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Rate Overlay Force
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End State:
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-Other
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End State:
Scenarios -Analyze Scenario
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urce: Dept. of Air Force Analysis & Recommendations, BRAC 2005

(Volume V, Part 1 of 2, Page 53)
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As of l 30 Sep 2005 30 Sep 2011
Assighed Weapon
ill] System Type(s) (MDS) F-16 F-16
| Total PAA 18 18
‘| # Flying Squadrons 1 1
Tota! Available Aircraft 04 | o4
1 Parking spaces
| Unused Aircraft 6 6
Parking Spaces
Template used F-16
Standard PAA per squadron 24

RAC Error — More Spaces are Available
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TempiatetUsed

{Add One Squadron

Precluding Factor
Major Construction
Minor Construction

Natural Infrastructure
Other procurement

Planning & Design

Subtotal

|| Add Second Squadron

Precluding Factor *Land
__Major Construction 0.0
- Minor Construction 0.0
 Natural Infrastructure 0.0 . |
- Other procurement 0.0
- Planning & Design 0.0
~ Subtotal

]Total Cost for Two Squadrons

luestionable Conclusion — Based on Air Force Criteria and the Factors

at Restricted No to Low Cost Land Acquisition




Military Value:
Base X

: Criterion 3:
ontingency and Mobilizatio

Op: eratmg Geo-locational Key Mission
nvironment Factors nfrastructure

N anges (proxmuty)z : wy ' ¥)'s ‘Ramp (capacity) i3
spectrum x fields | iti ‘ # ' POL (disp. rate)
C Demographics * POL (in ground) i

Airfield elevation . * Hangars i Non-attainment
¢ Encroachment ' :

ceammmvevan

urce: Dept. of Air Force Analysis & Recbmmendations, BRAC 2005
(Volume V, Part 1 of 2, Page 47)
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e 1 ‘essmj nt streslsed
‘ t *acterlstlcs ” General John P Jumper,l , F'(AII’ Force Summar
of Selectlon Process, Sect|on’ 3, page 2) | |

— “The skills |n those Guard umts WhICh are world class—but we can Recreate
them. We can Recreate those. And it just takes some time.” (Michael
Dominguez, Acting Secretary, USAF)

i

» ,
rained, experienced, and loyal Airmen are our MOST valuable resource
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* 30, 800 sq ft (24 PAA requires 27 300) NOW!

e Full-time Pilot manning for 24 PAA N OW!

e Sensitive Compartmented Information Facﬂlty (SCIF) ready NOW!
« Eight flight briefing rooms for 2 squadrons NOW!
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Special Use Airgpace

[ Military Operations Areas
[ Restricted Areas
[l warning Areas

Military Training Routes
-8R
- ~VR
—IR

Land Types

M Military Reservation

il National Forest

[l Nationaf Grasstand

(] National Monument

R National Park

B National Recreation Area

il National Seashore

National Wildlife Refuge

Il Native American Lands

@l Other Areas

I State Forest

]l IR State Park

ﬁ}ale Recreation Area
ild and Scenic River

E1 Wilderness

! Il Wilderness Study Area
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| *MQA/A CAA t FL 500 within 40NM (JSF capa |
'Only 2 others to FL: 500 East of MlSSlSSlppl River i
*8 Low levels & o
'Multlple ranges/MOA'’s at CRTC’
¢FTU results |
*97% on-time graduation
¢ All B course students get DACT or live bombs
¢ All-weather experience

S =dunng two annual deployments
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* 178FW — With just lé% more A/C flew up to 43% more than a wing that survived BRAC
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+$2, 463 OOO Contractor (Lockheed Martln)
"$2 436,000 Contractor (Link Communications)

5 N

> Total error in savings = § A
> Actual NVP (cost) / Savmgs = ($ 12,362,000)

* 225 Federal jobs x $73,195/year x 3 = $49,406,625
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S Alrcraft parl’(mg for 42 flghters ‘ -
-'Fotal alrcraft eapaelty 54 (mcludmg hangar space)
i; . Aceesmble a1rspace e

. NVG TGP Laser leeBombs

. WPAFB Support for surge and actlve duty‘
'ASA Homel’and Defense capable

°'Reg10nal 31mu1ator facility

«*Expanded acreage available (100 acres)
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