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National News Articles 
 
BRAC Calls Closure Round Premature  
National Journal 
Megan Scully 
September 9, 2005 
 
The Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
concluded in its report to President Bush that the 
current effort to shrink the nation's military 
infrastructure should not have started until after 
the Pentagon had completed its sweeping review 
of defense strategy, plans and forces early next 
year, according to a draft reviewed by 
CongressDaily. 
 
The independent panel also wrote that the base-
closure process has "repeatedly proven its 
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worth" since it began in 1988, but recommended 
holding off on another round of closures until 
2015, giving lawmakers and communities a 
decade before launching into the long and 
sometimes painful ordeal. 
 
The commission's criticism of the timing of the 
base-closure round echoed concerns voiced 
repeatedly by opponents of the current base 
closure round during a frenzied summer spent 
assessing the need for military and civilian 
defense facilities. 
 
By completing base-closures before the 
Pentagon concludes its Quadrennial Defense 
Review, which is due to Congress in February, 
the commission concurred with BRAC 
opponents, saying it was forced to make 
assumptions about the military's needs for the 
future. By law, the QDR requires the Defense 
Department to undertake a sweeping review of 
military strategy, missions and capabilities. 
 
"The commission finds illogical the seemingly 
inverse order that the department followed in 
arriving at its list of facilities for closure and 
realignment," the report said. 
 
The nine-member panel chose the 2015 date for 
the next round to coincide with the conclusion of 
the 2013 quadrennial review. After 2015, 
commissioners recommend conducting a base-
closure round in eight-year intervals that would 
follow the completion of the four-year review. 
The current round was authorized by Congress 
in legislation signed into law in December 2001. 
 
The commission sent its final report to the White 
House late Thursday after New Jersey lost an 
emergency appeal to the Supreme Court 
involving the Fort Monmouth Army base. New 
Jersey lawmakers had sought an injunction that 
would have prevented delivery of the list to the 
White House. 
 
A spokesman for the commission said the panel 
plans to hand deliver copies of the report to 
Congress this morning, and then post a copy on 
its public Web site later today, pending the 
Supreme Court's decision. 
 

The president must decide by Sept. 23 whether 
to accept all of the commission's base closure 
recommendations or send it back to the 
commission for revisions. If he accepts the 
recommendations, Congress would have 45 days 
to vote its disapproval, or the commission's list 
of changes becomes law. 
 
The bound, 337-page draft report reviewed by 
CongressDaily appeared to be a final version but 
without portions addressing issues now in 
litigation. Several pages contain criticism of the 
Pentagon's approach to this base-closure round, 
including the commission's complaint that there 
was a "lack of sufficient interagency 
cooperation" between the Defense, Veterans 
Affairs and Homeland Security Departments. 
 
In particular, the commission criticized 
Homeland Security officials, who turned down 
at least one request to testify before the panel. 
"Neither the commission nor [the Defense 
Department] was well served by the lack of 
Department of Homeland Security input," the 
report said. 
 
The commission also chided the Air Force for 
failing to consult with governors and state 
adjutants general on major changes proposed for 
the Air National Guard. For future rounds, the 
commission recommended gathering "early and 
constructive" input from states on decisions 
affecting the National Guard. 
 
Further, the report said the Pentagon failed to 
complete a 20-year threat assessment that was 
required under base-closure law. A formal 
request for the assessment in July from the 
commission to the department "confirmed" that 
officials had not conducted the mandatory 
review, the report said. 
 
Commissioners also highlighted the Pentagon's 
delay in sending information pertaining to base-
closure recommendations to both the 
commission and Congress, an early sticking 
point for lawmakers intent on stalling the base-
closure round. The Pentagon responded that it 
had to scrub the documents for classified data. 
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The entire process "could have been expedited 
had the department anticipated the potential 
security risks presented by the ... data and 
planned ahead to prevent problems with its 
release," according to the report. 
 
In future rounds, commissioners urged the 
Pentagon to consider input from combatant 
commanders early on in their two-year review of 
military installations. In the current round, 
combatant commanders were not consulted until 
October 2004, just eight months before Defense 
Secretary Rumsfeld completed his 
recommendations and sent them to the 
commission and Congress, the report said. 
 
Commissioners also recommended giving more 
weight to input from so-called joint and cross-
service groups to help further the department's 
move to a more unified fighting force. 
 
As part of a long appendix to the report, the 
commissioners offered new base-closure 
legislation that would make substantial changes 
to the base-closing process, including giving a 
future commission an additional three months to 
complete its work. 
 
 
BRAC Plan For Utah Chem Weapons 
Incinerator Draws Activists’ Criticism 
Inside the Pentagon  
Suzanne Yohannan  
September 8, 2005  
 
Environmentalists are criticizing a decision by 
the Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
to order a study of the practicality of eventually 
converting a chemical weapons incinerator in 
Utah into a conventional munitions incineration 
facility, rather than simply closing the plant 
down in the 2005 round of base closures as the 
Defense Department had recommended. 
 
The BRAC Commission voted Aug. 24 to close 
only the Deseret Chemical Depot, Tooele, UT, if 
the study shows that converting the Tooele 
Chemical Agent Disposal Facility located on the 
depot is not feasible. 
 

The commission’s vote follows lobbying by 
Utah’s Republican lawmakers to extend the 
mission of the plant, according to a letter the 
lawmakers sent to the commission last July. 
 
The commission also voted Aug. 24 to delay the 
closure of the Umatilla Chemical Depot in 
Oregon and the Newport Chemical Depot in 
Indiana until completion of the chemical 
munitions destruction campaign, rather than by a 
prescribed date, as DOD had advised. 
Environmentalists are praising those decisions, 
saying it will ensure that DOD completes 
destruction required by the Chemical Weapons 
Convention. 
 
The commission’s decision on chemical 
weapons facilities comes after commissioners 
had considered retaining the three depots due to 
concerns over the Army’s ability to complete its 
chemical weapons destruction campaign by 
2011 -- the date by which BRAC bases must 
complete closure. 
 
In a wide-ranging Aug. 16 paper to the 
commission, DOD maintained the position that 
it expects to complete chemical demilitarization 
at these three plants by 2011, and noted that the 
20-year value of closing these facilities within 
DOD’s suggested timetable would produce a 
savings of $1.5 billion. 
 
But one source with the environmental group 
Global Green USA says that with funding 
cutbacks and cost overruns in the chemical 
demilitarization program, it is inevitable that 
these plants will run right up against the 2012 
extended deadline for destroying stockpiled 
chemical munitions under the Chemical 
Weapons Convention. 
 
It is much more practical to delay closure until 
the Army completes its destruction campaign, 
according to the source. 
 
A spokeswoman for the Army’s Chemical 
Materials Agency (CMA) defends the military 
timetable for destroying weapons at these sites 
by 2012, noting while it will be challenging, 
particularly at Umatilla, the deadline is doable. 
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However, environmentalists are questioning the 
wisdom of converting the Deseret depot into a 
site for demilitarizing conventional weapons. 
The incineration facility’s age and the Army’s 
ability to thoroughly clean the facility of 
chemical agent are in question, according to a 
spokesman for the citizens’ coalition Chemical 
Weapons Working Group (CWWG). 
 
This source questions how the Army would be 
able to certify the facility is free of chemical 
agents, thereby allowing conventional weapons 
processing to take place. Conventional weapons 
processing does not require the same level of 
worker protection measures as chemical agent 
processing, according to the source. Further, the 
plant was only designed to operate for up to 
seven years, but has now operated for nine 
years, the source notes. 
 
“The thought of doing closed burn of 
conventional weapons is a step in the right 
direction,” as compared to the Army’s past use 
of open burn/open detonation, says the Global 
Green source. But this source says converting a 
facility that now destroys weapons of mass 
destruction into a conventional facility could be 
“impractical, highly costly and potentially 
dangerous.” 
 
The CMA spokeswoman adds that chemical 
demilitarization facilities are “almost 
overdesigned” in terms of safety. As a result, 
they are expensive to operate and maintain. 
 
Finally, such a conversion would breach 
promises made by the Army, Pentagon and 
Congress several years ago to communities 
surrounding chemical demilitarization facilities 
that the plants would not be used for other 
purposes, the CWWG source says. 
 
However, Utah Reps. Bob Bishop (R) and Chris 
Cannon (R) and Sens. Orrin Hatch (R) and 
Robert Bennett (R) urged the BRAC 
Commission in a July 26 letter to consider the 
conversion idea as a smart investment, both 
financially and environmentally. 
 
The facility cost $1 billion, they note. “This 
large investment should not be abandoned,” they 

write. “It would be a more responsible use of 
taxpayer funds, as well as more environmentally 
friendly, to consider converting the chemical 
destruction plant to a conventional munitions 
disposal operation rather than completely 
dismantling and tearing down this facility.”  
 
While Congress originally barred use of the 
chemical demilitarization facilities for other 
purposes, in 1999 it loosened that restriction, 
requiring the Army secretary and governor of 
the state to approve destruction or any further 
use of the facility. In addition, such a conversion 
would require a change in law and congressional 
appropriations, the lawmakers write. 
 
The lawmakers urged the commission to 
reconsider the results of a study requested by 
Congress in 1991, which questioned the 
economics of conversion. “We believe that the 
report’s economic arguments should be re-
evaluated and balanced in light of the ever-
growing stockpile of obsolete conventional 
munitions, and greatly increased environmental 
restrictions against most forms of existing 
conventional disposal methods during the 
intervening years since that report was 
completed,” the letter states. 
 
DOD in its BRAC evaluations estimated the cost 
to complete cleanup of the Deseret depot at 
$66.9 million. 
 
The BRAC commission has until Sept. 8 to 
submit its final recommendations on the 2005 
BRAC round to the president.  
 
 
Military base closing decisions now in 
Bush's hands 
The Associated Press 
Liz Sidoti 
September 9, 2005 
 
President Bush now must decide whether to 
accept a commission's proposal to close or 
reorganize some U.S. military bases, reject the 
plan altogether or send it back for more work. 
 
The nine-member Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission forwarded its final 
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report to the president late Thursday after 
signing off on roughly 86 percent of what the 
Pentagon had recommended as it sought to save 
money by getting rid of extra space in the 
domestic military network. 
 
That's on par with previous years, when 
commissions changed only about 15 percent of 
what the Pentagon proposed. 
 
The report arrived at the White House only after 
the commission, in response to a federal judge's 
ruling, withdrew a recommendation that called 
for moving the 103rd Fighter Wing's jets from 
Connecticut's Bradley Air National Guard base 
to Massachusetts.  
 
Connecticut was among a number of states that 
had gone to court seeking to stop the 
commission's plan. 
 
More than 800 Army, Navy and Air Force 
facilities across the country will grow, shrink or 
close under the commission-amended proposal. 
 
In May, the Pentagon had recommended closing 
33 major bases. The panel approved 21 of those 
closures, but proposed scaling back forces at 
seven of those bases rather than shutting the 
doors entirely. In the most high-profile 
decisions, the panel decided to keep open five 
major bases the Pentagon wanted to scrap. 
 
Copies of the report were being delivered Friday 
morning to Congress and the Defense 
Department. 
 
Last month, the president, invoking the 
commission's nickname, told reporters: "in order 
for the process to be nonpolitical, it's very 
important to make it clear that the decision of 
BRAC will stand, as far as I am concerned." 
 
But Bush still could reject the report altogether 
or send it back to the commission for more 
changes, although either of those options would 
open him up to criticism when his poll numbers 
are low and his administration is taking heat for 
its response to Hurricane Katrina. 
 

Last week, Defense Secretary Donald H. 
Rumsfeld expressed reservations about the 
panel's decisions to keep several major bases 
open and said he was uncertain whether he 
would recommend that the president accept the 
proposed closures as modified by the 
commission. 
 
After Congress receives the report from the 
president, lawmakers then will have 45 days to 
block it. The report will become law if the 
House and the Senate fail to pass a joint 
resolution objecting to it. That has never 
occurred in previous base-closing rounds. 
 
On a day filled with a flurry of legal maneuvers 
by states hoping to save their bases targeted for 
closure, federal judges in Tennessee and 
Connecticut had blocked the panel from 
relocating units at local Air National Guard 
bases. 
 
In the Tennessee case, U.S. District Judge 
Robert Echols temporarily barred the 
commission from recommending relocation of 
the Nashville-based 118th Airlift Wing. A 
federal appeals court overturned his ruling. 
 
But the Connecticut injunction stood. U.S. 
District Judge Alfred V. Covello found that the 
governor would suffer significant hardship if the 
state's lawsuit over the Bradley Air National 
Guard Base wasn't considered immediately. 
 
Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg 
rejected the Bush administration's request for 
intervention in the Connecticut case. The 
administration contends the panel's 
recommendations are not reviewable by courts. 
 
Ginsburg, a Clinton appointee who handles 
appeals from the 2nd U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals, said a federal appeals court in New 
York was dealing with the Connecticut case and 
"this court should not short-circuit the normal 
review process absent a showing of irreparable 
harm stronger than that presented here." 
 
That prompted the commission to strike the 
section covering the Bradley Air National Guard 
base in Connecticut just hours before sending 
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the report to the president. The commission said 
it would restore the recommendation if the 
Connecticut court's injunction "is later vacated, 
reversed, stayed or otherwise withdrawn." 
 
 
Base Closing Panel Submits 
Recommendations 
The Associated Press 
Gina Holland 
September 9, 2005 
 
The base closing commission submitted its 
recommendations to the White House on 
Thursday night after withdrawing proposed 
changes at an Air National Guard base in 
Connecticut. 
 
What was to have been a routine paperwork 
delivery of those proposals to President Bush 
was threatened by a cross-country legal fight. 
 
Judges in Connecticut and Tennessee blocked 
the panel from recommending changes at local 
Air National Guard bases. The Tennessee 
decision was overruled by an appeals court 
Thursday afternoon, but the Connecticut 
injunction stood.  
 
Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg 
rejected the Bush administration's request for 
intervention in the Connecticut case. 
 
The Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission, which was bound by law to send 
its report to the president by Thursday, withdrew 
the portion of the report recommending the 
realignment of Connecticut's 103rd Fighter 
Wing. The plan would have moved jets from 
Connecticut's Bradley Air National Guard base 
to Massachusetts. 
 
The commission said it would restore the 
recommendation if the Connecticut court's 
injunction "is later vacated, reversed, stayed or 
otherwise withdrawn." 
 
Separately, Illinois, Missouri and New Jersey 
lost emergency Supreme Court appeals intended 
to stop the commission from sending the report 
to the president. Facilities in those states are 

among hundreds targeted by the base-closing 
panel for closure or consolidation in the first 
round of base closings in a decade. 
 
Solicitor General Paul Clement, the 
administration's Supreme Court attorney, said 
the court should safeguard the work of the 
president and a commission that has spent five 
months on a plan to restructure domestic 
military bases to save billions of dollars. 
 
The president has told reporters he would 
probably pass the commission's final report on 
to Congress without changes, but he still could 
reject it altogether or send it back to the 
commission for more changes. Copies of the 
report will be delivered Friday morning to 
Congress and the Defense Department. After 
Congress receives the report from the president, 
lawmakers will then have 45 days to block it, 
although they have never rejected reports in 
previous base-closing rounds. 
 
Ginsburg, a Clinton appointee, said a federal 
appeals court in New York was dealing with the 
Connecticut case and "this court should not 
short-circuit the normal review process absent a 
showing of irreparable harm stronger than that 
presented here." Ginsburg handles appeals from 
the 2nd U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals. 
 
The Supreme Court dealt with a flurry of 
paperwork Thursday, a day after the funeral for 
Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist. Lawyers 
representing Sen. Jon Corzine, D-N.J., and other 
New Jersey officials said they wanted a reprieve 
to appeal the decision to close Fort Monmouth. 
 
Missouri Attorney General Jay Nixon asked the 
high court to protect an Air National Guard unit 
in St. Louis, and Illinois Gov. Rod Blagojevich 
challenged plans to move National Guard fighter 
jets. 
 
Clement had argued for the government that a 
Connecticut judge was out of line Wednesday in 
barring the commission from recommending 
changes at an Air National Guard base in that 
state. 
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In decisions made last month, the base closure 
panel largely endorsed Defense Secretary 
Donald H. Rumsfeld's vision but chose to keep 
open several major bases against Pentagon 
wishes and crafted its own restructuring of Air 
National Guard forces. 
 
Overall, the panel said in a statement late 
Thursday that it had approved about 86 percent 
of what the Pentagon had recommended. That's 
on par with previous years, when commissions 
changed only about 15 percent of what the 
Pentagon proposed. 
 
In other base closing lawsuits, a Massachusetts 
judge on Thursday rejected the state's efforts to 
protect the Otis Air National Guard Base. Like 
several other states, Massachusetts argued that 
changes to their National Guard units or bases 
must be approved by governors. Washington 
state also has filed a lawsuit. 
 
The Bush administration contends the panel's 
recommendations are not reviewable by courts. 
 
But in Connecticut, U.S. District Judge Alfred 
V. Covello said the governor would suffer 
significant hardship if the state's lawsuit over the 
Bradley Air National Guard Base wasn't 
considered immediately. In Tennessee, U.S. 
District Judge Robert Echols temporarily barred 
the commission from recommending relocation 
of the Nashville-based 118th Airlift Wing. A 
federal appeals court overturned his injunction. 
 
 
States' Fight for Bases Stays Alive;  
The Supreme Court refuses a Bush request to 
end governors' legal challenges to the 
administration's streamlining plan. 
Los Angeles Times 
John Hendren 
September 9, 2005 
 
The Bush administration's plan for streamlining 
military bases nationwide faced a potential delay 
after the Supreme Court declined Thursday to 
end a state-federal power struggle, rejecting an 
emergency administration request to rebuff a 
spate of legal challenges by governors trying to 
preserve prized local installations. 

 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission had been due to issue its report to 
President Bush detailing its recommendations 
for closing and reorganizing the nation's military 
bases, the first such overhaul in 10 years. 
 
But federal judges in Connecticut and Tennessee 
issued rulings this week in lawsuits filed by state 
officials blocking the base panel from giving 
Bush a full report. 
 
In response, U.S. Solicitor General Paul D. 
Clement urgently asked the Supreme Court to 
reject the claims by the governors, who argued 
that the Pentagon did not have the power to shut 
down or "realign" Air National Guard bases in 
their states.  
 
However, Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg denied 
the administration's appeal for the high court's 
intervention, saying a federal court in New York 
also was handling a request to block federal 
base-closing action. Ginsburg said the 
administration could refile its request after the 
New York court acts, or if it fails to act 
promptly. 
 
"This court should not short-circuit the normal 
review process absent a showing of irreparable 
harm stronger than that presented here," 
Ginsburg wrote. 
 
As a result, the base closing commission 
submitted a report to Bush, but omitted any 
reference to its findings concerning Air National 
Guard facilities in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, South Carolina and Maryland. 
 
Without court intervention, Bush was expected 
to either forward the report to Congress by Sept. 
23 or send it back to the commission with his 
recommendations for changes. In that case, the 
commission would have until Oct. 20 to 
resubmit its report to Bush, who was required to 
send it to Congress by Nov. 7. Congress would 
have 45 days to approve or reject the 
recommendations as a group, without changes. 
 
It was not clear what effect the court cases 
would have on that schedule. To date, no 
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Congress has ever rejected a base closure panel's 
findings. 
 
The result of the state lawsuits, federal 
government attorneys said in their plea to 
Ginsburg on Thursday, is that Bush was given 
"an incomplete report from the commission." 
 
The grappling over National Guard bases 
represents a struggle between federal and state 
wishes and authorities. 
 
Several states stand to lose bases and equipment, 
at a substantial cost to their economies, due to 
the action by the federal government. 
 
The base closing process -- the fifth such round 
since 1988 -- was particularly contentious this 
year, after the Pentagon in May proposed 
closing dozens of bases nationwide. Governors 
in at least six states filed lawsuits seeking to halt 
the process, while local and state officials across 
the country mounted furious lobbying 
campaigns in an effort to spare local bases. 
 
In the wake of those efforts, the base closing 
panel overturned 13 Pentagon recommendations, 
proposed major alterations to 13 other 
recommendations and suggested several of its 
own base closure proposals. 
 
The base panel's report reduced the amount the 
Pentagon projected it could save from $48 
billion over 20 years to a more modest $37 
billion, according to commission Chairman 
Anthony J. Principi. However, Principi said the 
commission members, a collection of former 
commanders and public officials, placed their 
emphasis on military necessity. 
 
"While we listened carefully to the input from 
local communities, military value was our top 
priority," Principi said. 
 
The legal wrangling is expected to continue, but 
federal attorneys believe the authority of the 
Pentagon to control the nation's military bases 
ultimately will prevail. 
 
"This is not a close case," Clement told the high 
court. "Placing the commission and the president 

in this position is fundamentally antithetical to 
the proper operation" of the base closure panel. 
 
 
Bush Loses Appeal On Base Closings 
The New York Times 
September 9, 2005  
 
The Bush administration lost a last-minute bid 
on Thursday to persuade the Supreme Court to 
intervene and protect a federal panel's 
recommendations for the closing and 
realignment of military bases. 
 
Judges in Connecticut and Tennessee had 
blocked the panel from recommending changes 
at local Air National Guard bases, and Justice 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg on Thursday rejected the 
administration's request for intervention.  
 
Another appeal could be filed later and handled 
by the full court. 
 
Solicitor General Paul Clement said in a court 
filing that disorder was undermining the work of 
the president and the commission that 
recommended the closings.  
 
By law, the commission had until Thursday to 
send its final report to the president, who had 
pledged to send it to Congress without changes. 
Congress would then have 45 days to block it. 
 
Justice Ginsburg, noting that the federal appeals 
court in New York was dealing with the same 
case, said, ''This court should not short-circuit 
the normal review process absent a showing of 
irreparable harm stronger than that presented 
here.''  
 
Justice Ginsburg handles appeals from the New 
York court. 
 
 
BRAC report goes to president today 
Gene Rector 
The Macon Telegraph  
September 8, 2005 
 
ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE -- The 
independent BRAC commission must submit its 
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base closure and realignment report to the 
president today -- a report that has its critics 
although it largely benefits Georgia and Robins 
Air Force Base. 
 
The document will identify 62 major and 775 
smaller installations across the country for 
closure or mission and workload changes. In 
Georgia, the nine-member panel agreed with 
Defense Department recommendations to close 
Fort Gillem, Fort McPherson, Naval Air Station 
Atlanta and the Naval Supply Corps School in 
Athens. It disagreed with the department's plan 
to close the Naval Submarine Base New London 
in Groton, Conn., and move 3,300 jobs along 
with six subs to Kings Bay near St. Marys.  
 
But overall, Georgia can breathe a guarded sigh 
of relief -- nine installations almost certainly will 
survive, Fort Benning's ranks will swell by 
almost 10,000 and Robins will add more than 
700 employees. Other state installations -- 
Moody Air Force Base and Marine Corps 
Logistics Base Albany -- also will benefit. 
 
Phil Browning, who heads the Georgia Military 
Affairs Coordinating Committee, said he did not 
want to second-guess the commission at this 
stage. 
 
"We're an overall gainer in Georgia, so in that 
regard we are happy," he said by telephone 
Wednesday from Atlanta. "Our focus now will 
be on redevelopment of the four closing bases 
with the goal of gaining even more of a tax base 
than we have now." 
 
GMACC is Gov. Sonny Perdue's agency for 
assisting the state's military communities with 
BRAC preparation and redevelopment. 
 
President Bush must approve or disapprove the 
commission's recommendations by Sept. 23 and 
submit his report to Congress. If the president 
approves -- and he has indicated he will -- the 
recommendations become binding in 45 
"legislative days" unless Congress passes a joint 
disapproval resolution. Both the president and 
Congress must approve or disapprove the report 
in its entirety. 
 

Browning said he believed the report will be 
approved. 
 
"My guess is that the Defense Department is a 
little disappointed because some of their major 
reductions did not come to pass," he said, "but I 
don't think the report will have much 
opposition." 
 
In addition to New London, the major 
commission actions included overturning 
closure recommendations for Cannon and 
Ellsworth Air Force Bases along with Naval 
Shipyard Portsmouth. 
 
Retired Air Force Maj. Gen. Ron Smith said 
clearly the commission was not a "rubber stamp" 
for the Defense Department. 
 
"They were independent and they did a thorough 
analysis," he said. "They made some tough 
decisions and the process worked as designed. 
Some people may not agree with the decisions, 
but they weren't there studying the data." 
 
Smith, a former commander of the Warner 
Robins Air Logistics Center at Robins, is a 
consultant to the 21st Century Partnership. The 
partnership, a voluntary group of civic, political 
and business leaders throughout Middle 
Georgia, has promoted Robins throughout the 
BRAC process. 
 
He is pleased with the outcome for the local 
installation. "We thought there was some 
potential to get another flying mission and there 
would be more movement of depot workload," 
Smith said, "but if I had been given this option 
two years ago, I would have signed a contract. 
No doubt about it." 
 
Rick Goddard, also a former center commander 
at Robins and a member of GMACC, agreed that 
the commission demonstrated independence, 
although he said in some cases it placed more 
weight on economic impact and politics than 
military value. 
 
He said the Cannon decision was economic 
while Ellsworth was economic and political. 
"Groton (New London) was purely political," he 
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said. "A lot of people weighed in and politics got 
into it." The politics included a letter to the 
commission from former President Carter 
favoring retention of the Connecticut base. 
 
Portsmouth was a different story. "The decision 
there was based on something an admiral said," 
Goddard pointed out. "He said, 'It's not excess 
capacity we should worry about but excess, 
excess capacity.' We always need 'excess' 
capacity to handle wartime surge and the 
commission was intent on making sure the Navy 
was not shorted on that." 
 
He believes the report is an improvement over 
the May 13 Defense Department 
recommendations, although he contends the 
overall process was flawed. 
 
"The definition of military value was suspect," 
Goddard said. "It's implementation across the 
board was uneven and the weighting of its 
various aspects was extremely arbitrary and 
made little sense in some instances." 
 
He contends the Georgia decisions were fairly 
easy for the commission. "They went through 
them very quickly," Goddard said. "The 
commission took at face value what the Defense 
Department submitted. There did not seem to be 
significant economic impact compared to other 
closures and I felt they believed they were fairly 
easy takes." 
 
BRAC Commission Chairman Anthony Principi 
has indicated he will recommend another round 
of BRAC, possibly within five years. Both 
Smith and Goddard believe the interval should 
be much longer. 
 
"It's been 10 years since we had the last one and 
that seems to be about right," Smith said. "If it's 
five years, you never get out of it. Five years is 
awfully short. You need time to stabilize, see 
what worked and didn't work, figure out what 
our threats are and what force structure we 
need." 
 
Goddard said the BRAC process is very painful. 
"The legislators have been through a wringer 
and I don't think Congress is going to be too 

excited about one in the near future," he said. 
"The Defense Department would have to make a 
very strong case that we continue to have excess 
capacity beyond the needs of the future." 
 
 
Supreme Court asked to block release of 
base closings report 
The Associated Press 
Donna De La Cruz 
September 8, 2005 
 
The Supreme Court was asked Thursday to 
block a federal panel from sending to President 
Bush its recommendations for closing or 
realigning hundreds of military bases 
nationwide. 
 
Sen. Jon Corzine, D-N.J., filed the request for an 
emergency stay with Justice David H. Souter, 
who could handle the matter himself or request a 
vote of the eight remaining justices. 
 
In court papers, lawyers representing Corzine 
and other New Jersey state and congressional 
officials said they wanted a temporary reprieve 
so that they could file a full appeal of the 
decision by the Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission to close Fort Monmouth.  
 
Also on Thursday, Missouri Attorney General 
Jay Nixon asked the high court for an injunction. 
On Wednesday, a federal judge in St. Louis had 
thrown out a Missouri lawsuit, saying she had 
no authority to hear the case because the BRAC 
decision was still preliminary. The case involves 
the closure of an Air National Guard unit in St. 
Louis. 
 
In the New Jersey case, the 3rd U.S. Circuit 
Court of Appeals on Wednesday rejected the 
politicians' efforts to stop the panel from closing 
the Army research and development post. 
 
In other base closings lawsuits around the 
country, a Massachusetts judge on Thursday 
rejected the state's efforts to keep the Otis Air 
National Guard Base open. 
 
The list was expected to be presented Thursday 
to Bush, who has pledged to give it to Congress 
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without making any changes. Congress then can 
vote the entire list up or down, but may not 
modify it. 
 
Fort Monmouth was one of more than 800 
military installations that the base-closing panel 
recommended closing or consolidating. The 
Massachusetts case involved Otis Air National 
Guard base. 
 
Massachusetts was one several states to 
challenge BRAC's findings on the grounds that 
changes to their National Guard units or bases 
must be approved by governors. The others have 
had mixed results. 
 
On Wednesday, judges stopped the panel from 
recommending changes at Air National Guard 
bases in Connecticut and Tennessee, and Illinois 
Gov. Rod Blagojevich filed a court appeal to 
block a plan to move fighter jets out of his state. 
Washington state also has filed a lawsuit. 
 
The federal government contends the 
commission's recommendations are not 
reviewable by the courts. 
 
Local News Articles 
 
Supreme Court Stays Out Of A-10 Battle 
Appeals Panel To Hear Arguments Today 
Hartford Courant (Hartford, CT) 
Lynne Tuohy 
September 9, 2005  
 
The battle over Connecticut Air National 
Guard's A-10 fighter planes Thursday reached 
the U.S. Supreme Court, which refused to take 
emergency action to restore a recommendation 
by the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission to strip the state of its air fleet. 
 
The fate of Connecticut's planes and legality of 
the BRAC recommendation will be argued 
before a panel of the U.S. 2nd Circuit Court of 
Appeals in Manhattan at 10 a.m. today. 
 
A Connecticut federal judge on Wednesday 
issued a preliminary injunction that barred 
BRAC from transmitting that one 
recommendation to President Bush Thursday - 

the deadline for BRAC to present its sweeping 
plan to close or restructure military bases 
nationwide. The full report was submitted to 
Bush, with the notation that the recommendation 
about the A-10 Thunderbolts of the 103rd 
Fighter Wing remains in legal limbo. 
 
U.S. Solicitor General Paul D. Clement had 
appealed U.S. District Judge Alfred V. Covello's 
ruling to the 2nd Circuit and requested a stay of 
the order so the BRAC recommendations -
including the Connecticut Air National Guard 
provision - could reach Bush intact. 
 
The 2nd Circuit Thursday did not act on the 
request for a stay, but scheduled arguments for 
today. 
 
Clement then sought the emergency stay from 
the U.S. Supreme Court, which would have 
lifted the federal injunction. 
 
Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, 
who is assigned to the 2nd Circuit, denied the 
request unilaterally. 
 
"The Second Circuit is proceeding expeditiously 
to hear and decide this matter," Ginsburg wrote 
in a one-paragraph statement in response to 
Clement's motion. "This Court should not short-
circuit the normal review process absent a 
showing of irreparable harm stronger than what 
is presented here." 
 
Attorney General Richard Blumenthal, who 
represents Gov. M. Jodi Rell in the lawsuit 
challenging the legality of BRAC's 
recommendation, said if Connecticut can win the 
case on the merits before the 2nd Circuit, the 
squadron stationed at Bradley International 
Airport "comes off the list." 
 
BRAC had accepted a recommendation by the 
Pentagon to move a portion of the Connecticut 
A-10s out of state and retire the rest, leaving 384 
pilots and mechanics without planes. 
 
Blumenthal cautioned that the state's challenge 
is being waged on uncharted legal terrain. 
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"No BRAC commission has ever closed down a 
[National Guard] unit unlawfully, and no state 
has ever stood up to BRAC as we have done," 
Blumenthal said. 
 
BRAC's recommendations to consolidate or 
realign various Air Guard squadrons have been 
among its most contentious, having spawned 
legal challenges in several states. To date, none 
have been as successful as Connecticut's. 
 
"We are determined to continue this battle," 
Blumenthal vowed. "The government cannot 
defy and disregard the approval requirement by 
our governor to any realignment of our Air 
National Guard." 
 
Asked if he was surprised by Ginsburg's 
decision, Blumenthal said he didn't know what 
to expect "because the whole proceeding is so 
unprecedented." 
 
"Certainly it's a very solid, prudent step to let the 
judicial process follow the normal course," he 
said. "The government simply failed to show 
any harm from giving us our day in court." 
 
Covello on Wednesday had embraced 
Blumenthal's argument that removal of the 
planes violates a federal law requiring approval 
by the governor before any change in the 
"branch, organization or allotment" of a National 
Guard unit. 
 
U.S. Justice Department attorney Matthew 
Lepore, representing BRAC, said the 
recommendation to remove the planes - which 
the federal government owns - does not disrupt 
personnel or the mission of the Air National 
Guard itself. Covello disagreed. 
 
In his motion to the Supreme Court to lift the 
preliminary injunction, Clement argued that 
Covello's order "interferes with the carefully 
calibrated statutory framework for considering 
and deciding what Defense Department 
installations should be closed or realigned." 
 
Clement said the injunction prevents BRAC 
from forwarding to the president the complete 
set of recommendations, and could disrupt the 

Sept. 23 deadline by which Bush must pass the 
recommendations on to Congress or send them 
back to BRAC for reconsideration. Bush is not 
authorized to add, delete or amend 
recommendations. He is on record as saying he 
will accept the recommendations. 
 
Blumenthal countered that the government failed 
to present the "extraordinary circumstances" 
required for the high court to issue a stay when 
the lower appeals court hasn't first denied 
similar relief. 
 
The circuit court judges today could rule from 
the bench, which would be unusual but not 
unprecedented. The loser of this round is 
expected to appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court 
and seek an expedited review. 
 
 
Missouri Loses Its Court Appeals To 
Preserve Lambert Fighter Wing 
St. Louis Post-Dispatch (St. Louis, MO) 
Philip Dine 
September 9, 2005  
 
WASHINGTON - Missouri lost its efforts in the 
courts Thursday to stop a federal panel from 
recommending the closure of an Air National 
Guard unit based at Lambert Field. 
 
The Supreme Court and the 8th U.S. Circuit 
Court of Appeals in St. Louis both rejected 
appeals filed by Missouri Attorney General Jay 
Nixon seeking to keep the 131st Fighter Wing 
off a list of military installations to be closed or 
realigned. The appeal was one of several legal 
developments as the Base Realignment and 
Closure Commission gave its recommendations 
to President George W. Bush. 
 
The Supreme Court also rejected Illinois Gov. 
Rod Blagojevich's attempt to stop the 
government from moving 15 National Guard 
fighter jets to Indiana as part of a nationwide 
reorganization of military installations. 
 
Illinois lost its appeal to get a ruling against the 
BRAC Commission, which has favored 
removing planes from the 183rd Air National 
Guard Fighter Wing unit in Springfield. 
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Both states had argued that Guard bases couldn't 
be closed without the consent of the governor of 
the state involved. 
 
New Jersey's appeal to the Supreme Court also 
failed. 
 
Bush has said he would accept the commission's 
report and send it to Congress. The list becomes 
law unless Congress rejects it within 45 days. 
 
Scott Holste, spokesman for Missouri Attorney 
General Jay Nixon, said Missouri would 
continue with its effort. "We will leave no stone 
unturned to try and protect these assets of the 
state," he said. 
 
 
Sub Base Dissenter Explains Vote 
Norwich Bulletin (Norwich, CT) 
Katherine Hutt Scott 
September 7, 2005  
 
WASHINGTON -- Former GOP congressman 
James Hansen of Utah, the only member of a 
federal base-closing commission who voted 
against saving the Groton submarine base, 
describes himself as "an old, hardheaded, 
Western redneck." 
 
"I'm probably the hardest head of the bunch (of 
nine commissioners)," Hansen, 73, said in an 
interview Friday explaining his dissenting vote 
despite what he called a "phenomenal" effort by 
Rep. Rob Simmons to save his local base. 
 
Some familiar with the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission's Aug. 24 vote, 
which overturned a Pentagon recommendation 
to close Groton, disagreed with Hansen's self-
assessment. 
 
Simmons, R-2nd District, who served on the 
House Armed Services Committee with Hansen, 
described him as "very rational, very logical" 
and "a wonderful person." 
 
Simmons said he got to know Hansen when the 
Utah congressman was chairman of the House 
Resources Committee. The first bill Simmons 

introduced as a congressman, to protect 
Connecticut's Eightmile River by designating it 
as a "wild and scenic" waterway, had to be 
approved by Hansen's committee. 
 
Simmons said to gain Hansen's blessing, he had 
to do some political horse-trading. Simmons, a 
Sierra Club member, said he had to sacrifice his 
support of a proposed expansion of a park in 
Hansen's district that Hansen opposed. 
 
"We had some interesting discussions," 
Simmons said. "We got to like each other." 
 
Political theory 
 
John Pike of GlobalSecurity.org, a defense 
analysis firm, had a political explanation for 
Hansen's vote on Groton. 
 
Pike said Hansen appeared to be playing along 
with a political decision by the commission to 
save Groton as a favor to Connecticut Sen. Joe 
Lieberman, a prominent Democrat. The favor 
was necessary to offset a similar favor for 
Republican Sen. John Thune, to save South 
Dakota's Ellsworth Air Force Base, Pike thinks. 
 
"They couldn't just do closures to help 
Republicans," Pike said. "It would be 
transparently political." 
 
Pike said Hansen cast a dissenting vote so the 
Groton decision didn't appear to be "stinky." 
 
"In order to save appearances, they didn't want it 
to be unanimous," Pike said. 
 
But a longtime observer of Hansen confirmed 
the former congressman is an independent 
thinker who does what he thinks is right. 
 
"He's not a go-along, get-along type of person," 
said Kirk Jowers, director of the University of 
Utah's Hinckley Institute of Politics. "Especially 
at this stage in his career, he would not be 
persuaded by (politics) if he genuinely believes 
they have a mandate to close bases." 
 
Hansen said his reason for not saving Groton 
was the same that he stated publicly just before 
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he cast his vote: Navy officials had convinced 
him the country has more piers and other 
infrastructure to support submarines than it 
needs -- and that excess infrastructure would be 
costly for the country. 
 
"I put a little more emphasis (than the other 
commissioners did) on the lack of savings when 
it seemed obvious that we had way too much 
infrastructure," Hansen said Friday. 
 
Hansen also said before he cast his vote that if 
the Pentagon wanted to close an East Coast 
submarine base, it should have put all three, 
including those in Virginia and Georgia, on the 
closure list for consideration by the commission. 
 
On Friday, Hansen said he wasn't able to pick 
which of the three would be the best to close, 
because he hadn't visited all three. He visited 
Groton twice during his 1981-2003 tenure in 
Congress, he said. 
 
Hansen, who now has a consulting firm in 
Farmington, Utah, praised Groton as "an 
outstanding base." 
 
He also praised Simmons as doing the best job 
of all the people who petitioned this year's 
commission to keep their bases open. 
 
"What really won that (decision in favor of 
Groton) was Rob Simmons," Hansen said. "He 
did a phenomenal job." 
 
Hansen said he had no regrets about his vote on 
Groton: "I made the vote predicated on what I 
thought was right." 
 
The James Hansen file 
 
Former U.S. Representative from Utah, 
Congressman Hansen was elected to the 97th 
Congress and to the 10 succeeding terms ( Jan. 
3, 1981, to Jan. 3, 2003). Hansen did not seek re-
election to the 108th Congress in 2002. During 
the 105th Congress, he served as chairman on 
the Standards and Official Conduct Committee. 
During the 107th Congress, he served as 
chairman of the Committee of Resources. He 
served in the U.S. Navy from 1951 to 1955. He 

also served as a member of the Farmington, 
Utah, City Council from 1960 to 1972. He then 
was elected to the Utah State House of 
Representatives from 1973 to 1980 and served 
as speaker of the House, 1979-1980. 
 
 
BRAC reprieve pays off in Connecticut 
New London Day (New London, CT) 
Anthony Cronin 
September 9, 2005 
 
The economic purse strings of Eastern 
Connecticut, pulled tighter over the summer as 
threats to close the Naval Submarine Base in 
Groton loomed, have loosened since the federal 
base-closure commission voted to keep the 90-
year-old base open. 
 
With Thursday's formal filing of 
recommendations by the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission to President 
George W. Bush, this region's businesses and 
consumers alike will breathe a little easier, 
thanks to the panel's endorsement of the Groton 
sub base. 
 
"I certainly do notice it," said Christian Driscoll, 
owner of Driscoll Real Estate in New London. 
"Buyers, especially in the lower- to mid-range 
were tentative throughout the summer, but upon 
the favorable decision, they're out there again."  
 
"I guess a rising tide helps all boats," Driscoll 
said. "When this whole thing was going on, I got 
quite a few buyers asking and concerned about" 
the possible base closing. 
 
Economic analyses during the summer showed 
that if the base were to close, more than 30,000 
jobs could eventually be lost, causing a $ 3 
billion-plus blow to the economy of eastern 
Connecticut and the rest of the state. 
 
The base is one of this region's biggest 
employers, with about 8,000 military personnel 
stationed or working there, in addition to more 
than 2,000 civilian employees and contractors. 
The base has a annual payroll of some $ 452 
million and contributes about $ 1.3 billion 
annually to the state's economic activity. 
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Norbert "Bud" Fay, the co-chairman of the 
Groton Business Association and a leader of 
"Save the Base" efforts, said he's seen 
improvements in the local business climate since 
the Aug. 24 announcement that the base-closure 
panel had voted to keep the nation's first 
submarine base open. 
 
"Things have improved just since the 
announcement," Fay said. "I've noticed a 
difference, a pickup, and I think everybody else 
has, too." 
 
Fay, who owns a luncheonette, laundromat and 
car-washing businesses along Route 12 in 
Groton near the sub base, said he put several 
projects on hold over the summer while he 
awaited the decision by the base-closure panel. 
 
"I'm sure other people did the same as I did," he 
said. He wants to add new wallpaper inside his 
businesses "and do other odds and ends," which 
he'll now proceed with because the nearby base 
is safe from shutdown. 
 
Charlie Secor, who owns Secor Subaru and 
Secor Saab Volvo in New London, said the 
positive economic effect has been noticeable. 
 
"We were off 40 percent in May," he said, after 
the Pentagon announced on May 13 that it 
intended to close the base over a six-year period. 
"In August, we were up probably 30 or 40 
percent. It wasn't business lost, though, it was 
business postponed. That's basically what 
happened this year." 
 
Secor said his auto dealerships on Broad Street 
are "on track" to have a good year. 
 
"But at the end of June, we were on track to 
maybe have a 20 to 30 percent reduction," he 
said. "Now if only we could get $ 1.50-a-gallon 
gasoline back, we'd be all set," Secor added. 
 
 
Court rejects Missouri's appeal to keep 
Air Guard unit open 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
(Washington DC) 

Sam Hananel  
September 8, 2005 
 
Missouri lost its efforts in the courts Thursday to 
stop a federal panel from recommending the 
closure of an Air National Guard unit in St. 
Louis. 
 
The U.S. Supreme Court and the 8th U.S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals in St. Louis both 
rejected appeals filed by Missouri Attorney 
General Jay Nixon seeking to keep the 131st 
Fighter Wing off a list of military installations to 
be closed or realigned. 
 
Along with Missouri, Illinois and New Jersey 
also lost emergency appeals to the Supreme 
Court intended to stop the Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission from submitting its 
base closing recommendations to the White 
House.  
 
The base closing commission, which last month 
approved Pentagon plans to close dozens of 
military installations and Guard units across the 
country, had a Thursday deadline to make its 
final recommendations to President Bush. 
 
The developments came a day after U.S. District 
Judge Jean Hamilton in St. Louis ruled the state 
was premature in challenging the plan to move 
fighter jets from the 131st Fighter Wing to bases 
in Nevada and Montana. 
 
Also Thursday, lawyers representing Sen. Jon 
Corzine, D-N.J., and other New Jersey officials 
asked the high court to stop the commission 
from sending its report - as is - to the president 
because they oppose the decision to close Fort 
Monmouth. 
 
Responding to the barrage of lawsuits, the Bush 
administration asked the Supreme Court on 
Thursday to step in and protect a federal panel's 
closing and realignment recommendations. 
 
Solicitor General Paul Clement, the 
administration's Supreme Court attorney, told 
justices the disorder was undermining the work 
of the president and a commission that has spent 
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five months on a plan to restructure domestic 
military bases to save billions of dollars. 
 
The 8th Circuit's decision Thursday did not 
address the substance of the state's arguments. 
Missouri and at least half a dozen other states 
contend the Pentagon cannot close National 
Guard units without obtaining the consent of 
state governors. 
 
At the behest of Missouri Gov. Matt Blunt, 
Nixon asked the Supreme Court for an 
injunction to stop the BRAC from delivering its 
report to Bush until the legal arguments can be 
resolved. 
 
In rulings over the past two weeks, federal 
judges have been divided on whether they have 
the right to interfere in the base-closing process. 
Judges in Connecticut, Pennsylvania and 
Tennessee have said they do; judges in Illinois 
and New Jersey have made rulings similar to 
Hamilton's decision. 
 
Closing the 131st Fighter Wing would cost the 
area about 250 jobs, and Missouri officials claim 
it would jeopardize national security by leaving 
the Midwest without adequate air defenses. 
 
Overall, Missouri stands to lose more than 3,000 
jobs in the BRAC process, mostly from the 
proposed closure of three military accounting 
and finance offices in St. Louis and Kansas City. 
 
If Bush approves the BRAC list - and he has 
indicated he would not change it - Congress 
must either accept or reject the list in its entirety. 
 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
 
These materials may not be republished without 
the express written consent of The Associated 
Press 
 
 
Court rejects Blagojevich's appeal to stop 
jet fighters' move 
The Associated Press State & Local Wire 
(Springfield, IL) 
John O'Connor 
September 8, 2005 

 
The U.S. Supreme Court late Thursday rejected 
Gov. Rod Blagojevich's attempt to stop the 
government from moving 15 National Guard 
fighter jets to Indiana as part of a nationwide 
reorganization of military installations. 
 
The court decided without comment not to hear 
the governor's request for an emergency 
injunction but left open the possibility that it 
would still hear the case, Blagojevich 
spokesman Andrew Ross said. 
 
The action followed a ruling earlier in the day by 
a federal appeals court that Blagojevich was 
premature in objecting to the proposal by the 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission to 
move Springfield's 183rd Fighter Wing and its 
F-16 jets to Fort Wayne because its decisions 
aren't final.  
 
Blagojevich rushed his case to the nation's high 
court because the base commission had to 
deliver its recommendations to President Bush 
on Thursday. The commission did that Thursday 
night. 
 
"This is definitely not the end of our legal 
battle," Blagojevich said in a prepared statement 
after the Supreme Court decision. "Our case is 
solid, our facts are indisputable and we will 
hopefully prevail." 
 
Earlier in the day, the 7th U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals in Chicago also turned down 
Blagojevich but said he could come back to 
court if President Bush and Congress approve 
moving the jets. 
 
The commission is recommending shuttering 
bases and shifting duties of military units around 
the nation. 
 
With lawsuits in a half dozen states, the Bush 
administration also went to the Supreme Court 
Thursday, asking for protection of the federal 
panel's recommendations. Justice Ruth Bader 
Ginsburg rejected that request. 
 
Blagojevich argued that federal law bars the 
U.S. government from meddling with National 
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Guard units, such as the 183rd, without a 
governor's permission. Governors are 
commanders in chief of their state militias. 
 
The governor fears the jets' departure would 
mean the loss of hundreds of Springfield jobs 
and less security for state nuclear plants and 
locks and dams on bordering rivers. 
 
Federal courts in Pennsylvania and Connecticut 
have sided with governors who argued they 
should have been consulted. So did a judge in 
Tennessee, but that ruling also was overturned 
by an appeals court Thursday. A Missouri court 
rejected a similar argument by the governor 
there, as did a judge in Massachusetts. 
Washington state also sued under the theory 
Thursday. 
 
An emergency appeal to the Supreme Court by 
Missouri also failed Thursday, as did one by 
New Jersey, which sued for different reasons 
over closing a federally controlled base. 
 
In Illinois, Justices Frank Easterbrook and Diane 
Sykes said the federal law Blagojevich cited 
does not govern preliminary communications 
with the president. If the plan is approved by 
Bush and Congress, "then the decision will at 
that point be 'final' and reviewable before the 
National Guard unit is moved or changed," they 
wrote. 
 
Holding up BRAC's recommendations to Bush 
could upset the timetable for making the base-
closing decisions, they said. 
 
Justice Ilana Diamond Rovner dissented, saying 
stopping the recommendations from going to 
Bush might be Blagojevich's last chance to 
object and that holding up the matter for a few 
days to decide the issue would not hurt the 
process because Bush has 15 days to send the 
report to Congress. 
 
Melissa Merz, a spokeswoman for Attorney 
General Lisa Madigan, said the state planned to 
follow the appeals court's direction and file a 
lawsuit after final decisions are made. 
 
Opinions/ Editorials 

 
 
Additional Notes 
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