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By James Il Garroll
From Our National Bureau -

- WASHINGTON — Officials at
the Long Beach Naval Shipyard
and the four other remaining
yards have been told by the Navy -
that it believes there is enough
repair and overhaul work on the
fleet to keep all five facilities
open and busy for the foreseeable
future.

However, the Navy was care-
ful to avoid promising -that none

of the five shipyards will be on

the Navy’s list of base closings
next year.

Rear ‘Adm. John Claman, dep-
uty director of the Navy division
in charge of the shipyards, told a
closed meeting of shipyard offi-
cials and union members here
this week that the Navy is. still
working on its base closure’ list.”

" "Claman was’ unavaﬂab}e for

Ultimately, said Bruce ;Chrxs-
tensen, president of the National
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'Association of Naval Sh1pyards,‘

the decision whether, to keep or
close.a shipyard “will be driven
> dollar, by the budget.” .

: “the Long Beach Naval
‘Shipyard Employees Assomatmn,
‘said he heard similar assurances

from Claman when there were

eight naval shipyards.

He said he did not 'questlon .

“Claman’s sincerity, but “I feel

_very strongly. that Long Beach
w111 be on the list”in 1995,

_The Long Beach yard narrow-

1y escaped shutdown during the

1993 round of base closings. At

that time, the Navy did not put -

- the yard -onits closing list, but
“the independént Base Closure
‘and: Realignment Commission

did. After deciding on a close

vote to keep Long Beach open,

commission members warned
" that the yard could face worse
!‘trouble the next time around.

rees have been work-
» head ‘off that trou-

ing commission staff as well as
to plot strategy.

‘On ‘Wednesday, Larkms andf

the employee association’s vice

keptical J.B. Larkins, presi-

several early trips to-’
‘ gton to.plead their case.
to the Navy and to the base clos-

preSIdent Terry Holm, said they

had talked to the Navy and to

members of Congress about the
absence of work in Long Beach,

where 870 more workers are -

scheduled to be let go by Aug. 3.
That would cut the work force
to about 2,500 permanent

- employees at a facility that had

8000 workers only a few years

Larkms and Holm said the

i

The two said there-was some |
good news for Long Beach: The |
Navy last month ‘ended its policy
of pitting the public shipyards
against the pnvate yards for Shlp’ ‘

-repairwork.

The Navy said lt was nearlyf'

- impossible to compare true costs -

between public.and private
- yards, so. seeking competitive
‘bids was essentially pointless.

The serv1ce now can-use its own

“So we'll se - if the Navy is
serious’ about savmg Long Beach
real soon” by sending the yard
some more work; Larkins said. -

He said the Navy also is dis- ;
cussing - changes to the so-called

“home port rule,” which required

i
i

-Navy has been giving work tothe '
“private shipyards in- San Diego,
.and in-at least one case, a'San
~ Diego yard has farmed:out work
-to a shipyard in Mexico. . =~ .

rule has blocked some work on
San Diego-based vessels from

: gomg to Long Beach.

‘Under changes the Navy is
now considering, the service

.B. ’s to be saved

short term repairs on ships to be
-performed within 75 miles of
those ships’ home ports. That

~would designate reglonal repair

clusters,” one of wh;ch would
encompass all of Southern Cali-
fornia and make Long Beach eli-
gible to work on any ships in San
Diego, where a large part of the
Pacific Fleetisbased. . = =



