
Advance Questions for Jackalyne Pfannenstiel 
Nominee for the Position of Assistant Secretary of the Navy  

for Installations and Environment 
 
 
 

Defense Reforms    
 
The Goldwater-Nichols Department of Defense Reorganization Act of 1986 and the 
Special Operations reforms have strengthened the warfighting readiness of our Armed 
Forces.  They have enhanced civilian control and clearly delineated the operational chain of 
command and the responsibilities and authorities of the combatant commanders, and the 
role of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.  They have also clarified the responsibility 
of the Military Departments to recruit, organize, train, equip, and maintain forces for 
assignment to the combatant commanders. 
 
Do you see the need for modifications of any Goldwater-Nichols Act provisions? 
 
Answer:  I believe the Goldwater-Nichols defense reforms have been very effective, and I am 
not aware of the need for any modifications.   

 
If so, what areas do you believe might be appropriate to address in these modifications? 
 
Answer:  I am not aware of the need for any modifications to Goldwater-Nichols, but if 
confirmed, I will work with the Secretary of the Navy and Under Secretary of the Navy on any 
proposed changes that pertain to Navy installations or the environment.   
  
 
Duties 
 
What is your understanding of the duties and functions of the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy for Installations and Environment? 
 
Answer:  The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Installations and Environment) formulates policy 
and procedures for the effective management of the Navy and Marine Corps real property, 
housing and other facilities; environmental protection ashore and afloat; safety and occupational 
health for both military and civilian personnel.  This position is also responsible for the timely 
completion of closures and realignments of installations under base closure laws. 
 
What background and experience do you possess that you believe qualifies you to perform 
these duties? 
 
Answer: I possess extensive experience in the public and private sectors that translates well to 
the Department of the Navy.  From 2004 until the beginning of this year, I served as a 
commissioner and Chairman of the California Energy Commission, a state regulatory body with 
authority over power plant licensing, building and appliance efficiency standards, and energy 



policy development.  As a commissioner, my responsibilities included licensing  major new 
power plants for the State.  The Energy Commission was the lead environmental agency for 
these major infrastructure projects and we interacted extensively with the local communities to 
minimize and mitigate their impacts.  Also, I led the development of California's integrated 
energy policy plan and chaired the Governor's Climate Action Team subgroup on Energy and 
Land Use. I participated in the creation of California's low carbon fuel standards and 
spearheaded implementation of the State's solar home initiative, creating a working group 
comprised of home builders and solar industry companies.  Prior to my role at the Energy 
Commission, I served as an independent energy consultant, providing assistance to wind energy 
development projects, as well as helping local housing authorities manage energy costs in public 
housing facilities.  Previously, I spent 20 years at Pacific Gas and Electric Company and its 
parent, PG&E Corporation.   In 1987, I was promoted to Vice President of Strategic Planning at 
PG&E, the first woman to become a corporate officer.   In 1988, I led the company's 
participation in a multi-party energy efficiency collaborative proceeding which produced many 
of California's innovative regulatory policies promoting energy efficiency and demand response.  
I am currently a member of the Board of Trustees of Clark University and I chair the committee 
on university facilities.  I am also a Director of Energy Recovery, Inc., a company that makes 
efficient flow devices for seawater desalination plants. 
 
Do you believe that there are actions you need to take to enhance your ability to perform 
the duties of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment? 
 
Answer:  I am confident that there is much that I can do to enhance my abilities to perform the 
duties of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment.  If confirmed, I 
will seek to learn more about the individual facilities within my purview, as well as the different 
requirements associated with military construction.  Using my significant managerial experience, 
I would expect to parlay the expertise and views of those within the Department of the Navy, as 
well as those of the Secretary of Defense and the other military departments, to develop efficient 
and effective policies for the Department’s use of our installations and the environment.  If 
confirmed, I will also seek and listen to the advice and counsel of the Congress, and the 
communities in which we operate, to find ways to be the best steward of the Department of the 
Navy’s properties.   
 
Assuming you are confirmed, what duties and functions do you expect that the Secretary of 
the Navy would prescribe for you? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I would expect the Secretary of the Navy to prescribe the duties and 
functions stated above.  Additionally, I would expect that the Secretary will request that I rely 
upon my years of experience in the area of energy development, policy and management to assist 
him in meeting the aggressive energy goals he recently laid out for the Department, including 
increasing our use of alternative energy and sailing the “Great Green Fleet.”  
 
 
Relationships 
 
If confirmed, what would be your professional relationship with:  
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The Secretary of the Navy 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will seek to carry out the goals and priorities of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 
 
The Under Secretary of the Navy 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work directly with the Under Secretary and seek his counsel and 
guidance as I work to support his efforts to carry out the goals and priorities of the Secretary of 
the Navy. 
 
The Chief of Naval Operations 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will provide the support that the Chief of Naval Operations requires to 
execute his duties and responsibilities and achieve the mission of the Navy. 
 
The Commandant of the Marine Corps 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will provide the support that the Commandant requires to execute his 
duties and responsibilities and achieve the mission of the Marine Corps. 
  
The Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Installations and Environment 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work with the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Installations 
and Environment to develop and execute the policies and initiatives of the President, the 
Secretary of Defense, and the Secretary of the Navy. 
  
The Other Assistant Secretaries of the Navy 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work as part of the team to ensure that we present the best 
collaborative approach to supporting the goals and priorities of the Secretary of the Navy. 
  
The Assistant Secretaries of the Army and Air Force for Installations and Environment  
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work closely with the Assistant Secretaries of the Army and Air 
Force for Installations and Environment to strengthen the cooperation between the Services.  I 
will work to foster a cordial and productive working relationship with these colleagues. 
 
The General Counsel of the Navy 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work closely with the General Counsel of the Navy to ensure that 
the programs we execute, and the policies we develop are consistent with the law.   
 
The Judge Advocate General of the Navy 
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Answer:  If confirmed, I will work closely with the Judge Advocate General of the Navy to 
ensure that the programs we execute and the policies we develop are consistent with the areas of 
law contained within his purview.  I would also expect to work directly with the Judge Advocate 
General of the Navy on areas of mutual interest. 
 
The Director of Naval Energy Policy 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work with the Director of Naval Energy Policy to identify and 
implement policies and practices that best support the needs of the Department of the Navy. 
  
Commander, Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work with the Commander, Naval Facilities Engineering 
Command to identify and implement policies and practices that best support the needs of the 
Department of the Navy. 
  
Commander, Navy Installations Command 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work with the Commander, Navy Installations Command to 
identify and implement policies and practices that best support the needs of the Department of 
the Navy, our Sailors, Marines and their families. 
 
 
Major Challenges and Problems 
 
In your view, what are the major challenges that confront the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy for Installations and Environment?   
 
Answer:  There are many significant challenges confronting the next Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy for Installations and Environment.  The most significant of these includes the Guam 
military construction projects; the completion of all Base Realignment and Closure 2005 actions 
prior to the statutory deadline, ensuring that the Department of the Navy has the right 
infrastructure at the right time for the right cost to support the country’s warfighters and their 
families, and establishing the programs necessary to meet the Department’s aggressive energy 
goals. 
 
Assuming you are confirmed, what plans do you have for addressing these challenges? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I plan to work closely with Congress, the Secretary of the Navy, the 
Chief of Naval Operations, the Commandant of the Marine Corps, the Deputy Under Secretary 
of Defense (Installations and Environment), as well as other governmental and non-
governmental organizations to devise practicable solutions to address these challenges and 
maximize successful outcomes for all parties involved.   
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What do you consider to be the most significant problems in the performance of the 
functions of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment? 
 
Answer:  I am not aware of any significant problems in the performance of the functions of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment. 
 
If confirmed, what management actions and timelines would you establish to address these 
problems? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will work closely with the Secretary and the Under Secretary of the 
Navy to develop a strategic plan to address significant problems that arise.   
 
 
Priorities 
 
If confirmed, what broad priorities would you establish in terms of issues which must be 
addressed by the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment? 

 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will establish priorities consistent with those of the President, the 
Secretary of Defense, and the Secretary of the Navy.  In broad terms, I will assist the Secretary 
of the Navy in meeting the aggressive energy goals he recently laid out for the Department, work 
closely with Members of Congress and state and local officials and the public to remain fully 
transparent when considering projects and processes with environmental impacts, and seek to 
allocate funding to develop the right infrastructure at the right time at the right cost to support 
our warfighters and their families. 

 
Do you have any specific plans to help improve the quality of life for Navy and Marine 
Corps families who are under considerable strain as a result of repeated deployments? 
 
Answer:  Not at this time, but having grown up in a Navy town, I am very aware of the 
tremendous sacrifices made by Navy and Marine Corps families.  If confirmed, I will be 
committed to identifying and implementing quality of life initiatives. 

 
The Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment has responsibility 
for, among other things, two largely distinct programs – the military construction program 
and the environmental program.   

 
In the competition for resources inherent in the Defense Department budget process, which 
of these two major programs do you believe should have priority in terms of funding?  
Why? 
 
Answer:  Military construction programs and environmental programs are not mutually 
exclusive.  Although they would certainly compete for the same limited resources, the 
development of these programs must be done in conjunction with each other.  All military 
construction is predicated upon sound environmental planning.  Accordingly, these two 



 6

programs must work hand-in-hand to further the strategic vision and goals of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

 
 
Military Construction (MILCON) 
 
Over the last several years, the Department of the Navy has had an increasingly larger 
share of the Defense Department’s overall military construction program.  Initiatives 
related to growing the Marine Corps and the relocation of Marines from Okinawa to 
Guam will consume much of the growth over the next several years. 

 
In addition to those initiatives, which are largely externally driven, what would be your 
highest priorities, if confirmed, for allocating military construction funding for the 
Department of the Navy over the next several years? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will seek to allocate funding to develop the right infrastructure at the 
right time at the right cost to support our warfighters and their families. 
 
Do you think these initiatives will consume so much of the Department of the Navy 
MILCON budget that it will crowd out other programs such as housing ashore for 
shipboard Sailors, and other quality of life programs for Sailors, Marines, and their 
families? 
 
Answer:  Although we find ourselves in an austere fiscal environment, I am cautiously 
optimistic that we will be able to meet all of these challenges. 
 
 
Guam 
 
Over the next several years one of the Department of the Navy’s most significant MILCON 
investments will be in the relocation of 8,000 marines and their families from Okinawa to 
Guam.  There are a number of provisions enacted in the fiscal year 2010 National Defense 
Authorization Act (NDAA) related to this Guam realignment.  

 
Does the flexibility included in these provisions provide the Secretary of the Navy with the 
necessary authorities to occupy the Futenma Replacement Facility on Okinawa, establish 
special purpose entities to construct infrastructure projects, and provide the necessary 
labor force to complete the $4 billion construction program on Guam? 
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to develop a thorough understanding of the issues 
associated with the relocation of Marines and their families from Okinawa to Guam.  From the 
information that I have seen at this point, I generally believe that the Department of the Navy is 
moving along the right track and that the law has provided the Department significant flexibility. 
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When will the Department of the Navy provide the Senate Armed Services Committee with 
the Guam Master Plan so that the costs and timing of construction contracts for the entire 
project will be totally transparent? 
 
Answer:  My understanding is that the Department will be able to provide the Guam Master Plan 
after the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is released, currently expected to be in 
the summer of 2010. 
 
What is your understanding of when the Department of the Navy anticipates that the 
Record of Decision (ROD) for the Guam Environmental Impact Statement will be signed? 
 
Answer:  I understand that the Department plans to release the Record of Decision in the 
summer of 2010. 

 
 

Outlying Landing Field (OLF) 
   

The Department of the Navy has been actively engaged for a number of years in seeking 
another OLF to augment Naval Auxiliary Landing Field Fentress in support of flight 
operations at Naval Air Station Oceana and Naval Station Norfolk. 
 
What is your understanding of the current status of the Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the OLF? 

 
Answer:  It is my understanding that the Navy has delayed the release of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Outlying Landing Field and that the Outlying Landing 
Field timeline will now coincide with the commencement of the Environmental Impact 
Statement  process for homebasing of the F-35C Navy Joint Strike Fighter (JSF). 

 
When do you anticipate the ROD will be signed for that EIS? 

 
Answer:  I believe that the Outlying Landing Field Record of Decision will be signed upon 
completion of the Environmental Impact Statement process, in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).    

 
Based on your understanding of the process, when would you expect the Department of the 
Navy to request funds for any land acquisition associated with the process? 
 
Answer:  I do not have that information, but I would expect that this is being discussed as part of 
the Department of Defense’s budget planning for submission in the FY10 budget.   

 
 
Base Closure and Realignments 
 
The 2005 Defense Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process is currently underway.  
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What do you see as the roles and responsibilities of the Department of the Navy in 
implementing BRAC decisions? 
 
Answer:  I believe the Department of the Navy’s primary responsibility is to ensure that we 
comply with all BRAC statutory requirements. 
 
What would your role be, if confirmed, in carrying out these responsibilities? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will serve as the Department of the Navy’s primary senior leader 
charged with meeting our BRAC responsibilities.  Accordingly, I will work closely with the 
Congress, the Secretary of the Navy, the Chief of Naval Operations, the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps, the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Installations and Environment), as well 
as other governmental and non-governmental organizations as appropriate in order to execute 
these statutory requirements. 
 
If confirmed, what priorities would you set for the process of disposal of any property at 
Navy and Marine Corps bases affected by BRAC decisions? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I believe my top priority is to meet the statutory deadline of 2011.  It is 
my desire to implement BRAC decisions in a timely and fiscally responsible manner while 
working with environmental regulators and local communities to expedite environmental clean-
up and disposal of the property.  

 
The DOD installation closure process resulting from BRAC decisions has historically 
included close cooperation with the affected local community in order to allow these 
communities an active and decisive role in the reuse of property.   
 
In your view, what are the roles and responsibilities of the Department of the Navy within 
the 2005 BRAC property disposal process with respect to working with local communities? 
 
Answer:  I believe that the Department of the Navy is responsible for working with local 
communities to ensure an orderly and transparent transition from public ownership to private 
ownership. 
 
If confirmed, what goals would you establish to assist affected communities with economic 
development, revitalization, and re-use planning of property received as a result of the 
BRAC process? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I would seek to optimize re-use opportunities for affected communities 
and advocate for transitions that are as seamless and timely as allowed under current law. 

 
In your opinion, is the Department of the Navy moving aggressively enough to implement 
the joint basing agreements that were mandated by BRAC 2005? 
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Answer:  I have not been made aware of all of the Department’s implementation plans.  I would 
expect that the Department is moving forward with the other military Services on an aggressive 
timeline to implement joint basing as mandated by BRAC 2005.  If confirmed, I will review this 
progress and ensure that the Navy is moving as aggressively as possible. 

 
What do you see as the main concerns related to the implementation of BRAC-directed 
joint basing agreements? 
 
Answer:  I believe the main concerns are implementing these agreements in accordance with 
BRAC timelines and making sure that common levels of support are provided to our warfighters 
and families that live and work on our bases. 
  
Will the Department of the Navy have any trouble finishing the BRAC 2005 round on 
time? 
 
Answer:  I expect that the  Department of the Navy has an aggressive set of plans and milestones 
to implement BRAC 2005, and it is my understanding that the Department is on track to meet the 
2011 statutory deadline. 

 
Although the Department of the Navy has made good progress in turning over properties 
from prior rounds of BRAC to local communities, there remain several properties that are 
both valuable and problematic.  The Congress provided new authority in the fiscal year 
2010 NDAA aimed at expediting the process and at removing legislative impediments that 
have caused friction between the Department and local communities. 
 
Do you believe that those new authorities will be sufficient to jump start these long stalled 
negotiations? 
 
Answer:  I understand that there are a number of conveyances that have been delayed for long 
periods of time.  I believe that there now exists an appropriate “toolbox” of authorities to help 
convey all BRAC property. 
 
What is a reasonable period of time to show substantial progress? 
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to review the status of all conveyances, so I am unable to 
make such an assessment; however, if confirmed, I will study each conveyance – particularly 
those at critical stages of negotiation – to set forth a reasonable period of time to show 
substantial progress. 
  

 
Investment in Infrastructure 
 
Witnesses appearing before the Committee in the past have testified that the military 
services under-invest in both the maintenance and recapitalization of facilities and 
infrastructure compared to private industry standards.  Decades of under-investment in 
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DOD installations has led to substantial backlogs of facility maintenance activities, created 
substandard living and working conditions, and made it harder to take advantage of new 
technologies that could increase productivity. 
 
If confirmed, what recommendations would you have for restoring and preserving the 
quality of our infrastructure? 
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to study what new approaches might benefit the 
Department of the Navy’s ability to restore and preserve infrastructure.  If confirmed, I will 
closely examine the way that we manage our inventory, and will work with the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Chief of Naval Operations to make sure the quality of our infrastructure is the 
highest possible. 

 
This underinvestment in infrastructure is particularly acute in naval shipyard facilities.  If 
confirmed, how do you plan on addressing this shortfall? 
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to study the extent of the investment in our naval 
shipyard facilities.  If confirmed, I will work closely with ASN (RD&A) and the Chief of Naval 
Operations to develop a plan for addressing this matter. 

 
 

Enhanced Use Leases 
 
The Congress has provided the authority for each of the Service Secretaries to lease 
underutilized non-excess property and to use revenues generated by those leases to enhance 
infrastructure and operating costs on those installations.  This so-called “enhanced use 
lease” (EUL) authority is being used in different ways and for different purposes by each of 
the military departments.   

 
What is your understanding of the EUL authority? 
 
Answer:  My understanding is that the enhanced use lease authority is a valuable tool in the 
Department’s infrastructure management toolbox.  My understanding is that the Navy can use 
this authority to partner with industry and the outside community to maximize the use of 
Department property. 
 
What do you see as the future of the Department of the Navy’s EUL program? 
 
Answer:  I understand that there are several promising EUL opportunities that the Department of 
the Navy is currently examining. 
 
What Navy and Marine Corps EUL projects do you see as most viable in the near term?   
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Answer:  Because I am not aware of all the current projects or those projects being considered, I 
could not identify the most viable in the near term.  If confirmed, I would need to examine all of 
our projects more fully before making such an assessment.   
 
If confirmed, what will be the main concentration of the EUL program?   
 
Answer:  Broadly speaking, if confirmed, I will utilize the EUL program to ensure our 
warfighters and their families have the highest quality environment in which to live and work 
and that the Department’s real estate is put to the highest valued uses. 
 
Will you consider the authority to provide support to energy initiatives?   
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I would consider this authority for a wide range of uses, including energy 
initiatives.  I believe that the enhanced use lease authority appears well suited to putting energy 
initiatives in place at many bases around the world. 
 
Will you continue to focus on the construction of facilities and in-kind reimbursement to 
base operating costs? 
 
Answer:  I understand that accepting construction of facilities and in-kind reimbursement to 
base operating costs is a proven way to structure lease consideration, but each EUL proposal is 
different.  If confirmed, I will be open to considering any package that makes a specific proposal 
work. 
 
The Congressional Budget Office has expressed concern that EUL authority could be used 
to acquire expensive facilities through long-term leases that commit the Department of 
Defense to make payments (rather than receiving payments) over an extended period of 
time. 
 
Do you believe that it would be appropriate to use EUL authority to commit future-years 
Department of Defense funds for long-term projects to acquire facilities that have not 
received approval through the normal budgeting process? 
 
Answer:  I have not yet had an opportunity to study this issue, but if confirmed, I certainly will 
do so.   

 
If confirmed, how would you address proposals to use EUL authority in this manner? 
 
Answer:  Since I have not had an opportunity to study this issue, I do not know how I would 
address such proposals if confirmed.  
 
 
 Base Operating Support 
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What is your understanding of the base operating support requirements of the Department 
of the Navy and Marine Corps? 
 
Answer:  My understanding is that the base operating support requirements of the Department of 
the Navy are critical to the overall mission readiness of our Navy and our Marine Corps.  These 
requirements enable a wide spectrum of support programs and initiatives ranging from the 
energy that runs our bases to the child care centers that look after our family members. 
 
In your view, is the Department of the Navy receiving adequate funding for base operating 
support?  
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to review base operating support funding in detail, so I 
cannot make specific judgments or assessments about the adequacy of funding for such a large 
and complex set of requirements.  If confirmed, I will closely examine funding levels to ensure 
the highest quality living and working conditions for our Sailors, Marines, and their families. 
 
How might the Department of the Navy distribute base operating funds to best ensure 
sound investment of constrained resources? 
 
Answer:  I do not yet have an understanding of the options available to distribute base operating 
funds.  If confirmed, I am committed to learning the methods and processes we have in place 
across the Department to guide our investment decisions and our distribution of resources.  
 
 
Family Housing and Privatization 
 
In recent years, the Department of Defense and the Congress have taken significant steps to 
improve family housing.  The housing privatization program was created as an alternative 
approach to speed the improvement of military family housing and relieve base 
commanders of the burden of managing family housing.  If confirmed for the position of 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations and Environment you will have a key role 
in decisions regarding military family housing.   
 
What are your impressions of the overall quality and sufficiency of Navy and Marine 
Corps family housing both in the United States and abroad? 
 
Answer:  My initial overall impressions of the quality and capacity of family housing are 
extremely positive.  I've seen that the Department of the Navy has taken huge strides in just the 
past few years to improving the quality and amount of our housing inventory.   
 
What are your views regarding the privatization of family housing? 
 
Answer:  I understand that family housing privatization has been a great success story that has 
allowed the Department to partner with private industry to leverage their expertise and market 
incentives for the benefit of our Sailors, Marines, and their families.  
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What is your view of the structure and general goals of the Department of the Navy’s 
current housing privatization program?   
 
Answer:  I believe the structure and general goals of the Department’s housing privatization 
program are sound. 
 
Do you believe the housing program should be modified in any way?  If so, how? 
 
Answer:  I am not currently aware of any necessary modifications to the housing program.  
 
Environmental Restoration 
 
Over the past several years, the Department of the Navy’s environmental restoration 
budget request has been trending down from about $300 million in 2008 to just under $286 
million for 2010 despite the fact that the Department of the Navy still has substantial 
cleanup obligations.      
 
What do you see as the main priorities for clean-up within the Department of the Navy 
program? 
 
Answer:  The Department of the Navy’s priorities for clean-up are established by the Secretary 
of the Navy, and, if confirmed, I will work closely with the Secretary to ensure that those 
priorities are implemented.   

 
What will you do to ensure that adequate funding is requested and received so that clean-
ups under the Installation Restoration Program and under the Military Munitions 
Remediation Program continue apace?   
 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will ensure that I fully understand the clean-up priorities, as established 
by the Secretary of the Navy, and will work with the Secretary, as well as Members of Congress, 
to ensure that adequate funding for clean-up is both requested and received.   
 
In August 2009, the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Installations and Environment 
signed a memorandum that sets forth the benefits of green and sustainable remediation 
practices and encourages the military departments to consider and implement such 
strategies where appropriate.  The Department of the Navy continues to employ dig and 
haul strategies at large cleanup sites.  One such site is Camp Pendleton’s Stuart Mesa, a 
400-acre site at which bioremediation was considered but rejected in favor of digging up, 
removing and disposing of the contaminated soil. 
   
What is your view of bioremediation technologies and other sustainable remediation 
strategies, in general? 
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Answer:  I believe bioremediation is an exciting possibility which, as it continues to be 
developed, could present a viable alternative to current “dig and haul” techniques.  It is my 
understanding that the bioremediation project at Stuart Mesa was not as effective as hoped.  As 
bioremediation technologies continue to be developed, however, I am hopeful that they can 
attain a level of effectiveness where they can be employed more widely.   

 
If confirmed, what will you do to ensure the Department of the Navy actively considers and 
implements green and sustainable remediation strategies where appropriate? 

 
Answer:  If confirmed, I will weigh all viable options when considering clean-up technologies.  
The priority is to ensure a safe and effective restoration of the site, and if green and sustainable 
strategies prove to be effective, they should be considered as viable alternatives.   

 
 

Past Water Contamination at Camp Lejeune 
 
For more than 10 years, the Department of the Navy has been trying to understand and 
resolve issues associated with past water contamination suspected at Camp Lejeune in 
North Carolina.  However, aspects of this matter remain unresolved, including the nature 
and extent of various scientific studies into the potential human exposure.    
 
If confirmed, what will you do to help ensure that all reasonable actions are taken to 
resolve this matter as expeditiously as possible?   
 
Answer:  The Department of the Navy is committed to ensuring the health and safety of all its 
personnel – both past and present.  I know that the Department has commissioned numerous 
scientific studies to inquire into a possible connection between past water contamination at Camp 
Lejeune and health issues of personnel who served there.  I have not, however, been made privy 
to their results.  If confirmed, I will ensure that the Department, using the information from these 
studies, acts promptly and in accordance with all applicable laws to resolve this important matter.   
 
 
Encroachment on Military Installations 
 
Encroachment by commercial and residential development on military installations has 
negatively impacted Navy and Marine Corps operations at military airfields and training 
ranges and, as has been seen with Navy efforts to locate a new Outlying Landing Field on 
the east coast, development of new facilities can be problematic. 
 
What do you see as the main constraints on the Department of the Navy’s ability to use its 
facilities, including training ranges? 

 
Answer:  I am not aware of any constraints on the Department of the Navy’s ability to use its 
facilities.  I believe that the Department has completed or is completing environmental impact 
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statements for its training ranges, and that these ranges are operated in accordance with the 
results.   
 
If confirmed, what policies or steps would you take to curtail the negative impacts on 
operations and training resulting from encroachment? 

 
Answer:  If confirmed, I would work closely with federal, state, and local entities to ensure that 
the needs of the Department are properly balanced against the needs of local communities 
adjacent to our installations.   
 
How can the Department of the Navy address the issues of encroachment around its bases 
in the United States, particularly with respect to encroachment caused by residential 
development? 
 
Answer:  I believe the Department of the Navy must take a two-pronged approach to addressing 
issues of encroachment around its bases.  First, it is important to communicate concerns with 
local communities.  Second, where appropriate, the Department should seek to purchase 
additional land surrounding its bases. 
  

 
Energy Policy 
 
In October 2009, Secretary Mabus announced various energy goals for the Department of 
the Navy including the creation of a "Green Strike Group" composed of nuclear vessels 
and ships powered by biofuels by 2012 and deploying that fleet by 2016; by 2015, reducing 
petroleum use in its 50,000 commercial vehicle fleet by 50 percent; producing at least half 
the shore-based energy requirements from renewable sources, such as solar, wind and 
ocean generated by the base; and by 2020, ensuring at least 40 percent of the Department 
of the Navy's total energy consumption comes from alternative sources. 

 
If confirmed, what would your responsibilities be for setting and implementing energy 
policy within the Department? 
 
Answer:  If confirmed, my responsibilities would be to support the Secretary's Navy Energy 
Office and work towards meeting the Secretary’s aggressive energy goals, particularly those 
goals regarding shore-based energy use. 
 
What do you see as the advantages and disadvantages of Secretary Mabus’ goals, including 
the implications for Department of the Navy’s overall budget both in the near term and 
over time? 
 
Answer:  I believe that the Secretary’s aggressive energy goals can provide the entire 
Department with a clear line of sight, a clear objective and a powerful leadership mandate in the 
energy arena.   
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What renewable technologies and fuel types have the most potential for certification and 
use by aircraft? 
 
Answer:  I do not have enough information at this time to know what renewable technologies 
and fuel types have the greatest potential in an aviation setting.  If confirmed, I will closely 
examine this issue. 

 
With respect to aviation fuel requirements, what examples, if any, can you provide of 
policies or initiatives currently in practice that both conserve fuel use and cost while 
balancing appropriate readiness levels and pilot training requirements? 
 
Answer:  I am aware that the Department is working on the development of the use of 
alternative fuels for certain aircraft.  I do not, however, have enough information at this time to 
provide in-depth analysis of this program.   

 
What is your view of the adequacy of Department of the Navy funding to meet statutory 
and regulatory energy conservation goals? 
 
Answer:  I know that statutory and regulatory conservation goals help the Department reduce 
energy costs; however, I have not had an opportunity to study funding levels.  If confirmed, I 
will review funding levels with a specific eye toward meeting these goals. 

 
Do you believe that significant additional funding will be needed in future years to meet 
such goals? 
 
Answer:  I do not know the current funding levels and I have not been privy to all of the future 
initiatives under consideration by Secretary Mabus.  If confirmed, I will aggressively review this 
data and would ensure that the necessary funding is available to meet these goals.   
 
What is your view of the utility of algae fuels and what concerns do you have about their 
use for the “green fleet”? 
 
Answer:  I am excited about the possibilities associated with the use of algae fuels, but I have 
not studied the practical application of this alternative energy source for the “Great Green Fleet.”  
If confirmed, I will study this innovative concept.      
 
What is your view of the risks of biofueling for algae fuels and the relative low fuel density 
of such fuels, compared to currently-used diesel fuels? 
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to study these risks, but if confirmed, will do so. 
 
 
Implications of Climate Change 
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What do you see as the national security implications of climate change for the United 
States? 

 
Answer:  I know that the Department of the Navy, through the Task Force on Climate Change, 
is studying the issue of climate change and its potential effects on national security.  One area 
identified as having possible national security implications is how the reduction of sea ice in the 
Arctic will allow for shipping to pass through the Arctic.   

 
What do you believe will be the impact of climate change on the Navy and Marine Corps 
mission? 
 
Answer:  The impact of climate change upon the mission of the Navy and Marine Corps would 
clearly be dependent upon the severity of the problem.  If climate change results in significant 
sea level rise, some of our shoreline facilities may be negatively impacted. 
   
 
Department of the Navy Laboratory and Test Center Recapitalization 
 
There has been concern over the adequacy of recapitalization rates of the Department’s 
laboratory facilities and test centers.  Historically, Navy technical centers, laboratories and 
test centers do not appear to have fared well in the internal Navy competition for limited 
military construction and facility sustainment funds.  
 
What metrics would you use to assess the amount of investment in the recapitalization of 
Navy technical centers, laboratories and test centers to determine its adequacy? 
 
Answer:  This is a complicated matter.  The recapitalization rates issue extends beyond an 
investment in infrastructure, because it has a direct bearing on other areas in the Secretariat, most 
notably Research Development and Acquisition (RD&A).  I have not had an opportunity to 
assess the amount of investment required, but if confirmed, I will closely examine the issue and 
work directly with the Under Secretary and Assistant Secretaries to determine the appropriate 
metrics to use. 
 
How would you propose to address this recapitalization issue for the Navy technical 
centers, laboratories and test centers? 
 
Answer:  I have not had an opportunity to study the recapitalization issue, but if confirmed, I 
will work with ASN (RD&A) and other stakeholders to ensure we properly recapitalize our 
technical centers, laboratories and test centers.   
 
 
Congressional Oversight 
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In order to exercise its legislative and oversight responsibilities, it is important that this 
Committee and other appropriate committees of the Congress are able to receive 
testimony, briefings, and other communications of information. 
 
Do you agree, if confirmed for this high position, to appear before this Committee and 
other appropriate committees of the Congress? 
 
Answer:  Yes. 

 
Do you agree, if confirmed, to appear before this Committee, or designated members of 
this Committee, and provide information, subject to appropriate and necessary security 
protection, with respect to your responsibilities as the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for 
Installations and Environment? 
 
Answer:  Yes. 

 
Do you agree to ensure that testimony, briefings and other communications of information 
are provided to this Committee and its staff and other appropriate Committees? 
 
Answer:  Yes. 

 
Do you agree to provide documents, including copies of electronic forms of communication, 
in a timely manner when requested by a duly constituted Committee, or to consult with the 
Committee regarding the basis of any good faith delay or denial in providing such 
documents? 
 
Answer:  Yes. 
 


