Volume 17

Issue 2

1 August 2019
MONTHLY MEETING FIRST THURSDAY @ 7PM
*****FERNLEY SENIOR CENTER*****
1170 W. NEWLANDS DRIVE
FERNLEY, NEVADA 89408

Post 37 Newsletter

Inside This Issue:

Post Officers

2

Battle of
Drewry’s Bluff

2

Commissary
Users

3

Post Events

4

Scam’s Census
Build the Wall

Agent Orange

Retiree Court
Martial

Pearl Harbor
Hero
Navy Fleet

4
5

6

FEBRUARY IS AMERICANISM MONTH

7

8

9

1|P a g e

Post 37 Officers

775-225-0921

Commander

Pat Brown

1st Vice Cmdr.

Doug Larned

775-980-7755

2nd Vice Cmdr.

Charles Borowy

775-294-5703

Sgt Arms

Craig Schermerhorn

Adjutant/Finance

775-224-9999

Jerry Finley

Service Officer

775-575-0420

Judge Advocate

Dave Sandfoss

775-575-6850

1st Trustee

Doug Larned

775-980-7755

2nd Trustee

Jim Dickson

3rd Trustee

Valarie Scheuering

775-722-6516

Battle of Drewry's Bluff
Confederate Forces Stop Union Push for Richmond
On May 15, 1862, the Battle of Drewry's Bluff, also known as the Battle of Fort Darling, was fought
between Union and Confederate forces at a sharp bend on the James River near Richmond, Virginia.
Union forces were stationed aboard warships in the river, and Confederate forces were high on a fortified
bluff. Richmond was the Confederate capital and vulnerable to attack by the Union Army on land, and by
the Union Navy through the navigable James River. In March 1862, Confederate Captain Augustus H.
Drewry ordered the construction of fortifications and the installation of large guns on his property, which
was on a 90-foot bluff above the James River, and just seven miles from Richmond.
Early in May, Norfolk fell to Union forces and the Confederate ship C.S.S. Virginia took refuge to avoid
capture. This left the James River at Hampton Roads exposed and open to Union warships. At Drewry's
Bluff, Confederate forces filled the river with underwater obstructions, including debris, sunken steamers,
and pilings to prevent Union ships from reaching Richmond. Then they took up defensive positions in the
fort and along the banks. A detachment of Naval vessels took advantage of the open waterway and made a
push for Richmond. The USS Monitor and USS Galena, and gunboats Aroostook, Port Royal, and
Naugatuck steamed up the James River. As they approached the bend at Drewry's Bluff, they encountered
the obstacles and anchored just below the fort.
The Galena opened fire and the Confederates responded. Armor-piercing shots penetrated the Galena
causing extensive damage. The Monitor's armor was much thicker, allowing for the shots to ricochet off,
but her rotating guns were not able to raise at an angle high enough to fire on the fort. The gunboats
encountered problems too. The Port Royal was hit below the waterline and the Naugatuck's gun burst. For
more than three hours of intense fire, the Galena took the brunt of the attack. U.S. Marine John F. Mackie
was aboard the Galena and watched as one by one, the naval gun crew was either wounded or killed.
Mackie commanded a dozen Marines on the gun deck and led his men to take over operation of the guns.
For his "gallant conduct and services," President Abraham Lincoln later personally bestowed the Medal of
Honor upon Mackie. He is the first Marine to receive that honor.
With Galena's ammunition running low, the Union fleet eventually retreated. Union troops counted 27
casualties, including 14 dead. Confederate casualties were 15, with seven dead. The Confederates
successfully prevented the Union Navy from reaching Richmond. [Source: U.S. Naval Institute Blog | December
26, 2019 ++]
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Commissary Authorized Users
New Eligibles Experiencing Some System Hiccups
Veterans and caregivers newly eligible to shop at commissaries have been unable
to use the MyCommissary portal to register for benefits since 1 JAN, a Defense
Commissary Agency spokesman said via email 16 JAN. American Forces Travel
(AFT), the official Morale, Welfare and Recreation travel site, is experiencing
similar issues with online accounts for the new patrons, it announced via Facebook
earlier this month. The issues affect new groups who became eligible to shop 1
JAN, including Purple Heart recipients, former prisoners of war, veterans with any
service-connected disability and caregivers registered with the VA's
Comprehensive Assistance for Family Caregivers program.

Read the Department Newsletter
http://www.nevadalegion.org/index.php
?id=17

Customers who had access before Jan. 1, such as retired service members, Medal of
Honor recipients and veterans with a service-related disability rating of 100%, are
not affected. Without an online account, new commissary shoppers cannot register
a Commissary Rewards Card, download digital coupons onto it or access the
Click2Go curbside pickup at select stores. "Whenever you introduce a new
category of patrons to an online system that requires verification of their authorized
credentials to access it, that system has to be modified to allow access," the
spokesman wrote. "That's what our system operators are doing now, and our goal is
to have this modification in place no later than the spring time frame."
New patrons still have access to other online features, such as information on
current sales promotions, links to coupons and Your Everyday Savings (YES!)
program. Meanwhile, AFT is advising new patrons to try its site daily to check for
access and to watch into its Facebook page, not its website, for updates. "In order to
accommodate the new DoD patrons, four different DoD agencies are actively
working to update the customer database, which includes millions of records," AFT
staff wrote Jan. 2 on Facebook. "Even though significant progress is made every
hour, it will still take some time to finalize." New shoppers have also reported local
issues when implementing the new policy, with several readers saying they were
unable to bring a guest with them to shop in exchanges, commissaries and MWRs
on secure bases. "We ask the new customer groups to be patient," the commissary
spokesman said. "We will announce when MyCommissary access is available."
[Source: Military.com | Dorothy Mills-Gregg | January 17, 2020 ++]
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FEBRUARY EVENTS

6 Feb. - Post Executive meeting 6 pm, Post Meeting 7 pm at Fernley Senior Center Fernley, NV.
14 Feb. – Valentine’s Day
19 Feb. – Presidents Day
27 Feb. - Veterans Unaccompanied Service 3:00 pm Northern Nevada Veterans Memorial Cemetery
FEBRUARY IS AMERICANISM MONTH
American Legion Post 37 members Free Accidental Death & Dismemberment, enroll at www.theLIT.com

Census Bureau Scam
Beware Imposters
Census Bureau Scams are hard to spot and easy to fall for. We all want to do our duty and participate, BUT with so
many impersonators, how can you know who to trust?
How the Scam Works:
American Legion Post 37 members Free Accidental Death & Dismemberment, enroll at www.theLIT.com
The Census Bureau, like many organizations, has its fair share of imposters, and they can be hard to spot. But
knowing how the Census Bureau operates can help you be better prepared.
The Census Bureau may request information through almost all communication outlets, including phone, email,
mail, fax and in-person. But there are only three ways to reply to the census: phone, mail or online. The official
website of the Census Bureau is census.gov; the homepage for the 2020 Census is https://2020census.gov.
Some of the information census takers request is personal. But the Census Bureau states that they will NEVER ask
for your full social security number, money, donations, anything on behalf of a political party, your full bank or
credit account numbers, or your mother's maiden name.
Tips to Avoid Census Scams:
Never give out your social security number. Census takers will never ask for your social security number, bank
account number, credit card number, money or donations.
Census takers will never contact you on behalf of a political party. If someone calls on behalf of a political party that
claims to be from the census, hang up.
Make sure you respond to the census through Census.gov, the official website. Your regional Census Bureau may
also be able to help.
If something sounds suspicious, confirm it by calling the government agency directly or checking the government
agency’s website. Don’t click on any links in an unexpected email. Instead, type the official URL into your browser
or do a web search to find the right website. Call a trusted phone number other than one provided by the caller to
verify the caller’s identity.
Don’t click, download, or open anything that comes from an anonymous sender. This is likely an attempt to gain
access to your personal information or install malware on your computer.
Check https://www.bbb.org/scamtracker/us for local reports of imposters in your area.
For More Information
If you’ve been the victim of a scam, report it at BBB.org/ScamTracker. For more information on the 2020 Census,
visit the official website,
census.gov. [Source: BBB Scam Alerts | January 24, 2020 ++]
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$7.2B More from Military Funds to Build Wall
Defense Secretary Mark Esper said 14 JAN that the Pentagon will back the Trump administration's plan to take
another $7.2 billion from the military's budget to pay for the border wall. "The first priority of the [Defense
Department] is the protection of the homeland," Esper said. "The southwestern border is a security issue." He said
the DoD is committed to backing up the Department of Homeland Security in protecting the border, adding that the
diversion of funds for that mission is in the nation's interests. "If that's what it takes" to fulfill the mission, the
Pentagon is prepared to support the diversion of military funding for the wall, Esper said at a joint Pentagon press
briefing with Japanese Defense Minister Taro Kono.
On Capitol Hill, House Democrats began lining up to oppose the plan. In a joint statement, Rep. Nita Lowey (DNY), chair of the House Appropriations Committee, and committee members Pete Visclosky (D-IN) and Debbie
Wasserman Schultz (D-FL), denounced the plan, first reported by The Washington Post, which would redirect $3.7
billion from military construction and $3.5 billion in counter-narcotics programs overseen by the military. The
money would pay for 885 miles of new border wall, according to the Post. The three Democrats charged that
President Donald Trump is "once again forcing service members and their families to pay for his wall by canceling
even more vital military construction projects."
The latest debate on funding the wall comes amid continuing court battles over land rights and authorizations for
construction stemming from the administration's declaration of a national emergency at the border last year to take
$3.6 billion in money appropriated by Congress for military construction. The $3.6 billion in 2019 came from 127
military construction projects in 23 states, 19 countries and three U.S. territories and included funding for schools,
firing ranges and hurricane recovery in Puerto Rico, according to the DoD. It is still unclear whether Congress will
move to restore funding for the projects that were suspended last year in the next National Defense Authorization
Act, scheduled for 1 OCT.
In a joint statement, the three Democrats renewed arguments they used against the diversion of military funds last
year, calling the border wall "a wasteful political stunt, not a meaningful way to secure our nation." "Moreover, at a
time when the opioid epidemic continues to rage across the country, President Trump is stealing funding that was
intended for meaningful counterdrug priorities to pay for his wall," they said. Sen. Richard Shelby (R-AL), chairman
of the Senate Appropriations Committee overseeing all government spending, also expressed doubts about diverting
more military funding for the wall. Shelby told the Washington Post that he supported building the border wall but "I
wish they'd get the money somewhere else, instead of defense."
Sen. Jack Reed (D-RI), ranking member of the Senate Armed Services Committee, who opposed the diversion last
year as an abuse of Congress' traditional "power of the purse," called move to channel more funds from military
construction "outrageous." Reed, a West Point graduate and former Army Ranger, said in a statement that "what
President Trump is doing here is shortchanging our troops and taking resources from real, effective
operational priorities and diverting them to build a wasteful political prop." The position of Rep. Mac Thornberry, RTexas, ranking member of the House Armed Services Committee, on wall funding has not changed, according to a
Republican aide. Thornberry backs increased border security but believes the resources should come from the
Department of Homeland Security and not the Defense Department, the aide said. [Source: Military.com | Richard Sisk |
January15, 2020]
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Agent Orange Exposure Locations
New DoD List Omits 40+ Locations Previously Noted
The Department of Defense has released a new list of locations outside Vietnam where herbicides like Agent Orange were tested
and stored, a compilation that could provide some veterans proof of exposure needed to support their VA disability claims. But
the list, published 27 JAN by the Department of Veterans Affairs, omits more than 40 locations previously noted as exposure
sites by DoD in 2018 — deletions that could undermine other veterans’ pending claims.
The new DoD list contains nearly 150 testing and storage locations, with updates that include specific dates of release or
containment, as well as 26 additions, including places like Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md., Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, and
Johnston Atoll in the central Pacific Ocean. But it deletes or alters at least 50 previously identified locations, removing some
dates and omitting testing sites like Hawaii, where the DoD previously said field tests were conducted, Puerto Rico, where
herbicides were sprayed in forests between 1956 and 1967, and locations in Korea where components were stored. And while the
new list contains six locations in Thailand, it adds a new clarification to those locations’ descriptions: “No herbicide was sprayed
in Thailand.” The statement is in direct opposition to Defense Department documents that explicitly state herbicides were
sprayed in Thailand in the early 1970s to protect bases from counterinsurgency attacks.
According to DoD spokesman Chuck Prichard, the new list replaces the one from 2018 and is the result of DoD’s thorough
review of the records for use, storage and testing of Agent Orange and other tactical herbicides outside of Vietnam. “Information
within those records was assessed against stringent joint VA-DOD criteria for what constitutes a location where tactical
herbicides were tested, used and stored,” Prichard said. According to Prichard, locations were selected or deleted based on
criteria including the existence of an official record, to include government reports, forms, unit histories, shipping logs,
contracts, scientific reports or photographs. The location must have been a DoD installation, land under control of DoD or a nonDoD location where service members were present during testing, application, transportation or storage.
The new list covers tactical herbicides including Agents Orange, Purple, Pink, Green, Blue, White and their active ingredients.
Also, they must have been used in application at test sites, in labs or greenhouses, while being transported on vehicles or ships or
stored. Prichard said locations where exposure occurred under conditions already granted presumption of exposure such as
Vietnam and the Korean DMZ were not included on this list. It also does not include any places where the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, academia, chemical companies or others tested or stored the chemicals if service members weren’t involved, nor
areas where trained DoD personnel engaged in vegetation management and control in accordance with the DoD Pest
Management Program.
Several veterans services organizations told Military Times their analysts are comparing the old list, which dates to September,
2018 and was published by the Government Accountability Office in November, 2018, and the new version.
In its report, GAO called the list “inaccurate and incomplete,” and urged DoD to update the publication, which hadn’t
been updated in more than a decade. The office recommended that the Pentagon refine the list so that it was “as complete and
accurate as available records allow,” develop a process for updating the list, develop criteria for determining locations and work
with VA to keep veterans informed of the information.
Ryan Gallucci, director of National Veterans Service for the Veterans of Foreign Wars, said the new list does not “live up to the
guidance and recommendations of the GAO report.” “We have a lot of questions … two specific locations that GAO identified
aren’t included on DoD’s new list and certain ones that seemingly had verified spraying on the old list are now off the list,”
Gallucci said. “With the GAO report, DoD compelled to come up with a more comprehensive list, not go back and revise what
they already confirmed.”
Veterans who served on the ground in Vietnam, on inland waterways or certain Navy ships engaged in combat operations and
who have one or more illnesses thought to be caused by exposure to Agent Orange and other defoliants have presumptive status
for disability benefits, meaning they only have to prove that they served in the theater to receive health care and compensation.
But veterans with one of the 14 diseases listed as Agent Orange-related conditions who were exposed outside Vietnam face the
burden of proving exposure. The DoD list is instrumental in helping support many of these veterans’ claims. “Our message to
VA would be that they should grant benefits if a veteran has any evidence demonstrating that the spraying may have occurred,
and that would be if there is an old list where DoD confirmed that there was storage or spraying,” Gallucci said.
VA Secretary Robert Wilkie said the update was “necessary to improve accuracy and [for] communication of information.” “VA
depends on DOD to provide information regarding in-service environmental exposure for disability claims based on exposure to
herbicides outside of Vietnam,” Wilkie said in a statement. Defense Secretary Mark Esper added that the new list will be
updated as “verifiable information becomes available.” “DOD will continue to be responsive to the needs of our interagency
partners in all matters related to taking care of both current and former service members. The updated list includes Agents
Orange, Pink, Green, Purple, Blue and White and other chemicals,” used to create the defoliants, Esper said in a release. [Source:
MilitaryTimes | Patricia Kime | January 30, 2020 ++]
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Retiree Court Martialing - Appeal Court Rules Retirees can be Tried for Non-Active Duty Crimes
In the latest turn of a dramatic and winding court saga, a naval appeals court has released a split decision finding that a Navy
retiree was properly court-martialed and convicted for a crime committed after he had left active duty. The en banc decision was
published 24 JAN by the Navy-Marine Corps Court of Criminal Appeals, with four judges agreeing with the final decision and
three others dissenting. The matter concerns retired Chief Petty Officer Stephen Begani, who pleaded guilty to attempted sexual
assault and attempted sexual abuse of a child in December 2017, after corresponding and making plans with a Naval Criminal
Investigative Service undercover agent pretending to be a 15-year-old girl.
Begani had already transferred to inactive status in the Fleet Reserve following 24 years on active duty at the time of the crime,
and appealed his conviction on the grounds that it was unconstitutional to court-martial active-duty retirees like him when retired
reservists were not subject to court-martial. In an Aug. 9, 2019, decision described as a "bombshell," the NMCCA agreed with
Begani, overturning his sentence of 18 months' confinement and a bad-conduct discharge. The victory, however, would be shortlived. In October, the appeals court withdrew its opinion, setting up conditions for reconsideration and an overturn, which came
four months later. Begani's attorney, Navy Lt. Daniel Rosinski, did not immediately respond to a request for comment on the
development and whether he plans to appeal the reaffirmation of his client's sentence.
Delivering the majority opinion of the court, NMCCA Judge Navy Capt. Jonathan T. Stephens wrote that the decision was based
in part on Begani's membership in the Fleet Reserve, where, although functionally retired, he continued to receive some "retainer
pay" and base privileges. Members of the Fleet Reserve and the Marine Corps equivalent are enlisted and have more than 20, but
less than 30, years of service; they are transferred to the retired list and receive retired pay when they hit the 30-year mark. The
Air Force and the Army don't have comparable retired Reserve contingents. The Defense Department's interest in maintaining
authority over this group is tied to its need to be ready to fight in case of a major crisis or catastrophe, Stephens wrote. "It
appears plain that Congress intended for Fleet Reservists to be among the first 'retired' Service Members to be drawn from," he
said. "No declaration of war or national emergency is required by Congress. No other legal precursors are required. The
Secretary of the Navy can return Appellant, and any other members of the Fleet Reserve, to active duty with a mere signature."
Court-martial power is also connected to this contingency, he wrote, noting that the government would need the authority to
prosecute any who refused to return to service. Retired pay, too, comes with strings attached: While typically viewed as a
pension, its reality is more complex.
"While the Supreme Court has viewed, for tax purposes, this salary as deferred pay for past services, the salary such retirees
receive has generally been viewed not as a mere pension but as 'a means devised by Congress to assure their availability and
preparedness for future contingencies,'" Stephens wrote. By contrast, he noted, regular reservists are not subject to court-martial
when not drilling or performing other duties, and do not receive retired pay before the age of 60. "Members of the Fleet Reserve,
like Appellant, have typically been career active duty enlisted Sailors. That means they have been on continuous, salaried active
military service for at least two decades, and subject to the UCMJ throughout that entire time," Stephens said. "Their transfer to
the Fleet Reserve is but an extension of this continuity, in terms of salary, readiness requirements, recallability, and jurisdiction."
In a concurring opinion, two of the court's judges took issue with the fact that Begani claimed his court-martial was improper
only in the appeals process, and after pleading guilty. "Appellant's failure to lodge this claim with the court below leaves us thin
means in the record to address such a weighty constitutional claim of first impression," wrote Judge Navy Capt. Arthur Gaston.
But three judges, including the court's chief judge, Navy Capt. James Crisfield, dissented, maintaining that Begani was wrongly
court-martialed in his retired status. Crisfield wrote the court's original opinion overturning Begani's sentence.
"I acknowledge that there is little case law to guide our determination of whether these groups of retirees are similarly situated
for equal protection purposes," Crisfield wrote. "I nonetheless feel confident determining that members of the Fleet Reserve,
Regular component retirees, and Reserve component retirees are similarly situated because there is no meaningful distinction,
legally or factually, between the groups that is relevant to good order and discipline in the armed forces." Military retired pay, he
wrote, "is not contingent on ... continued military usefulness or employability. [Retirees'] actual ability to contribute to the
accomplishment of a military mission is completely irrelevant to their status." Most importantly, the dissenting opinion noted,
"the fact that retired reservists are subject to immediate recall into active service under certain circumstances runs counter to the
argument that they have no military status whatsoever."
Zachary Spilman, an attorney who specializes in military justice and is a major in the Marine Corps Reserve, first reported the
case development on his military appellate court blog CAAFlog. Spilman, who had previously predicted that the original
appellate decision would be overturned and Begani's sentence approved, said that, for him, the case came down to receipt of
military pay. "You are being paid for your service, and with your service comes jurisdiction," he said. Reserve retired pay is
treated differently than active-duty retired pay, he noted, and is entirely separated from membership in a continuing military
status. While Begani could petition the Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces to review the case, Spilman noted the facts and
circumstances might make it a poor test case with which to overturn current law. Among those facts: Begani had continued to
live near the Okinawa military base where he had served at the time of his crime, and he pleaded guilty to the grave criminal
offense of which he was accused. The issue of whether military retirees should be court-martialed may soon be revisited,
however. Last March, Marine Staff Sgt. Steven Larrabee filed a federal lawsuit in the District of Columbia, asking the court to
find that his court-martial conviction on charges of indecent recording and sexual assault while a member of the Fleet Marine
Corps Reserve was unconstitutional. Larrabee sued after the Supreme Court decided not to hear his case in February 2019. A
decision on the lawsuit is still pending. [Source: Military.com | Hope Hodge Seck | January 29, 2020 ++]
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WWII VET -DORIS MILLER | PEARL HARBOR HERO

Nearly 80 years after the Navy declined to even name the hero black sailor who displayed extraordinary bravery
during the attack on Pearl Harbor, the service’s acting secretary is breaking with tradition to name a powerful aircraft
carrier in his honor. The family of Navy Cross recipient Doris “Dorie” Miller said 19 JAN that acting Navy Secretary
Thomas Modly’s decision to name a carrier for their uncle is an honor. Having the announcement made on Martin
Luther King Jr. Day only makes the situation even more meaningful, Miller’s niece Brenda Haven told CBS Sunday
Morning. “That's beautiful,” Haven said, adding, “It has been a long, hard road.”
Aircraft carriers are historically named for U.S. presidents. This will mark the first time a carrier will be named for
an African American or a sailor who performed heroic acts while serving in the enlisted ranks. “In selecting this
name, we honor the contributions of all our enlisted ranks, past and present, men and women, of every race, religion
and background,” Modly said Sunday. “Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. observed, ‘Everybody can be great- because
anybody can serve’. No one understands the importance and true meaning of service than those who have
volunteered to put the needs of others above themselves.” Modly formally announced his decision to name the next
Ford-class carrier for Miller Monday -- Martin Luther King Jr. Day -- at Pearl Harbor in Hawaii.
That’s where Miller is credited with displaying “extraordinary courage and disregard for his own personal safety” to
move his captain to safety after the Dec. 7, 1941, Japanese attack. That Sunday morning Miller arose at six o’clock
that, and was collecting laundry on deck when the general quarters alarm sounded. No one had expected the attack,
but within minutes the entire U.S. fleet was engulfed in a massive offensive by Japanese torpedo planes, bombers,
and kamikaze fighters. In response, Miller went directly to his assigned battle station, the anti-aircraft battery
magazine located amidships. However, the battery magazine had already been destroyed by Japanese torpedoes.
Miller then went on deck, where amid smoke, fire, and explosions, and because of his physical size and strength, he
was ordered to help carry wounded sailors to safer locations on the ship. Soon after, he was dispatched to the bridge
by an officer to assist the ship’s Captain, Mervyn Bennion, who had been badly wounded. Miller helped carry
Bennion off the bridge.
The same officer then saw two unmanned 50-caliber Browning anti-aircraft machine guns on deck. He called on two
trained sailors to take charge, and instructed Miller to keep them supplied with ammunition. But when the officer
was called away before the trained gunners could arrive, Miller manned one of the guns. Despite his lack of training,
he drew on his early experience shooting rifles on the family farm, and by his own account, it came naturally: “It
wasn’t hard. I just pulled the trigger and she worked fine.” Witnesses say his marksmanship was outstanding. He is
generally credited with shooting down three Japanese planes, and some accounts estimate as many as six. But
Miller’s heroic actions were brought to a halt by two armor-piercing bombs exploding on deck and five 18-inch
torpedoes blasting into the West Virginia’s port side. He and the rest of the crew were ordered to abandon ship,
which flooded below decks and sank in the harbor’s shallow water. In the course of the attack, 130 men died and 52
were wounded of the West Virginia’s 1,541 crewmembers.
Black sailors were limited in the roles they could serve in at that time, which meant Miller wasn’t trained to operate
the machine gun. When the Navy later recognized the men who’d receive awards for heroism for their actions that
day, the service referred to Miller only as “an unknown Negro sailor.” Facing public pushback over that move,
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt later stepped in to award Miller the Navy Cross -- but as Modly told CBS
Sunday Morning, the move wasn’t without controversy. “There were some people who did not want him to receive
the Navy Cross because of his race,” the acting SecNav said. Miller was the first black service member to receive the
Navy Cross, which was presented to him by Fleet Adm. Chester Nimitz. The Navy in 1973 commissioned a Knoxclass frigate named in honor of Miller. Modly wanted to name the next Ford-class carrier for a Navy hero, USNI
News reported. He decided on Miller “after extensive conversations with current and former Navy leaders,”
according to the outlet.
After receiving the Navy Cross, Miller would go onto become a high-profile spokesman for the sea service before
being assigned to the carrier Liscome Bay. That ship was sunk by a Japanese torpedo. Miller and 645 others died in
the attack. The ship named for Miller will be the fourth in the new Ford-class carriers, which will replace the aging
Nimitz-class flattops. Two of the other carriers in the class -- the Gerald R. Ford and John F. Kennedy -- are named
for presidents.
“Doris Miller stood for everything that is good about our nation, and his story deserves to be remembered and
repeated wherever our people continue the watch today,” Modly said. [Source: Military.com | Gina Harkins | January 20, 2020++]
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Navy Fleet Size
Fleet in Future Years is Going to Have to Change
The admiral leading the modernization of Navy’s manned and unmanned ships is looking back to the 1930s for the
last time the service has faced the kinds of challenges it confronts today. In the ’30s, the prevailing wisdom was,
‘’we will always fight fleet on fleet with battleships’” Vice Adm. Richard Brown, commander of Naval Surface
Forces said. “And then World War II happened and we fought fleet on fleet with aircraft carriers.” While he’s not
advocating scuttling aircraft carriers or the 68 destroyers in the fleet today, Brown sees a similar dynamic unfolding
with the development of unmanned surface vessels. “I think it’s entirely possible that we’ll fight fleet on fleet with
unmanned surface vessels deep into that fight,” in future conflicts, he said.
Speaking with a small group of reporters in the run-up to this week’s Surface Navy conference in Washington,
Brown offered few details on the progress he’s making on developing a plan for getting those unmanned surface
vessels into the fleet, but it didn’t sound like anything that was likely to happen right away. The admiral owes the
Navy a report by April on how his team thinks USVs should be integrated into the fleet and how they will operate
alongside manned ships, but he also suggested that it will be years before an armed, unmanned ship take to sea.
“They are going to come online, make no mistake about it. There will be weapons on board these things,” at some
point, but Brown cautioned that is years away.
The Navy is expected to release its new concept for its future force structure in the coming weeks, but how many
ships it will have and what mix of ships is in question. Given the relatively flat budgets expected in the coming years,
the service has proposed slashing five of the 12 planned Flight III Arleigh Burke-class destroyers planned in the
coming years, slowing the development of both the FFG(X) future frigate and the Block V Virginia-class submarine
program, and speeding up the decommissioning of five cruisers and three dock landing ships. But there are some
serious politics in play.
President Trump campaigned in 2016 on the promise of building a 355-ship fleet, and his National Security Advisor,
Robert O’Brien, has repeatedly pledged to get there. The Navy’s initial 2021 budget submission, however, actually
shrank the fleet by three ships over the next five years due to budgetary constraints. Last month, the Office of
Management and Budget ordered the Navy to come up with a plan “to achieve a 355-ship combined fleet, including
manned and unmanned ships, by 2030.” To help the service boost the size of the fleet, OMB also ordered the
Pentagon to submit a legislative proposal that would count certain unmanned ships as battleforce vessels, thereby
bolstering the overall number and potentially reaching at least 355 hulls.
Acting Navy Secretary Thomas Modly recently tasked the Navy and Marine Corps with devising a plan to reach 355
ships within a decade, a tall order given the cost of building new ships, keeping older hulls at sea longer, and the
repair and refit of an aging fleet. “Whether the number’s 355, 365, 345, it’s somewhere around there,” Brown said.
“We’ve got to get there. But ships are expensive, and crews are expensive. And so it’s really competing requirements
and what’s valued most at the time the budgets are developed that determines,” the number of ships and size of the
Navy overall.
While not committing to any set number of ships, Brown implied that the fleet in future years is going to have to
change. Not only will unmanned ships have a large role to play in intelligence gathering out in front of carrier strike
groups, but they’ll also provide a big punch at relatively little cost if armed with precision weapons.
“If we don’t push the boundaries, if we don’t develop the next large surface combatant, if we don’t develop
[unmanned ships], if we don’t develop directed energy weapons, if we don’t go after conventional prompt strike, we
could lose that premiere status” that the Navy has enjoyed since the end of World War II, Brown warned.
[Source: Breaking Defense | Paul McLeary | January 14, 2020 ++]
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