
BRAC Commission 

General James T. Hill USA (Ret) 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear General Hill, 

In my opinion, there should not be a BRAC at this time when the military is  stressed because of 
the situation in the middle east. I think that it i s  imprudent to accomplish wholesale 
reorganization of the military when we are in the middle of a war. I do not believe that acting 
on the BRAC list accomplishes what the military needs at this point in time. I do not agree with 
the Secretary of Defense that we should send our sons and daughters in harms way with what 
they have in lieu of what they want. I believe that they should be provided with what they need. 
I do not believe that a soldier or marine should have to scrounge for material in an Iraqi junk 
yard to try to make his vehicle safer. I do not believe a sailor or airman should have to be 
concerned whether the maintenance on his ship or airplane was accomplished by a reliable 
organization. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of Defense looks beyond the bridge of his nose when 
considering the welfare of common military people and their officers. The weapons of mass 
destruction were products of his imagination in lieu of his vision. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of Defense was anything but nearsighted when he established manpower 
requirements for the occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
Defense would recognize a priority if he tripped over one. 

The BRAC list is intended to be based on the future needs of the military for the type of 
operations that are envisioned. The past performance of the Secretary of Defense in envisioning 
anything, indicates that this BRAC function will not improve the operations that are ongoing and 
will unlikely support those of the future. I do not know what his agenda is  and I don't care. I do 
not have confidence that the Secretary of Defense is sensitive to the needs of the military or 
inclined to assess their situations or resolve their problems. I would be relieved to see the BRAC list 
discarded. 

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you and your colleagues will consider the fate of not 
only the individual military installations, but the disposition of the entire BRAC list. 

Respectfully ,- 

kugene  W. Richard 
36 Murray Drive 
Rochester, NH 03868-7097 
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BRAC Commission 
Admiral Harold W. Gehman Jr.,USN (Ret) 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

JUL 2 6 i~ lU3 

Received 

Dear Admiral Gehman. 

In my opinion, there should not be a BRAC at this time when the military is  stressed because of 
the situation in the middle east. I think that it is imprudent to accomplish wholesale 
reorganization of the military when we are in the middle of a war. I do not believe that acting 
on the BRAC list accomplishes what the military needs at this point in time. I do not agree with 
the Secretary of Defense that we should send our sons and daughters in harms way with what 
they have in lieu of what they want. I believe that they should be provided with what they need. 
I do not believe that a soldier or marine should have to scrounge for material in an Iraqi junk 
yard to try to make his vehicle safer. I do not believe a sailor or airman should have to be 
concerned whether the maintenance on his ship or airplane was accomplished by a reliable 
organization. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of Defense looks beyond the bridge of his nose when 
considering the welfare of common military people and their officers. The weapons of mass 
destruction were products of his imagination in lieu of his vision. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of Defense was anything but nearsighted when he established manpower 
requirements for the occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
Defense would recognize a priority if he tripped over one. 

The BRAC list is intended to be based on the future needs of the military for the type of 
operations that are envisioned. The past performance of the Secretary of Defense in envisioning 
anything, indicates that this BRAC function will not improve the operations that are ongoing and 
will unlikely support those of the future. I do not know what his agenda is and I don't care. I do 
not have confidence that the Secretary of Defense is sensitive to the needs of the military or 
inclined to assess their situations or resolve their problems. I would be relieved to see the BRAC list 
discarded. 

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you and your colleagues will consider the fate of not 
only the individual military installations, but the disposition of the entire BRAC list. 

Respectfully 

dgene  W. Richard 
36 Murray Drive 
Rochester, NH 03868-7097 



General Lloyd W. Newton, USAF (Ret) BRAC commission 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 ju!,,. 2 8 &Ig5 

Dear General Newton, 
Received 

In my opinion, there should not be a BRAC at this time when the military is  stressed because of 
the situation in the middle east. I think that it i s  imprudent to accomplish wholesale 
reorganization of the military when we are in the middle of a war. I do not believe that acting 
on the BRAC list accomplishes what the military needs at this point in time. I do not agree with 
the Secretary of Defense that we should send our sons and daughters in harms way with what 
they have in lieu of what they want. I believe that they should be provided with what they need. 
I do not believe that a soldier or marine should have to scrounge for material in an Iraqi junk 
yard to try to make his vehicle safer. I do not believe a sailor or airman should have to b e  
concerned whether the maintenance on his ship or airplane was accomplished by a reliable 
organization. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of Defense looks beyond the bridge of his nose when 
considering the welfare of common military people and their officers. The weapons of mass 
destruction were products of his imagination in lieu of his vision. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of Defense was anything but nearsighted when he established manpower 
requirements for the occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
Defense would recognize a priority if he tripped over one. 

The BRAC list i s  intended to be based on the future needs of the military for the type of 
operations that are envisioned. The past performance of the Secretary of Defense in envisioning 
anything, indicates that this BRAC function will not improve the operations that are ongoing and 
will unlikely support those of the future. I do not know what his agenda is and I don't care. I do 
not have confidence that the Secretary of Defense is sensitive to the needs of the military or 
inclined to assess their situations or resolve their problems. I would be relieved to see the BRAC list 
discarded. 

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you and your colleagues will consider the fate of not 
only the individual military installations, but the disposition of the entire BRAC list. 

~ u d e n e  W.  Richard 
1 

36 Murray Drive 
Rochester, NH 03868-7097 



BRAC Commission 

The Honorable James V. Hansen 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
252 1 South Clark Street. Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Dear Commissioner Hansen, 

In my opinion, there should not be a BRAC at this time when the military is  stressed because of 
the situation in the middle east. I think that it i s  imprudent to accomplish wholesale 
reorganization of the military when we are in the middle of a war. I do not believe that acting 
on the BRAC list accomplishes what the military needs at this point in time. I do not agree with 
the Secretary of Defense that we should send our sons and daughters in harms way with what 
they have in lieu of what they want. I believe that they should be provided with what they need. 
I do not believe that a soldier or marine should have to scrounge for material in an Iraqi junk 
yard to try to make his vehicle safer. I do not believe a sailor or airman should have to be 
concerned whether the maintenance on his ship or airplane was accomplished by a reliable 
organization. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of Defense looks beyond the bridge of his nose when 
considering the welfare of common military people and their officers. The weapons of mass 
destruction were products of his imagination in lieu of his vision. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of Defense was anything but nearsighted when he established manpower 
requirements for the occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
Defense would recognize a priority if he tripped over one. 

The BRAC list is intended to be based on the future needs of the military for the type of 
operations that are envisioned. The past performance of the Secretary of Defense in envisioning 
anything, indicates that this BRAC function will not improve the operations that are ongoing and 
will unlikely support those of the future. I do not know what his agenda is and I don't care. I do 
not have confidence that the Secretary of Defense is  sensitive to the needs of the military or 
inclined to assess their situations or resolve their problems. I would be relieved to see the BRAC list 
discarded. 

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you and your colleagues will consider the fate of not 
only the individual military installations, but the disposition of the entire BRAC list. 

Respectfully ,--- 

~ A ~ e n e  W.  Richard / 

36 Murray Drive 
Rochester, NH 03868-7097 



BRAC Commission 

Brigadier General Sue E. Turner, USAF (Ret) 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, V A  22202 

2 f ,  'elill 

Received 

Dear General Turner, 

In my opinion, there should not be a BRAC at this time when the military is  stressed because of 
the situation in the middle east. I think that it i s  imprudent to accomplish wholesale 
reorganization of the military when we are in the middle of a war. I do not believe that acting 
on the BRAC list accomplishes what the military needs at this point in time. I do not agree with 
the Secretary of Defense that we should send our sons and daughters in harms way with what 
they have in lieu of what they want. I believe that they should be provided with what they need. 
I do not believe that a soldier or marine should have to scrounge for material in an Iraqi junk 
yard to try to make his vehicle safer. I do not believe a sailor or airman should have to be 
concerned whether the maintenance on his ship or airplane was accomplished by a reliable 
organization. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of Defense looks beyond the bridge of his nose when 
considering the welfare of common military people and their officers. The weapons of mass 
destruction were products of his imagination in lieu of his vision. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of Defense was anything but nearsighted when he established manpower 
requirements for the occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
Defense would recognize a priority if he tripped over one. 

The BRAC list is intended to be based on the future needs of the military for the type of 
operations that are envisioned. The past performance of the Secretary of Defense in envisioning 
anything, indicates that this BRAC function will not Improve the operations that are ongoing and 
will unlikely support those of the future. I do not know what his agenda is  and I don't care. I do 
not have confidence that the Secretary of Defense is  sensitive to the needs of the military or 
inclined to assess their situations or resolve their problems. 1 would be relieved to see the BRAC list 
discarded. 

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you and your colleagues will consider the fate of not 
only the individual military installations, but the disposition of the entire BRAC list. 

Respectfully - 
~ 6 ~ e n e  W. Richard 

I 

36 Murray Drive 
Rochester, NH 03868-7097 









-he Honorable Philio Coyle 
Iefense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
2521 South Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

JUL 2 7  2005 

Dear Commissioner Coyle, 

In my opinion, there should not be a BRAC at this time when the military is stressed because of 
the situation in the middle east. I think that it is Imprudent to accomplish wholesale 
reorganization of the military when we are in the middle of a war. I do  not believe that acting 
on the BRAC list accomplishes what the military needs at this point in time. I do not agree with 
the Secretary of Defense that we should send our sons and daughters in harms way with what 
they have in lieu of what they want. I believe that they should be provided with what they need. 
I do not believe that a soldier or marine should have to scrounge for material in an Iraqi junk 
yard to try to make his vehicle safer. I do not believe a sailor or airman should have to be 
concerned whether the maintenance on his ship or airplane was accomplished by a reliable 
organization. 

I do not believe that the Secretary of Defense looks beyond the bridge of his nose when 
considering the welfare of common military people and their officers. The weapons of mass 
destruction were products of his imagination in lieu of his vision. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of Defense was anything but nearsighted when he established manpower 
requirements for the occupation of Iraq and Afghanistan. I do not believe that the Secretary of 
Defense would recognize a priority if he tripped over one. 

The BRAC list i s  intended to be based on the future needs of the military for the type of 
operations that are envisioned. The past performance of the Secretary of Defense in envisioning 
anything, indicates that this BRAC function will not improve the operations that are ongoing and 
will unlikely support those of the future. I do not know what his agenda is and I don't care. I do 
not have confidence that the Secretary of Defense is sensitive to the needs of the military or 
inclined to assess their situations or resolve their problems. I would be relieved to see the BRAC list 
discarded. 

Thank you for reading this. I hope that you and your colleagues will consider the fate of not 
only the individual military installations, but the disposition of the entire BRAC list. 

Respectfully 
i 3 

h g e n e  W. Richard 1 
36 Murray Drive 
Rochester, NH 03868-7097 
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Con61nu.d From Pane 6 arsenals and depots of the Army do 

Excess Military 
Capacity Necessary 
for Future Conflicts 

I recently responded to an article 
in the Defense News that indicated 
that the BRACshould not listen to 
local people who have &onontic 
consideration for their local economy, 
and that it was a good thing to close 
the "old depots" of the Anny. He 
believed that we could rely on private 
industry for our needs. 

Having been a contracting officer 
with substantial experience, I must 
respectfully disagree with the 
article. Our government has made a 
needed investment in the arsenals, 
amunition plants, and depots 
primarily for quick response and 
mobilization. Some of the fadities . - 
were sized to meet the demands of 
past wars that have happened. This 
capacity is always considered excess 
in times of peace, but is always 
needed when we are threatened in 
war or national emergencies. 
Some politicians and their 

supportem have tried to eliminate 
this mobilization capability, gambling 
that the private sector could respond 
to emergencies by their switching 
from consumer production to war- 
material production. A review of the 

- production buildup for World War 
I1 and even Korea will demonstrate 
the foU in this thought prcxess. For 
examp i e, in May 1952,23 months after 
North Korea invaded South Korea, 
the chief of staff of the Army notified 
Congress that the Anny was rationing 
arn.niunition in Korea. m y ?  Because- 
production had not reached the levels 
necessary to replace consumption. 
and almost the entire World War 
II inventory of certain types of 
ammunition had been depleted. 
During the Vietnam War, many 

things were modified in the field 
to better suit the actual need, and 
the design sent back to the arsenals 
to quicWy make drawings and an 
adequate inventory. Thank God for 
the arsenals and their responsiveness 
to field demands and quick turn- 
around time, for this saved many lives 
of troops in combat. 
The private sector will not out of 

patriotism build a production base 
with contingency capacity unless 
they are paid to keep that production 
base idle and available. Contractors 
will remain in the base only as long 
as they are provided sustaining 

'" contracts. Currently, when that is 
done on a minimum-sustaining rate, 

? it inflates the cost of the products 
~roduced. CEOs must have a return 

that under a law called the Arsenal 
Act. 

During the Clinton Administration 
there was extensive consolidation to 
quickIy realize the peace dividend. 
Later, at a 2004 House Armed Service 
Committee's panel overseeing 
land forces, Richard Palaschak 
of the Munitions Induebial Base 
Task Force told Congress that the 
defense consolidation throughout 
the 1990s greatly diminished the US. 
industrial base capable of producing 
ammunition required by the military. 
Currently there is not enough capacit 
among American companies to meet 
the demand. U.S. companies would 
need financial incentives to make 
the investments in facilities and 
equipment to meet the military's 
needs, he told the committee. This is 
true not onlv of ammunition but of 
many itemsrneeded by our military ' 
for a conventional war. 
The reduction and elimination of 

our arsenals, depots, and'ammunitiot 
pIants is false economy, as doing so 
will ultimately threaten our defense 
and survival as a republic I believe 
it only leaves us at a point where we 
have to elevate to a nuclear response 
or concede defeat. Both of those 
extremes are unacceptable, as they 
provide no adequate response to 
the types of threats we face today. 
Ae a pahiot of the republic, I urge 
people to contact their congressmen 
and senators and ask them: Why 
have we destroyed our ability to 
conventionally defend the United 
States in a major cunflid? 

George T. Nickalas 
Davenport 

My Verona Show 
Takes Welcome 
Risks 

I am not a big theatre guy (I hate 
most musicals and stuff) but I though 
this new show, Dingo Bwgalm 2: Tam 
R m g e ,  from My Verona was terrific 
Fresh and innovative, it was one of th 
coolest Live shows in the area. And ... 
the conservative QG may not be reac 
for it. But maybe that is the best thing 

These two guys 1. Sean 'Leary 
and Tristan Trapscott - have a 
hilarious show. The scripts are funny 
- and sometimes smart - and the 
performances were hysterical. From 
the goofy hick Cooter to a television 
evangelst (who is the dude who is 01 
those Rock Island casino commerci J 
to Oprah to Joey Grew to Santa ... it's 
all good stuff. 

Yeah, it pushes the envelope, but tl 
.* ' * . :* * # -  < -  1 ---.. 9 
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article. Our government has made a 
needed investment in the arsenals, 
ammunition plants, and depots 
primarily for quick response and 
mobilization. Some of the facilities 
were sized to meet the demands of 
past wars that have happened. This 
capacity is always considered excess 
in times of peace, but is always 
needed when we are threatened in 
war or national emergencies. 

Some politicians and theu 
supporters have tried to eliminate 
this mobilization capability, gambling 
that the private sector could respond 
to emergencies by their switching 
horn consumer production to war- 
material production A review of the 
production buildup for World War 
11 and even Korea will demonstrate 
the foll in this thought process. For 
examp r e, in May 195223 months after 
North Korea invaded South Korea, 
the chief of staff of the A r m y  notified 
Congress that the Arm was rationing 
ammunition m Korea. b y? Because 
production had not reached the levels 
necessary to replace consumption, 
and almost the entire World War 
II inventory of certain types of 
ammunition had been depleted. 

During the Vietnam War, many 
things were modified in the Beld 
to better suit the actual need, and 
the design sent back to the arsenals 
to quickly make drawings and an 
adequate inventory. Thank God for 
the arsenals and their responsiveness 
to field demands and quick tum- 
around time, for this saved many lives 
of troops in combat. 

The private sector will not out of 
patriotism build a production base 
with contingency capacity unless 
they are paid to keep that production 
base idle and available. Contractors 
mll remain in the base only as long 
as they are provided sustaining 
contracts. Currently, when that is 
done on a minimum-sustaining rate, 
it inflates the cost of the products 
produced. CEOs must have a return 
on investment as they answer to 
shareholders and not to the public. 

The arsenals, Army ammunition 
plants, and depots have standby 
capability that is needed in 
emermncies. We have seen this 
valucduring the current "war on 

% terror," and in previous wars and 
emergencies. They have trained 

$ people who can begin work 
immediately without the need of 1 contracts and tim-g 
negotiations of cost and prices. The 

u1c U U I L U ,  L U .  "d. ~Y.*.r-..-r . . --- 
need financial incentives to make 
the investments in facilities and 
equipment to meet the military's 
needs, he told the committee. This is 
true not only of ammunition but of 
many items needed by our military 
for a conventional war. 

The reduction and elimination of 
our arsenals, depots, and-ammunition 
p l d  is false economy, as doing so 
will ultimately threaten our defense 
and survival as a republic. I believe 
it only leaves us at a point where we 
have to elevate to a nuclear response 
or concede defeat. Both of those 
extremes are unacceptable, as they 
provide no adequate response to 
the types of threats we face today. 
As a patriot of the republic, I urge 
people to contact their congressmen 
and senators and ask t h m  W h y  
have we destroyed our ability to 
conventionallv defend the United 
states a major conflict? 

George T. Nickolas 
Davenport 

My Verona Show 
Takes Welcome 
Risks 

I am not a big theatre guy (I hate 
most musicals and stuff) but I thought 
this new show, Dingo Boogaloo 2: Taw's 
Rmenge, from My Verona was t&. 
Fresh and innovative, it was one of the 
coolest Live shows in the area. And ... 
the conservative QCs may not be ready 
for it. But maybe that is the best thing! 
These two guys - Sean Leary 

and Tristan TrapScott - have a 
hilarious show. The scripts are funny 
- and sometimes smart - and the 
performances were hysterical. Fmm 
the goofy hick Cooter to a television 
evangelist (who is the dude who is on 
those Rock Island casino commercials) 
to Oprah to Joey Greco to Santa ... it's 
a l l  good stuff. 

Yeah, it pushes the envelope, but that 
is the nea<thing about it YO; know? 
You don't see stuff like that very often. 
Like director Robert Rodriguez, these 
guys seem to thrive on doing things 
that theatrical traditions say they can't. 
It's a bold vision ... and one hell of a 
risk for this area. 

I would recommend checking it 
out ... but don't bring the kids! It's , 
definitely not a kids' show. 

Shaine Thomas 
Bettendorf 



ANTHONY WAYNE STATUE Sculpted by Henry K Bush; 
Brown, thestatue was unveiled in 1908 It stands on the hillsidk 
where General Wayne's Pennsylvania troops camped duridp 
the 1777-1778 winter encampment of the Gntmental army A- (Photo by Ken Block) 4 






