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National News Articles
 
Coyle: Some DOD BRAC Proposals 
Mostly Based On Google Searches 
Inside The Air Force 
John T. Bennett 
October 21, 2005  
 
Several Defense Department plans to 
consolidate multiple military facilities were 
based not on in-depth analytic work but on 
Internet search engine queries used only to 
match facility names and functions, a member of 
the Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
says. 
 
“What we were looking for was no-kidding stuff 
that would work better” if multiple facilities 
were combined, Phillip Coyle told Inside the Air 
Force Oct. 18 during a conference in Laurel, 
MD. 
 

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. 
1



In many cases, DOD produced analytic support 
for proposals that urged consolidation of 
military facilities, Coyle said. He was the 
Pentagon’s operational test director during the 
Clinton administration. 
 
However, a handful of other consolidation 
proposals included in the report DOD sent the 
commission in May did not seem to make much 
sense, he said. The panel would eventually find 
that DOD officials working on some of the 
Pentagon’s BRAC recommendations used only 
the popular Internet search engine Google in 
proposing some facilities be combined. 
 
The DOD employees who used the Google 
method logged on to the Web site and found 
facility names that seemed similar to ones being 
considered for changes, then cobbled the 
facilities that turned up into poorly defined 
consolidation proposals. The panel failed to 
understand the “military value” of those 
recommendations and went searching for 
answers. 
 
While “one or the other of the [Pentagon’s 
BRAC] teams . . . confessed to having done that 
. . . we were looking for two places truly doing 
the same work, or at least very similar work, 
then we thought that was a good area for 
consolidation,” Coyle said. Asked which 
Pentagon directorate or service the Google 
method during its BRAC work, Coyle 
responded, “I can’t remember, to be honest.” 
 
Pentagon spokesman Glenn Flood declined to 
directly address the former Pentagon testing 
chief’s comments or confirm that practice was 
used when contacted the next day. “We’re not 
going to go back and revisit the [BRAC] 
process,” he said. “We stand by the process and 
the methods we used.” 
 
The BRAC Commission, during an Aug. 25 
hearing to approve or reject the Pentagon’s joint 
basing proposals, was critical of several 
proposals its staff determined were constructed 
when DOD employees conducted Google 
searches to find facilities that performed similar 
tasks. 
 

The Google approach first surfaced during 
debate of a DOD plan that would have realigned 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, OH; Maxwell 
AFB, AL, and Lackland AFB, TX, by relocating 
“air and space information systems research, 
development and acquisition” tasks to Hanscom 
Air Force Base, MA. 
 
During that session, several commissioners 
appeared confused about why the department 
selected those bases, with retired Adm. Harold 
Gehman noting “they are really quite different 
things.” 
 
The functions the recommendation primarily had 
been “Google searched, in my simple term, 
where the names and some of the things they do 
sound the same, but when we dug into them 
they’re not the same,” a commission analyst told 
the panel during that session. 
 
The commission ultimately rejected the proposal 
as it was pitched by DOD. 
 
The second instance came later that day when 
commission members criticized the use of the 
search engine came during debate over a DOD 
proposal to consolidate Navy strategic test and 
evaluation functions. The proposals called for 
the realignment of Patrick Air Force Base, FL, 
and military-run facilities at Cape Canaveral, 
FL, by moving some Navy-managed nuclear test 
and evaluation tasks to the Strategic Weapons 
Facility Atlantic in Kings Bay, GA. 
 
Commissioners and their staff members bristled 
at the recommendation. Les Farrington, an 
analysts who worked for the BRAC 
Commission, told the panel during that Aug. 25 
session the proposal did “sound good.” But 
“when you actually go down and peel that onion 
back, the place where the job will be done most 
of the time is right where they are today, and 
from staff’s analysis, it didn’t make sense to go 
ahead and make that move,” Farrington said. 
 
The commission ultimately rejected that 
proposal as well. 
 
Meanwhile, Coyle also addressed a number of 
other BRAC-related issues, including a list of 

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. 
2



“lessons learned” from the yet-finalized 2005 
round. 
 
The former Pentagon testing chief predicted 
“jointness,” or the ability to show how a base 
could be utilized by more than one service, 
likely will play a larger role in future BRAC 
rounds. 
 
“The places where we saw jointness, we didn’t 
want to take it apart,” he said. “And where we 
saw jointness improving because of new 
relationships . . . that were building, we saw that 
as an asset . . . no matter what” the Pentagon had 
proposed for those facilities. 
 
Among the findings Coyle dubbed most 
significant about the 2005 BRAC process was 
the emphasis given to the “military value” of 
DOD’s proposals. “It’s all about military value,” 
he said. “If you can show your base has higher 
value, that’s what’s important to DOD and that 
was the most important single thing to the 
commission.” 
 
Many defense observers and policymakers share 
the collective belief that the sole objective of the 
BRAC process is to create cost savings. 
 
“They didn’t try to hide them, as some others 
did, in larger proposals that saved money,” 
Coyle noted. “The Army just said, ‘This doesn’t 
save money. It’s going to cost many millions of 
dollars, but we think this is a really good idea.’” 
 
“And we supported their proposals because we 
thought their logic was sensible,” he added. 
 
Additionally, while some in Washington have 
opined that the 2005 BRAC round could be the 
last, Coyle predicted otherwise. “Some people 
think this is the last BRAC round ever,” he said. 
“I suspect there will be” future ones. 
 
To that end, in its report being reviewed by 
lawmakers, the panel recommended the next 
round start in 2013, immediately after 
completion of the potential 2013 QDR. The 
panel’s report urges the process be completed 
every eight to 12 years. 
 

Local News Articles
 
Kingsville May Get Jet Fighter Outfit 
After All 
Houston Chronicle (Houston, TX) 
October 22, 2005  
 
CORPUS CHRISTI - South Texas officials said 
they have new hopes that military jet operations 
will come to Naval Station Kingsville after 
officials in Florida ruled out the possibility of 
reopening a base that closed there in 1993. 
 
The Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
had recommended moving fighter squadrons 
from a base in Oceana, Va., because of 
encroaching development. 
 
The commission said it would look at other 
options, including sending some operations to 
Kingsville, if Cecil Field Naval Air Station in 
Jacksonville, Fla., didn't meet requirements. 
 
 
Changing course 
Cape Cod Times (Cape Cod, MA) 
Kevin Dennehy and Amanda Lehmert 
October 23, 2005 
 
As early as Nov. 1, Defense leaders will unveil 
preliminary future plans for Otis Air National 
Guard Base, the Cape military base spared from 
the chopping block but still stripped of its fighter 
jets. 
 
For months state leaders have pressed the Air 
Force brass to replace at Otis the 18 F-15 fighter 
jets suddenly bound for a base in Western 
Massachusetts. 
 
While Guard leaders hope for another fighter 
mission, the next life for Otis could include one 
of several emerging missions currently being 
defined by an Air Force that is getting more 
high-tech but reducing its fleet of airplanes. 
 
The possibilities include information operations, 
engineering, flight training, unmanned aerial 
vehicles and air mobility, which involves 
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support of rapid responses to, for instance, terror 
attacks. 
 
Whichever mission comes to Otis will likely 
affect whether hundreds of employees choose to 
stay on Cape, follow the F-15s across the state, 
or remain in the National Guard at all. 
 
''This will either be make or break for a lot of 
people,'' said Dennis Mills, 41, of East 
Sandwich, a crew chief at the 102nd Fighter 
Wing and chief steward for the Local 3004 
chapter American Federal of Government 
Employees. 
 
Regardless, the situation is better than it was a 
few months ago, said Col. Paul Worcester, 
commander of the Otis-based 102nd Fighter 
Wing. 
 
It wasn't until August that the independent Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission opted to 
''realign'' Otis rather than close it outright, as 
recommended by Air Force leaders. 
 
Essentially, that means Otis will live, but its F-
15s will go to Barnes Air National Guard Base, 
a Westfield air base located on a municipal 
airport just off the Massachusetts Turnpike. 
 
''We continue to move toward a future mission,'' 
Worcester said. ''It's going to require some 
significant changes for members of the wing. 
We need to embrace that and move on.'' 
 
During the summer, Otis supporters who lobbied 
to save the base refused to contemplate future 
uses of the base, preferring to focus on keeping 
it. 
 
Meanwhile, however, state Guard leaders were 
lobbying Air Force and National Guard Bureau 
leaders behind the scenes for a new mission for 
Otis, a sort of Plan B in case the F-15s left. 
 
''It would be irresponsible not to work parallel 
tracks,'' Brig. Gen. Michael Akey, commander 
of the state Air National Guard, said during a 
recent interview. 
 

Within weeks, a so-called Air Force Future 
Total Force Directorate, charged with leading 
the modernization of 
 
the force, will introduce new preliminary 
missions at Air Guard bases affected by the base 
closure process. 
 
That will mark only the beginning of the 
process, however, as it must also be authorized 
by Guard leadership and be funded by Congress. 
 
By the end of the year, the National Guard 
Bureau will develop more details on the timeline 
and budget needed to make the transition 
happen. By March, Akey said, the funding 
requests will likely be made. 
 
''Once (the base closure process) is finalized, we 
will make those plans available as soon as we 
can,'' Lt. Col. Mike Odom, a deputy chief for the 
directorate, said last week. 
 
Bay State leaders got involved early to assure 
the state isn't left out of any emerging missions, 
Akey said. 
 
He said he's trying to bring a mission that is as 
close as possible to the current Otis mission and 
that retains the force size. 
 
''The Air Force is shrinking,'' Akey said. ''We 
can either look at the top of our shoes or press 
forward with Future Total Force missions.'' 
 
He added, ''They're not going to just leave the 
people there looking at the sky.'' 
 
A new Air Force 
 
The Massachusetts Air Guard is not alone in its 
mission search. 
 
Air Guard bases across the country were either 
closed - or will have to shift focus - because of a 
sweeping realignment of Air Force resources. 
 
The proposed Future Total Force campaign calls 
for 25 percent fewer jets spread at fewer bases 
by 2025. 
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Originally, the Air Force intended to send the F-
15s from Otis to air bases in Florida and New 
Jersey, and shift the 24-hour alert mission to a 
municipal airport outside Hartford, Conn. 
 
The independent BRAC commission, which 
reviews the Department of Defense 
recommendations, changed that plan, opting 
instead to move the F-15s and the alert mission 
to Barnes in Westfield, and to keep Otis open for 
a new mission. 
 
Akey, the Air Guard commander, said he's 
pushing for a mission that aligns with the 
emerging homeland security tasks currently 
performed on the Massachusetts Military 
Reservation. 
 
Defense leaders, he said, were impressed with 
the state's suggestions. 
 
''What they like about Massachusetts,'' he said, 
''is that it does have a reputation for being a 
high-tech state.'' 
 
Ideally, state and federal leaders say, the new 
mission would involve a flying mission, since 
the Otis airfield, a $17 million annual operation, 
is a linchpin on the Upper Cape for both the U.S. 
Coast Guard and the Air Guard. 
 
U.S. Rep. William Delahunt, the Cape's 
congressman, said he's pushed for a mission that 
would fit into his vision of a regional homeland 
security center on the base - including 
intelligence and surveillance. 
 
He still hasn't ruled out the 
 
F-15 jets staying on Otis, and hopes the federal 
government can expand the Coast Guard's 
mission on the base. 
 
And there's still the possibility that the U.S. 
Navy may want to consider moving Brunswick 
Naval Air Station, which was recommended for 
closure, to the Cape. That base is home to a 
Navy surveillance unit. 
 
''I still think the most logical utilization of the 
base is for a regional homeland security center,'' 

he said. ''And that's the direction I think we're 
heading.'' 
 
Jets go west 
 
The Otis F-15s will be absorbed by the 104th 
Fighter Wing, a Westfield-based unit that 
currently flies A-10 attack planes. 
 
Employees currently employed at Barnes - 
including pilots, mechanics and weapons crews - 
will have the option to train on the F-15s. 
 
More jobs should emerge because there will be 
more fighter jets at Barnes than are there 
currently, said Akey, the Air Guard commander 
and A-10 pilot whose office overlooks the 
Barnes airfield. 
 
And many employees, he said, will likely retire 
rather than go through the extensive training 
required to learn the new jets. So there likely 
will be chances for Otis employees to transfer to 
the Western Massachusetts base. At the very 
least, Akey said, Otis personnel will havejob 
opportunities if they want them. 
 
Whether many will take advantage of them is 
another question. 
 
The pilots, for instance, would have to spend 
months out of state training to fly in the new 
planes, Akey said. 
 
For some older pilots with children, he 
conceded, that just may not be an option. The 
same goes for those who maintain the jets. ''I'm 
not going to go to Western Massachusetts,'' said 
Mills, the Otis crew chief. ''I live in East 
Sandwich. I'm not going to sell my house and 
move out there. 
 
''Some guys are talking about it, but I can't.'' 
 
Worcester, the Otis commander, said any 
discussions of what the transformation will 
mean for jobs and training won't start for a few 
weeks. 
 
''I'd like to see an F-15 mission here,'' he said. 
''But that's not reality. When you've been doing 
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one part of the business for a while, for a long 
time, it is hard for you to give it up. It's painful.'' 
 
But it could be worse. 
 
''Soon most people in the Air Force aren't going 
to be flying anything,'' Worcester said. ''This is a 
new orientation. We are fortunate.'' 
 
 
Idaho base could host new jet 
The Associated Press State and Local Wire 
(Boise, ID) 
Christopher Smith  
October 23, 3005 
 
BOISE, Idaho -- The Pentagon is considering 
Idaho's Mountain Home Air Force Base as a 
future home for the military's next-generation 
tactical fighter jet, according to a new report sent 
to Congress. 
 
The prospect that the Joint Strike Fighter -- also 
known as the F-35 -- may be stationed at 
Mountain Home could take some of the sting out 
of the prospect of losing 569 jobs and 36 fighter 
jets from the southwestern Idaho base under the 
2005 Base Realignment and Closure 
recommendations that are awaiting 
congressional approval. 
 
In the report by the Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission President Bush forwarded 
to Congress Sept. 15, the panel wrote that while 
Mountain Home will lose some of its weapons 
systems under the plan, "the Air Force indicated 
that the base is being considered as a potential 
location for the bed-down of the Joint Strike 
Fighter as well as a training ground for 
international squadrons." 
 
Both the House and Senate -- including all four 
members of Idaho's congressional delegation -- 
have voted to cut millions from the $245 billion 
Joint Strike Fighter project, which is the most 
expensive weapons program in U.S. history. 
 
Concerns over the ballooning deficit, the price 
tag of Gulf Coast hurricane rebuilding and 
mounting questions over the F-35's cost and 
design may dramatically reduce the number of 

planes the Pentagon buys and limit Mountain 
Home's chances of landing the new jet and the 
hundreds of additional jobs it will bring. 
 
"The Joint Strike Fighter is definitely a big fat 
target," said Eric Miller, senior defense 
investigator for the Washington D.C.-based 
watchdog group, the Project on Government 
Oversight. "There has been talk around 
Congress that it may be one of the programs to 
cut back if they get into a procurement crunch." 
 
Conceived as a multipurpose stealth strike 
fighter for the Navy, Air Force and Marine 
Corps as well as U.S. allies, the Joint Strike 
Fighter is currently scheduled to begin rolling 
off assembly lines in 2007. 
 
Since the program began in 1996, the cost of the 
plane has increased 81 percent, the number of 
planes to be bought by the Pentagon has been 
cut by 535 to 2,443 and the delivery date of 
operational aircraft has been delayed by five 
years, according to a report released in March by 
congressional auditors at the Government 
Accountability Office. 
 
At the same time, there are lingering questions 
whether the plane will even be able to fly as 
designed, primarily because of the increased 
weight from configuring the jet as a "short 
takeoff and vertical landing" model, similar to a 
Harrier Jump Jet. 
 
Last month, the U.S. Senate passed a $440.2 
billion defense spending bill for fiscal 2006 that 
cuts $270 million from the Joint Strike Fighter 
budget. The lawmakers who wrote the bill noted 
they were reducing spending on the jet "due to 
instability in the aircraft's design." 
 
But the Idaho member of Senate Appropriations 
Committee, Republican Sen. Larry Craig, says 
he's not worried about the project or Mountain 
Home's chances of hosting it. 
 
"Mountain Home has a very bright future which 
does include in it a Joint Strike Fighter wing, if 
Congress goes forward with it," said Craig, who 
voted in favor of the cuts. "I don't think the 
program is on the ropes yet." 
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In the House-passed version of the defense 
spending bill for next year, money for the plane 
was cut $152 million because of development 
delays, according to the report attached to the 
bill by the House Appropriations Committee. 
But committee member Rep. Mike Simpson, R-
Idaho, said he also believes the cuts won't hurt 
Idaho's chances of landing a wing of the new jet 
fighter. 
 
"In talking to the Air Force, outside of Nellis Air 
Force Base in Nevada, they feel Mountain Home 
is one of their best training ranges," said 
Simpson, who also voted for the spending 
reduction. "I'm optimistic it will be a future 
home for the Joint Strike Fighter." 
 
The two versions of the defense spending bill -- 
which also were supported by Sen. Mike Crapo, 
R-Idaho, and Rep. C.L. "Butch" Otter, R-Idaho, 
when they came to a floor vote -- are currently 
being reconciled by a House and Senate 
conference committee. 
 
Christopher Hellman, a defense analyst with the 
Center for Arms Control and Nonproliferation in 
Washington, D.C., said the Joint Strike Fighter 
cuts in the Defense Department appropriations 
are not an accurate forecast of the jet's future. 
Instead, analysts look for clues to the program's 
fate in the upcoming Quadrennial Defense 
Review, when the Pentagon estimates what 
weapons it will need and in what quantity it will 
need them for the next five years. 
 
"There are mutterings about the future of the 
Joint Strike Fighter, but until that long-term 
forecast comes out at the end of this year or 
early next year, it's just speculation," said 
Hellman. "Clearly, the base closure commission 
says there is a future for Mountain Home, it just 
may be different from the one they had a year 
ago." 
 
 
Panel looking for ways to improve Ariz. 
bases  
Glendale Republic (Glendale, AZ) 
David Madrid 
Oct. 22, 2005 12:00 AM  

 
The Governor's Military Affairs Commission 
met this week to talk strategy now that the 
federal Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission has pretty much finished its work. 
 
Goodyear Mayor James Cavanaugh noted that 
Cannon Air Force Base near Clovis, N.M., has 
not been shut down, even though it lost its 
mission. Cannon was the base that Luke Air 
Force Base proponents feared the most during 
the BRAC process because of Clovis' desire to 
perform Luke's mission of training F-16 pilots. 
 
Cavanaugh recommended that the commission 
members identify the soft spots of their 
respective military bases in Arizona and work to 
repair those issues before the next base closure 
efforts, which could happen around 2014. 
 
Cavanaugh said there are six critical elements 
that Luke has identified that must be resolved in 
order for the base to continue its mission of 
training F-16 pilots and crew chiefs:  
 
• The ability to take off and land in either 
direction without undue risk to the community. 
 
• Access the Barry M. Goldwater Range with 
live training munitions without undue risk to the 
community. 
 
• Fly instrument approaches at Luke's Auxiliary 
1 Airfield without undue risk to the community. 
 
• Continue performing patterns and landings at 
Gila Bend Auxiliary Airfield without undue risk 
to the community.  
 
• Access and use the Gladden/Bagdad Military 
Operating Areas without undue risk to the 
community. The base has airspace required for 
this training, but constant communication with 
the Federal Aviation Administration and 
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport 
remains a priority. 
 
• Access military training routes throughout the 
state without undue risk to the community. 
Residential development is infringing on these 
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routes, which once were over sparsely populated 
areas. 
 
 
Base planners say protecting state’s bases 
not limited to BRAC rounds 
Clovis News Journal (Clovis, NM) 
Marlena Hartz 
October 22, 2005 
 
The importance of protecting not just Cannon 
Air Force Base, but all New Mexico military 
bases was underscored Friday at a meeting of 
the New Mexico Military Base Planning 
Commission.  
 
The cumulative economic impact of even a 
gradual withdrawal of jets at Cannon Air Force 
Base sans a new mission could add up to more 
than $600 million, according to Keystone 
International data analyst Erin Ward.  
 
The multimillion-dollar figure projection is a 
reminder of what is at stake in any New Mexico 
community near a base, not just in Clovis, said 
Cannon advocate and base planning 
Commissioner Randy Harris. “We must 
continue to have a group from the state that 
protects our bases,” Harris said.  
 
Lt. Gov. Diane Denish, also a base planning 
commissioner, agreed.  
 
“The base planning commission needs to live on 
for the sake of all of New Mexico,” Denish said. 
The job of protecting the state’s bases should 
extend beyond Base Realignment and Closure 
rounds, Denish said.  
 
Director of the New Mexico Military Base 
Planning Commission Hanson Scott said he will 
request $300,000 in additional state funding to 
support Cannon’s base finding mission and all 
of New Mexico military bases.  
 
A federal commission voted to inactivate 
Cannon’s F-16 fighter wing and keep the base in 
enclave status until Dec. 31, 2009, pending the 
base finding a new mission. Congress has until 
November 7 to act on commission 
recommendations.  

 
Legislation that would keep Cannon’s assets in 
place until a new mission is found awaits House 
approval.  
 
Base planning Commissioner and retired army 
Lt. Gen. Ed Baca recommended Cannon 
advocates establish a joint training and 
homeland defense mission with Fort Bliss. “So 
many things point to it making logical sense,” 
Baca said.  
 
Eighty percent of Fort Bliss training is already 
done on New Mexico lands, according to base 
planning Commissioner Ed Brabson of 
Alamogordo. Brabson said 2005 BRAC decrees 
and an influx of officers from overseas stations 
will bring about 20,000 new troops to the Texas 
base.  
 
All of Fort Bliss ranges are located in New 
Mexico, according to Fort Bliss public affairs 
officer Luke Elliott. In the next five to seven 
years, the base will receive approximately 
22,000 troops due to BRAC personnel gains and 
brigade combat team pull-outs from Germany, 
Elliott said.  
 
Cannon and other New Mexico bases could 
easily alleviate the burden of a sudden Fort Bliss 
population surge, Brabson said. Without outside 
aid, Brabson said the surge could overwhelm 
existing Fort Bliss infrastructure.  
 
Fort Bliss does plan, however, on infrastructure 
additions, according to Elliott.  
 
Inspired by Roving Sands joint training missions 
that have already taken place at Cannon Air 
Force Base, the Fort Bliss scenario will be 
discussed further at future base planning 
meetings, officials said.  
 
Though the Keystone International contract has 
been extended, contracts with consultants DLA 
Piper and Hjek and Fix Inc. have expired, 
according to base planning officials.  
 
The next base planning meeting is tentatively 
scheduled for the first or second week of 
December in Albuquerque, commissioners said. 
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BRAC plan may expand center 
Intelligence facility may get $85 million 
addition built by'09 
Richmond Times-Dispatch (Richmond, VA) 
Jessica Kitchin 
Sunday, October 23, 2005 
 
CHARLOTTESVILLE - The National Ground 
Intelligence Center in northern Albemarle 
County is going through some serious growing 
pains, but there's hope on the horizon in the form 
of a new $85 million facility. A drive up 
Boulders Road is all it takes to see how 
overcrowded the current Nicholson Building is: 
Cars are parked all along the street, overflow 
from a parking lot with just 603 spaces for 1,050 
employees. 
 
By 2009, however, center officials hope to have 
a new addition: a 219,244-square-foot building 
that will support more than 1,000 center 
workers. The building, along with supporting 
parking lots and a new "visitor control center," is 
proposed to be built on property bordering the 
center's existing 29-acre site, just off U.S. 29. 
 
"We were looking at that property anyway, from 
a security standpoint, as a buffer," said Bob 
Canar, the center's chief of staff. "Now we hope 
to use it to expand this center." 
 
The center gathers and processes intelligence 
about foreign armies and ground forces. "We do 
all-source intelligence here," said Capt. Tim 
O'Neil, who described computerized imaging of 
foreign cities and radar of foreign-equipment 
models as some of the intelligence work at the 
facility. 
 
The expansion comes as part of the Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission 
recommendations made this year. The new 
building, called the Joint Intelligence Analysis 
Facility, is expected to take in 830 intelligence 
positions moved from Washington's Bolling Air 
Force Base in addition to the 218 employees 
who will move from the current center. 
 

Although the BRAC decisions aren't final, Canar 
said it's likely they will get congressional 
approval. President Bush has already signed off 
on the plan. 
 
Estimates suggest at least 70 percent of the 
relocated employees will move to the area. 
Canar said that because the transfer isn't planned 
until 2009, the Department of Defense would 
have plenty of time to work out the details. 
"With so much time, that number could get 
closer to 100 percent," he said. 
 
The center's commander, Col. John M. Chiu, 
said most of those who work at the center are 
civilians. 
 
"We are part of the community," he said. 
"People tend to think intelligence operations are 
spooky stuff, but that's not true. We're integrated 
into the community." 
 
Chiu said bringing in the new employees likely 
would affect roads and schools, but it would also 
bring money into the economy. 
 
The adjoining property would not be purchased 
until the BRAC decisions are finalized, which is 
expected in the coming months. At that point, 
the Army Corps of Engineers will work through 
the details with the property owner to try to 
secure the land for the new facility. 
 
 
State’s senators back off in base-closing 
fight  
Columbia Tribune (Columbia, MO) 
October 22, 2005 
 
WASHINGTON (AP) - With a federal base-
closing plan on track to become final next 
month, Missouri’s senators say there’s not much 
they can do to stop it. 
 
The Pentagon’s recommendation to close or 
downsize hundreds of U.S. military sites will 
become law unless Congress passes a joint 
resolution of disapproval within 45 legislative 
days of receiving the report. That period ends 
around Nov. 8. 
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But there is little support in Congress for efforts 
to stop the Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission process, which would cost 
Missouri more than 2,000 defense jobs and close 
the 131st Air National Guard Fighter Wing at 
Lambert Field in St. Louis. 
 
Earlier this month, the House Armed Services 
Committee soundly rejected a proposal by Rep. 
Ray LaHood, R-Ill., to block the plan, though 
any congressman can still force the full House to 
consider the resolution. 
 
Both of Missouri’s senators say they would vote 
against the base-closing plan, but neither plans 
to introduce such a measure in the Senate. 
 
"Unfortunately, the lack of support in the House 
to derail BRAC makes action in the Senate a 
moot point," said Rob Ostrander, spokesman for 
Republican Sen. Kit Bond. 
 
Sen. Jim Talent, also a Republican, sees little 
chance of success. 
 
"It was clear it didn’t have the votes to carry in 
either the House or the Senate," Talent 
spokesman Rich Chrismer said. "Sen. Talent 
believes if you try something knowing you 
won’t get many votes, it tends to weaken your 
position." 
 
Chrismer said Talent is working to make sure 
job training and other assistance is available to 
those workers losing jobs.  
 
 
City did what was necessary to protect 
Fort Eustis 
Daily Press (Newport News, VA) 
October 22, 2005  
 
Over the last few months, there has been a great 
deal of news coverage concerning the Base 
Closure and Realignment (BRAC) process. The 
concerns and significance of this process have 
generated both national attention and regional 
interest as the fate of major employment centers 
hung in the balance. 
 

Now that this process - which followed a course 
required by federal law - is drawing to a close, I 
think the citizens of Newport News should be 
aware of the hard work and successful efforts of 
our elected officials on behalf of Fort Eustis. In 
addition, City Manager Ed Maroney and 
Assistant City Manager Neil Morgan are to be 
commended. 
 
In earlier rounds of BRAC, Fort Eustis had been 
identified as a potential base to be closed. 
However, over the past decade there has been 
substantial reinvestment in the base, and with 
strong support from Newport News City 
Council, a second access road was successfully 
designed and constructed, thereby greatly 
increasing the competitiveness of Fort Eustis 
vis-a-vis other military bases. 
 
Having laid this important groundwork, the City 
Council and Mayor Joe Frank endorsed an 
aggressive effort to advocate on behalf of Fort 
Eustis during the most recent BRAC round. The 
original Department of Defense 
recommendations included the removal of three 
major activities from Fort Eustis, including all 
transportation training, all surface deployment 
traffic management and all helicopter repair 
training. Even though other positive 
recommendations were made, the original 
package would have resulted in a net loss of 
thousands of jobs at Fort Eustis. 
 
Our elected officials recognized that debating 
these recommendations based on economic 
impact was a losing proposition. Instead of 
wasting time and energy with these standard 
arguments made by communities all around the 
country, the City Council supported the 
Economic Development Authority (EDA) and 
staff's efforts to gather information and make 
arguments based on the military value of Fort 
Eustis and the logic of retaining its missions 
from the standpoint of national interest. 
 
History has shown that a very small percentage 
of recommendations that are presented to the 
BRAC Commission are overturned. However, 
based on the sound military value and financial 
arguments presented to the BRAC Commission 
by the city, in coordination with the governor's 
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office and our congressional delegation, some of 
the negative recommendations related to Fort 
Eustis were actually reversed. A portion of the 
transportation training activities will now remain 
at Fort Eustis instead of being transferred to Fort 
Rucker, Ala. This significant decision by the 
BRAC Commission was based on the data that 
was generated through local efforts 
demonstrating the huge cost and insignificant 
benefit of relocating these expensive facilities to 
Fort Rucker. 
 
It would now appear that the BRAC 2005 
process will result in a net increase in 
employment at Fort Eustis. In addition to 
commands being relocated from Fort Monroe 
and Fort Stewart, helicopter repair training and 
transportation training will remain important 
activities at Fort Eustis. In large part because of 
the hard work of our elected officials at all levels 
and the effective marshaling of the factual data 
associated with the military value of Fort Eustis, 
it appears that Newport News has accomplished 
a significant and rare achievement in modifying 
the recommendations of the Department of 
Defense to the BRAC Commission. 
 
The citizens of Newport News should be aware 
of how hard their City Council worked behind 
the scenes to achieve this result. In particular, 
Mayor Frank committed a significant amount of 
his time and energy to meet with BRAC 
officials, testifying at public meetings, and 
generally functioning as the point man on behalf 
of Fort Eustis. A Washington lobbyist with years 
of experience related that he had never seen a 
local official be more effective in the BRAC 
process than Joe Frank. We are very fortunate in 
this community to have elected leaders and a 
city management team who are willing to 
engage in the hard work and substantive policy 
analysis needed to make a difference on such an 
important matter as BRAC and the fate of Fort 
Eustis. 
 
Gentry is chairman of the Newport News 
Economic Development Authority. 
 
 
Beach, by default, still Oceana’s landlord 
The Virginian-Pilot (Virginia Beach, VA) 

October 22, 2005  
 
There’s joy in Jacksonville and Virginia Beach 
today, because BRAC has apparently struck out.  
 
In the latest bizarre twist in the fate of the 
fighters at Oceana Naval Air Station, 
Jacksonville’s mayor on Thursday said thanks, 
but no thanks. 
 
The Defense Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission had decided to move Oceana’s 250 
jets to Cecil Field in Florida unless Virginia 
Beach bought and condemned 3,400 houses, 
hundreds of businesses, and turned over 
planning decisions across thousands of acres to 
the U.S. Navy. 
 
But a funny thing happened between that 
decision and today. While Beach officials 
agonized over whether the sacrifice would be 
worth the thousands of jobs the Navy brings to 
the city, Jacksonville decided it didn’t want the 
jets or the noise or the jobs after all. 
 
“The feedback I’ve received in recent weeks 
makes it clear that the community does not want 
the master jet base to return, and I respect that,” 
Jacksonville Mayor John Peyton said in a 
statement. 
 
This is an especially strange moment in an 
especially strange episode. While many think 
that the BRAC Commission exceeded its 
boundaries in the demands it made, Beach 
officials were methodically trying to calculate 
the wisdom of complying. 
 
But now that Jacksonville has bowed out, the 
Navy has — for now — no place else to put 
Oceana’s jets. 
 
There will be some understandable celebration 
this weekend, but Virginia Beach partakes at its 
peril. As angry as the BRAC Commission was 
about encroachment on the East Coast’s master 
jet base, it didn’t lie: City officials for a long 
time have taken Oceana, its sailors and its jobs 
for granted, even as the Navy’s expanding 
airspace requirements encircled ever-larger 
sections of the city. 
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If Virginia Beach wants to keep Oceana’s 
benefits for decades instead of years, it will have 
to commit to guarding the nation’s guardians 
much better than it has. For its part, the Navy 
will have to find some way to keep its jets and 
their requirements from choking the city’s 
economic life. 
 
To its credit, the current City Council has 
recognized the damage of the inattention of its 
predecessors, an agonizing epiphany that 
culminated in the Joint Land Use Study released 
back in April. But that sensible framework for 
co-existence was lost in the fireworks and 
finger-pointing over the BRAC Commission’s 
unforgiving ultimatum. 
 
The compromises contained in JLUS fall far 
short of BRAC’s conditions. But some 
influential Navy officials have indicated that the 
base’s future could be protected if the city 
implemented JLUS and took a few additional 
steps. 
 
In very broad terms, under JLUS Virginia Beach 
would give a yellow light, not a green one, to 
some redevelopment at the resort; substantially 
reduce new homebuilding under the flight path 
between Oceana and Fentress; improve 
disclosure for noise and accident potential; and 
improve communication with the Navy. 
 
If that sounds tame compared to condemning 
thousands of houses and businesses, not to 
mention grounds for a party, there will be many 
in Virginia Beach who will agree. But if 
Jacksonville doesn’t want the jets, Virginia 
Beach must still prove it does, something JLUS 
doesn’t entirely accomplish. 
 
That effort will require money — millions of 
dollars a year, probably, for purchasing 
development rights to put a permanent end to 
new encroachments. Not long ago, there was 
serious talk of committing a penny of the real 
estate tax to such an effort; the city’s leaders 
would be wise to revisit that responsible 
proposal. 
 

All that is much less onerous than the demands 
BRAC made this summer, but can accomplish 
much of the same goal: freezing encroachment 
while protecting property rights and Oceana’s 
mission. 
 
It will also show Washington that the Beach 
finally understands that its self-interest — 
economic, cultural, social — is served by 
protecting the national interest in Oceana. 
 
Because even though BRAC may have struck 
out this time around, there’s every chance that 
it’ll come up to bat again. 
 
 
Partnership plots less expensive post-
BRAC course 
Macon Telegraph (Macon, GA) 
Gene Rector 
October 21, 2005 
 
ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE - With BRAC 
2005 largely resolved, the 21st Century 
Partnership will operate with less fanfare and 
money in 2006. But the collection of Middle 
Georgia political, civic and business leaders say 
their objectives will remain the same - support 
the growth of Robins Air Force Base and 
respond to anything that threatens base units or 
workload. 
 
Thursday the partnership approved a $240,000 
budget for next year, a significant drop from 
expenditures of $487,000 in 2005 and $639,000 
in 2004. The group has been the principal 
marketing agency for Robins during the base 
realignment and closure process, funding studies 
on a broad range of support and quality of life 
issues and meeting with congressional and 
Defense Department leaders. 
 
Robins will gain about 500 new jobs if the 
BRAC Commission recommendations are 
approved. The president has signed off on the 
measure and Congress has until early November 
to vote against the legislation. Otherwise it will 
become law. 
 
Also during the session Thursday at the Museum 
of Aviation, the partnership approved several 
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changes to its bylaws, allowing for biennial 
election of officers and the addition of members 
to the executive board. It adopted a post-BRAC 
work plan listing priorities for 2006 and beyond. 
 
Warner Robins real estate developer Mark Byrd, 
who headed the post-BRAC planning 
committee, said he was gratified with the vote. 
 
"The entire Middle Georgia community has 
always supported the partnership," he said after 
the meeting. "We appreciate the feedback from 
the community and look forward to moving 
ahead and protecting and serving Robins Air 
Force Base." 
 
During an open discussion of the 2006 work 
plan, Pete Rucker cautioned that supporting core 
base missions should remain the partnership's 
focus. Rucker, a retired former civilian 
executive director at Robins, has been a 
partnership member since the group was formed 
in preparation for BRAC 1993. 
 
"I'm concerned that our original objectives will 
be diluted," he told partnership members. "Our 
role is to crystallize a problem, see a threat to the 
base and get to the movers and shakers. The 
day-to-day things need to be done by someone 
else." 
 
Mission support remains the top priority in the 
future game plan, Byrd said. 
 
Partnership Chairman Eddie Wiggins said 
obtaining additional flying missions for the base 
also will be a key objective. Although Robins 
will gain additional jobs as a result of BRAC 
2005, it will lose one of its flying units - the 19th 
Air Refueling Group. 
 
"We've got to have the flying missions," 
Wiggins said. "Without them, the base becomes 
a service department." 
 
Macon businessman Ben Henson was appointed 
to lead the partnership's fund raising for 2006 
and beyond. 
 
"I love Robins and Macon," he said. "My dad 
started working on the base in 1941. I don't mind 

calling on people to contribute to a worthy 
cause. If the base were to close, the Middle 
Georgia economy would be flattened so local 
cities and businesses need to step up." 
 
Opinions/ Editorials 
 
Other Voices: BRAC Made Decisions 
Based On the Numbers 
Daily Press (Newport News, Virginia) 
Anthony J. Principi  
October 22, 2005 Saturday  
 
The 2005 Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission first learned of the 
effects of encroachment on the military value of 
the Navy's Oceana, Virginia Master Jet Base, on 
May 17, when the Chief of Naval Operations 
(CNO) testified before the commission that the 
Navy had looked at several possible alternative 
locations for the base but was unable to find a 
suitable site.  
 
After the commanding officer of Naval Air 
Station (NAS) Oceana briefed the commission 
on May 24 on the detrimental effects of 
encroachment upon the installation, the 
commission was compelled to consider if 
Atlantic Fleet Strike Fighter Wings' operational 
readiness, as well as the safety of the citizens of 
Virginia Beach and Chesapeake, were 
threatened by growing residential and 
commercial development. Further, the 
commission had to consider whether the Navy 
would be able to continue operating NAS 
Oceana as a Master Jet Base if the city of 
Virginia Beach and the state of Virginia did not 
act on the Navy's often-requested measures to 
significantly limit and roll back that 
encroachment. 
 
Both the Navy and the commission clearly 
recognized that there was an encroachment 
problem at Oceana that had to be addressed, and 
that the Navy did not have a solution. Based on 
the CNO's comments, the commission first 
considered Georgia's Moody Air Force Base as 
an alternative site. The commission did not 
consider Cecil Field until after the commission's 
July 22 public hearing in New Orleans, when the 
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Florida delegation offered that facility as a 
possible alternative to Oceana. 
 
Contrary to some reports, the commission 
evaluated Cecil Field's suitability by carefully 
examining satellite imagery, conducting several 
extensive base visits and aerial tours, by 
commissioners and staff, as well as FAA 
analysis conducted with our staff experts. The 
commission was well aware there was, and is, 
some minor encroachment at Cecil Field. 
 
According to our analysis, there are fewer than 
50 homes in Cecil Field's clear zones and 
accident potential zones (APZ-1, highest-risk 
areas closest to aircraft landing and takeoff 
paths). Using official Navy population estimates 
for Virginia Beach as reported in the F/A-18 E/F 
(Super Hornet) Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and the 2000 Census Bureau data for 
Virginia Beach, there are more than 2,200 
homes in Virginia Beach located within the 
highest-risk areas closest to aircraft landing and 
takeoff paths, designated Clear Zones and 
Accident Potential Zones (APZ-1). 
 
In short, NAS Oceana has well over 40 times the 
level of encroachment as Cecil Field in the 
highest-risk zones. If the Navy's East Coast 
Master Jet Base remains at NAS Oceana, and 
Virginia Beach fails to take the strong, proactive 
measures necessary to cure the negative effects 
of encroachment, the men and women of 
Atlantic Fleet Strike Fighter Wings will continue 
to experience degraded operational training and 
readiness, and the local civilian population 
would suffer continued exposure to unnecessary 
risks. 
 
Ultimately, the commission could not, and did 
not, ignore the national security and public 
safety issues presented by encroachment on the 
Navy's Master Jet Base. Nor did the commission 
hesitate to make a decision when a decision was 
called for. 
 
Principi is chairman of the Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. * 
 
NOTE TO READERS 
 

Anthony J. Principi wrote this piece before 
Jacksonville, Fla., withdrew its bid for Oceana 
Naval Air Station's fighter planes. 
 
Additional Notes 
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