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Today In Undersea Warfare History: 

1943 | USS Trout (SS-202) sank the Japanese submarine I-182.
1944 | USS Bang (SS-385) encountered an enemy convoy. Diving to make a periscope attack, she fired a salvo at two loaded freighters, both of which – the 1,804-ton Tokiwasan Maru and the 1,916-ton Shoryu Maru – disintegrated. 
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U.S. Undersea Warfare News
Navy Has Forged A Strong Connection With Landlocked Utah 

Richard P. Snyder, Salt Lake Tribune, Sept 8
The United States Navy and Utah share a long history, including a battleship named Utah and a ship and submarine named after Salt Lake City. But the Navy's connection with Utah is about more than ship names and the past. It's about the future, and it's about our nation. The Navy is essential to the future of our nation, and the connection with Utah is essential for our Navy.

America's Navy protects and defends America on the world's oceans. Navy ships, submarines, aircraft and, most importantly, tens of thousands of America's finest young men and women are deployed around the world doing just that … being where it matters, when it matters. Being there matters: it matters in business, it matters in diplomacy, and it matters in security. A Navy that's there protects our national security here. The Navy's forward and flexible presence projects our power around the globe to prevent and deter conflict, and if needed, fight and win wars. Presence gives our nation's leaders the opportunity to act when needed.

The Navy also preserves America's prosperity by protecting the U.S. economy. Success in a global economy fundamentally depends on the unimpeded flow of commerce and information on and under the sea. More than 70 percent of the Earth's surface is covered by water; 80 percent of the world's population lives close to a coast; and 90 percent of all global trade by volume travels by sea. One fourth of all U.S. jobs are directly or indirectly tied to global trade. Influence and security in this global, maritime world requires a Navy — a powerful, effective and forward-deployed Navy — America's Navy.

Utah helps ensure America's Navy is always ready to protect our national interests. Maintaining this readiness requires investment and progress in cutting edge innovations for weapons, ships, submarines and aircraft. This ensures the right tools to get the job done, and Utah provides full support of this investment. Utah universities are conducting numerous Navy-funded research efforts into fascinating areas of opportunity. The Utah business environment has been described as a future Silicon Valley. The Navy needs the research, and the Navy needs innovation.

While Navy ships, submarines and aircraft are the best in the world, what really sets the Navy apart is our people — our sailors. Utah helps grow those sailors, who volunteer to serve their nation, through enlisting or programs like the Sea Cadets, high school Junior Naval Reserve Officer Training Corps and the University of Utah's Naval Reserve Officer Training Corps. After service, Utah supports those veterans with world class job services, medical care and community support.

This week is Navy Week in Salt Lake City. It is an opportunity to better understand your Navy and the value of the role it plays with forward presence, global engagement, and being ready. It's also a chance to reaffirm the long-standing connection between Utah and the Navy for our future. Our nation needs a strong and ready Navy, and a strong and ready Navy needs the people of Utah. Being there matters — whether that's in a research lab in Provo or on the deck of a destroyer halfway across the world. 

Rear Admiral Richard P. Snyder is director of Strategy, Policy and Plans, NORAD-USNORTHCOM J5.
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Kasich at Shipyard: Base Closures Keep Workers Alert

Jesse Scardina, Seacoast Online, Sept 8

KITTERY, Maine — After touring the recently retired Navy submarine the USS Norfolk Tuesday, Republican presidential candidate John Kaisch said the Base Realignment and Closure process helps keep shipyard workers “on their toes.”

“I think the concern about base closings and BRAC makes everyone more efficient,” Kasich said outside Gate 1 of Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, “(It) keeps everyone on their toes.”

The Ohio governor lauded the shipyard’s efficiency and effectiveness of rehabilitating ships for the Navy, but he said the method of ensuring a strong and efficient defense won’t go away.

 “It was good to learn what they’re doing (on the shipyard) and how efficient they are,” Kasich said. “But the BRAC is going to continue and we want to be in a position to have the most efficient and effective defense, and we’re not just going to do away with the effort to make sure we have that strong defense.”

Kasich met briefly with the media outside the shipyard before traveling to Concord for a forum on national security. He also touched on New Hampshire’s heroin problem, saying progress with Medicaid expansion in Ohio has helped those affected by drug addiction or mental illness.

“It doesn’t surprise me — this is an issue that Americans care deeply about,” Kasich said. “Our Medicaid expansion has given us additional resources in the community to deal with mental health and drug addiction.”

Kasich said that approach could also work on a federal level, as long as the best practices allow states flexibility to take resources from Medicaid programs and apply them to fit personal needs.

“What we found effective is to target people in our prisons — both mentally ill and drug addicted — and our ability to hand them to the community so the care, rehabilitation and discipline they need carries forward. That’s how you get better results.”

Kasich has been trending up in New Hampshire, according to recent polls, with the latest NBC/Marist poll having Kasich second in New Hampshire in the Republican primary with 12 percent, significantly behind Donald Trump’s 28 percent.

Nationally, Kasich is closer toward the middle of the crowded Republican pack, according to Huffington Post’s national poll compilation. Trump was polling at 32 percent as of Sept. 2, with retired neurosurgeon Ben Carson second at almost 14 percent and Jeb Bush third with more than 8 percent. Kasich was eighth at 4.1 percent.
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Size Matters: Is the U.S. Navy Really Too Small? 

Zachary Cohen, CNN, Sept 8

For decades, the United States has had the world's largest and most advanced naval fleet, positioning ships and aircraft carriers in strategic locations across the globe to protect national interests and facilitate free trade.

But as rival nations, such as China and Russia, expand their own naval capabilities, and with China's increasingly aggressive posture in the South China Sea, GOP presidential candidates are warning voters that America's dominance of the world's oceans could end unless lawmakers add significantly more ships to its arsenal to bring the fleet size closer to historic levels.

Former military officials and defense experts, however, say that weighing the current size of the Navy against past ship levels is a misleading comparison that misses the broader point: making sure the Navy is capable of achieving U.S. strategic goals, which depend as much on technological capability and force deployment as the raw number of ships. While many analysts think the Navy needs to grow, others think it's large enough -- given its global dominance -- and that funding realities mean there's a limit to how much it could expand in any case.

That hasn't stopped the expansion of the Navy from becoming a favorite Republican talking point.

Outlining his policy on China in Charleston, South Carolina, Sen. Marco Rubio of Florida warned, "Our Navy is now smaller than at any time since before World War I."

In the first Republican debate last month, neurosurgeon Ben Carson similarly declared, "Our Navy is the smallest it's been since 1917."

Wisconsin Gov. Scott Walker in April compared the current number of ships to that under President Ronald Reagan, telling the New Hampshire Republican Leadership Summit, "We're headed down toward 250. That's less than half of where we were under Reagan."

The U.S. naval force is currently made up of 273 ships, which is the smallest number since the fleet stood at 245 ships in 1916. While fleet size has fluctuated significantly throughout history, topping out at 6,768 during World War II, today's Navy is only slightly smaller than it was in 2006 under President George W. Bush, when it employed 281 active ships.

But former military officials say comparisons between the Navy of 1917 and today's are an apples-to-oranges contrast. The modern Navy includes 10 aircraft carriers -- more than the rest of the world combined -- 90 surface warfare vessels and 72 submarines.

"It is a useful bumper sticker," said Dakota Wood, a former U.S. Marine and senior research fellow for defense programs at the Heritage Foundation. "It resonates with people but doesn't go into the details."

And those details, he continued, make the comparison off base.

"Modern ships are much more capable than the ones 100 years ago. They have better radars and better missile systems," he said, though he noted that other nations' naval capabilities have also evolved.

Rather than comparing ship numbers to those of past fleets, Peter Singer of the New America Foundation said candidates should be more concerned with outlining a naval strategy that reflects the threat environment of today's world.

Calling the line about the smallest Navy "a pretty weak one," Singer said better questions about the future of the Navy would be, "What types of ships are they going to be and how are you going to pay for them?"

The foundation of the U.S. Navy's current strategic posture is based on maintaining what it calls a "forward presence," or an ability to deploy and station forces far from American shores by using international waters and a network of allies to maneuver its assets as needed.

Balancing war-fighting readiness with the fiscal challenges resulting from budget cuts, or sequestration, is a harsh reality for the U.S. Navy.

Despite enjoying technological advantages over rival nations and an increasing ability to base forces close to key strategic regions, in places like Guam, Japan and Spain, Navy officials say they will need more ships in order to effectively and efficiently carry out mission goals going forward.

"A smaller force, driven by additional budget cuts or sequestration, would require us to make hard choices," according to a Navy report on force structure submitted to Congress in March.

The Navy would face increased levels of risk for some missions and functions and a decrease in its forward presence and would have to reduce its footprint in some geographic regions, the report stated. "Such cuts would also limit our war-fighting advantages."

With plans to send approximately 60% of its ships and aircraft to the Indo-Asia-Pacific region by 2020, the Navy says it needs to add roughly 30 ships -- including an additional aircraft carrier and several amphibious vessels -- in order to maintain a consistent presence in other regions around the world.

By adding more ships to its fleet and working with allies to position those ships closer to potential conflict regions, the Navy's top brass says it will be able to maximize the efficiency of its forces while minimizing maintenance costs and reducing the length of deployments.

However, Republican hopefuls -- including Rubio, Carson, Walker, Ohio Gov. John Kasich, Louisiana Gov. Bobby Jindal and others -- insist that the U.S. must "rebuild" and "reinvigorate" the Navy by raising its ship count to as high as 350, a project that would likely cost hundreds of billions of dollars.

Kasich recently listed "renewing the Navy" as his second-highest priority in a CNN op-ed on national security.

"Those who mistakenly think they can deny access to a corner of the globe -- particularly in the Western Pacific or Persian Gulf -- need another visit from a carrier battle group to remind them that the global commons are, in fact, just that: shared real estate," he wrote.

Jindal has made a similar case. Addressing the American Enterprise Institute in 2014, Jindal warned that looming budget cuts would allow China to surpass the size of the U.S. fleet and inhibit America's ability to employ a global Navy.

"The consequences of this foolish, nearly trillion-dollar cut over the coming decade (is) unacceptable. Under these cuts, America will not have a global Navy anymore," he said.

How much does fleet size matter?

Many defense experts and lawmakers do agree that today's Navy needs more ships in order to respond to emerging threats around the world and to maintain its global presence, with some even suggesting numbers close to those called for by GOP candidates.

Of the 273 deployable ships currently at the Navy's disposal, roughly 85 are at sea at a given time -- a ratio, some argue, that's wearing down U.S. ships and service members. This fall, the U.S. won't have an aircraft carrier stationed in the Persian Gulf for at least two months due to a mix of budget cuts and maintenance needs.

Despite Navy leaders' confidence that their proposal for a 308-ship fleet sufficiently addresses these concerns, some experts say even more ships are needed.

Jerry Hendrix, a retired Navy captain and senior fellow at the Center for a New American Security, agreed with the Republican view that the Navy needs to have closer to 355 ships to maintain current deployment patterns and to carry out missions ranging from disaster relief to military deterrence.

He said that adding more ships to the fleet's rotation would allow the Navy to shorten deployments, which would help personnel retention and avoid carrier gaps in the future.

However, not everyone thinks that the U.S. Navy needs more ships.

Gregg Easterbrook, a journalist who has tracked fiscal policy and military strategy for Reuters and The Atlantic, argued that the U.S. Navy's technological superiority makes it plenty big enough to maintain the dominance it has enjoyed for the last half-century

"The U.S. Navy is 10 times stronger than all of the other world's navies combined," Easterbrook said. "To say that the Navy is weak because the numbers are going down is classic political nonsense."

And Easterbrook said the fact that the U.S. has two Ford-class carriers -- the most advanced aircraft carriers ever built -- currently under construction is evidence that its Navy is still far more technologically advanced than that of any other nation, even if Russia and China have made advances.

"No other country is even contemplating building something like the Ford-class carrier," Easterbrook said. "We could cut the Navy in half in terms of ship numbers and still be far stronger than the rest of the world combined."

To some lawmakers, size is beside the point.

"I don't care if the Navy is bigger or smaller than it was in 1917 or any given year," said Rep. Randy Forbes, R-Virginia, chairman of the House Armed Services Sea Power and Projection Forces subcommittee.

"I just want a Navy that's big enough to keep doing the incredibly important things we need it to do. Looking at the present-day statistics, I can tell you we are not there now -- and the situation is getting worse," he said.

Specifically, Forbes said the Navy is currently being overtaxed by the demands of maintaining a continuous, stabilizing presence overseas.

"When you look at the 10-month-long deployments, the carrier gaps coming up in the Middle East and the Pacific, or the fact that the Marines are considering deploying on foreign ships, it is difficult to escape the conclusion that our Navy is being stretched too thin," he said.

Budget concerns vs. strategic goals

While Republican candidates on the campaign trail have been quick to endorse the idea of increasing the size of the Navy, many experts say the reality of building significantly more ships is easier said than done.

Looming spending caps resulting from 2011's bipartisan budget negotiation will limit next year's military budget to $499 billion, which lawmakers on both sides of the aisle agree is billions short of what's needed to build up such capacity.

Hendrix recognizes that budget constraints may force lawmakers to make tough choices in terms of how they spend tax dollars.

"We are going to have to spend our money in a more intelligent fashion by buying more of the ships we can afford and perhaps less of the ones that are very expensive," Hendrix said.

The U.S. currently maintains a naval strategy centered on aircraft carriers in order to deploy ships and aircraft to various locations in response to potential threats, according to Hendrix.

However, considering the price tag of nearly $14 billion each, Hendrix said building more aircraft carriers might not be a realistic strategy going forward. Instead, he suggested using allies' territory to station more modest ships and troops closer to strategic areas, as well as outfitting less expensive ships and unmanned vessels.

Singer said America's naval strength should be based not purely on the number of ships it has but on whether or not its size fits strategic goals.

"What I want to hear from a candidate (is), what's your vision? What should the Navy's role in the Pacific be? What are your thoughts on the South China Sea?" he said. "It's not the exact number of ships that matters."
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Icebreaker Healy Sails To North Pole On Historic Voyage

Meghann Myers, Navy Times, Sept 8

An icebreaker crew has scored one of exploration's hardiest achievements: sailing to the North Pole.

Cutter Healy arrived at latitude 90 degrees north on Saturday, becoming the first U.S. surface ship to make it to the top of the Earth unaccompanied. It is one of only four trips to the pole and the first since 2005, the release said.

The Seattle-based crew and its scientists — Healy is used primarily for oceanic research — are underway in support of Geotraces, an expedition with the National Science Foundation to measure air, ice, snow, seawater, meltwater and ocean bottom sediment baselines for the region, where the Coast Guard plans to increase its presence as more frozen passages along the Arctic Ocean open to fishing, shipping and oil exploration.

Healy, one of the service's three icebreakers and one of only two in service right now, reached the North Pole days after President Obama announced his plan to push Congress to fund more icebreakers for the service.

It took the 145 crewmembers and scientists a little under a month to reach the top of the world, after leaving Dutch Harbor, Alaska, on Aug. 9.

Submarines routinely operate in the Arctic and are able to smash through sea ice to surface. On its recently completed six-month deployment, the attack sub Seawolf surfaced at the North Pole in late July.

The Healy measures 420 feet long, weighs in at 16,000 tons and can use its 30,000 horsepower to break over 10 feet of ice at a time.

"As the Arctic region continues to open up to development, the data gathered onboard Healy during this cruise will become ever more essential to understanding how the scientific processes of the Arctic work and how to most responsibly exercise stewardship over the region," the Coast Guard said in a release.
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From Leading Marching Bands to Commanding Submarines: How One Music Graduate Found Success in the U.S. Navy

College of Fine Arts, Aug 27

When Jason Pittman graduated The University of Texas at Austin in 1998 and commissioned as an officer in the U.S. Navy, his intention was to serve his commitment, then use his Music Studies degree from the Butler School of Music to direct a high school marching band.

Now 17 years later, Pittman holds the rank of commander, and in June he took command of the USS Helena, a fast-attack submarine based out of Norfolk, Virginia.

While nuclear power submarine officer isn’t an obvious career path from music major, Pittman took time between offshore missions to describe how all that time studying music and the euphonium continues to influence his Navy career today.

Navy Cmdr. Jason Pittman during a command-change ceremony onboard the USS Helena.

Are there any lessons from UT you carry with you today?

It’s kind of interesting depending on how you think about it. Some of the things I think that transfer are like when you’re working with an ensemble and you have to listen across and hear a bunch of things happening at one time, that is very helpful for me.

When driving submarine, a bunch of people are talking to you at one time giving you a bunch of information—to pick up on everything at one time is a skill that’s been very helpful.

A lot of classes I had with Bob Duke have been very beneficial in that a lot of what he did was very data-driven—taking cold hard data and analyzing it to really see what’s going on.

 Do you run into many other officers who majored in music?

I was the first music major accepted to the program. Everywhere I go people are astounded I became a nuke, lasted this long and came into command. I feel like the education I got at UT and how the professors pushed you to think about things—how to learn, how to process info—is what’s really been beneficial. The work ethic you get from a music background, that ability to focus for hours on end on a singular task, is really what helped me get through hours of training in nuclear power school.

Going through UT and the great teachers I had and learning how to do those things translated in a way people don’t expect.

The work ethic and the drive are the real benefits to help me get where I’m at.

What is your core job in the Navy?

We call it a warfare designation. When I got commissioned, it was as a nuclear power submarine officer. Ever since then, I’ve been assigned either to a submarine or a shore command. Submarines is what I do for a living.

For the submarine itself, the Navy has three different types of submarines. The Helena is a fast-attack submarine. We cover a myriad of missions for the Navy. We do intelligence gathering, hunt other submarines and mine warfare. It can either plant mines or find a way through minefields. We also can bring Navy Seals on board and drive up to the shoreline and send them off.

I’m the commanding officer of the Helena, so I am responsible for everything the ship does. My job is to make sure that my crew is trained and ready and that my ship is in top physical condition.

The Helena just finished six months deployed to the Persian Gulf area of operations. They got back in May, and I took command in June. Now we’re in a maintenance period where we get updates on equipment, and in a couple months we’re on to the next deployment.

Navy Cmdr. Jason Pittman and his spouse Victoria Pittman during his command-change ceremony onboard the USS Helena. 
As a teacher, you would share knowledge with your students. Do you still feel that you get to do this, but with sailors instead of music students?
Absolutely. All my friends were convinced I was getting out [of the Navy] to go be a band director.

I love music. I love working with people and teams and helping them achieve things they didn’t think they could do. In the Navy, a lot of guys I’m working with are very young and still very much trying to figure out what the world is. I get a lot of satisfaction in helping them become not just great sailors and leaders, but great people.

I didn’t become a band director, but I still feel like I’m a teacher. As I get more senior, I bring my knowledge and help these guys learn how to be the very best at what they do.

Do you still play music?

I have instruments lying around the house. I taught marching band until 2007.

My biggest connection is still doing work with Blue Coats Drum and Bugle Corps. I sponsor at least one member and help with their fees to go march.
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International Undersea Warfare News
TKMS Says up to 50,000 Skilled Workers Will be Ready to Build Subs in Australia (Australia)

Ian McPhedran, The Advertiser, Sept 9

TKMS says up to 50,000 skilled workers will be ready to build subs in Australia (Australia)

Ian McPhedran, The Advertiser, Sept 9

Up to 50,000 skilled Australian workers will be available to build the navy’s future submarines and other warships, according to German shipbuilder ThyssenKrupp Marine Systems (TKMS).

The company’s global chairman Dr Hans Atzpodien and Australian chairman Dr John White today described the submarine project as a “wonderful opportunity” for Australian manufacturing and the German company said it would be keen to tap into the pool.

TKMS is pushing hard to win the $20 billion contract to build up to 12 4000 tonne submarines in Australia with the first boat to be delivered around 2025.

It is engaged in a competitive evaluation process until November with Japanese and French submarine builders.

“This is a major, complex Australian project and the idea …. of not doing it in Australia is not a necessary idea,” Dr White said.

“This is a magnificent, national, hi-tech infrastructure project. It seems like a wonderful opportunity.”

The company is offering flexible build options in Australia and has identified a green field site at Techport in Port Adelaide as the likely location should it win the job.

Dr White said the firm’s plan assumed that the government would not sell ASC and its submarine “world class” facilities in Adelaide.

He identified the Henderson shipbuilding facility near Perth as well as Williamstown in Melbourne and Newcastle as other module hubs.

The company would be happy to buy or lease facilities for the build.

TKMS has identified 30,000 automotive, 10,000 North West Shelf and up to 10,000 LNG workers who will soon be out of work as the backbone of future shipbuilding.

Many of them were engaged in very high quality work for the offshore energy sector.

“We have very good tradespeople in Australia who are very flexible and innovative if you manage them,” Dr White said.

“Skilled labour is available in Australia in abundance, and there are not enough jobs over the next three to five years.”

Dr White said it was a myth that Australia couldn’t manage all the future shipbuilding and during the 1990s Australia successfully built 10 frigates, six submarines and numerous smaller ships.

TKMS said whether the final competition was between two firms or just a single company would have little impact on price.

“The process is not that much about price it is about many other things,” Dr Atzpodien said.

TKMS stressed that its bid would be “fixed price” and would place all the risk with the company and not taxpayers. It would begin construction three years after selection and would have the first boat ready by 2025.

Dr Atzpodien said the company stood by its 2014 written quote of $20 billion for 12 boats with more than 70 per cent spent in Australia.

“A group like ours has deep pockets and if we promise to do something we have to deliver,” he said.

TKMS said it would also seek export orders for an Australian built 4000-tonne boat in countries such as Canada.

Back to Top

