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Dear BRAC Commission Members, 

I respectfully ask you to reverse the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of Defense regarding closure of the New London Sub Base. 

This base is an integral part of our community in southeastern Con- 
necticut. The negative impact of closure on our local and state economy 
far exceeds the documented benefit to relocate our defense installations. 

Thank you for your work and your consideration. -<kiil i 

Sincerely, 
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Dear BRAC Commission Members, 

I respectfully ask you to reverse the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of Defense regarding closure of the New London Sub Base. 

This base is an integral part of our community in southeastern Con- 
necticut. The negative impact of closure on our locai and state economy 
far exceeds the documented benefit to relocate our defense installations. 

Thank you for your work and your consideration. 
Sincerely, BRAc Commission 
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Date 7-31 - 05 
Dear BRAC Commission Members, 

I respectfully ask you to reverse the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of Defense regarding closure of the New London Sub Base. 

This base is an integral part of our community in southeastern Con- 
necticut. The negative impact of closure on our local and state economy 
far exceeds the documented benefit to relocate our defense installations. 

Thank you for your work and your consideration. B R A ~ ,  ~ ~ a n m l s ~ l o n  
Sincerely, 
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Dear BRAC Commission Members, 
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I respectfully ask you to reverse the recommendation of the Secre- 

tary of Defense regarding closure of the New London Sub Base. 
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necticut. The negative impact of closure on our local and state economy 
far exceeds the documented benefit to relocate our defense installations. 

BBAC Commission 

Sincerely, 
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Dear BRAC Commission Members, 
I respectfully ask you to reverse the recommendation of the Secre- 

tary of Defense regarding closure of the New London Sub Base. 
This base is an integral part of our community in southeastern Con- 

necticut. The negative impact of closure on our local and state economy 
far exceeds the documented benefit to relocate our defense insl)llations. 

Thank you for your work and your consideration. *a- 

Sincerely, 

Ir-  
F 
<Jl 

C rf i  <- t :  

s t a t e c ~  Zip 







BIi*( ' ' o ~ I I A I s ~ ~ , , ,  , 

AU6 0 3. Zua 

Admiral ELinnaird R. McKee USN (Retired) aecelved 

'7 10 1 Bay Front Drive #608 
Annapolis, Maryland 2 1403 

2 August 2005 

Dear Chairman Principi, 

The purpose of this letter is to convey to you my intense opposition to the 
recent recommendation to abandon the New London Submarine Base. The 
information in the next two paragraphs is offered to assist you in evaluating 
the basis for my statements that follow. 

I am a retired submarine officer with operational experince in four Diesel- 
electric and four Nuclear powered submarines over a period of over a period 
of sixteen years. My operational experience also includes command of a 6th 
Fleet submarine task force in the Mediterranean during the 1972 Yom 
Kippur War and later as Chnmander, U.S. Third Fleet in the Pacific. 

Early in In 1982, I was awarded a fourth star and was selected to relieve 
Admiral H.G Rickover on the occasion of his retirement as the Director, 
Navy Nuclear Propulsion. In that job 1 became responsible for all aspects 
of Naval Nuclear Propulsion in surface ships and aircraft carriers as well as 
in submarines. That responsibility extended to all naval nuclear propulsion 
associated industrial activities as well as Navy support activities ashore and 
afloat. I retired from that position at the end of 1988. 

I understand that you have already received letters on this subject from a 
number of other three and fimr star submarine flag officers. Their comments 
are thoughtful and well founded. I unequivocally endorse them, and I will 
endeavor not to repeat them here. Instead, I will approach the matter from 
a somewhat different perspective. 

Submarine warfare is an extremely difficult and demanding business; one 
that must be pursued in the most inhospitable environment on earth. The 
most immediate enemy is cruel and ornni-present. That enemy is not just 
in the sea around us. It the sea around us. Our crews must expect to do - 
more than just g in harm's way. They must be able to live there. 



They are often required to operate alone and unsupported for long periods 
of time in waters controlled by the enemy. Each knows that one mistake by 
a single crew member car1 be immediately fatal to the entire crew. When a 
piece of equipment fails, the crew is expected to fix it without going home. 
After all, is a long way to the hardware store when you have to start from 
under six feeet of Arctic ice in winter. 

The only way submariners have been able to live and be succes s~ l  in the 
deep ocean has been to adapt a total immersion approach to all aspects of 
this dangerous game, and the players are not just individual submariners 
and submarine crews. By total immersion, I refer to continuing exposure 
to and competence in, every aspect of submarine warfare, such as strategy, 
tactics, navigation, damage control, design, construction, preventative and 
corrective maintainance and nuclear reactor safety. This competence is 
developed over time in many places, including an array of schools, 
operational training facilities and shipyards. Each is important, but 
Submarine Base New London is where it all begins. It is the nation's 
only true Center of Excellence in Submarine Warfare. 

Finally, there is another particularly important justification for continuing 
this traditional approach to our work. It has to do with the that our Nuclear 
Propulsion Plants have been accepted in ports and oceans all over the world. 
That alone would speak volumes for the importance of our total immersion 
approach to nuclear safety as well as submarine safety, but there are still 
some who do not want to b e 1' ieve. 

Other well intentioned individuals who may say that our successful focus 
on a total immersion approach is solely the work of Admiral Rickover and 
that it all originated in his world. They would be wrong. Those traditions 
began at the Submarine Base New London. Admiral Rickover just turned 
up the gain on an established way of doing business. Abandonement of 
New London would remove one of the keystones in the entire edifice. 
In my judgement, we do that at our peril. 

Very Sincerely, 
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Ms. Barbara Rosenstein State zi P- 
7 Sandy Hollow Dr. 
Waterford, CT 06385-2015 



Dear BRAC Commission Members, 77 / 
I reipectfully ask you to reverse the recommendation of the Secre- _ _ _  - - - - - -  - - - 

- tat-y-of Defense--regarding-closure pof the N e - w  London Sub Base. 
This base is an integral part of our community in southeastern .- Con- . . 

necticut.   he negative impact of closure on our local and state e-conomy 
far exceeds the documented benefit to relocate our defemi&-j+pJations. 
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Thank you for.your work and yoilrcor;sideration. 
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P.O. Box 338 
East Lyme, CT 06333 

The Honorable Anthony J. Pnncipi, Chairman 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 20500 

July 5,2005 

Dear Mr. President, 

I feel strongly that the Groton sub base should remain open. Why close a submarine base that 
has easy access to both the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, as well as a faster route to the Far East than 
both Norfolk and King's Bay? This versatility constitutes significant military value and should not be 
stifled. Also, why does the Navy need four nuclear submarine bases in the Pacific but would be 
satisfied with only King' s Bay and Norfolk in the Atlantic? 

Significant questions have been raised regarding the infrastructure at bases in Norfolk and 
King's Bay. The addition of attack submarines from Groton would come at a great financial cost. 
Norfolk is congested and housing is expensive. At King's Bay, a lot of money would be required for 
new piers, training facilities, roads, housing, schools and hospital capacity. How is it cost effective to 
abandon a fully functional and modem facility and then turn around and reconstruct it somewhere 
else? Not to mention Governor Rell's contention that the Navy has so drastically underestimated the 
cost of cleaning up the Groton sub base that the closing of it would, in all likelihood, yield absolutely 
no savings. 

Money aside, there are compelling cultural reasons for keeping the base open as well. The 
quality of life in southeastern Connecticut and the acceptance of the military in the area are important 
considerations for the morale and retention of Navy personnel. Though the military recruits 
individuals, it must retain families. High quality schools, access to shopping and interstate highways 
contribute to a high quality of life and a raised level of satisfaction and happiness within the families 
waiting at home while their spouses, fathers, and mothers are at sea for extended periods. Also, 
extracting the military penonnel in Cmton and moving them down south will exacerbate the 
problematic shift in of military forces from the north to the south, further widening the significant 
divide. 

Simply put, the reasons for keeping the Groton sub base up and running - which extend beyond 
monetary - are far more compelling i,han the reasons for closing it down. Please recognize the 
negative consequences of closing down the base. It is neither economically smart nor conducive to the 
well-being of the families - both civilian and those with members in the military - of the United 
States. 

Sincerely, 

L-7 \-l 
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Cathy Taylor 


