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(202) 22-326 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

August 26,2005 

The Honorable Anthony J .  Prlllcipi 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Chairman Principi: 

I am shocked a1 your response to the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airporl Air Guard 
Station recommendalion to redistribute thc F- 16 aircrali. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DODYs recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, mid this move greatly red~rces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our erfort to transition to new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these reco~nmeildations will certainly present challenges to 
recruiting and training in the future. 

I was also very disappointed in the process by which this decision was made. Uidilte the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the commissioners or the staff regarding the 
proposal. I don't understand why there w a s  110 discussion when, by the numbers, we 
demonstrated the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion with staff and the visit by staff, 
we felt we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission, I cannot 
express how disappoinled I am with this particular decision and the process that was used 
to reach it. As such, I would greatly appreciate knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Ful~hermore, 1 must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of this one item. 

Sincerely, 

Dm* 
David L. I-Iobson 
'Member of Congress 

SPRINGFIEU) OFFICE 
5 Wart Nonh Street, Suim 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Sprlngfleld, OH 46601-0268 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 Sourh Broed Street 

Room 55 
Lenuraer. OH 431304386 

THIS STATIONERY PAINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 



AUG-26-2005 FRI 09: 54 PM - -- - - FAX NO, P. 01 

Congressman Dave Hobson Ohio 7" District 
2346 Rayburn House Office Building, Washington, DC 2051 5 

phone: (202) 225-4324 fax: (202) 225-1984 
http://~.l~ouse.gov/hobson 

b 

eaac 
O M M I S ~  lodEQS 

TO: ~ T T N  : Oal RBRC FRX: 

From: Y! 
WALSU 

Dave Hobson 0 Wayne Struble 0 Kenny Kraft 0 Ginny Gano 
Sara Perkins 0 Beth DeBrosse 0 Jill Schmalz 0 

0 Ryan Gaug 0 Nancy Kolller 0 Beth Nelson 0 

Subject: 

Date: 

Pages: Iq total. 

COMMENTS: 

DCN: 8495



DAVID I.. HOBSON 
7 ~ n  OSTRICT, OHIO 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 
2346 Reyburn House Office Bulldlng 

Woshlnglon, DC 20615 

FAX NO, 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

August 26,2005 

The Honorable Anthony J. Principi 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Chairman Principi: 

I am shoclted at your responsc to the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard 
Station recoinrncndatioi~ to redistribute the F-16 nirorafi. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DODYs recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, and this move greniiy reduces that capability. 
This may be n chdlcnge to our national defense in our effort to transition lo new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these recommendations will cer&ainly present challenges to 
recruiting and training in the future. 

1 was also very disappointed in the process by which this decision was made. Unlike the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the commissioners or the staff regarding the 
proposal. I don't understand why there was no discussion when, by the numbers, we 
demonstrated the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion with staff and the visit by staff, 
we felt we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the acdons of the commission, I cannot 
express how disappointed I am with this particular decision and the process that was used 
to reach il. As such, I would greatly appreciate knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furthermore, I must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of this one item. 

David L. Mobson 
Member of Congress 

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE 
6 Watt Nonh Street, Suits 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Springfleld, OH 466014269 

THIS STATIONEPY PRINTED ON PAPEP MADE OF RECYCLED FleERS 

LANCASTEA OFFICE 
212 South Brood Street 

Room 66 
Loncbster. OH 431304389 
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

August 26,2005 

The Honorable James 1-1. Bilbray 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Cornnlissioner Bilbray: 

I m shocked at your response to the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Gimd 
Station recommendation to redistribute the F- 16 aircraft. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DOD's recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, md this move greatly reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our elrori to transition to new weapons 
sy stems. Furthermore, these recommendations will certainly present challenges to 
recruiting md training in the future. 

I was also very disappointed in the process by which this decision was made. Unlike the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the cominissioners or the staff regarding the 
proposal. I don't understand why there was no discussion when, by the numbers, we 
demonsl~ated the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion with staff and the visit by staff, 
we relt we had made a compelling case. 

While I luve previously expressed s~lpport for h e  actions of the commission, I carnot 
express how disappointed I am with this particular decisian and the pracess that was used 
to reach it. As such, I would sreatly appreciate knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furthermore, I must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of this one item. 

David L. I-lobson 
Member of Congress 

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE 
6 West Nonh Srroet. Suhe 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Springfield. OH 456014289 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 South Broad Street 

Ronm 56 
Lancsaer, OH 43130409 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MnOE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

August 26,2005 

The Honorable Philip Coylc 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clnrlc Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Coyle: 

I am shocked at your response to Ihe Springfield-Becliley Municipal Airport Air Guard 
Station recommendation to redistribute the F-16 aircraft. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there arc no savings in DOD's recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, and this move greatly reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our effort to transition to new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these recommendntio~ls will certainly present challenges to 
recruiting and training in the future. 

I was also very disappointed in the process by which tlus decision was maclc. Unlilce the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the co~nmissioners or the staff regarding the 
proposal. I don't understand why there was no discussion when, by the numbers, we 
demonstrated the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion will1 staff and the visit by staff, 
we Tell: we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission, I cannot 
express how disappointed I am with this particular decision and the process that was used 
to reach it. As such, I would geatly appreciate knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furtl~ermore, 1 must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
bccause of this one item. 

f i  Sincerely, 

David L. I-Iobson 
Member of Congress 

SPRINQFIELD OFFICE 
5 West North Street. Suita 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Sprlngfleld, OH 45501-0289 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 South Braad Smer 

Room 55 
Lanca9tar. OH 431304389 

THIS VATIONERY PRIPJTEO ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 
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DAVID L. HOBSON 
7m D I ~ R I O T ,  OHIO 

WASHINGTON ORICE 
2348 Rayburn Houas Offlce build in^ 

Wprrhingron, OC 20516 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The I-Ionorable Samuel K. Skinner 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Strcet, Suite 600 
&lington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Slunner: 

I am shocked at your response to the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard 
Station recommendation to rcdistribute  he F-16 aircraft. I hugh we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, thcre are no savings in DOD's recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, and his move greatly reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our effort to transition to new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these recommendations will certainly present challenges to 
recruiting and training in the future. 

1 was also very disappointed in the process by wl~ich this decision was made. Unlilcc the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the colmnissioners or the s l d r  regarding the 
proposal. I don't understand why there was no discussion w l m ,  by the numbers, we 
demons~rated the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion with staff 'and the visit by staff, 
we felt we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission, I cannot 
express how disappointed I am with this particular decision and the process that w a s  used 
to reach it. As such, I would greatly appreciate knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. F~utl~ennore, I must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of this one item. 

Sincerely, 

David L. llobson 
Member of Congress 

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE 
5 Wen Nonh Street, Suita 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Springfield, OH 46601-0269 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 South Broed Streat 

Room 66 
Lnncastsr. OH 43130-4389 
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August 26,2005 

General Lloyd Newton 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Newton: 

I am shocked at your response to the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air G w d  
Station recommendation to redistribute h e  F-16 aircraft. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DODYs rucommcndation. 
Also. the Air Force will need to train pilots, and this move greatly reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to ow national defense in our effort to transition lo new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these recommendations will certainly present challenges to 
recruiting and Lraining in the future. 

1 was also very disappointed in the prooess by which this decision was made. Unlilte the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the commissioners or the staffregarding the 
proposal. I don't understand why there w a s  no discussion when, by the numbers, we 
deinonsmted the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion with staff and the visit by staff, 
we felt we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission, 1 cannot 
express how disappointed I am with this particular decision and the process that was used 
to reach it. As such, I would greatly apprecia~e knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furthermore, I must seriously consider voting against the cntire package 
because of this one item. 

Sincerely, 

- 
David L. Mobson 
Member oS Conpcss 

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE 
6 Wsst Nonh Street, Suite XY) 

P.O. Box 209 
Springflsld, OH A65014289 

TH!5 STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED RBEAS 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 Sourh Broad Street 

Room 66 
Lencsster, OH 431304389 
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August 26,2005 

General Sue E. Tunm 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
252 1 South Clarlc Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissionm Turner: 

I am shocked at your response to the Springfield-Beclclcy Municipal Airport Air Guard 
Station recommendation to redistribute 111e F-16 aircraft. J though wc made s compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DOD's recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, and  his movc greatly reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our effort lo transi~ion to new weapons 
systems. Funl~ermorc, these recorninendations will certainly prevent challenges to 
recndting and training in the future. 

I was also very disappointcd in the process by which this decision was made. Unlike the 
active Air Forcc, there was no discussion by the cormnissiouers or t l~c  staff regarding the 
proposal. 1 don't understand why there was no discussion when, by the numbers, we 
demonstrated the flaws in the proposal. In OLU discussion wiih staff and the visit by staff, 
we felt we had made a compelling case. 

While 1 have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission. 1 cannot 
express how disappointcd 1 am with this particular decision and the process that was used 
to reach it. As such, 1 would greatly appreciate lcnowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furthermore, I must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of Illis one item. 

Sincerely, 

- 
David L. I-Iobson 
Member of Congress 

SPRlNGflELD OFFICE 
6 Wesf Norlh Street, Suit0 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Sprlngfleld, OH 45601-0269 

TH16 GTATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 South Broad Street 

Room 66 
Lnncbster, OH 431304389 
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August 26,2005 

General James T. Hill 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Corn~nission 
252 1 South Clark Streel, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner I-Iil I: 

I am shocked at your response to lhe Springfield-Beckley M~lnicipal Airport Air Guard 
Station reco~nrnendation to redistribute the F-16 aircraft. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DOD's recommendation. 
Also, the Air Force will need to train pilots, m d  this move greatly reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our effon to transition to new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these recommendations will cerlainly present clullenges to 
recruiting and training in the future. 

I was also very disappointed in the process by which this decision was made. 'Unlike the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the commissioners or the staff regarding the 
proposal. 1 don't understand why there was no discussion when, by thc numbers, we 
demonstrated the flaws in the proposal. In our discussion with staff and the visit by staff, 
wc felt we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission, I cannot 
express how disappointed I a111 with this pariicular decision and the process thal was used 
to reach it. As such, J would greatly appreciate laowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furthennore, I must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of this one item. 

- 
David L. 1-lobson 
Member of Congress 

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE 
6 Wem Nonh Street. Sulre 200 

P.O. Box 269 
Springfield, OH 4S01-0269 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 Sourh Broad Srreet 

Room 66 
Lnncaster, OH 631364389 

THLG STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 
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DAVID L HOBSON 
~ T H  DISTRICT, OHIO 

WASHINQTON OFFICE 
2346 Reyburn House Office Bullding 

Weehington, DC 20515 

FAX NO. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

August 26,2005 

The Honorable James V. Hmsen 
Commissioner, Base Realignment and Closure Commissioil 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner I h s e n :  

I am shocked at your response to the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard 
Station recommendation to redistribute the F-16 aircraft. I though we made a compelling 
case against this proposal. For example, there are no savings in DOD's rccornmendation. 
Also, the Air Forcc will need to train pilots. and this move geally reduces that capability. 
This may be a challenge to our national defense in our effort to transition to new weapons 
systems. Furthermore, these recommcnd~tions will certainly present challenges to 
recruiting and training in the Cuture. 

I was a190 very disappointed in the process by which this decision was madc. Unlike the 
active Air Force, there was no discussion by the commissioners or the staff regarding the 
proposal. I don't ~ m l e r s m d  why there was no discussion when, by thc numbers, we 
demonstraled the flaws in Ulc proposal. In our disciission with staff and the visit by staff, 
we felt we had made a compelling case. 

While I have previously expressed support for the actions of the commission, I cannot 
express how disappointed I am with this particular decision and the process that was used 
to reach it. As such, I would greatly appreciate knowing how you arrived at your 
decision. Furtl~crmore, J must seriously consider voting against the entire package 
because of this one item. 

David L. I-lob so^^ 
Member or  Congress 

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE 
6 West North Slreer. Suito 200 

P.O. Bcx 269 
Springfield, OH 46601-0289 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 South Broad Street 

Room 65 
Lencaeter, OH 431304389 

THIS STATIONERY PAINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 
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