'~ WHEREAS,

DCN: 6135 BRAC Commission

AUG 0 1 2005

Received
A RESOLUTION DECLARING OUR SUPPORT FOR THE REPEAL OF THE AIR FORCE BASE
REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE (BRAC) RECOMMENDATION FOR CLOSURE OF THE
OHIO AIR NATIONAL GUARD’S 179™ AIRLIFT WING IN MANSFIELD, OHIO

RESOLUTION - 5001

WHEREAS, the 179" Airlift Wing of the Ohio National Guard has served the citizens of Ohio and the
nation with valor and honor in military operations during the past fifty-seven years to include Operation

Desert Shield and Desert Storm, Operation Noble Eagle, Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi
Freedom; and

WHEREAS, the Ohio Air National Guard in Mansfield, Ohio has (8) eight modern C-130H2 aircraft

assigned along with the highly trained personnel required to operate them; and

WHEREAS, the Department of Defense has made a recommendation to the BRAC Commission to
transfer these aircraft to other states and _eliminate the posrtrons of, over one thousand personnel and
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WHEREAS the ~Dep ent of ﬁefense BRAC recomme datron to cl'ose "the ’179‘

Trtle 32 of the United States Code; and

the A1r Force BRAC process did not account for the incredible value/cost of the highly

trained C-130 aircrews, maintenance and support personnel ($214 million in training alone) which were
not factored into the projected savings; and

WHEREAS, the Ohio Air National Guard is the “Hometown Air Force” and part of the only military
force under the direct authority.of the Governor of Ohiio and provides him with a large; highly mobile and

ready force that may be dlspatched for service anywhere in Ohro in response to natural disasters and civil
dlsobedxence and . : e

WHEREAS, the purpose of BRAC was to achieve savings_by ehmmatmg mfrastructure at Mansﬁeld the
lack of excess infrastructure was used as justification to close the base; and

WHEREAS, the 179" Airlift Wing has room to expand and can do so for $8 million fewer taxpayer
dollars than it would take to expand the Alabama location - but under the flawed Air Force BRAC criteria,

Mansfield was excluded from the expansion consideration because it was never asked if the expansion were
possible; and

WHEREAS, the Air Force BRAC process did not consider the 179" status as the number one manned C-

prmcrple is “Recruit and Trt"un ;and
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WHEREAS the Arr Force BRAC: process drd not consrder the cntrcal homeland securlty and other
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mrssrons performed by the; 1’79th Ajrlrﬁ ng in the national i mterest !
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HEREAS,‘ 1the BRA 1ssron 1s required by law to mak ﬁ 1al recommendatlons to the Pre51dent
!1theiUn1ted States not later| than September 8,2005.
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I NOW 3; HI RE ‘t§§|1w i ‘“S% LVED by. the Council for the Vi age of Monroevrlle Huron County,
Ohio that! thi : eclares|its sup \Rortj}for the repeal of the Air; Force BRAC closure recommendation to
ﬂose)th ation : ards| }V
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ttl Airlift ng at Mansﬁeldﬂl Dh‘ﬁ -
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‘the Clerk of thrs body 1s}he redy d1rected to send a copy of, thls;
eahgnment and Closure Com mission in Arhngton, Virginia.
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‘ ! Arrhﬁ Wlng 1n'
o Mansﬂeld was not coordinated with the Governor, or the Ohio’ Adjutant General as required by Title 10 and *

..130 unit in the entire.Air. National. Guard.{105% o“ autho'xzed strength) evenwthough the first BRAC ™~ "~
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DCN: 6135

Pg2 Resolution 5001

{ made a motion, seconded by MM Ty} QE’ (“L \‘3! {YL

to adopt the foregoing Resolution and hereby shows its approval and support as confirmed by the
following signatures:
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Bomta Beck, CM( Clerk-Treasurer _
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