return on investment resulting from its closure/ne-aligament
recommendations. In reviewing the cost data that is available on the E-Library at the
BRAC Commission website (www.brac.gov) [ have come to the conclusion that moving
Chemical and Biological workload from NSWC Crane 1o 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 Dahigren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any return om investment. The NSWC Crance 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 postions of the re-alignments are climinsted!

lumywwmmmemnmmmwmworkﬁomNS\VCCme
by pronerly takinig into aceorms the Bacoe 7~ v |

Very Rupeelﬁllly
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719 Grandma Brown RiRgpived
Mitchell, Indiana 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. [ also tracked
requirements and usage of NCEA for the 2T conventional ammunition program office. 1 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. 1 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 (RIE’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 II 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}gehisfoly never ¢
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 ifit 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. '

)

Robert J. Zile

Sincerely,

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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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. 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 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 from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,
Cann

Darren Juli
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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. [ hope that the testimony helped you realize how
important Indiana Military installations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Cranc and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) arc to our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

[ 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.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 Dahigren, Falls Church and Fort Belvoir), only the
Falls Church and Fort Belvoir generate any retumn 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 Dahigren portions of the re-alignments are climinated!

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,

TS LT
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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 Southem 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. [ realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or clos¢ as part of the BRAC process. Ihope 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 | 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 speciat forces to different locations. ' This will add
cost, reduce efficiency and cause a loss in iwm 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 Investinent requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,

s
ZV%‘/ ) Y AR
RR7- BrL 7

4s éz}/ Ho. Y7y



JUL 13 2009
Received

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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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,

Loy Ve Jndhn
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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. Irealize 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.

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 $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 ALLQ-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 1s 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,

(riey At
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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. Irealize that you have a very ditficult 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.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
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. Irealize 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.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,

% Qo
rry arsons

LMS, Code 805H
NSWC Crane
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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. Irealize 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.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 Dabhlgren 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,

ANt
erry’ Parsons

LMS. Code 805H
NSWC Crane
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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,

[ 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 $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 $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,

bt&mﬁe%% ‘
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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. Irealize 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.

Very Respectfylly,

L
T arsons
ode 805H

NSWC Crane
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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. Irealize 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.

V?r ResEecty',
Debbie ParsonW

Code 4086
NSWC Crane
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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 $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 $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,

/‘;ﬂﬁw Shafeer
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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. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 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.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 Dabhlgren 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,

A

Debbie Parsons
Code 4086
NSWC Crane



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005
08 July 2005 ' Received

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.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 Dabhlgren 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 Dabhlgren 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,

T—@Wéd—g k&EZ—‘f”



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005

08 July 2005
Received

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. Irealize 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.

~ T'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.

Very Respectfull




BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2009
08 July 2005 |  Received !

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. Irealize 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 concermned 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 1is 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 from NSWC Crane
by properly taking into account the Military Value and Return On Investment
requirements of BRAC law.

Very Respectfully,



BRAC Commission

| JUL 13 2005
08 July 2005 Received !

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. Irealize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activities to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. 1 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. 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 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 A1.Q-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,

oy N iototrra



BBAC Commission

JUL 13 2005
22 June 2005 Received
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Admiral Gehman,

1 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 instaliations, in
particuler 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
Mititary 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 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 judgment 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
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,

‘Wi LAl
Patty Farqugr /



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 200
_ 08 June 2005 Received

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. 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 Respectfully,

R Tl

“




BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2009
22 June 2005 : " Received

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 $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 $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,

an ItV
erry Parsons
LMS, Code 805H
NSWC Crane



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005
22 June 2005 Received

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 $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 $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,

Jebbr Bezeno

Debbie Parsons
Code 4086
NSWC Crane



BERAC Commission

JUL 13 2009
& July 2005 Received
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner ‘
Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600

Arlington, VA 22202
Dear Admiral Gehman,

1 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. ! hope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military installations, in
particular NSWC Cranc and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defense and the Global War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer ! support the work you are doing to ensure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. 1 also realize that you
have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics 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 | am growing increasingly concemed 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 2010. 1 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.

\Y hespectﬁllly,
ébm Lo VUl prman



BERAC Commission

JUL 13 2005
Received

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 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.

1 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.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.



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005

22 June 2005 Beceived

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 $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 $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, W D. /./ W{j
Mech. Eng Tech.



BRAC Commission

ULt 2008
08 July 2005 Received
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 Crane Army Ammunition Activity, to our Nation’s Defense
and the Global War On Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer I support the 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 closure/re-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 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
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,
(rns o re ASW



BRAC Commission -

JUL 13 2003
22 June 2005 _ ‘ Received

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. | 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. 1 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 | 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 2010. 1 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,

™ Al



7 July 2005 JUL 13 2005
Admire! (Ret.) Harold Gehman , ReCeived
Commissioner

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Stroet, 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. | 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
Tesrorism. Asaooncemeduxpawrlsuppomheworkyoumdomgmenwrcmuw
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. | also realize that you
have a very difficult ,ob 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 | 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
istand. 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 1o indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010. | find it hard to believe that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers to spend $150M to move 152 peopie 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,

L o e



BRAC Commission

7 July 2008 JUL 13 2005
Admiral (Ret) Harokd Gehman feceiveg
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gehman,

I would tike 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 | 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 instailations like Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC)
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA} are to our Nation’s Defense and
the Globa! War On Terrorism.

~ | am growing increasingly concerned that the DOD has not properly followed the
sclection 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 arez of Sensors, Electronics and
Electronic Warfare (S, E and EW) arc 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 %o Aberdeen Proving Grounds.
According to the Technical Joint Cross Service Group Analysis and Recommendations
document dated 19 May 2008, which is available on the DOD BRAC website
(www.defenselink. milbrac), 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. Ifthe
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 Cranc has
existing joint 8, 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 workioad from Space and Naval Warfare sites at Charleston
and San Diego to NSWC Dehlgren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Value scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahlgren and should have been designated as the roceiving
site for this workload.



BRac Commission

1 urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, E and EW ggfz?m} éo
sites other than NSWC Crane by propetly taking into account the joint capal% 4]
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as tho DODs own Military Value scoring am!méd

Very Respectfully,

M /ﬂﬂm % )/ué
Sally Ann Kile



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005
7 July 2005
Receiveq
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gehman,

1 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. | bope that the
testimony helped you realize the importance of Indiana Military instaliations, in
particular NSWC Crane and CAAA, to our Nation’s Defense and the Giobal War On
Terrorism. As a concerned taxpayer 1 support the work you are doing to casure that our
Military operations remain as effective and affordable as possible. | also realize that you
thave 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 | 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 peaple working on the ALQ-99 depot from NSWC Crane to NAS Whidbey
island. That equals a cost of ncarly $1M per person for the move. In addition,
information available at the Federation of American Scientists website
scems to indicate that the platform for the ALQ-99, the EA-6B Prowler, will begin to be
retired from service in the year 2010. | find it hard to belicve that it is in the best interest
of the DOD and the taxpayers ¢o 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 weork 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, ‘_
nanda pane Mile

Amanda Jane Kile



BRac Cmﬂml’ssion

JUL 13 2008
7 Juty 2005
v Receivey
The Honorable Samuel Knox Skinner
BRAC Commissioner

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

Dear Commissioner Skinoer,

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your recest visit to NSWC
Crane, CAAA and Southern indiana. As a concesned taxpayer | support the work you are
doing to ensure that our Military operetions remain as effective and affordable as
possible. 1 realize that you have a very difficult job in deciding which activitics to re-
align or close as part of the BRAC process. | 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 ]} 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 aot taken into account properly, which is
violation of BRAC taw. 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-aligaed 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. n reviewing the cost data that is -
- available on the E-Library at the BRAC Commission website (www brac.gov) | have |
come to the conclusion that the moving the ALQ-99 Electronic Warfare workload to
NAS Whidbey Istand does not resulkt 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 Ishand, CA to Whidbey Island. In other words this scenario will save
DOD even more money if the NSWC Crane portion is eliminated!

1 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

reguirements of BRAC law.
Yery fully,
¢ .
%::e i&{i|:7%//{Z



BRAC Commissjon

| JUL 13 2005
22 June 2005 | Received

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. | 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 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.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,
bivaom LW



BRAC Commissjop

JUL 13 2005

08 July 2005

Receiveq |
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 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
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,
ey Hohis



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005

Received
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 NSwWC
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 affordabl.e as
PUSSIVIC. 1 1CdLT war yult save a very Jiffivull jJUU 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 (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 Dabhlgren 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,




BRAC Commissjon

JUL 13 2005
7 July 2005 Received
Admiral (Ret.) Harold Gehman
Commissioner

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

Dear Admiral Gehman,

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

~ 1am 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
fightcrs. 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 8, E and EW work from Fort Monmouth to Aberdeen Proviag 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 defensclink. mit/brac), NSWC Crane has much higher Military Value scores than
both Fort Monmouth and Aberdeen Proving Grounds. In addition, NSWC Crane siready
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 aot 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 Dahigren. NSWC Crane has higher Military Vale scores than
Charleston, San Diego and Dahigren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workioad.



BRac “ammission

I urge you to reconsider the recommendation to re-align S, EMEW;WM@
sites other than NSWC Crane by properly taking into account the joint capabmegj
NSWC Crane and CAAA as well as the DODs own Military Value scoring analysm.

Very Respecifully,



8RacC Commissijop

JUL 13 2005
22 June 2005 Re Ceiv ed
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 | 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 Naval Surface Warfarc Ceater (NSWC) —— -
Crane and Crane Army Ammunition Activity (CAAA) are to our Nation’s Defense and
the Global War On Terrorism.

1 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 scems 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 Proviag 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/brag), 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 Dahigren and should have been designated as the receiving
site for this workload.



BRAC Commissiop

JUL 13 2005

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

Very Respectfully,

DA dbh =t



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2000

08 ] 2005
une Received

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.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 Dahigren, 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



BRAC Commission

JUL 13 2005
8 July 2005 : ; Received

~ 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 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 1s 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 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,
/ 7 L B,
7.-41':-’

o



