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Presidents Message  

L 
ife is full of coincidences and on April 15

th
, Patriot’s Day in Boston MA such an 

event occurred that had impact to our Council.  We all know too well the tragic 

events that occurred during the running of the Boston Marathon.  I don’t think 

there is a person among us who has not heard of the young man named Aaron Hern 

from Martinez and the surgeries involved in removing shrapnel from his leg. 

 What I bet you don’t know (ok, some of you knew) that Aaron’s parents are 

both Naval Academy graduates and members of our Council.  The last I heard, Aaron’s 

surgeries were successful and the family plans on returning to the Bay Area around the 

1
st

 of May. 

 There has been an outpouring of folks wanting to help the victims of these 

bombings.  Well, we too can help out the Hern family and it is quite easy.  I am now 

quoting from the April 23 issue of the Martinez News-Gazette: 

 “Thanks to the efforts of Phil and Katherine Burcell Chapman, the Aaron Hern 

Recovery Fund has been established.  

 You can make donations at any Wells Fargo Bank, nationwide.  You do not 

need an account number; donate directly to the Aaron Hern Recovery Fund.”   

You can mail donations to Aaron Hern Recovery Fund, 1155 C Arnold Drive 

#133, Martinez, CA 94553 

Paypal is also available; send donations to AaronHernRecoveryFund@gmail.com. 

 It’s very easy to participate and  lend a helping hand to our Navy League family.  

Please consider making a donation.  It will help the Hern’s and make you feel good at 

the same time. 

The turn out for the Sea Services Awards dinner was excellent; we had over 100 atten-

dees.  It was rewarding to hear of the Awardees’ achievements and to appropriately 

honor them. 

 We have three more dinner events on the horizon, please save the dates.  They 

are: 

 U.S. Coast Guard Birthday  August 22
nd

 

 USN-USMC Birthday   October 24
th

 

 Pearl Harbor Remembrance  December 5
th

 

 

Best Regards, 

 

]|Å [tÜuâv~]|Å [tÜuâv~]|Å [tÜuâv~]|Å [tÜuâv~    
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    Members Sponsors 

No new members this period   

 

W 
elcome to the Contra Costa Council! The mission of the Navy League 

of the United States is to inform the American people and their gov-

ernment that the United States of America is a maritime nation and 

that it’s national defense and economic well being are dependent upon strong 

sea services —- The United States Navy, United States Marine Corps, United 

States Coast Guard, and the United States Merchant Marine. Our Goals are: 

• Educate National Leaders and the Nation 

• Support the Men and Women of the Sea Services 

• Provide Assistance to the Sea Services 

• Support Youth Programs 

Our Council has activities to meet these objectives, and we welcome your par-

ticipation and assistance —- a few hours a month. We look forward to meeting 

you. in the near future. 

After years of speculation we are happy to announce the re-
location of the USS Hornet Museum to Honolulu, Hawaii. 
The ship will be berthed astern of the USS Missouri Mu-
seum ship and not far from the USS Arizona Memorial (see 
the proposed mooring photo below). The exact date for the 
towing and arrival have yet to be finalized but the intention 
is to have Hornet safely moored in her new home by this 
time next year. 
 
Our CEO, Randall Ramian, said that the negotiations for the 
move have been long and complex and had to be kept confi-
dential. "Now that we have a signed agreement 
I am really looking forward to making this 
move a success!"  
 
The Hornet will be moored just aft of the USS 
Missouri Museum at the south-east edge of 
Ford Island. Quite fittingly the road along the 
shore at that spot is Hornet Drive.  
 
There was some concern that we would lose 
many of our excellent docent and volunteer 
crew. Several of the older and crankier guys 
had expressed concern about traveling over the 

Bay Bridge if the ship were to move to San Francisco. 
Honolulu has turned out to be much more favorably viewed 
and we expect many of our volunteers from all departments 
to relocate.  
 
One of our senior docents, Dale Berven, thought the timing 
was great. With home prices on the rebound (up 17% on av-
erage in the bay area over the last six months), he is putting 
his home in Livermore up for sale. "Joanne and I have been 
thinking about moving closer to Hornet anyway. Now we 
will get a home on Ford Island and I can walk to the ship". 
 
Further information will be published as appropriate over 
the coming weeks. Please do not call the museum.© 

2013 Event Schedule 

USCG Station Vallejo cookout June 07th  

USCG Station Vallejo Change of Watch  ‘  14TH 

U.S. Coast Guard Birthday  August 22
nd

 

USN-USMC Birthday   October 24
th

 

Pearl Harbor Remembrance  December 05
th

 

 

Activity to be scheduled 2013 

 Visit to Naval Air Station—Fallon  

___________________________________________ 

Editor’s musing: Special kudos to Al Romaine our 
event photographer, who provides the majority of  
photographs printed in the ‘Sea chant” every other 
month...Great job Al it is appreciated by all. 

  Continued page five ► 

USS Hornet moving to  Pearl Harbor 
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T 
he newly launched Chinese aircraft carrier appears to be 
merely symbolic and nothing more—at least for now.  

The aircraft carrier is an iconic ship type. That is, its history of 
dominance at sea along with the great expense and technical chal-
lenge of building and operating a fleet of them have invested it with 
potent geopolitical meaning. Possession of an aircraft carrier, almost 
regardless of its absolute or relative capability, signals that its owner 
is among the top rank of world navies. In fact, many countries’ carri-
ers are either inoperable or only minimally so, and others, while able 
to get under way and operate aircraft, are unitary examples in their 
navies and thus constitute little more than symbolic naval power.  

China has recently put a carrier to sea and appears intent on devel-
oping an actual carrier-aviation capacity. The distance between a 
symbolic and a real capability is quite long, and it is important to 
understand the nature of that distance to assess the prospects that 
the People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN) will be able to develop a 
geopolitically meaningful carrier-aviation arm.  

Useful criteria by which we might measure the extent China has to 
go in order to deploy a real carrier-aviation capability can be ex-
tracted from the current U.S. maritime strategy, A Cooperative Strat-
egy for 21st Century Seapower ,” commonly referred to as CS21 . 1 

Credible combat power, according to that document, comprises the 
ability to limit regional conflict, protect vital U.S. interests, reassure 
friends and allies, deter war among major powers and, of course, 
contribute to winning wars. This is a strategic task list and as such 
helps us avoid confusing operational capability with strategic utility. 
In using these criteria we also avoid conflating regional and global 
considerations. China may or may not have ambitions for projecting 
military influence globally, but that is not the issue at this juncture.  

To complete the CS21 strategic task list, and setting aside for the 
moment questions of perception and signaling, a navy has to be able 
to carry out two basic operational functions—sea control and power 
projection. Real combat-credible power means that an aircraft carrier 
must be able to go where it needs to in order to clear the seas of 
enemy combatants and if necessary project power ashore. More-
over, those land strikes must produce strategic results or at least 
operationally support troops on the ground. It is easy enough to ar-
ticulate these functions in a broad way, but a lot of difficult business 
underpins them, not the least of which is logistics.  

Formidable Task Ahead 

Like good strike planners, we will start at the target and work back-
ward to properly scope the magnitude of the task facing a nascent 
PLAN carrier-aviation establishment. The first question is whether 
the target is susceptible to a one-time strike, such as the one the 
Israelis conducted on the Iraqi Osirak nuclear reactor or the Eldo-
rado Canyon raid on Libya, or whether a progressive and extended 
air campaign is necessary. One-time strikes generally require a hefty 
pulse of power—i.e., a large number of sorties. U.S. carriers can put 
40 or more strike aircraft into the air almost simultaneously, and this 
is barely enough in many cases. Even with precision weapons, some 
redundancy must be built in to account for losses to enemy de-
fenses, mechanical malfunctions, etc. It is hard to see how a single 
Chinese carrier of the Liaoning class  

 

could generate a sufficient pulse of power with 30 embarked jets. 
Moreover, with the ski-jump launch system the range/ordnance 
tradeoff becomes too restrictive, especially in the absence of an ae-
rial refueling capability.  

An extended air operation or campaign generates a whole new set 
of problems. However restricted the number of weapons a J-15 
fighter can carry per sortie, at some point the carrier will run low on 
ordnance. Thus a logistics capability will have to be developed that 
keeps the carrier supplied with all classes of goods. While fuel, 
weapons, and food are what most folks think of in terms of logistics, 
perhaps the most challenging aspect is maintenance and damage 
repair. With an air wing of 30 strike aircraft, maintenance bottlenecks 
would be more effective than enemy air defenses in limiting the num-
ber of sorties the carrier could put across the beach.  

Assuming the PLAN develops an at-sea replenishment capability, 
such maneuvers interrupt flight operations. So, depending on the 
nature of the air campaign, at least two aircraft carriers would be 
needed to maintain continuous coverage at even a minimum level. 
Although the Liaoning is likely to be more capable than the British 
carriers that were involved in the Falklands War, the difficulties im-
posed by the limitations of a ski-jump launch and only two decks 
would still make support of even limited ground operations over time 
problematic, especially in the face of a denial threat.  

In Search of a Target 

Any strike operation, pulse or continuous, presupposes the availabil-
ity of targeting data. The degree to which China is able to generate 
such information with satellites or air breathers is unknown, but U.S. 
experience has demonstrated the limitations of satellites in produc-
ing useful cueing against moveable, moving, or hiding targets. 
Drones have improved targeting, but they are currently land-based. 
Putting drones aboard carriers takes up deck space, and the trade-
offs are more costly on anything smaller than a Nimitz -class. For a 
carrier that is already highly constrained in the number of sorties it 
can generate, waste of weapons and sorties because of defective 
targeting would quickly neutralize its combat power.  

This is all to say that an aircraft carrier—in real as opposed to sym-
bolic terms—is nothing more than a node in a weapon-delivery sys-
tem. The delivery capacity per unit time and the ability to sustain that 
rate over time must be matched to the requirements at the receiving 
end. Factoring in the inevitable inefficiencies, the question is, will 
that overall flow volume and persistence be sufficient to successfully 
perform the strategic task? If not, the combat power is not credible. 
In terms of Chinese naval aviation, credible combat power will not be 
achieved until the PLAN is able to dispatch at least two carriers on a 
single mission, and this may not be enough, depending on the de-
fenses they encounter.  

Speaking of defenses, they are becoming increasingly problematic 
for navies that contemplate projecting power ashore. Whereas U.S. 
carriers are used to being able to sail up to a littoral, even in con-
fined seas, and sit there and feed sorties into the fight, today im-
proved air defenses, quiet diesel submarines, coastal-defense cruise 
missiles, new types of mines, and other systems are causing the 

SHOW OF FORCE SHOW OF FORCE SHOW OF FORCE SHOW OF FORCE ————    or Just for Show ?                                 By Captain Robert C. Rubel, U.S. Navy (Retired)By Captain Robert C. Rubel, U.S. Navy (Retired)By Captain Robert C. Rubel, U.S. Navy (Retired)By Captain Robert C. Rubel, U.S. Navy (Retired)    

  Continued next page  ► 
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Navy to rethink its approach. The Nimitz - and Ford -class carriers have 

sufficient capacity to allow them to operate from greater distances, but 

the Liaoning class has no such flexibility. It would be forced to operate 

in precisely those waters the U.S. Navy is increasingly avoiding with its 

carriers. Antisubmarine warfare is not one of the PLAN’s strong suits, 

so combat credibility even against weak neighbors such as Vietnam, 

who is reportedly purchasing six Kilo-class submarines from Russia, is 

potentially compromised.  

 

Applying a Strategic Task List 

Now that we are armed with some insight on the challenges PLAN car-
rier aviation will face, let’s go back and examine that CS21 strategic 
task list. The first task, “limit regional conflict,” is interesting because, 
given China’s conflicting territorial claims in the East Asian littoral, it is 
as likely to start as it is to limit regional conflict. On the other hand, if 
the Chinese still believe in “localized warfare under high-tech condi-

tions” per their published doctrine, then their carriers might have some 
role in keeping a fight localized.  

Currently, the PLA relies heavily on a complex of missiles, mines, and 
submarines to keep the United States or other external parties at arm’s 
length in the event of a war over Taiwan or other islands. It is hard to 
see how a Chinese carrier force of any feasible size would contribute to 
this task, given its presumed vulnerability to submarines. Quite the op-
posite, the carriers’ most likely task would be to threaten or conduct 
regional conflict under a wider anti-access umbrella in order to enforce 
Chinese claims. However, functioning in this manner, the carriers 
would in fact be carrying out the second strategic task of protecting 
what the Chinese see as their vital national interests, and it is this role 
that makes the most strategic sense in the context of what we observe 
to be People’s Republic of China (PRC) policy.  

Given the serious constraints on their carriers’ offensive and defensive 
capabilities, this would only work if the opponent either could not or 
would not oppose them with diesel subs or other modern anti-access 
systems. So, the final judgment on the first two strategic tasks is nega-
tive; inability to reliably perform these tasks compromises the credible 
combat power of Chinese naval aviation until such time as they de-
velop a new class with catapults and significantly strengthen their anti-
submarine warfare defenses.  

The next two strategic tasks—reassurance and deterrence—are also 
intertwined to an extent. For the United States, establishing a network 
of partners, friends, and allies has always been a major component of 
deterrence. For China, this is a problem. And although economically 
integrated in the global system, it has few, if any, allies to rely on in an 
emergency. While China has in the past decade attempted a charm 
offensive (“peaceful rise”) with respect to its neighbors, growing asser-
tiveness has started to drive them together and into cooperative ar-
rangements with the United States. The fielding of a carrier fleet, as-
suming the nations of East and Southeast Asia come to the same con-
clusions outlined previously, will have an effect opposite of reassur-
ance.  

On the other hand, the Chinese carrier fleet may indeed have some 
deterrent value if the idea is to keep Vietnam or others from conducting 
new occupations of disputed islands. Given the relative weakness of 
neighboring navies’ power-projection capabilities, even the limited op-
erational capabilities of the Liaoning class would presumably be suffi-
cient. Our judgment here must be at least partially positive; Chinese 
carrier aviation is likely to be sufficiently intimidating to weak neighbors 
to deter any miscalculations and attempts to create a fait accompli on 
any of the disputed islands.  

Likely ‘Doomed’ 

Finally, there is the matter of winning the PRC’s wars. Simply put, in a 
war with the United States, Chinese carrier aviation would likely be 
doomed. In limited wars with regional powers close to home, the carri-
ers might provide some utility, especially covering amphibious or spe-
cial-forces operations, again assuming that a significant diesel-
submarine threat does not materialize. This would come into serious 
play in a war with Japan. China might have to hope that attacking its 
carrier would be viewed as an untenable escalation, perhaps being the 
subject of a demarche. However, this is thin protection for the carrier. 
Our assessment must be that the Liaoning and any future sister ships 
have only limited potential in any war China might fight within its region. 
Thus, this aspect of credible combat power is compromised.  

In total, then, using the criterion of credible combat power, we find that 
Chinese naval aviation based on the Liaoning class, even when it 
achieves full operational capability and has multiple hulls available, will 
fall short except in niche circumstances. Since the considerations dis-
cussed here are likely no mystery to the PLAN itself, we must take at 
face value the Chinese proclamation that the Liaoning is a develop-
mental platform meant to provide the PLAN with entry-level experience 
in naval aviation. True PLAN carrier-aviation-credible combat power will 
have to await the introduction of a new class of ship that has catapults, 
and also improvements in ASW defenses. But these must be accompa-
nied by the development of airborne-early-warning aircraft and sound 
maintenance and logistics capabilities.  

Even with all this, the PLAN’s carrier aviation will still be subject to the 
same emerging problems faced by the U.S. carrier force; proliferation 
of advanced denial systems will progressively constrain the mission 
space of manned aircraft and aircraft carriers. On the other hand, if 
China elects to peaceably settle its territorial disputes and emerge as 
an esteemed member of the family of nations, its carrier fleet will be a 
welcome addition to the global maritime partnership. © 

coastal-defense cruise missiles, new types of mines, and other systems are causing the Navy to rethink its approach. 2 The Nimitz - and Ford -class carriers have sufficient capacity 
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C 
aptain Gregory Stump, USCG, assumed command 
of Sector San Francisco on April 10, relieving Cap-
tain Cynthia Stowe, USCG, who was assigned a bil-

let in Washington, D. C. 

Ten members of the Contra Costa Council attended the 
ceremony on Yerba Buena Island, headquarters for Sector 
San Francisco. 

Captain Stump and his wife, Leigh-Ann, come to the new 
assignment from the Deputy Sector Commander’s billet in 
Seattle. As Sector SF Commander the Captain will have 
responsibilities for Coast Guard stations from Moro Bay to 
Bodega Bay, including Monterey, San Francisco, Golden 
Gate, Rio Vista, Vallejo and Lake Tahoe. He will have all 
of the small search and rescue vessels, the Buoy Tender 
Aspen, the Aids to Navigation Team, SF, and the 87-foot 
Patrol Boats including Pike, Tern and Hawksbill. 

The Sector SF, with some 800 personnel, is an adopted unit 
of the Contra Costa Council.  Liaisons to the command are 
Bruce and Chris Clegg.. 

Captain Stowe, a very good friend of our Council during 
her assignment here, will be the Executive Assistant to a 
Coast Guard flag officer in Homeland Security. 

 

 

 

 

CHANGE OF COMMAND AT SECTOR SAN FRANCISCO   Bill Sharkey 
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E 
ight sea service personnel from our active duty Navy, 
Marine Corps and Coast Guard adopted units, and 
two members of our sponsored Sea Cadet units, re-

ceived awards at the annual Sea Service Awards dinner on 
April 25 at Zio Fraedo’s in Pleasant Hill. In attendance 
were 108 members and guests of the Council and the 
awardees, in addition to the officers and leading petty offi-
cers of the units 

Sea Cadets of the Year were PO3 Brandon Chang and Ca-
det Victor Ortiz-Medina.  USMC Marine of the Year was 
Cpl Curtis Plummer.                                    

 

The the Navy’s 
Naval Air De-
tachment at 
Travis AFB was 
represented by 
Petty Officer First 
Class Jason A. 
Fordyce.   

 

The Naval Communications Detachment at Travis AFB 
award recipient was Petty Officer Third Class Gerald C. 
Moore.   

 

Coast Guard Sailor of the Year from Sector SF was Petty 
Officer First Class Jimzon M. Perez;  

 

From the Cutter ASPEN Petty Officer First Class Marc 
San Filippo,  

 

COUNCIL AWARDS ‘BEST OF BEST’ AT ANNUAL BANQUET    Bill Sharkey 

  Continued next page  ► 
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From Coast Guard Station Vallejo the award was received 
by Petty Officer Third Class Alex Marchuk,  

Petty Officer First Class Jerome Deobaldia from the Aids 
to Navigation Team. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Navy Petty Officer First Class Kency Christophe was the 
Recruiter of the Year from the Golden Hills Zone, an 
adopted unit of our Council 

 

Captain Gregory Stump, SF Sector Commander, and his 
wife, Leigh-Ann, attended the dinner and presented the 
award to the Sector’s awardee. 
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A 
ir-shows  around the country have been de-
clared no-fly zones for the military’s re-
nowned flight demonstration teams as Pen-

tagon officials scramble to deal with massive across-
the-board budget cuts. 

The Navy’s blue Angels and the Air Force’s Thunder-
birds are grounded as of April 1 for air-show organiz-
ers who rely on the high-speed headliners to draw 
big crowds. 

“A number of shows have already canceled just on 
the possibility that one or both of the jet teams won’t 
be there,” says John Cudahy president of the interna-
tional Council of air-shows. 

Meanwhile the Air Force has canceled all of its on-
base air-shows for the rest of this fiscal year and even 
the first show of fiscal 2014 which starts October 1. 
And even if the national budget battles are resolved 
tomorrow it’s unlikely to make any difference, 

“Whether it’s a military show or civilian show, if they 
say they’re canceled, it’s virtually impossible for 
them to come back this year,” Cudahy says. And 
shows that press on without headliners expect to lose 
as much as 30% in attendance. 

Subject not just the blues and birds 

The two jet squadrons each make about 35 air-show 
appearances each year mostly in spring and summer 
between them that’s about 20% of the nation’s ap-
proximately 350 shows albeit at mostly the biggest. 

Unfortunately, Cudahay says, the military cuts are 
being felt by smaller shows as well. 

Also axed from this year’s schedule: static displays, 
parachute jumps, flybys and single ship demos as 
well as non-aviation displays by the Army and Ma-
rine Corps. 

“All of them are standing down.” Cudahy says as of 
April 1, it’s all getting turned off as it stands now, vir-
tually every air-show in the country will be without 
contemporary military aircraft. 

The larger shows should be able to absorb that loss 
for a year but if the cuts continue to clip performance 
schedules the entire industry is in jeopardy, he says. 

Worth keeping? 

So is it worth keeping these iconic teams in the air 
when soaring debt is forcing drastic cuts in govern-
ment programs including military readiness? 

Navy Lieut. Cmdr. Chris Servelle a spokesman for 
the vice chief of Naval operations, says the allure of 
the blue Angels has helped convince thousands of 
young Americans including himself to join the Navy. 
And that has helped build support in areas of the 
country where there is no Navy presence, he says. 

In a defense budget of more than $500 billion, elimi-
nating the performances will produce relatively small 
savings 28 million for the Blue Angels and nearly 
10,000,000 for the Thunderbirds. 

But it’s hard to justify ceremonial expenses when the 
Pentagon is furloughing civilian workers and cutting 
back deployments to slash $46 billion through Sep-
tember 30 said Todd Harrison a defense spending ex-
pert with the Center for strategic and budgetary as-
sessments and independent think tank. 

The pot of money that covers flying hours for the 
Thunderbirds for example also pays for training and 
combat sorties said Air Force Lieut. Col. William 
“Brett” Ashworth. 

Canceling flyovers through September frees up 
money to fund about 1,520 flights. “It came back to 
prioritizing those limited flying hours and this was 
what the Air Force thought was the best way to do 
that.” 

The Blues’ pilots will be able to maintain their qualifi-
cations in the F-18, however this entails a minimum 
number of flight hours per month not flown in forma-
tion. They will be attending PA duties at learning in-
stitutions and other public events, but not in the air.  

The Navy cancelled all flyovers, i. e. “Giants Opening 
Day” when F-18’s from NAS Lemore were supposed 
to make a pass over PacBell Park during the  national 
anthem.  

Fleet Week will be minus a fleet and hundreds of sail-
ors normally attending all the shore festivities, in ad-
dition to the thousands of local and visiting specta-
tors   © 

The Blues won’t be here for Fleet Week   Geore C. Knies 
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“Log-line”   (OUR ADOPTED COMMANDS ACTIVITIES) 

Coast Guard Sector San Francisco  

Coast Guard Capt. Gregory Stump assumed command 
from Capt. Cynthia Stowe. during a change of command 
ceremony held at the sector on Yerba Buena Island, 
Wednesday, April 10, 2013. 

 

Capt. Gregory Stump salutes Capt. Cynthia Stowe and 
assumes command of Coast Guard Sector San Francisco 

Sector San Francisco is comprised of more than 790 ac-
tive, reserve and civilian personnel whose area of 

responsibility spans from the Oregon border south to San 
Luis Obispo and includes over 2,500 miles of shoreline. 

Bruce Clegg 

_______________________________________________ 

USCG Station  Vallejo 

We wanted to let you know that we had lunch with BMSC 
Mark A. Spillane on Monday, April 8, 2013. We took the 
opportunity to discuss and plan for the Coast Guard Sta-
tion Vallejo. Cookout on Friday, June 7, 2013. We also 
provided some cookies for the Crew at that time. The 
change of Command will be the following Friday, June 14, 
2013. 

On April 25, 2013, we had the pleasure of presenting the 
Sea Services award to BM3 Alex Marchuk and dined with 
her and her Father David Marchuk, he had also been in 
the Coast Guard and had served on the Sherman. It was a 
great evening.  

Soloist NC1 Steven Powell, USN sang the National An-
them and concluded the evening  

with God Bless America. Al & Jo Romine 

____________________________________________________ 

Diablo Training Ship Concord 

A big Sea Cadet welcome to LTjg Sharon Steelhammer, 
who assumed command of our Sea Cadet and Navy 

league units on Friday, March 22nd at their Annual Inspec-
tion. LTjg Steelhammer joined Diablo Squadron in Sep-
tember, 2008 and has served as Supply Officer, Escort 
Officer, NLcc Orientation Division Officer and recently, as 
the Executive/Supply Officer for the past couple of years 
and is knowledgeable of the NSCC program and all opera-
tions. 

At our Council’s Sea Service Awards Night, on April 25th, 
we honored the outstanding members of our active duty 
units….USN, USMC, USCG, and Sea Cadets. Our Navy 
Leaguer of the year is PO3rd Class  Victor Ortiz-Medina 
who is an honor roll student and plays percussion in the 
school band and also plays goalie on his soccer team. He 
participates in the Mathematics Engineering Science As-
sociation (MESA) and in 2012 was the 2nd place winner 
for Contra Costa County. He plans to attend a military 
Academy to pursue a medical career in the Navy, Our Sea 
Cadet of the year is PO3rd Class Brandon Chang who 
was a co-color guard captain, performing 15 color guard 
details and logged 80 hours of community service. Cadet 
Chang is a Dean’s Honor Roll Student with the California 
Virtual Academy and maintains a 3.8 GPA. His future 
plans include attending either Cal-Maritime or Berkeley 
where he will study Mechanical Engineering.   

Lorraine Hughey 

______________________________________________ 
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  Please enroll me as a Navy Leaguer Today! I am not a U.S. Citizen □   I am a U.S. Citizen  □ 
 

 __________________________________________________________________________________ 

   Name(s)  (Mr., Mrs., Dr. etc.) First Name    Middle Initial      Last Name 

__________________________________________________________ 

   Name of Spouse: (Mr., Mrs., etc.)  First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name 

  

_________________________________________________________ 

    Address: Number,    Street Name, (Apt., Ste., P.O. Box)            Date of birth 

  

________________________________________________________ 

    City               State  Zip code (+4) 

_________________________________________________________ 

     Home Phone   Business Phone   E-Mail  

_________________________________________________________ 

     Sponsor’s Last Name  Sponsor’s Membership #    New Member in Council  

MAIL APPLICATION TO: James B. Harbuck 

27 Lynwood Place, Moraga, CA 94556-1336 

 

Type of Membership ( Please Check One): 

 ����     Indvidual One Year Membership…………$50.00 

 ����     Joint Husband/Wife One Year .………….. $85.00 

 ����      Individual Two Year Membership………..$90.00 

 ����     Individual three Year Membership……...$125.00 

 ����      Individual Life Membership……………...$500.00 

 ����      Joint Husband/Wife Life Membership….$750.00 

 ����      Active Duty Military Spouse………………$30.00  

 ����     Associate One Year (non US citizen)…….$50.00 

Method of payment: 

Check enclosed (Made payable to: NLUS) or 

    ����    VISA   VISA   VISA   VISA   ����    Mastercard   Mastercard   Mastercard   Mastercard   ����    AMEXAMEXAMEXAMEX    

 

______________________________________________ 

Card #                                                            Exp. Date 

 

______________________________________________ 

Signature 

      

      Contra Costa Council of the 

     Navy League of the U.S.         

     4551 Alhambra Way 

     Martinez, CA 94553–4405                                    

 

         NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATION  

          

     ADDRESS SERVICE REQUESTED      


