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American Forces Press Service 
Gerry J. Gilmore 
July 5, 2005 
 
WASHINGTON– The former Fitzsimons Army 
Medical Center located just outside Denver in 
Aurora, Colo., was once a military medicine 
showplace where then-President Dwight D. 
Eisenhower recovered from his heart attack in 
1955.  
 
From the left: Commercial medical industry 
buildings share space on the 578-acre campus 
with the old Fitzsimons Army Medical Center. 
The Army base, where then-President Dwight D. 
Eisenhower stayed for seven weeks after his 
heart attack in 1955, was closed in 1999 under 
the 1995 Base Realignment and Closure action. 
Photo by Gerry J. Gilmore   (Click photo for 
screen-resolution image);high-resolution image 
available.   
  
And Fitzsimons was Aurora's biggest employer 
with 4,000 jobs, said Jill Sikora Farnham, acting 
executive director of the Fitzsimons 
Redevelopment Authority.  
 
So when the medical center was shuttered in 
1999 as part of 1995 Base Realignment and 
Closure actions, it "could have been devastating, 
economically" to Aurora, Farnham 
acknowledged.  
 
Yet, she pointed out, today there are "about 
5,300 people working" on the grounds of the 
former military facility.  
 
"We've more than replaced the military 
employment and that's just going to continue to 
increase," Farnham said, noting future 
employment at the former Army installation is 
projected to reach 30,000 jobs by 2020.  
 
And "by 2008, we anticipate 13,000 jobs" at the 
former Fitzsimons site, Farnham said.  
 
Fitzsimon's closure proved to be "a grand 
opportunity" that transformed the 578-acre 
Army installation into a modern commercial 
medical center with "a huge economic growth 
opportunity" for biotechnology research.  

 
Biotech "is the industry of the future," Farnham 
asserted.  
 
Key partners responsible for Fitzsimons' jobs 
boom include the University of Colorado Health 
Sciences Center, the University of Colorado 
Hospital, The Children's Hospital, the city of 
Aurora and the redevelopment authority, 
Farnham said.  
 
The Army Medical Center building has been 
converted into an administrative building for the 
University of Colorado, Farnham noted, and it 
still maintains Eisenhower's hospital room on 
the eighth floor.  
 
The former Fitzsimons site has proven 
"fundamental to Aurora's economic growth, to 
develop an employment center of this size," 
Farnham noted.  
 
And commercial medical activities enticed by 
the redevelopment authority to move onto the 
former Army base are considered "the lynchpin 
of growing the bioscience industry in Colorado," 
she asserted.  
 
An Army Reserve facility remains on the old 
Fitzsimons campus, Farnham noted. 
Negotiations are ongoing, she said, to relocate 
the Veterans Affairs hospital now in Denver to 
somewhere on the old Fitzsimons' property.  
 
Aurora city officials at first fought Fitzsimons' 
BRAC closure "tooth and nail," Farnham noted. 
After accepting defeat, she said, the officials 
then made the agreement to move University of 
Colorado medicine assets onto the former 
military base.  
 
Fitzsimons' closure has "probably been the best 
thing that's ever happened to the city of Aurora," 
Farnham maintained, noting the BRAC action 
brought "more jobs (and) higher-paying jobs" to 
that municipality.  
 
 
BRAC '05 Choices Embody Lingering 
terrorism Fears 
National Defense 
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Sandra I. Erwin,   
July 2005 
 
0ne of the professed advantages of living in the 
"information age" is the ability of organizations 
to decentralize their operations and run their 
businesses from anywhere in the world.  
 
That trend, fueled by advances in 
communications technology, has shaped the 
globalization of many industries. It also has 
enabled the Defense Department to deploy 
military forces in "distributed operations," which 
allow commanders to scatter small units over 
large areas, and avoid the massing of troops that 
would turn them into obvious targets. 
 
Against this backdrop, it would seem 
counterintuitive that the Pentagon's proposed 
base-closure and realignment plan reverts in 
many ways to the bunker mentality that 
prevailed during the Cold War. 
 
One of the dominant themes in the 2005 Base 
Realignment and Closure plan, which the 
Pentagon unveiled May 13, is the intent to move 
thousands of military personnel and Defense 
Department civilians into more secure facilities. 
Inadequate security at many military bases and 
commercial office buildings is the rationale 
offered for these decisions. 
 
In the Washington, D.C., area alone, the 
Pentagon will shift tens of thousands of people 
from urban locations and concentrate them in 
fortified installations. A single Army base, Fort 
Belvoir, Va., for example, could gain nearly 
20,000 employees, almost double its current 
work force. Similarly, the Quantico Marine 
Base, also in Virginia, and Fort Meade, in 
Maryland, would see their populations of 
employees rise by several thousand. 
 
Comparable reallocation of workers into mega 
bases would take place elsewhere around the 
United States. In Georgia, Fort Benning would 
grow by nearly 10,000 soldiers, and the Kings 
Bay submarine base would receive more than 
3,000 new workers. In Texas, 11,500 troops 
would flow into Fort Bliss, and Fort Hood 
would get an influx of nearly 10,000. The Army 

Human Resources Command will move its more 
than 2,000 employees from a commercial 
building in a St. Louis suburb to Fort Knox, Ky. 
 
Shifting Defense Department workers from 
smaller installations and commercial buildings 
into large, sheltered bases makes sense for 
security reasons, officials insist. 
 
"One of the new factors in this base closing and 
realignment . . . is the subject of force 
protection," Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld 
told the BRAC commission, an independent 
panel that is evaluating the Pentagon's projected 
closures. 
 
"It's a different world today than it was 
previously, and there are very few instances 
where leased space will provide the kind of 
force protection that is considered preferable and 
desirable," he said. "It is something that is going 
to be reviewed across the country." 
 
Another consideration was the cost of protecting 
facilities, said Army Col. Kurt A. Weaver, who 
worked on one of the BRAC study groups. 
 
The guidance from the Pentagon was to 
maximize the use of existing installations, and 
avoid spending more money to secure new 
facilities, Weaver said. "This is being done 
nationwide." 
 
This emphasis on shielding workers by locating 
them in protected fortresses is significant in 
many ways, experts said. For one, it is a clear 
indication that the Defense Department has freed 
itself from the specter of Pearl Harbor, said 
Jeremiah J. Gertler, a BRAC analyst at the 
Center for Strategic and International Studies. 
 
The Pentagon's move to concentrate employees, 
aircraft and submarines in large facilities "is 
being done in ways that we have avoided for 
many years," Gertler said. Although the 
government evidently worries about terrorism, it 
does not fear large-scale attacks on the scale of 
Pearl Harbor, or it would not be consolidating 
military assets as it is doing in the 2005 BRAC, 
he added. "The Defense Department believes 
there is a greater threat from having many 
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facilities to protect, than having to protect fewer, 
but larger ones." 
 
Urban targets are inherently more vulnerable 
and more expensive to safeguard, compared to 
campuses with existing security such as Fort 
Belvoir, Gertler noted. "Bigger concentrations 
are more tempting targets, but in the Defense 
Department's mind, they are easier to defend." 
 
Modern military bases, especially after they 
were upgraded in the aftermath of the 9/11 
attacks, are much harder to penetrate, even 
though they are high-profile targets for terrorists, 
said Mark Sheehan, vice president of Civitas 
Group, a homeland security consulting firm. 
Commercial office buildings are not well 
guarded against truck bombs, which are the 
government's biggest fear. "Moving employees 
to military bases solves the problem, although 
some may argue it's not the most elegant 
solution." 
 
The BRAC commission will analyze each of the 
Pentagon's recommendations, although its job is 
not to assess a base's vulnerability to terrorism, 
Gertler stressed. The panels that oversaw the 
Defense Department's four previous BRAC 
rounds have overruled, on average, 15 percent of 
Defense Department recommendations. The 
panel's final proposal will be sent to the White 
House September 8. The president must either 
endorse or reject 
the fill list and forward it to Congress by Sept. 
23. 
 
Criticism of the Pentagon's BRAC decisions, to 
be sure, usually comes with suspect motives and 
underlying self-serving agendas. But politics 
aside, it would not be unreasonable to conclude 
that, even though the Defense Department is 
earnestly seeking to protect its employees, these 
massive shifts of workers into heavily defended 
areas may send the wrong signal to potential 
terrorists. After all, it has been none other than 
Secretary Rumsfeld who has repeatedly 
reminded us that a good offense, rather than 
packing people into bunkers, is the best way to 
defeat terrorism. 
 

The Pentagon is not the first government agency 
that is transferring thousands of employees to 
hardened bases. The State Department for years 
has been moving embassies away from 
populated urban areas. But seeing the Defense 
Department follow that path raises broader 
questions about the American way of life-
whether in k t the 
United States can be an open society and 
whether the government, despite its promises, 
can in fact protect all U.S. citizens, civil servants 
or not, from terrorist attacks. 
 
National News Articles
 
New England Makes Pitch For Keeping 
Bases Open 
Boston Globe 
Rick Klein and Matt Viser 
July 7, 2005  
 
Closing Cape Cod's Otis Air Force Base would 
leave New England ill-prepared to protect major 
buildings, transportation routes, and energy 
delivery systems in the event of a terrorist 
attack, Massachusetts officials told members of 
the military's base-closing commission 
yesterday. 
 
Governor Mitt Romney privately provided 
commission members with his administration's 
assessment of the state's potential terrorist 
targets, which he did not make public. He said 
the ''sensitive" assessment demonstrates the 
essential role played by Otis-based fighter 
planes in protecting the region. The assessment 
was reviewed by the Department of Homeland 
Security, he said. 
 
The pleas on behalf of Otis came as lawmakers 
from across the region also asked the 
independent Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission to reverse Pentagon 
recommendations and support the continued 
operation of some of New England's largest 
military installations. 
 
With Maine-based Portsmouth Naval Shipyard 
and Connecticut's Submarine Base New London 
slated to be closed under the Pentagon proposal -

BRAC Commission Early Bird 
Use of these articles does not reflect official endorsement.  

Reproduction for private use or gain is subject to original copyright restrictions. 
4

DCN 3725



- in addition to Otis and a range of smaller 
facilities -- a procession of governors, senators, 
House members, and representatives of affected 
communities accused the Defense Department of 
making significant factual errors in preparing its 
list of recommended closings. The hearing at the 
Boston Convention and Exposition Center 
represented perhaps the best chance for officials 
from New England states to make the case for 
their bases before the members of the base-
closing commission. 
 
Aside from robbing New England of much of its 
military presence, the Pentagon 
recommendations could drive up overall defense 
costs as other bases assume the workload, and 
could plunge parts of New Hampshire, Maine, 
and Connecticut into ''regional recessions," the 
lawmakers said. 
 
''This proposal will not realize a reduction at 
cost, and it will make the Northeast region of the 
United States less safe, and it amounts to 
nothing more than a budgetary shell game," said 
Representative William D. Delahunt, a Quincy 
Democrat whose district includes Cape Cod. 
 
A uniform theme was that the Pentagon's 
analysis of the military value and productivity of 
New England's military bases that are slated for 
closure is flawed. While the arguments were not 
new, the hearing gave New England politicians 
and workers the chance for a comprehensive, 
coherent effort to sway commissioners. 
 
With thousands of jobs at stake, much of the 
region's top political leadership shuttled between 
rallies, a room set up for press conferences, and 
the cavernous hearing hall as the commission 
members sat through 10 hours of testimony. 
Busloads of base supporters traveled from Cape 
Cod, New Hampshire, Maine, and Connecticut 
to rally on behalf of the facilities in their areas, 
with supporters of different bases in color-coded 
T-shirts. The supporters -- thousands in all -- 
came and went in waves as the commission 
heard testimony on a state-by-state basis. 
 
The commission's chairman, Anthony J. 
Principi, said after the hearing that he was 
impressed by the ''dramatic testimony" 

suggesting that the Pentagon strayed from its 
guidelines in slating the New England bases for 
closure. 
 
''We have a lot of analysis to do, based on the 
information we heard today," Principi said. ''It's 
clear to all of us that New England is hit 
particularly hard by these recommendations, and 
I think that makes our work more challenging to 
ensure that it's been done right." 
 
Economic impact was one of the criteria to be 
used by the Pentagon in reviewing bases for the 
list. 
 
Massachusetts officials argued that shutting 
down Otis, as recommended by the Pentagon in 
May, would leave the region with only two 
fighter planes on alert within a 175-mile radius 
of Boston, a situation Romney called 
''impractical" and potentially dangerous. 
 
He said the state's security assessment 
demonstrates Otis-based planes guard busy air 
routes and rail lines, gas pipelines, 
telecommunications infrastructure, and other 
potential targets that require ''special prevention 
and protection plans." 
 
''Much of the energy and transportation 
capability of the entire Northeast centers on our 
Commonwealth," Romney told the five 
members of the nine-person commission who 
attended yesterday's New England regional 
hearing. ''Obviously, any vulnerability is 
unacceptable." 
 
Officials said the Pentagon also erred in 
overlooking Otis' potential for expansion and the 
impact the base's closure would have on the 
Coast Guard and other federal agencies that use 
portions of the 22,000-acre military installation. 
The government's true savings from closing the 
base would be $18 million over 20 years, not the 
Pentagon's estimate of $336 million, said 
Senator Edward M. Kennedy, Democrat of 
Massachusetts. The difference, he said, comes 
from failing to tally the costs associated with 
shipping the base functions elsewhere and 
continuing to maintain a US Coast Guard 
presence at Otis. 
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''That's a small price to pay to ensure the safety 
of New England and the nation," Kennedy said. 
''These facts lead to only one conclusion: Otis 
should stay open." 
 
The commission is charged with reviewing the 
Pentagon's list and suggesting changes to 
President Bush by Sept. 8. Once the president 
sends the final list to Congress, it must be 
accepted or rejected wholesale, giving 
significant weight to the commission's calls. 
 
A simple majority of the commission members 
must agree to save a base. But if commissioners 
decide to close another base instead in an effort 
to maintain the cost savings sought by the 
Pentagon, seven of the nine members must 
approve of the addition. 
 
Maine and New Hampshire officials argued that 
the Pentagon ignored its own data with regard to 
the Portsmouth base's military value and the 
costs that would be incurred by shifting its ship-
repair functions to other bases. They also said 
the 4,000 jobs that would disappear there would 
devastate the economy of the southern parts of 
the states that provide most of the base's 
workforce. 
 
Senator John E. Sununu, Republican of New 
Hampshire, presented data showing that the 
Pentagon did not account for $293 million in 
costs associated with having other bases pick up 
Portsmouth's workload, and overstated cost-
saving estimates by $1.5 billion over 20 years. 
 
In an exchange that left Maine and New 
Hampshire lawmakers optimistic about 
Portsmouth's fate, commission chairman 
Principi raised the possibility of scaling back the 
Pearl Harbor base in Hawaii and keeping 
Portsmouth open as a larger naval base. 
 
''The justification given for closing Portsmouth 
and retaining Pearl is that Pearl is strategically 
placed," Principi said. He noted that if Pearl 
Harbor were downscaled instead, more ships 
could be moved there if a greater Pacific 
strength is needed. Last week, Principi asked 
Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld to 

explain why he wants to keep Pearl Harbor and 
close Portsmouth, given that Navy statistics 
show that Portsmouth -- which has continuously 
operated since 1800 -- is more efficient. 
 
Connecticut officials accused the Pentagon of 
seeking to protect the sub base in Kings Bay, 
Ga., at the expense of the New London base, 
which they said was superior in productivity and 
has greater military value. They also argued that 
the Navy would lose an important relationship 
with the private Groton-based Electric Boat if 
the New London-area base were shuttered. 
 
''You are the jury, and I urge you to use the same 
kind of standards a jury would in a capital case," 
said Senator Joseph I. Lieberman, Democrat of 
Connecticut. ''If you turn this base off, it's never 
going to be rebuilt again -- anywhere. Why take 
the risk?" 
 
Nationwide, the Pentagon's recommendations, 
issued in May, would close 33 large military 
bases and redefine the missions of some 800 
other military installations, in an effort to 
generate $48.6 billion in long-term savings. New 
England would suffer the largest job loss of any 
region, with the six-state region on track to lose 
nearly half of the 29,000 jobs expected to be lost 
nationwide. 
 
The Pentagon plan calls for preserving Hanscom 
Air Force Base in Bedford and the Army Soldier 
Systems Center in Natick, and transferring about 
1,100 jobs to Hanscom. Still, with lawmakers 
across the country making pitches for their bases 
to stay open, lawmakers lobbied commission 
members to follow the Pentagon's 
recommendations for the Bedford and Natick 
bases. 
 
In past rounds of base closings, the commission 
has shown great deference to the Pentagon's 
recommendations, and the process is designed to 
be insulated from political influences. 
 
But lawmakers expressed hope that the 
commission will recognize Defense Department 
mistakes and change the list of base closings that 
will be presented to the president. 
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''I'm not often betting; I don't often make it to 
Las Vegas," Romney said. ''But I'm betting that 
we're going to save Otis." 
 
 
New England Pleads to Retain Military 
Bases 
New York Times  
Katie Zezima 
July 7, 2005 
 
BOSTON- Officials from five of the six New 
England states lobbied the independent 
commission analyzing the proposed military-
base closings on Wednesday to spare their 
states, saying the Pentagon used faulty 
information, inflated savings and incomplete 
criteria. 
 
Testifying before four of the nine members of 
the Base Closure and Realignment Commission, 
officials from Connecticut, Maine, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire and Rhode 
Island argued that closings would leave the 
region without a strong military presence, 
imperil economies and jeopardize national 
security. 
 
The region could lose more than 12,000 civilian 
positions, about half the losses from closings 
nationwide.  
 
Three of the largest installations in the region, 
the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard in Kittery, Me.; 
the Naval Submarine Base in Groton, Conn.; and 
Otis Air National Guard Base in Sandwich on 
Cape Cod, are on the proposed list.  
 
"The loss of 12,000 jobs would be nothing less 
than a federally induced recession, one that our 
region would not recover from quickly," Gov. 
John Lynch of New Hampshire said. 
 
Officials from Maine and New Hampshire said 
the Pentagon did not incorporate into its 
calculations the documented efficiency of the 
Portsmouth yard, where Navy officials last week 
presented the base one of the highest awards.  
 
The 205-year-old shipyard, which works with 
nuclear-powered submarines, returns ships to the 

fleet faster than any other yard, officials said, 
and its skilled-labor base, which takes eight 
years of apprenticeship and work to fully 
cultivate, could not be easily copied at another 
site. 
 
Workers have indicated that they would be loath 
to move to bases in Norfolk, Va.; Puget Sound, 
Wash.; and Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. 
 
"This shipyard cannot be replicated," Senator 
Judd Gregg, Republican of New Hampshire, 
said. "The people who work there cannot be 
replicated." 
 
The Defense Department recommended keeping 
Pearl Harbor open because of its strategic 
location.  
 
In a letter last week, Anthony J. Principi, head of 
the base commission, asked Defense Secretary 
Donald H. Rumsfeld for more information about 
why Pearl Harbor was chosen to stay open over 
Portsmouth. Mr. Principi said after the hearing 
that information presented to the panel showed 
Portsmouth as more efficient than Pearl Harbor. 
 
New Hampshire and Maine officials said the 
Pentagon had overstated the cost savings of 
closing the base by failing to take into account 
millions of dollars in costs for personnel, nuclear 
cleanup and construction at other bases.  
 
Earl Donnell, who has worked at the yard for 37 
years and who represented its management, said 
the Navy would save $916 million by 2019 if the 
yard remained open.  
 
Using numbers compiled by state officials, if the 
base closed, the Pentagon would lose $425 
million by 2020 because of increased costs 
elsewhere. 
 
"They overestimated the capacity to perform 
work without Portsmouth," Mr. Donnell said. 
 
The hearing took on the feel of a rally, as 
thousands of employees and supporters rode 
school buses provided by the states for the 60-
mile trip on Interstate 95 in a summer rain with a 
police escort. Clad in yellow T-shirts reading 
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"Save Our Shipyard," the group packed the 
hearing, adding a bright yellow wash to the staid 
convention room.  
 
They cheered for the commission as it arrived, 
and Mr. Principi acknowledged them with a 
wave and a smile.  
 
Many took personal days from work, but assured 
reporters that there were enough workers at the 
base to finish work on two submarines by the 
end of t he month.  
 
"Here's a government facility that's finally 
saving money, and they want to close it," said 
Wayne Hughes, 52, an inspectional supervisor 
from Alton, N.H., who has worked at the base 
for 28 years. "That's why you see so many 
yellow shirts. Everyone's upset. I feel they're 
sending the wrong message - that hard work 
doesn't pay off." Officials from Connecticut and 
Rhode Island said the Pentagon had failed to 
take into account the depth of the Groton base, 
which includes the submarine school and nearby 
Electric Boat, the submarine builder. A state 
analysis said closing the base would cost the 
military $274 million. 
 
Officials said that the Pentagon was biased 
against the base, giving extra weight to sites that 
can handle carriers, as well as submarines, and 
that Washington had failed to take into account 
the cost of building extra piers at Kings Bay, Ga.  
 
Gov. M. Jodi Rell said Connecticut was not 
treated fairly in the process. The chairman of the 
state's base commission, John Markowicz, 
accused the Pentagon of erecting a "protective 
do-not-close line" around Kings Bay. 
 
"Faulty data gathering has undermined the 
military-evaluation process," Mr. Markowicz 
said.  
 
A spokesman for the Pentagon, Lt. Col. John A. 
Skinner, said in an e-mail note that it was 
"committed to ensuring the commission, 
Congress and the public have access to the 
information necessary to understand the 
department's recommendations."  
 

The recommendations, Colonel Skinner said, are 
a "product of comprehensive data analysis and a 
healthy and full debate." 
 
The hearing developed into a case for shoring up 
the submarine arsenal, which the Pentagon has 
considered cutting. Senator Christopher J. Dodd, 
Democrat of Connecticut, said closing the bases 
could be a backdoor way to trim the arsenal.  
 
"Such an analysis is not only short-sighted," Mr. 
Dodd said. "We believe it is dangerous, as well."  
 
The panel gives final recommendations to 
President Bush in September. 
 
 
Base Closure Panel Gets an Earful 
Leaders from New England states tell five 
commission members why their military 
installations should remain open. 
Los Angeles Times 
Elizabeth Mehren 
July 7, 2005 
 
BOSTON — To Glenn Gauvin, it made no sense 
to close the nation's oldest military shipyard. So 
Gauvin, 41, joined more than 3,000 other 
supporters of the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard on 
Wednesday to press their case before an 
independent review panel. 
 
Many made the 90-minute trip to Boston in a 
caravan of about 50 school buses. In yellow 
"Save Our Shipyard" T-shirts, the Portsmouth 
contingent filled nearly every seat in a cavernous 
convention center ballroom here. 
 
ADVERTISEMENT  
   
"We've got the lowest cost per man-hour, the 
highest on-time delivery and we just received a 
star status award," said Gauvin, a mechanical 
inspector at the Kittery, Maine, facility for the 
last 13 years. 
 
"Why are they closing it?" Gauvin asked. "You 
tell me. That is why we are here." 
 
For eight hours, five members of the Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission listened 
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as delegates from military bases across New 
England argued that their installations should 
not be closed. The speakers included five 
governors, 10 U.S. senators, nine congressmen 
and a plethora of local officials from five states 
affected by the Pentagon's decision to streamline 
domestic military operations.  
 
Thousands of men and women whose lives are 
directly tied to the eight imperiled bases also 
seized the opportunity to air their views. 
 
"I've lived by the New London Submarine Base 
[in Groton, Conn.] almost all my life," said 
retired Coast Guard officer James Sheehan, 73. 
"It plays an important part, militarily, in our 
country's defense." 
 
By proposing to close the Connecticut 
submarine facility and consolidate undersea 
operations in Kings Bay, Ga., "it seems to me 
they are putting too many apples in one cart," 
Sheehan said. "They want to put it all down 
there, and my God, if you set off one atomic 
bomb, you'd lose everything." 
 
From Anchorage to Buffalo, meetings in nine 
other regions where bases are to be closed 
brought out similar crowds in recent weeks. A 
hearing two weeks ago in South Dakota drew 
more than 7,500 participants. 
 
The 19 public sessions carry no legal weight. 
Commission Chairman Anthony J. Principi said 
the meetings were intended to gather 
information and "to assure everyone that public 
input is taken into consideration." 
 
Over and over, the commissioners heard 
testimony that the decision to close the bases 
was arbitrary and based on flawed data. 
Lawmakers and private citizens alike also 
contended that closing the facilities would 
weaken national and regional security without 
necessarily saving the huge amounts of money 
foreseen by the Pentagon. Some officials said 
the costs of closing the bases could outweigh 
any possible benefits, with states and 
municipalities picking up the price of 
environmental cleanups. 
 

"We have struggled, mightily, to reconcile [this 
decision] with common sense," M. Jodi Rell, the 
Republican governor of Connecticut, said of the 
determination to close the sprawling submarine 
base on the Thames River. About 7,500 military 
personnel are employed at the New London 
submarine facility, along with 650 reservists and 
several thousand civilian workers and 
contractors.  
 
The Connecticut base represents the largest loss 
of jobs of any of the 33 bases scheduled to be 
closed nationwide. Another 29 will be 
"realigned" — pared down or consolidated. 
 
"Make no mistake, it is wrong," Rell said. 
"Closing the Navy's oldest, biggest and best 
submarine base is just wrong — it is wrong for 
the Navy, it is wrong for the nation and it is 
wrong for Connecticut." 
 
Governors and congressional delegations from 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New Hampshire 
and Maine made similar pleas on behalf of 
installations in their states. All argued that the 
bases marked for closure carried unique military 
value with special significance in wartime. 
 
"These are new and dangerous times for our 
nation," said Sen. Christopher J. Dodd (D-
Conn.). "Closing this base [New London] would 
put the Navy in a virtual straitjacket." 
 
Speaker after speaker also accused the 
Department of Defense of relying on incomplete 
and inaccurate data in drawing up its list of 
bases to be closed. 
 
"Who has ever heard of 'the Pentagon made a 
mistake?' " asked Republican Gov. Mitt Romney 
of Massachusetts. He said neither he nor the 
National Guard adjutant general in 
Massachusetts was consulted about the possible 
shutdown of Otis Air Force Base on Cape Cod, 
or a smaller facility, the Boston Planning Yard. 
 
Gov. John Lynch of New Hampshire, a 
Democrat, said job losses for his state were not 
taken into account because the Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard was in Maine — two miles from 
the New Hampshire border. 
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"The Department of Defense completely ignored 
the impact on the state of New Hampshire," 
Lynch said.  
 
 
Lawmakers band together vs. BRAC cuts 
The Hill 
Roxana Tiron 
July 6, 2005 
 
The New England congressional delegations will 
be putting up an intense fight today to save their 
military bases from the Pentagon's chopping 
block. 
 
At the core of their arguments will be the 
strategic value of several naval bases, whose 
closing or realignment could prompt changes in 
the defense strategies of the North Atlantic. 
 
Lawmakers from Connecticut, Maine, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island and Massachusetts are 
presenting their cases today in Boston in front of 
the independent Base Realignment and Closure 
(BRAC) Commission. 
 
New England would be hit particularly hard in 
this round of closures, standing to lose more 
than 14,000 defense jobs. Lawmakers said they 
are using the regional hearing as their best 
chance to prove that the Pentagon has 
underestimated and misrepresented the military 
value of the installations slated for closing.  
 
The hearing's host state, Massachusetts, which 
would take a gentle blow in this round, is 
planning to fight for Otis Air National Guard 
base and trying to prove its homeland security 
value, but the focus will be on Maine and 
Connecticut. Maine is slated to lose the 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard in Kittery, with 
nuclear submarine repair and refueling work 
going to Norfolk, Va., while the Brunswick 
Naval Air Station would lose all its patrol 
aircraft to Jacksonville, Fla. Also, the Defense 
Finance and Accounting Service office in 
Limestone is targeted for closing. 
 
In Connecticut, the New London submarine base 
in Groton is slated to shutter, moving the 

submarine fleet to Norfolk and Kings Bay, Ga. 
The closure would affect more than 8,000 
military and civilian jobs in the region. 
 
New Hampshire is working with Maine trying to 
save Portsmouth because 40 percent of the 
employees at the yard come from the Granite 
State. Rhode Island will also be represented at 
the hearing, trying to show the impact that the 
closure of the New London sub base would have 
across state lines. 
 
The regional hearing in Boston comes in the 
wake of a letter the independent BRAC 
Commission sent to Secretary of Defense 
Donald Rumsfeld asking for clarifications to 
several decisions. Among the commission's 
questions is why the Naval Shipyard Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii, was not slated for closing 
instead of Portsmouth, which according to Navy 
documents is the more efficient of the two. The 
commission also is asking for the considerations 
given to the realignment of New Brunswick 
versus full closure. 
 
The letter "shows that the BRAC Commission is 
doing their job, that they are going to look at the 
facts independently," Rep. Jeb Bradley (R-N.H.) 
told The Hill. "I think this is a good sign, but I 
do not think we can read too much into it." He 
said the commission's move shows that it is 
willing to "take a hard look" at the 
recommendations. 
 
"It is clear that by [sending] the letter, the 
commission staff has clear reservations about 
shipbuilding, rehaul and repair," said Robert 
Gillcash, a senior adviser at McKenna Long & 
Aldridge who has worked through several 
rounds of BRAC. 
 
Lawmakers are going to try to prove the 
Department of Defense (DoD) criteria wrong at 
the hearing today. "A number of us from New 
Hampshire and Maine will be making the case 
based solely on the DoD criteria," Bradley said. 
These factors include military value, surge 
capacity, irreplaceable assets and the military's 
cost estimates. "We are going to prove how we 
believe that the criteria were deviated from, 
virtually all of the criteria," Bradley said. 
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To make a compelling case, the states will have 
to present the commission with information that 
"really causes them to do more investigations on 
the strategic value of naval presence in the North 
Atlantic" and with facts that show there are 
going to be reductions in operations or support, 
explained Gillcash. 
 
"Groton and Portsmouth have a lot going for 
them in terms of being reviewed," Gillcash said. 
"It is going to be a difficult question of whether 
the commissioners are willing to accept the DoD 
position to abdicate [the] naval presence of the 
North Atlantic." 
 
Portsmouth supporters said the Navy did not 
take into account the efficiencies of the 
shipyard, which has been known to return 
submarines to the Navy ahead of schedule and 
under budget. 
 
The closing of Portsmouth has been 40 years in 
the making, a congressional staff member said, 
quoting news clippings dating back to the 1960s 
that mentioned the potential closing of the 
shipyard. 
 
Connecticut, meanwhile, is going to try to prove 
the military value of New London, attributable 
in part to its symbiotic relationship with General 
Dynamics' Electric Boat division, concentrating 
the nation's undersea-warfare expertise in the 
Groton area, according to supporters. 
 
"It is an incredible nexus and incubator for the 
Navy," Gillcash said. 
 
Connecticut is slated to lose even more jobs than 
Maine is in the base closures. The sub base has 
the support of Rep. Duncan Hunter (R-Calif.), 
chairman of the House Armed Services 
Committee, as well as Roscoe Bartlett (R-Md.), 
chairman of the committee's Projection Forces 
Subcommittee. 
 
Subase Realignment Coalition chairman will 
highlight flaws in base-closure process. 
 
Gina McCarthy 
 

State environmental official will warn of high 
cost of cleaning contamination at base. 
 
Local News Articles
 
Businesses To Seek Hints At Base-Closing 
Hearing 
Washington Post (Washington DC) 
Dana Hedgpeth 
July 7, 2005  
 
Developers, real estate agents and investors will 
watch closely today as a nine-member 
commission opens hearings on proposed military 
base closings in the region, hunting for 
information that could begin shaping investment 
decisions and commercial lease negotiations in 
Northern Virginia, Maryland and the District. 
 
The Pentagon's preliminary recommendations 
would shift tens of thousands of military 
personnel from old facilities such as the Walter 
Reed Army Medical Center in Northwest 
Washington and also leave vacant millions of 
square feet of commercial office space that the 
Defense Department leases in Crystal City and 
other area locations. 
 
The Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
will send final recommendations to President 
Bush later this year. The tenor at today's 
hearings could offer clues about whether to buy 
or sell, negotiate a new lease, or walk away from 
the expiring one. 
 
"Most of the real estate community is in a wait-
and-see mode," said Kurt Stout, a senior vice 
president at the real estate firm Grubb & Ellis 
Co. Stout specializes in leasing space to the 
federal government and plans to attend one of 
the hearings this afternoon in Northern Virginia. 
"Sellers are waiting to see if they should sell and 
tenants are watching to see what it all does to 
rents. . . . We're looking to see if there's any 
nuggets that come out of these hearings so we 
can tell our clients what we think they should 
do," Stout said. 
 
"Any sane, knowledgeable investor is not going 
to touch a building that's going to be impacted 
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by base closings and agencies leaving," said 
Benjamin B. Lacy, chairman of Lacy Ltd., 
which advises a large German mutual fund on 
investing in U.S. real estate. "The reason is that 
you could conceivably be buying an empty 
building." 
 
Today will be the commission's chance to hear 
from local and federal politicians, some of 
whom will see major job losses in their 
jurisdictions, and others who will get more 
workers. Two hearings are scheduled for occur 
today: one on Capitol Hill that will deal with the 
6,000 jobs that are expected to leave the city, the 
other in an Arlington hotel to discuss the effect 
on Virginia. A hearing will be held on Friday for 
base closings in Maryland. 
 
Rep. James P. Moran Jr. (D-Va.) said in an 
interview that it is not cost-effective or 
productive to move agencies from Northern 
Virginia to other parts of the state, as the 
commission has proposed. 
 
"There seems to be an arbitrary approach to the 
closure of these offices," said Moran, who is to 
testify today. "I don't want to see . . . jobs leave 
Northern Virginia. The agencies aren't going to 
be able to function as well because they're going 
to lose . . . employees who don't want to leave 
Northern Virginia because they've got spouses 
with jobs here or kids in school." 
 
Northern Virginia is expected to be the hardest 
hit by the proposed base closings because it 
would lose roughly 23,000 jobs, and possibly as 
many as 50,000, from workers housed in dozens 
of Northern Virginia office buildings the 
Pentagon leases. 
 
The Pentagon says the buildings do not meet 
stringent security requirements put in place after 
Sept. 11, 2001. In the coming years, workers 
who do various duties, from managing military 
commissaries to developing missile defense 
programs, would abandon about 7.2 million 
square feet of office space -- most of it in 
Crystal City -- if the commission's 
recommendations pass. According to Jim 
Hunter, a real estate broker at Cassidy & Pinkard 
who represents landlords, the vacancy rate in the 

Crystal City area is hovering at around 27 
percent but could go higher as more space gets 
dumped back on the market. 
 
For some tenants looking for space, that could 
mean cheaper rent. 
 
"Arlington is going to see some 7 million square 
feet come back on the market and that's a lot of 
space [for tenants to lease]," Hunter said. "It's 
going to be very upsetting to property owners if 
all of this goes into place because it will be a 
long time to absorb all the space that the 
Defense Department is leaving." 
 
 
BRAC Battle Moves North 
Fayetteville Observer (Fayetteville, NC) 
Don Worthington 
July 7, 2005  
 
Pennsylvania officials say they have done their 
share in the process of streamlining the military. 
They want some other state to pay the price this 
time. 
 
Officials from Pennsylvania will present the 
case for keeping their military units - including 
an Air Force Reserve wing slated to move to 
Pope Air Force Base - at an 8:30 a.m. hearing in 
Washington today. 
 
"We've taken significant hits since the first 
BRAC in 1988," said Abe Amoros, deputy 
spokesman for Gov. Edward G. Rendell. 
 
"We've lost 16,000 jobs. We have done our fair 
share." 
 
The latest recommendations under consideration 
by the Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission call for Pennsylvania to lose 
another 1,878 jobs. That includes the 911th 
Airlift Wing at Pittsburgh International Airport, 
which would send its eight C-130 cargo planes 
to Pope. 
 
Amoros said Rendell wants a reversal of all the 
recommendations for the state. The 
recommendations that the base closure 
commission is considering come from the 
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Pentagon. They include closing the Naval Air 
Station at Willow Grove. 
 
U.S. Sen. Rick Santorum has said that the 
recommendation most likely to be reversed is 
the 911th move. The Pittsburgh Tribune-Review 
reported that he said the Pentagon made "an 
incredible error" in assessing the 911th Airlift 
Wing. 
 
The Air Force estimates the Pennsylvania base 
can handle only 10 C-130 planes. Advocates for 
the base said it can easily be expanded to handle 
16, the number of planes the Pentagon said are 
needed to form a cost-effective wing. 
 
There are 53 acres at the airport that owner 
Allegheny County is willing to turn over to the 
military, officials said. 
 
The base closure plan for Pope involves turning 
the base over to the Army. The 43rd Airlift 
Wing at Pope would be dissolved, and the 
installation's A-10 attack jets would be sent to a 
base in Georgia. In their place, eight C-130s 
from Pittsburgh and eight more from the West 
Virginia National Guard's 130th Airlift Wing 
would be shifted to Pope. 
 
West Virginia officials are protesting the move 
as well. 
 
They have said that the Pentagon planners 
ignored the state mission of the Air Guard wing, 
and that Yeager Airport near Charleston could 
easily be expanded to handle more planes. 
 
 
State's Team Encouraged 
Closings Panel Listens Intently  
Hartford Courant (Hartford, CT) 
Jesse Hamilton 
July 7, 2005  
 
BOSTON -- It was exactly the question the 
defenders of Groton's submarine base hoped to 
hear from the commissioners deciding its fate. 
 
Would there be savings by emptying Norfolk, 
Va., of subs rather than Groton? 
 

John Markowicz, chairman of the state's Subase 
Realignment Coalition and one of Wednesday's 
presenters at a regional Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission hearing, has spent late 
nights getting ready to answer such a question. 
 
"What are your thoughts on that?" 
Commissioner Samuel Skinner asked the 
Connecticut team that had just spent two hours 
making its best pitch for saving the country's 
oldest sub base. 
 
As Markowicz started to talk - to tell the five 
commissioners that Groton could harbor the 
entire Atlantic fleet of fast-attack nuclear subs 
without significant construction - Connecticut's 
congressional delegation, Gov. M. Jodi Rell and 
other state officials knew they had gotten at least 
some of their message through. 
 
Markowicz told the commissioners that if they 
decide to pull the base from the list in the 
coming weeks, "you conserve, what is truly - 
and I'm not blowing smoke - a true submarine 
center of excellence." 
 
After the presentation, "Team Connecticut," as 
U.S. Rep. Rob Simmons, R-2nd District, called 
it, was in high spirits. It had followed a script, 
guided by lobbyists from The Washington 
Group, for two hours, setting out a dozen 
perspectives and a host of painstakingly 
organized arguments that the Pentagon was in 
error when it recommended Groton's closure. 
 
Over the two hours, 14 speakers squeezed as 
much information as they could into every 
minute, letting these five members of the nine-
member commission act as jury - as Sen. Joseph 
I. Lieberman put it - in Groton's defense against 
a Pentagon prosecution. The team steadily 
attacked every major aspect of the military's 
claims. 
 
The basics: The military doesn't have a 
consistent picture of the future of subs right 
now; it underestimated the cost of cleaning up 
the base and moving operations to Norfolk and 
Kings Bay, Ga.; it plugged inconsistent and bad 
information into the BRAC process, which 
ended up hurting Groton; and it overestimated 
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how much the Department of Defense would 
save from the closure, and how soon the savings 
would occur. 
 
The commission has one more week of such 
hearings around the country before settling in to 
the last stretch. 
 
For more than a month, it will finish collecting 
information from base advocates, then compile a 
list of its own to forward to the president by 
Sept. 8. For each removal of a base from 
Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld's 
recommendation list, a majority of five 
commissioners would have to vote in favor. 
Seven votes would be required to add to the list. 
 
"We've learned a great deal," commission 
Chairman Anthony Principi said after hearing 
the arguments of five New England states. "We 
have a lot of analysis to do based on the 
information we heard today on military value, 
economic impact compared to cost savings and 
cost estimates that differ greatly from the data 
that's been provided to us by the Department of 
Defense." 
 
To make the decision of whether to close the 90-
year-old Groton base, the commissioners have a 
wide selection of voices to recall. 
 
There was Rell telling them, "We believe it 
defies common sense," adding "it defies dollars 
and cents, too. Most importantly, it defies 
military sense." 
 
And there was Sen. Chris Dodd saying, "Closing 
the base would leave no other option but to 
downsize our submarine force," adding that it 
"would put the nation in a virtual straightjacket." 
He reminded commissioners, too, that Groton's 
base is "joined at the hip with Electric Boat, the 
world's leading designer and builder of 
submarines." 
 
Then came retired Vice Adm. Albert "Big Al" 
Konetzni, with his affable banter, reminding 
Principi that "we played football together ... a 
long time ago. A hell of a long time ago." 
Konetzni, who used to command the sub fleet in 

the Pacific, put the Groton picture in a wider 
frame. 
 
"I'm not here for New England," he said. "I live 
in Kings Bay. I love it." Instead, he said, "I'm 
here for national security." 
 
He said there are about 400 submarines in the 
world today. "A little less than half are our 
friends." 
 
He said closing Groton now is "ill conceived." 
 
A senator from Rhode Island took his turn to 
agree, as did a former assistant secretary of the 
Navy. 
 
When some of the commissioners visited Groton 
more than a month ago, they showed a lot of 
interest in the base's relationship to sub builder 
Electric Boat. So its president, John Casey, told 
them Wednesday that "Our ability to integrate 
with the Navy is extremely important." 
 
That means running their shop just down the 
Thames River from the country's largest sub 
base. It's an ongoing relationship Casey 
predicted will continue to reduce sub-building 
costs about $50 million a year. 
 
Markowicz was the detail man. He twisted 
through the minutiae, using the phrase the 
commission is looking for - "substantial 
deviations from the BRAC selection criteria" - 
and claiming the record shows the Navy was, 
from the beginning, refusing to consider the 
closure of some of its bases, even though the 
BRAC process calls for all to be considered 
equally. Another member of the Subase 
Realignment Coalition, Gabe Stern, slashed at 
the Pentagon's cost and savings estimates. 
 
Though the Navy claimed it would start saving 
money by 2013 if it closes Groton, Stern's 
version of the numbers - corrected for mistakes 
he believes were made in figuring the costs of 
new construction in Georgia and Norfolk as well 
as a number of other things - show a break-even 
point at 2057. 
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A companion book to the presentation, a 30-
page summary called "The Submarine Capital of 
the World: The Case for Naval Submarine Base 
New London" handed out by The Washington 
Group, suggested a $221 million 
underestimation of one-time moving and 
construction costs. 
 
That was coupled with state Department of 
Environmental Protection Commissioner Gina 
McCarthy's take on what it would cost to rush 
through an environmental cleanup of the old 
nuclear base. The Navy called the immediate 
cleanup a $10 million job. The state says $41 
million. 
 
For remediation of the 687-acre site, the Navy 
figured $23 million. The state: $125 million. 
 
Simmons' turn at the microphone found him 
closing with a fervent request of the 
commissioners: "Save the sub base! Take. It. 
Off. The. List." 
 
In the shadow of the squadron of base supporters 
Wednesday was a lone fighter making the case 
on a different issue - that Connecticut should not 
lose its fleet of A-10 warplanes to 
Massachusetts. 
 
Brig. Gen. Thad Martin's presentation was brief 
and pointed. The new leader of the Connecticut 
National Guard highlighted what the state 
considers data entry errors. 
 
"The facts speak for themselves," he said. 
 
Martin laid out the stakes in an interview prior to 
the presentation: "We will be unique, he said of 
the proposed realignment. "We will be the only 
state in the union without an Air National Guard 
flying presence, an Air Force Reserve flying 
presence or an active Air Force flying presence. 
There will be no flying presence if we don't 
prevail in this presentation." 
 
Lieberman was the closer, comparing the 
commissioners to the jury in a death-penalty 
case, making a tough decision they can't take 
back. He said, "Your decision is final. It is 
terminal." 

 
Then came the commissioners' questions and 
comments, and the relief that the presentation 
had been heard. Principi even volunteered of 
competitor Norfolk: "It's a rather congested 
base." 
 
Hours later, Principi and the others were racing 
from the hearing to catch a plane. They have 
another hearing this morning, in Washington. 
 
"We had a long day," Principi said. "A rather 
dramatic day." 
 
 
Nussle rakes plans to cut arsenal jobs 
He says that moving an 1,100-person unit 
from the Rock Island facility won't save cash. 
Des Moines Register (Des Moines, IA) 
Erin Jordan 
July 6, 2005  
 
Davenport, Ia. - Moving one of the largest units 
from the Rock Island Arsenal - causing a loss of 
1,100 jobs - will cost the government money 
rather than saving it, U.S. Rep. Jim Nussle said 
Tuesday. 
 
Nussle toured three organizations the Defense 
Department recommended relocating from Rock 
Island to military bases in other states as part of 
the Base Realignment and Closure process. The 
recommendations would cause a net loss of 
more than 1,500 jobs from the arsenal, which 
employs 6,400 in Iowa and Illinois. 
 
"We're continuing to fight for these jobs," 
Nussle said in a news conference after the tour. 
 
The base closures are expected to save the 
government almost $50 billion over 20 years. 
But moving the 1,100 jobs of the Tank-
automotive and Armaments Command 
(TACOM) from Rock Island to Michigan and 
Ohio would cost millions of dollars in training 
and construction, Nussle said. 
 
The government would be better off moving 
more units to the Rock Island Arsenal, which 
has 500,000 square feet of manufacturing space 
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and 300 acres for development, he said. "We've 
got the space, the place and the people," he said. 
 
Politicians from Iowa and Illinois and Quad 
Cities leaders made their case against the 
recommendation to remove jobs to the Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission June 20 
in St. Louis. The commission will forward its 
decision to President Bush in September. 
 
"We're optimistic that if it's a decision based on 
saving money and the facts, then the TACOM 
decision will be reversed," said Thomas Hart, 
president of the Quad City Development Group. 
 
Officials of the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission were not available to comment 
Tuesday. 
 
Nussle said he had not yet asked for a meeting 
with the president but had discussed his 
concerns with House Speaker Dennis Hastert of 
Illinois. 
 
Nussle, who will run for Iowa governor in 2006, 
also presented a Bettendorf veteran with the 
Silver Star and Bronze Star Tuesday afternoon. 
James Perry served in the military from 1942 to 
1961, during which time he was stationed in 
Europe and fought in Korea. Perry then worked 
at the Rock Island Arsenal for 20 years before 
retiring in 1981, Nussle said. 
 
 
Report raises RRAD questions 
GAO analysis could play role in decision 
on base closure 
Texarkana Gazette (Texarkana, TX) 
Aaron Brand 
July 6, 2005  
 
The savings and benefits of moving combat 
vehicle work to Anniston Army Depot is just 
one of the concerns raised in a recently released 
report that questions Red River Army Depot's 
inclusion on the Pentagon's BRAC list. 
 
"As such, it appears that there is essentially no 
substantive transformational changes occurring 
with the closure of the Red River Army Depot," 

states the U.S. Government Accountability 
Office in one section of the report. 
 
The report centers on Red River Army Depot 
during a two-and-a-half page discussion, part of 
an overall, 273-page study of the Defense 
Department's recommendations for closure and 
realignment. 
 
The GAO analysis first questions whether 
"transformational changes" will arise if RRAD 
is shut down. 
 
Transformational changes to construct a modern 
military have been billed as the primary reasons 
to move forward in the Base Realignment and 
Closure process. 
 
The GAO specifically talks about the 
maintenance work and depot workload analysis 
for RRAD and Alabama's Anniston Army 
Depot, the military installation slated to receive 
combat vehicle work from RRAD. 
 
 
According to the study, the workload analysis 
was performed with the consideration of one-
and-a-half shifts during a workday, resulting in a 
60-hour-per-week schedule rather than 40-hour-
per-week schedule. 
 
But the GAO report states there are no policy 
changes intended to institute that sort of 
workweek at depots. 
 
According to the GAO, Anniston officials state 
the RRAD work could be implemented at 
Anniston with additional construction but 
without that longer workweek. 
 
Bowie County Judge James Carlow said a group 
that figured the man hours at different plants, the 
Industrial Joint Cross-Service Group, deviated 
by using 60-hour-per week figures. 
 
"So they created 2.2 million direct labor hours at 
Anniston and 0.4 million at Letterkenny (Army 
Depot)," Carlow said. 
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"Obviously, they were trying to create enough 
labor hours at these installations they won't fit," 
he said. 
 
Carlow said according to 2003 figures at Red 
River, there were about 2.1 million direct labor 
hours of work. He said since RRAD had those 
workhours figures, direct labor hours at Red 
River have risen to more then 5 million and are 
expected to rise to 5.7 million in 2006. 
 
He also said according to the Cost of Base 
Realignment Actions figures, Anniston is 
requesting $168 million in military construction 
funds to handle Red River work transferred 
there. 
 
The GAO report also questions whether 
McAlester Army Ammunition Plant in 
Oklahoma would be capable of handling the 
munitions storage mission now conducted at 
RRAD. 
 
The GAO's analysis quotes Red River officials 
who state McAlester's available capacity has 
lessened since BRAC data was reported. 
 
Additionally, those officials argue McAlester 
would have to build additional facilities to 
handle special types of munitions now stored at 
Red River. 
 
Ultimately, the GAO questions whether, through 
either demilitarization or military construction 
funds, the McAlester Army Ammunition Plant 
will be able to create the necessary space to 
manage RRAD's munitions work. 
 
The rubber products area at Red River is the 
third area under question by the GAO in its 
report. 
 
Noting Red River is the sole source for the 
Abrams M1 tank's road wheels, RRAD officials 
have told the GAO that the rubber products 
capability is "not an easy process to reproduce, 
including obtaining the required certification 
associated with the rubber production capability 
and that the process must be qualified through 
rigorous testing," according to the report. 
 

The GAO's report cites RRAD officials' concern 
about readiness if production of the Abrams M1 
tank's road wheels is stopped. RRAD officials 
state the rubber facility must be completely 
certified and operational before RRAD could 
stop production. 
 
In its report, the GAO states more information is 
needed about the rubber products and McAlester 
capacity issues. 
 
The GAO does recommend to the BRAC 
Commission it examine the questions raised 
about Red River Army Depot. 
 
Jerry Sparks, chairman of the Texarkana 
Chamber of Commerce BRAC Committee, said 
the report will be mentioned when Texarkana's 
delegation meets with that committee on 
Monday in San Antonio. 
 
"It looks like it at least raises some questions in 
the minds of the GAO that we hope will raise 
questions in the minds of the commissioners," 
Sparks said. 
 
He said the general argument for local bases will 
focus on such issues as military value and 
capacity. 
 
 
New England residents rally to save 
military bases 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
(Boston, MA) 
Jay Lindsay 
July 7, 2005 
 
She's a mechanic at the air base whose jets 
guarded the coast after the Sept. 11 terrorist 
attacks, escorted the "shoe bomber" into custody 
and fly unheralded security missions she's 
uncomfortable referring to, even vaguely. 
 
Dorinda Williams has also been told her 
workplace, Otis Air National Guard base on 
Cape Cod, is not needed. 
 
So Williams stood outside the Boston 
Convention & Exhibition Center under 
threatening skies Wednesday morning, holding a 
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sign protesting the Pentagon's decision to close 
the base and hoping to convince others that more 
than her job is on the line. 
 
"By closing Otis, it will make the northeastern 
part of the country a lot more vulnerable," she 
said 
 
Williams, 41, of New Bedford, was among 
hundreds from the New England states who 
converged on Boston for a rare chance to try to 
persuade the Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission to remove their base from the 
closure list.  
 
Officials from five New England states facing 
base closings were given time before the BRAC 
committee. At stake: thousands of jobs and 
billions of dollars. The nine-member base 
closing commission must submit its findings and 
recommendations to President Bush by Sept. 8. 
 
Supporters marked their allegiances with multi-
colored shirts, from baby blue to neon green. 
The Portsmouth Naval Shipyard's advocates 
streamed from Maine and New Hampshire in 
more than 50 chartered buses and filled the 
center's ballroom with bright yellow T-shirts and 
cheers. 
 
"Visually, it will have an effect," said yard 
worker Mike Pedersen of North Berwick, 
Maine, said before his bus left New Hampshire. 
"I think our presence will show all kinds of 
support." 
 
New England was hit hard by the Pentagon's 
recommendations, absorbing nearly half the job 
losses expected from closures nationwide. The 
Pentagon has recommended closing three major 
bases: Otis, Portsmouth and the Navy 
Submarine Base in Groton, Conn., along with 
several smaller facilities. 
 
Otis has 500 jobs, nearly all civilian. Groton 
represents more than 8,000 jobs and contributes 
billions of dollars to Connecticut's economy. 
Portsmouth employs more than 4,000 civilian 
workers and adds more than $250 million to the 
economies of Maine and New Hampshire. 
 

On Wednesday, lawmakers from New England 
states criticized Pentagon formulas for 
determining closures as error-ridden and filled 
with flawed assumptions. The result, they said, 
was an underestimate of the bases' military value 
and an overestimate of the cost savings of a 
closure. 
 
"The credibility of the process itself is at stake," 
Rep. William Delahunt, D-Mass., told the 
commission. "This proposal will not realize a 
reduction in costs and it will make the northeast 
region of the United States less safe." 
 
Connecticut officials are fighting to repeat their 
successful 1993 effort to keep the submarine 
base off the final closing list. Gov. M. Jodi Rell 
said the decision on Groton simply made no 
sense. 
 
"It's wrong for our country, it's wrong for our 
Navy, it's wrong for our national defense and 
homeland security, and it's wrong for 
Connecticut," Rell said. 
 
Leaders from Rhode Island, which stands to gain 
about 500 jobs under the Pentagon's base closing 
plan, argued to spare its installations from being 
added to revised versions of the list. Gov. Don 
Carcieri also asked the commission to keep the 
Groton sub base open because many Rhode 
Islanders work there. 
 
At a raucous rally for Otis supporters 
Wednesday morning, Sen. Edward Kennedy, D-
Mass., referred to the Boston Red Sox and their 
comeback from a 3-0 deficit to beat the New 
York Yankees in a seven-game playoff series 
last year en route to a World Series 
championship. 
 
"We've got the players, we've got the teamwork, 
and we've got the facts, and we're going to give 
it to the BRAC commission today, and they're 
going to hear us!" he said 
 
Williams was measured about the affect of her 
effort. 
 
"I'm hopeful. I'm hopeful," she said, before 
adding, "We're talking politics." 
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Connecticut: Pentagon stacked deck 
against Groton base 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
(Boston, MA) 
Matt Apuzzo 
July 7, 2005 
 
Connecticut officials on Wednesday accused the 
Pentagon of predetermining which military 
bases it wanted to close, then crafting a process 
that ensured the submarine base in Groton would 
make the list. 
 
The theory that the Pentagon stacked the deck 
against the Connecticut base was part of the 
state's two-hour presentation before the Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
hearing was designed to give officials from 
Connecticut and other New England states the 
chance to persuade the commission to take their 
military facilities off the closure list. 
 
Members of Connecticut's delegation delivered a 
point-by-point assault on a process they 
described as unfair and fundamentally flawed.  
 
"We're not convinced it's fair to exclude certain 
bases from the process and that distinctly seems 
to be what has happened here," said U.S. Rep. 
Rob Simmons, R-Conn., whose district includes 
the Groton base. 
 
Connecticut officials pointed to the base in 
Kings Bay, Ga., where the Pentagon wants to 
move many of Groton's attack submarines. John 
Markowicz, chairman of Connecticut's effort to 
save the base, accused the Pentagon of erecting a 
"protective do-not-close line" around Kings Bay 
and other bases by ignoring data favorable to 
Connecticut. 
 
"Either through omission, through errors or 
through whatever label you want to put on it, we 
were not treated fairly," Gov. M. Jodi Rell said. 
 
Rell, three members of the state's congressional 
delegation, a retired submarine fleet commander 
and the president of submarine-maker Electric 
Boat all spoke in favor of keeping the base open. 

 
But Markowicz delivered the longest analytical 
criticism of the process. Among the arguments 
he made before the commission Wednesday 
were: 
 
- By giving bonus points to facilities capable of 
handling ballistic missile submarines, bases that 
can accept aircraft carriers and non-nuclear or 
"cold iron" bases, the Pentagon stacked the deck 
against Groton. 
 
- The Pentagon discarded questions about 
special capabilities and unique features at the 
base, questions that would have benefited 
Groton, which has a submarine school and is 
located just upriver from the Electric Boat 
submarine shipyard. 
 
- Questions about the proximity of the base to 
anti-air warfare practice ranges were irrelevant 
to submarine bases. 
 
- The number of piers at Groton was 
miscalculated. The base can accommodate 20 
subs side by side, rather than by "nesting" - 
similar to parallel parking - as would be 
necessary at Kings Bay or Norfolk, Va., where 
Groton's subs are scheduled to be sent. 
 
"(Markowicz) really left the Pentagon's 
argument for closing Submarine Base New 
London in shambles," U.S. Sen. Joseph 
Lieberman, D-Conn, said after the hearing. 
 
The state also argued that the uncertain future 
size of the nation's submarine fleet make it 
unwise to close the Groton base. The Pentagon 
expects today's fleet of 54 subs to drop to 30 to 
40, one of its reasons for recommending the 
closure of the Groton base and the Naval 
shipyard in Kittery, Maine. 
 
"The bottom line of all of this is, if we should 
close this very critical infrastructure, in this case 
New London, Connecticut - and I feel bad that 
you are here today doing this - you doom the 
United States' submarine force," said retired 
Vice Adm. Albert H. Konetzni Jr., former 
commander of the Pacific submarine force. 
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Pentagon spokesman Glenn Flood said the 
agency stands by its process. He said the 
Pentagon wasn't going to answer every state's 
criticism because the BRAC commissioners 
have the authority to make changes if they see 
fit. 
 
The BRAC commission must present its final 
recommendations to President Bush by Sept. 8. 
Chairman Anthony J. Principi said Wednesday 
night that commissioners would analyze 
Connecticut's arguments about the sub force but 
were "absolutely" willing to make a decision 
that effectively capped the size of the fleet. 
 
The Groton base provides more than 8,000 jobs 
and contributes billions of dollars to the state's 
economy. 
 
"This closure would take Connecticut a 
generation to recover from," said James 
Abromaitis, commissioner of Connecticut's 
Department of Economic and Community 
Development. 
 
Some BRAC commissioners seemed 
sympathetic to Connecticut's arguments. Principi 
said the base at Norfolk, Va., is already crowded 
and wondered whether it was risky to 
consolidate many ships in one port. 
 
Commissioner Samuel K. Skinner suggested that 
Groton might be able to house the entire Atlantic 
fleet, with Norfolk serving as backup space if 
the fleet grows. 
 
Officials from Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Maine and New Hampshire also attended 
Wednesday's hearings to argue for their bases. 
Hundreds of supporters of the Portsmouth Naval 
Shipyard in Kittery, Maine, showed up wearing 
yellow shirts and delivered raucous applause 
during their hearing. 
 
About 150 Connecticut residents also attended 
the hearing, but their bus got stuck in traffic and 
they missed most of the Connecticut 
presentation. 
 
 

Sub fleet's future hangs on BRAC 
decision 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
(Boston, MA) 
Matt Apuzzo 
July 7, 2005 
 
When New England officials made their case 
Wednesday to keep the Navy in Connecticut and 
Maine, they weren't just arguing for the future of 
their installations. They were arguing for the 
future of submarines. 
 
Military analysts and congressional officials say 
this year's round of base closures is as much 
about the Navy's plans to trim its submarine fleet 
as it is about eliminating excess bases.  
 
"It looks to me like a battle within the Navy 
itself between surface and submarines," U.S. 
Sen. Chris Dodd, D-Conn. 
 
Once considered crucial in the nation's military 
strategy, the Navy wants to shrink its submarine 
fleet as part of a budgetary shift from Cold-War 
era hardware to counterterrorism efforts, much 
to the chagrin of towns such as Groton, Conn., 
and Kittery, Maine, where the Pentagon has 
recommended closing a submarine base and a 
shipyard. 
 
The Navy and Pentagon have recommended 
letting the current 55-boat fleet shrink to 30-40 
submarines. But top sub commanders have said 
those numbers are risky and congressional 
supporters argue that subs gather critical 
wartime intelligence. 
 
The Pentagon's four-year force review, which 
could help settle the matter, isn't due until late 
this year or early next year. By then, the fate of 
Portsmouth and Groton will be sealed. 
 
"I am deathly afraid that our nation will allow 
our submarine industry to atrophy," said John 
Casey, president of submarine-maker Electric 
Boat. 
 
Dodd said Wednesday that the Pentagon and 
Navy are trying to use the Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission to reduce the 
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submarine force without congressional hearings. 
If Groton and Portsmouth are shuttered, Dodd 
said, there will be no debate. There won't be any 
room for a 55-submarine fleet. 
 
"It's a backdoor way to achieve a policy 
objective," Dodd said. 
 
U.S. Rep. Jeb Bradley, R-N.H., said closing his 
local shipyard would make it impossible to 
maintain a 55-submarine fleet. 
 
"Lack of maintenance capacity shouldn't drive 
the number of submarines," he said. 
 
BRAC Commission Chairman Anthony J. 
Principi said Wednesday that commissioners 
will review fleet projections and are willing to 
make a decision that effectively determines the 
size of the sub fleet. 
 
"Absolutely, that's part of our assessment," he 
said. 
 
U.S. Sen. Joseph Lieberman, D-Conn., said he'll 
try this month to pass a law removing Groton 
from the closure list until the four-year review is 
complete, but conceded it's not likely to pass. 
 
Officials from Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Maine and New Hampshire also attended 
Wednesday's hearings to argue for their bases. 
Hundreds of supporters of the Portsmouth Naval 
Shipyard in Kittery, Maine, showed up wearing 
yellow shirts and delivered raucous applause 
during their hearing. 
 
About 150 Connecticut residents also attended 
the hearing, but their bus got stuck in traffic and 
they missed most of the Connecticut 
presentation. 
 
 
New England defends its bases; 
Area's military importance underrated, 
backers claim 
The Atlanta Journal-Constitution (Atlanta, GA) 
Dan Chapman 
July 7, 2005 
 

Boston --- Shipbuilders worried about jobs 
joined politicians worried about careers 
Wednesday in an effort to keep Washington 
from closing military bases across the Northeast 
and, in the process, gutting the once-crucial 
military presence in New England. 
 
Here, in the "cradle of democracy," in the words 
of one U.S. senator, and with the site of the 
Boston Tea Party serving as a backdrop, state 
and national officials pleaded their case before 
the Base Closure and Realignment Commission, 
or BRAC. 
 
In two months BRAC officials will recommend 
bases for closure to President Bush. Dozens of 
installations and thousands of military and 
civilian jobs sit squarely in the Pentagon's sights. 
New England, which has a military presence that 
predates the nation's founding, stands to lose 
nearly 14,500 military workers --- half the 
Pentagon's suggested 29,000 job cuts.  
 
The South, Georgia in particular, would gain 
from New England's loss, adding more than 
9,500 jobs. 
 
But a way of life --- and a rich history of 
defending America that evokes images of 
militiamen in neighboring Lexington and 
Concord, of the Continental Army and of Gen. 
George Washington --- is in jeopardy. 
 
Military consolidation outside New England, 
suggested Sens. Joseph Lieberman and 
Christopher Dodd, both Democrats from 
Connecticut, was bad for the country and bad for 
the region's future. 
 
"If they demilitarize one section of our country -
-- the Northeast --- it would have big 
consequences and not very good consequences," 
Lieberman said at a news conference after the 
BRAC hearing at the Boston Convention and 
Exposition Center. 
 
"This is the cradle of democracy and I think 
that's on the minds of some of the 
commissioners," he said. 
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The Pentagon wants to close 33 bases 
nationwide, resulting in billions of dollars in 
savings so it can better fight wars against 
terrorists. 
 
No community would be hit as hard as Groton, 
Conn., home of the world's oldest submarine 
base, 18 fast-attack subs and 8,600 military and 
civilian jobs. 
 
Across New England, though, the pain would be 
severe. In Maine, the Department of Defense 
wants to close Portsmouth Naval Shipyard 
(4,510 jobs) and Brunswick Naval Air Station 
(2,420 jobs). Connecticut faces the loss of more 
than 8,500 jobs. 
 
The Pentagon cites the New England bases' 
outdated missions, age, unsuitability for 
expansion and harsh climate as well as cost 
savings, as reasons to shut them down. 
 
Although Georgia stands to lose Fort McPherson 
in Atlanta and Fort Gillem in Forest Park, plus 
Naval Air Station Atlanta in Marietta and the 
Naval Supply Corps School in Athens, it will 
gain more than 7,400 jobs overall. 
 
The Naval Submarine Base Kings Bay in 
Camden County in Georgia's southeastern 
corner would receive at least six of Groton's 
subs and 3,300 jobs. Norfolk, Va., would get the 
rest. 
 
The Pentagon estimates consolidating its East 
Coast submarine fleet into two bases would 
eventually save $1.6 billion. 
 
It also noted Kings Bay's ability to expand and 
the ease with which Groton sailors, civilians and 
family members could adjust to Georgia and the 
South's cheaper way of life. 
 
But John Markowicz, executive director of the 
Southeastern Connecticut Enterprise Region, 
said replacing Groton's piers, submarine school 
and housing would cost $370 million more than 
the Pentagon estimated. 
 
Connecticut Gov. M. Jodi Rell labeled the 
Pentagon's "analysis deeply and fatally flawed," 

adding it would be impossible to replace the 
relationship between the New London naval 
base, its submarine training school and the 
nearby Electric Boat sub-building factory. 
 
Rep. Rob Simmons (R-Conn.), whose district 
includes the submarine base in Groton, said 
military recruitment in New England would 
suffer with a much-reduced military presence. 
 
"Let's not destroy the submarine capital of the 
world," said Simmons, who has campaigned on 
his ability to save the New London base. "For 
the sake of the safety of the nation, save the sub 
base. Take it off the list." 
 
Meanwhile, Walt Yourstone took notes. 
 
Yourstone, executive director of the Camden 
Partnership and a former commander at Kings 
Bay, concurred with the Pentagon's analysis that 
the base can handle any expansion without 
breaking the bank. 
 
He cited Kings Bay's proximity to military bases 
in Georgia, Virginia and Florida to refute the 
New Englanders' argument that the Georgia base 
is too isolated. 
 
"They are using selective criteria. They don't 
like [the Pentagon's] logic," he said. "They were 
a little loose with some of their numbers." 
 
Yourstone, though, acknowledged that BRAC 
commissioners might be swayed by substantial 
cuts to New England's overall military presence. 
 
"That's the most powerful argument I've heard," 
he said. "But it's not part of the selection criteria 
and I don't think that argument carries the day." 
 
But Dan Goure, vice president of the Lexington 
Institute, a defense think tank in Arlington, Va., 
said gutting New England's military capacity 
could lead to problems. 
 
"There's a growing disconnect between the 
military and the American people. It makes it 
harder for average citizens to understand and 
appreciate military issues and the interests of the 
soldier," he said. 
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"What will it mean politically when we have 
some regions that are really interested in the 
military and some that are not? How will people 
react the next time we want to send people into 
combat?" he added. 
 
By day's end, many New Englanders were 
publicly confident about their chances --- 
considered roughly one in 10 --- of evading the 
hit list. The cavernous convention center, filled 
with hundreds of base proponents --- submarine 
welders, elementary school teachers, business 
owners and small-town mayors from across the 
region --- turned buoyant on an otherwise rainy, 
dreary day. 
 
Norbert "Bud" Fay, who owns a diner, 
laundromat and car wash near the gates of the 
New London base, journeyed north with 350 
base-saving compatriots Wednesday. He was 
"very encouraged" by the hearing, adding that 
"the chances have improved" for its survival. 
 
"I find it hard to imagine the region without the 
bases," Fay said. "But in Boston, you'd still have 
the USS Constitution. That's a national treasure. 
There's a whole lot of history there." 
 
 
Team Rises To Sub Base Defense 
Hartford Courant (Hartford, CT) 
Jesse Hamilton and David Lightman 
July 6, 2005 
 
For two hours this morning, Connecticut has 
what might be its best shot to rescue the Groton 
submarine base. Several members of the federal 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission will 
listen at a Boston hearing to the sharpest 
arguments from base defenders. 
 
After weeks of research, a dozen people are 
prepared to speak for Connecticut. One after 
another, they will deliver a consultant-honed 
message of how critical the base is to national 
defense and how the Pentagon has 
underestimated that. 
 

Their deliberately harmonized message, coupled 
with a slide show and video presentation, stands 
between the Naval Submarine Base and closure.  
 
This regional hearing, which is to be broadcast 
live on CT-N, the Connecticut Network, will 
focus on the New England states. Rhode Island 
will go first at 8:30 a.m., followed by 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire 
and Maine. 
 
Connecticut was hit harder than any other state 
by the base closure recommendations released in 
May by Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld. 
Groton's base is the largest on the list, and other 
cuts would affect reserve forces in the state, 
including the Connecticut National Guard's 
103rd Fighter Wing. 
 
But if the commission decides Connecticut's cuts 
were unfair or poorly considered, it has the 
power to overturn them. 
 
Five of the nine BRAC members are scheduled 
to attend. Three of them, Chairman Anthony 
Principi, Lloyd ``Fig'' Newton and James 
Bilbray, came out to Groton for a tour a month 
ago. The others are Sue Ellen Turner, a retired 
Air Force brigadier general, and Samuel 
Skinner, who was chief of staff and secretary of 
transportation in the former Bush administration. 
 
Following are the people charged with 
convincing the BRAC members Groton's base 
should stay open: 
 
Gov. M. Jodi Rell: On Friday the 13th in May, 
minutes after the closure recommendation for 
Groton became public, Rell declared herself 
leader of the fight to get it reversed. She will 
open today's presentation. 
 
Her main thrust, according to spokesman Rich 
Harris: ``It's bad for the nation, it's bad for the 
Navy, and it's bad for Connecticut.'' 
 
Rell has run a ``strike force'' of state officials 
from different areas, trying to pull together 
information on the environmental and economic 
impacts of shutting down Groton's base. 
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``Frankly, I am looking forward to this 
presentation,'' she said Tuesday. ``This is a 
chance for us to show just how wrong the 
Defense Department was in suggesting the sub 
base be closed in the first place, and we will 
make that case convincingly.'' 
 
U.S. Sen. Chris Dodd: The senior senator from 
Connecticut has served long enough to recall the 
BRAC process of 1993, in which the state saved 
Groton's subs from being relocated. 
 
Dodd will follow Rell's opening remarks before 
a video is shown. 
 
``There's really only one argument: military 
value,'' he said. ``The second is cost, but that 
really relates to military value.'' 
 
The BRAC process includes a list of eight 
criteria for evaluating each base. The list is 
heavily weighted toward military value. 
 
The process was designed to be shielded from 
politics and sentimentality. 
 
``Our intention is to focus heavily on value,'' 
Dodd said. ``I know there is economic and 
environmental impact, but of the eight points, 
four focus on value.'' 
 
Albert H. Konetzni Jr.: The former commander 
of the submarine force in the Pacific, known as 
``Big Al,'' has argued vigorously for building a 
stronger submarine force. 
 
Konetzni, a retired vice admiral, is expected to 
voice his opinion that the fleet needs as many as 
68 subs, a number he used five years ago at a 
Sea Power forum. 
 
The state's congressional delegation met with 
Konetzni for the first time on June 24, along 
with consultants from The Washington Group, 
the lobbyists recently hired by the governor to 
organize the BRAC presentation. Their hope: 
Konetzni, who retired last year after 38 years in 
the Navy, which included an education at 
Groton's sub school, will be a credible and 
persuasive outside voice. 
 

When Konetzni retired after service as deputy 
and chief of staff of the Atlantic Fleet, he was 
quoted in the Submarine Sailor newsletter as 
saying: ``We need to give more than just lip 
service to our people, our submarines, as the 
core of our professional business. ... I firmly 
believe that the submarine force is critical to our 
national defense. It is our responsibility to keep 
charging forward and operating in a manner 
where others understand our importance, too.'' 
 
In a New York Post column published Tuesday, 
Konetzni wrote that closing Groton's base would 
``accelerate the demise of our powerful 
submarine force.'' He wrote, ``Every facet of 
submarine warfare is represented'' at the base, 
and ``losing that base will eradicate a vital Navy 
center.'' 
 
``If America can't afford a submarine force as a 
nation, the people of America need to know it 
now,'' Konetzni wrote. ``I hope that we as a 
nation will agree on the proper size of our 
submarine force before we decide to close 
important infrastructure.'' 
 
George Sawyer: The former assistant secretary 
of the Navy for the Reagan administration 
appears as a nationally known expert on Navy 
matters. He is expected to put the Pentagon's 
decision in a strategic context. Sawyer will be 
the second of three speakers who, according to 
the state's game plan, will provide a ``strategic 
overview.'' 
 
John P. Casey: As president of General 
Dynamic's Electric Boat division, Casey can 
speak to the special relationship the submarine-
building company has with the base; the two are 
just a mile apart along the Thames River in 
Groton. Base proponents have argued that such 
``synergy'' cannot be easily replicated elsewhere. 
 
Casey's company has said it will continue doing 
business in Groton even if the base closes, but 
many have questioned what level of business 
Electric Boat would be able to maintain there. 
About 500 of its employees work on the sub 
base itself. 
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Since 1979, Casey has worked at the sub-
building company in a long list of jobs. After 
running all construction operations, he became 
president in 2003. 
 
John Markowicz: He is chairman of the Subase 
Realignment Coalition, a group of advocates 
from business, government and military 
backgrounds who have been studying the 
military value of the base -- the consideration 
that tops the BRAC's list of criteria. 
 
Markowicz, a former submarine officer who was 
stationed in Groton, and the speaker who 
follows him will go through a detailed, 30-
minute slide presentation. Markowicz's section 
will highlight flaws in the way the military 
leadership set up and executed the BRAC 
process. 
 
Gabe Stern: An analyst for the coalition, Stern is 
credited with discovering weaknesses in the 
1993 BRAC process that helped the state rescue 
the base's submarines back then. 
 
As the director of planning and project 
development for the Connecticut Municipal 
Electric Energy Cooperative, his initial reasons 
for getting involved with the base defense was 
that the vast facility is a major electricity 
customer. 
 
``I'm back, and we're doing the same thing 
again,'' he said. 
 
He has been ``looking at the numbers,'' but said 
the window of time is tighter this time for 
building an understanding of what the Navy 
went through to list Groton. ``We have very 
little time.'' 
 
Stern will concentrate on the cost and savings 
part of the coalition's 30-minute presentation. 
 
Gina McCarthy: The commissioner of the state 
Department of Environmental Protection has 
been gathering information on the scale of 
contamination on the many federally recognized 
Superfund sites at the base. The premise of her 
department's investigation is that the military 
failed to recognize what it will cost to clean the 

site up properly by the recommended 2011 
closing. 
 
James F. Abromaitis: As commissioner of the 
Department of Economic and Community 
Development, he has been investigating the 
impact that closing the sub base and Electric 
Boat might have on Connecticut. 
 
His department's analysis showed that the two 
contribute $3.3 billion a year to the ``gross state 
product'' and employ about 31,500 people, 
directly and indirectly. 
 
Abromaitis, DECD commissioner since 1997, 
plans to address flaws in the federal estimates on 
economic impact. 
 
According to a department spokesman, 
Abromaitis also will bring up comparisons 
between Groton and the two other bases where 
its subs and facilities would go: Kings Bay, Ga., 
and Norfolk, Va. 
 
U.S. Rep. Rob Simmons: In his recent campaign 
for re-election, the congressman -- whose 2nd 
District includes Groton -- promised voters that 
he was the right choice for protecting the sub 
base. 
 
That was before it showed up on the list of 
recommended closures. 
 
The Republican congressman will summarize 
the day's arguments during his time in front of 
the BRAC members. 
 
``Military value is what we'll be arguing,'' he 
said, echoing the simple theme encouraged by 
The Washington Group. ``To us, the 
commission's deliberations are the fundamental 
process of determining military value.'' 
 
On the idea the military could save money by 
closing Groton, Simmons said it should be made 
clear what the country faces as a result of the 
savings. ``They have to determine what they 
want -- low cost or value.'' 
 
``This is not a done deal,'' he said. ``I really 
think the commission will be open.'' 
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Thaddeus J. Martin: The new leader of the 
Connecticut National Guard, Brig. Gen. Martin 
is the only speaker scheduled to argue against 
moving the A-10 ``Warthog'' fighter jets of the 
103rd Fighter Wing. 
 
The Pentagon has proposed moving the jets from 
a base at Bradley International Airport to 
Massachusetts, robbing the state's Guard of one 
of its largest, most prominent and most active 
units. 
 
With the listing of the sub base, the plight of the 
103rd has been overshadowed. 
 
Martin, who was vice wing commander of the 
103rd until 2003, rose through the ranks of the 
state's Air National Guard since 1990, after 
leaving the active Air Force. 
 
U.S. Sen. Joe Lieberman: Connecticut's junior 
senator, and a member of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, is scheduled to convey the 
final remarks. 
 
The Democrat compared it to his days delivering 
closing arguments as state attorney general. ``I'll 
follow the arguments, and based on what I hear, 
close the case,'' he said. 
 
``My basic point, though, is likely to be that the 
Pentagon has grossly overstated the cost savings 
and grossly underestimated the military value,'' 
Lieberman said. ``And I'll probably emphasize 
that closing the base would not just be 
Connecticut's problem, but the nation's.'' 
 
The session will end with a round of questions 
from the commission members. 
 
This is one of many regional hearings the 
commission is conducting, after which it will 
create its own list of recommendations to be sent 
to the president. 
 
In the end, Congress will have the last word, a 
45-day window in which it can either keep or 
reject the whole list. 
 

If it fails to act, the list automatically becomes 
reality. 
 
Gov. M. Jodi Rell 
 
Will open state's presentation to the federal 
base-closure commission today. 
 
Albert H. Konetzni Jr. 
 
Former Pacific sub force commander will argue 
that Groton base is ``a vital Navy center.'' 
 
John P. Casey 
 
Electric Boat president will tout relationship 
between base and his sub-building company. 
 
John Markowicz 
 
Subase Realignment Coalition chairman will 
highlight flaws in base-closure process. 
 
Gina McCarthy 
 
State environmental official will warn of high 
cost of cleaning contamination at base. 
 
 
Base closing commission considers future 
of Pope Air Force Base 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
(Raleigh, NC) 
Margaret Lillard 
July 6, 2005 
 
Since the dawn of the airborne infantry, the 
planes and pilots of Pope Air Force Base have 
carried American paratroopers to fields of 
combat around the world. 
 
What was once a pea field used as a landing 
strip by biplane pilots has evolved into a base 
from which troops at the Army's adjacent Fort 
Bragg can deploy anywhere in the world with a 
day's notice. That makes Pope Air Force Base 
worth leaving as is, say former Army and Air 
Force commanders working to protect it from 
the latest round of base closures. 
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The Pentagon wants to move the Air Force out 
and turn Pope over to Army control, part of its 
proposals to streamline operations and save 
money worldwide. But the commission 
appointed to review those recommendations is 
apparently wondering if the unique pairing - 
born of the needs of the nation's military first 
responders and driven now by a global war on 
terrorism - is worth saving.  
 
"We can have a squadron airlifted and in a 
foreign country within 24 hours. That's a 
capacity that, in this type of environment we 
find ourselves in worldwide, that I think is 
critically important to keep," Lt. Gov. Beverly 
Perdue, the state's spokeswoman on base 
realignment and closure plans, said Wednesday. 
 
In May, the Pentagon recommended moving 
Pope's tenants, sending the C-130Es of the 43rd 
Airlift Wing to Little Rock Air Force Base in 
Arkansas and the 23rd Fighter Group's A-10 
attack aircraft to Moody Air Force Base, Ga. 
Pope would become part of Fort Bragg and the 
new home to two major Army commands. 
 
Last week, the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission asked the Pentagon 
for more information about many of its plans. 
Most of the commission's questions appear to 
challenge Pentagon proposals to simply realign, 
rather than fully close, some facilities. 
 
In Pope's case, the panel asked military officials 
to defend the idea of moving the Air Force units 
away from the base, which sits next to Fort 
Bragg, home of the Army's 18th Airborne 
Corps, 82nd Airborne Division and the Special 
Operations Command. 
 
"Are the joint operational synergies that exist 
between the 18th Airborne Corps and the 43rd 
Airlift Wing/23rd Fighter Group able to be 
replicated from other locations?" the 
commission asked. 
 
According to those working to protect the state's 
military interests, they are not. 
 
"They're talking about, could you get the 
airplanes there with the same efficiency from, 

say, Little Rock. I would have to say it can't be 
replicated exactly, because having the proximity 
of the airplanes to the troops is important in 
deployment, extremely important," said Hugh 
Overholt of New Bern, a retired Army major 
general who served at Fort Bragg in the 1970s. 
 
"Having the wing right there means, if there is a 
notice to go to war, go to combat, they can start 
loading relatively immediately," he said. 
 
While major Army combat units are located near 
and work with Air Force support groups in other 
parts of the country, none on the East Coast has 
the same quick-reaction responsibility of the 
troops at Fort Bragg. Fort Lewis, Wash., is the 
Army's only West Coast base with major land 
combat forces, relying on adjacent McChord Air 
Force Base for long-range airlift aboard C-17 
transport planes. 
 
If the C-130s based at Pope were to move 
elsewhere, Overholt said, you'd have to fly them 
to Bragg every time the Army wanted to deploy 
troops from the base. 
 
"It could be done," he said. "I just think it's more 
efficient to do it at Fort Bragg." 
 
Pope began in 1918 as a farm field-turned-
landing strip outside the newly formed Camp 
Bragg, named a year later in honor of an Army 
Signal Corps lieutenant killed in a crash nearby. 
Its current relationship with Fort Bragg was 
forged through the creation of the airborne 
infantry leading into World War II. Every 
airborne division then in existence trained at 
Bragg and Pope. 
 
It lasted through Pope's establishment as a 
separate Air Force installation in 1947 to the 
present day, as the 43rd's C-130s carry Fort 
Bragg troops to Afghanistan and Iraq. 
 
At a regional hearing of the base closure 
commission in Charlotte, Paul R. Dordal, the 
43rd's commander at Pope in 1996-97, urged the 
commission to protect the "very unique power 
projection capability" created by the airlift 
wing's proximity to Fort Bragg. 
 

BRAC Commission Early Bird 
Use of these articles does not reflect official endorsement.  

Reproduction for private use or gain is subject to original copyright restrictions. 
27

DCN 3725



The retired brigadier general said the Pentagon's 
recommendations call for adding a new brigade-
level combat team to the troops at Fort Bragg 
and transferring European-based forces to the 
base. 
 
"By increasing the combat capabilities at Fort 
Bragg with the addition of a combat team, ... we 
shouldn't be degrading the Air Force capabilities 
at the same time," he said this week. 
 
Defense analyst Dan Goure of the Lexington 
Institute acknowledged the value of the bases' 
tight relationship, but said the answer to the 
commission's question - can the current mission 
of Pope be replicated elsewhere - could be yes. 
 
"The other way to look at it is, we are moving 
stuff to Fort Bragg. ... Will that not mean you 
are going to put heavier demands on the air fleet 
that supports Fort Bragg?" he said. "And now 
you can raise the question (of whether) you can 
do that as efficiently from multiple locations as 
you can from one." 
 
Opinions/ Editorials 
 
Base Hit List Based On Bad Data 
Philadelphia Inquirer (Philadelphia, PA) 
Sen. Arlen Specter, Sen. Rick Santorum and 
Gov. Edward G. Rendell 
July 7, 2005  
 
On May 13, the Department of Defense kicked 
off the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 
process by issuing a list of the military bases it 
recommended for closure or realignment. 
Unfortunately, several installations from the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania are on that list. 
Since then, we have worked diligently, along 
with the entire Pennsylvania delegation, to pool 
our resources and prepare to make the case to 
save our bases at the BRAC Commission 
Regional Hearing, which is being held today in 
Washington. 
 
In recommending military installations for 
closure or realignment, the Department of 
Defense must consider certain criteria. Through 
the process of preparing to fight for 
Pennsylvania's bases, we have become aware of 

a number of instances where the department 
substantially deviated from these criteria. These 
deviations give us fuel for an effective argument 
on behalf of the military and civilian personnel 
for maintaining some bases, including the Naval 
Air Station Joint Reserve Base in Willow Grove 
and the Pittsburgh International Airport Air 
Reserve Station. 
 
Most important, the Department of Defense 
must study the military value of each 
installation. That value includes the availability 
and condition of land, facilities and associated 
airspace, as well as the base's impact on the 
operational readiness of our nation's entire force, 
particularly the impact on joint warfighting, 
training and readiness. With respect to these 
criteria, we believe the department made serious 
miscalculations. 
 
As a host to forces of the Navy, Air Force, 
Marine Corps and Pennsylvania Air National 
Guard, Willow Grove is a prime example of a 
base ideally situated to use and unite all the 
resources at our disposal. If the department truly 
seeks to promote joint warfighting, this is 
precisely the type of base that should be 
duplicated, not eliminated. 
 
Further, Willow Grove possesses an 
infrastructure that is extremely valuable to our 
military. The base comprises more than 1,100 
acres of land, including a runway of more than 
8,000 feet. The Department of Defense cannot 
legitimately conclude that this base does not 
have adequate land or airspace. We are 
optimistic that when presented with these facts, 
the BRAC Commission will understand that a 
joint base with the resources of Willow Grove, 
located in the center of the Northeast/Mid-
Atlantic region, must be maintained. 
 
Similarly, the department has misrepresented the 
value of the Pittsburgh International Airport Air 
Reserve Station. The primary justification for 
closing that base and relocating the 911th Airlift 
Wing is the supposed land constraints that 
prevent the base from hosting more than 10 C-
130 aircrafts. These constraints, however, do not 
exist. Land now owned and leased by the 911th 
Airlift Wing can host 13 C-130 aircrafts, and 
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under the current memorandum of agreement 
between the Air Force and the Pittsburgh 
International Airport, the 911th can host seven 
additional C-130s. By crediting the base with 
only 50 percent of its actual capacity, the 
department is recommending closure under false 
assumptions. We hope that the BRAC 
Commission will rectify this situation. 
 
The Defense Department also must take into 
account the economic impact that closing a 
particular base will have. Communities all 
across Pennsylvania will suffer a severe blow if 
the department's recommendations are 
implemented. We stand to lose thousands of 
jobs, including more than 1,200 at Willow 
Grove and 850 at Pittsburgh, and immeasurable 
indirect economic consequences that will 
undoubtedly follow. We do not believe that the 
Department of Defense could have studied the 
resounding effects of closing these bases and 
still have recommended this course of action. 
 
Protecting our nation is a different proposition in 
today's world than in the past. The ability of our 
armed forces to adapt to face these newfound 
challenges will determine how effectively we 
can defend America. Closing bases that help our 
military perform this vital duty is not in the best 
interests of this country. Closing bases for 
reasons rooted in the misunderstanding of the 
facts is even more damaging to our national 
security. We hope that, along with the base 
commanders and community leaders, we can 
demonstrate to the BRAC Commission the 
importance of these installations to our state and 
our country, and ultimately save our bases. 
 
Sen. Arlen Specter and Sen. Rick Santorum are 
Republicans representing Pennsylvania. Gov. 
Edward G. Rendell is governor of Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Markowicz, Stern have case to save 
Groton 
Norwich Bulletin (Norwich, CT) 
July 6, 2006 
 
The eleventh hour is past. We are left to hope 
good sense settled on Connecticut's 
representatives facing the Base Realignment and 

Closure commissioners this morning. If that's 
the case, John Markowicz and Gabe Stern will 
have the time they need to show that the 
Pentagon's decision to close the U.S. Navy 
submarine base in Groton is flawed. 
 
In a story in Tuesday's Norwich Bulletin, 
Markowicz said the Subase Realignment 
Coalition, of which he is chairman and Stern is a 
member, was being "marginalized." 
 
That makes no sense; Markowicz and Stern have 
worked long and hard on the argument needed to 
save Groton. 
 
Shortly after the May 13 decision to close 
Groton was revealed, Gov. M. Jodi Rell had 
made clear that she intended to leave the heavy 
lifting in saving the base to "the professionals" 
(Markowicz, Stern, et al). 
 
Three weeks ago, Rell signed up a lobbyist, The 
Washington Group, and designated it to direct 
today's presentation. 
 
Markowicz and the coalition were not even told 
that the group would be hired. They learned 
about it after the fact. That was not unusual 
because the coalition often was omitted from 
meetings and press conferences. 
 
This morning in Boston, Connecticut has two 
hours to make its case. 
 
Of those 120 minutes, Markowicz and Stern 
were allotted just 30. If they need longer, Rell 
should make sure they get it. These, after all, are 
the very people who have been working longer 
than anyone else (more than two years) just in 
case the sub base was targeted. 
 
Markowicz and Stern are speakers six and seven 
of 11. Their task is to convince the 
commissioners that the decision to close Groton 
is flawed militarily, that national defense would 
suffer should Groton be closed. 
 
If the sub base closes, the economic impact 
would be devastating, but that argument carries 
no weight with the commissioners. Nor does the 
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future size of the fleet, nor aspects and cost of 
environmental remediation. 
 
Markowicz is no stranger to the threat of base-
closing. He was instrumental in getting Groton 
removed from the 1993 BRAC list. 
 
And Markowicz already has the atttention of 
BRAC Commission Chairman Anthony Principi 
(who, it should be noted, was a member of the 
Class of 1967 at Annapolis. Markowicz was a 
member of the Class of 1965.) 
 
On Sunday, our editorial underscored the 
importance of the Subase Realignment Coalition 
and its argument stressing the military value of 
Groton. 
 
Our political columnist, Ray Hackett, made the 
same argument in the Sunday Bulletin and on 
Fox 61's "Behind the Headlines" with Rick 
Hancock at 8:30 Sunday morning. 
 
At a June 1 meeting with the Norwich Bulletin's 
Editorial Board, Principi said to Markowicz, 
"We need to hear from people like you." 
 
We, too, have been saying that right along. 
 
Let's hope that Markowicz and Stern have the 
time this morning to fill the need that Principi 
identified June 1.  
 
 
New Uses for Old Bases 
The Boston Globe (Boston, MA) 
Beth H. Mitchell and MAry K. Ryan 
July 6, 2005 
 
News that the Pentagon has recommended the 
closing of Otis Air National Guard Base on 
Cape Cod, as well as other significant military 
instillations in New England, has shaken the 
region. While many in Massachusetts breathed a 
sigh of relief that Hanscom Air Force Base and 
the US Army Soldier Systems Center would be 
spared, other communities are reeling from the 
prospect of lost jobs and vacant land. Although 
the base closures appear to be a dark cloud on 
the horizon, the closings also include the silver 
lining of reuse and revitalization. 

 
The efforts to save Otis and the other facilities 
are ongoing. Until the Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission submits its report to 
President Bush in September and the president 
acts on the commission's recommendations, 
affected communities on Cape Cod and 
elsewhere in New England will work to preserve 
the bases. Eventually, however, some 
communities may need to come to terms with a 
new reality: the closure and eventual reuse of the 
bases. Communities that take the initiative and 
begin early planning will be in the best position 
to reposition the bases for productive reuse. 
 
Under the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act, the Department of Defense is 
charged with undertaking the orderly transfer of 
the bases. Initially, much of that effort will focus 
on identifying any hazardous waste 
contamination at the bases and developing 
appropriate remediation plans. Given the use of 
these facilities for military purposes, most bases 
are replete with contamination, ranging from 
solid waste debris to fuel oil and other petroleum 
products to unexploded ordnance and other 
uniquely military wastes. 
 
At the same time the environmental cleanup 
efforts are proceeding, the communities will 
need to determine the appropriate reuses for the 
bases. Redevelopment of the bases creates 
opportunities for communities such as Bourne, 
Mashpee, Sandwich, and Falmouth, which 
border on Otis Air National Guard Base, to 
address a range of needs, which may include 
land preservation for open space and 
recreational purposes as well as economic 
development. With the pressures of an 
expanding population and a steady decrease of 
land for new development on Cape Cod, the 
availability of many acres of land creates new 
opportunities for smart growth development that 
provides a mix of uses and preserves open space. 
 
For instance, the proposed reuse plan for the 
former South Weymouth Naval Air Station 
preserves approximately 1,000 acres for open 
space and recreational purposes and authorizes 
development on the remaining approximately 
400 acres, which will include light industrial, 
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commercial, and retail space, a mixture of 
housing, including affordable housing, and a 
mixed-use, transit-oriented town center. Since 
the existing zoning for the land used by the 
closed base probably will be inconsistent with 
the intended reuse, the communities will need to 
develop and adopt new zoning and other 
regulations to govern the redevelopment of the 
base. 
 
Since many bases cross municipal lines, cities 
and towns, often with differing interests, will 
need to learn to cooperate with each other to 
achieve a consensus. Given the Massachusetts 
tradition of home rule, this process can be both 
unfamiliar and lengthy. Because the law requires 
that the Department of Defense deal with a 
single local redevelopment authority, the 
communities will either need to create a new 
representative body or cede control to another 
authority such as MassDevelopment, the 
authority for Fort Devens. 
 
Under current military policies, the communities 
that act with the greatest speed and cooperation 
will have an advantage. The military has 
recently expressed its interest in disposing of 
properties quickly, and for value. The days of 
transfers to the communities for little to no 
payment are dwindling. Once the communities 
complete their planning efforts, they may need 
to rely more heavily on real estate developers to 
acquire the closed bases and implement the 
approved reuse plans. 
 
Clearly, the affected communities will need 
support through this process. The efforts to 
preserve the bases, as well as the efforts to 
create realistic reuse plans for the bases, require 
expertise and financial resources. If the states 
are unable to persuade the federal government to 
preserve the bases, they should nevertheless 
devote the same level of attention to the 
acquisition and reuse of the bases as they did to 
the preservation of the bases. Ultimately, the 
communities may find that, once cleaned and 
polished, these closed bases become new gems 
for all to enjoy. 
 
Additional Notes 
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