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1994/1995 'BASE CLOSURE MILESTONES 

lkcember 15,1994 DoD deadline for publishing selection criteria amendments in 
the Federal Register. 

January 1995 DoD publishes force structure plan as part of the FY 1996 
Defense budget. 

Januar~ 3 Final day for the President to nominate individuals for 
membership on the Commission. If this deadline is not met, 
there is n.o base closure process for 1995. 

February 15 

March 1 

A p d  1s 

@I May 17 

Deadline for Congress to pass a joint resolution disapproving of 
any changes in the DoD selection criteria, 

Deadline for transmittal of base closure and realignment 
recommendations by Secretary of Defense to Commission. 

Comptroller General (GAO) issues report to Commission and 
Congress analyzing DoD's recommendations and selection 
criteria. 

Final opportunity for Commission to add facilities to DoD's 
recommendations for further consideration. Any additions must 
be published in the Federal Register. 

Commission transmits its recommendations to the President. 

Deadline for the President to either approve the Commission's 
recormmendations and forward them to the Congress or return 
them to the Commission with his reasons for disapproval. If the 
reconunendations are sent to Capitol Hill, Congress has forty-five 
(45) clays in which to pass a motion of disapproval in both 

houses or sine die of 104th Congress or the Commission's report 
becomes law. 

(August 15) If the President disapproves of the Commission's July 1 report, 
the Commission must re-submit its recommendations to the 
President by this date. 

(September 1) Final opportunity for the President to approve of the 
Coaunission's recommendations and forward them to the 
Congress. If the President disapproves, the process is 
terminated for the 1995 cycle. 

(As of Jan. 11, 1994) 



1995 DEF'ENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
STATUTORY PROCESS (Public L a w  101-510 November 5, 1990 as amended) 

b 
Reauired Date Activity 

Ongoing prior to March 1 Department of Defense @OD) reviews all 
military installations for recommended closure1 
realignment based on the force structure plan and 
final selection criteria. 

By March 1 

By April 15 

By May 17 

By July 15 

By 45 legislative days later 

By September 1 

DOD releases its list of recommended closures/ 
realignments to the Commission, the Congress and 
the public at large. 

GAO releases report to Commission and Congress 
containing a detailed analysis of DoD's 
recommendations and selection process. 

Commission submits any proposed changes 
(additions, substitutions or increase of extent of 
realignments) to original DoD recommendations. 

Commission sends its recommendations to the 
President. 

President sends Commission's recommendations 
with certification of approval to Congress or sine 
die. 

The recommendations become final unless 
disapproved in total by a joint resolution of 
disapproval by both Houses of Congress. 

OR 
President disapproves of Commission's 
recommendations and returns them for 
reconsiderationfrevision with reasons for 
disapproval. 

If President does not transmit approved 
recommendations and certification to Congress, 
the '95 process is terminated with no closures1 
realignments. 



THE DE~ENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGN ME^ COMMISSION 

Congress es~bblished the Defenw EWe Closure and Realignment Commission to ensure 
&at the process of closing and realigning rniliw insdlations within the Unit& States 
bc fair, non-@ran and open to public scrutiny. Legislation approved in 1990 d e d  for three 
rounds of base closures and realignments. The 199 1 Commission's recommendations have been 
enacted into law. The present round will foflowed by another one in 1995. 

Eight Commissioners were appointed by former President Bush on Januq  8, 1993- 
They include former Members of Congress, retired military personnel and distinguished 
members of the American business community 

Independent staff members are hired directly by the Commi.ion- A small number of 
additional personnel are detailed by the General Accounting Office, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the General Services Adminismtion, the Federal Aviation 
Administrati011 and the Department of Defense. 

Virtually all of the Commission9s files, meetings and deliberations are o p  to the public. 

b m e  only exceptions involve information that has been classified by U.S. government 
agencies. 

THE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT PROCESS 

m e  Commission's responsibility is two-fold: 

1) Members review the Defense Secretary's closure and rdignment prop 

2) They submit to the President by July 1 an independent repon containi 
their own recommendations, findings and conclusions. f 

m e  Commission can change any of the Defense Secretary's 
deviate substantially from either the Pentagon's force structure pla" or selectio 

* There are eight selection criteria. Those which address military value are 
consideration. Other important considerations include return on investme 
the impact that closure or realignment might have on a local econ 
environment, and its infrastructure. 

The Commission will provide justification for any recommendations 
those of the Defense Secretary. 



Commission and its staff conduct independent research and analyze data on various 
"-1 1111 rnilitary installations. 

911 

Commissioners hold public hearings on the Pentagon's recommendations, not only in 
Washington, D.C., but across the United States. 

At least one Commissioner will visit every major installation slated for closure. 

LEGISLATIVE SCHEDULE 

The President has until July 15 to approve or disapprove of all or part of the 
Commission's July 1 report. 

If the President approves of the report, he will send it to Congress. 

Congress must consider the -report without amendment. Lawmakers have 45 legislative 
days or until they adjourn (the earlier of the two), to enact a joint resolution of 
disapproval. Unless such a resolution clears both houses, the Commission's 
recommendations will be adopted. 

If the President disapproves of its report, the Commission has until August 15 to submit 
another one. If he has not fbrwarded these recommendations to Congress by 
September 1, the 1993 process will come to an end. 



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

THE KEY DATES - 

The following deadlines are set forth in "The Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990" (P.L. 101-510, November 5, 1990, Title XXIX, 
as amended). 

JANUARY 25 

MARCH 15 

APRIL 15 

JUNE 1 

JULY 1 

'Ilr JULY 15 

(AUGUST 15) 

(SEPTEMBER 1) 

The President has until this date to nominate individuals for Commission 
membership. 

The Defense Secretary transmits his recommendations to the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission no later than this date. 

The General Accounting Office must issue a report to the Commission 
and the Congress analyzing the Defense Department recommendations 
and selection process. 

Any possible additions by the Commission to the Defense Secretary's list 
must be publishedin the Federal Register no later than this date. 

The Commission must issue its report to the President. 

The President must either approve the Commission's recommendations 
and fc~rward them to Congress or return them to the Commission with his 
reasons for disapproval. If the recommendations are sent to Capitol Hill, 
Congress has 45 legislative days to pass a motion of disapproval in both 
houses, or the Commission's report becomes law. 

If the President disapproves of its report, the Commission must re- 
submit its recommendations by this date. 

This date represents the President's final opportunity to approve the 
Commission's recommendations and forward them to Congress. If he 
disapproves, the 1993 round of base closures and realignments comes to 
an end. 



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

THE SELECTION CRITERIA 

The current base closure process was created by legislation approved in 1990 and 
amended in 1991 and 1992. It requires the Secretary of Defense to propose criteria that must 
be used by the Pentagon in making recommendations for closure and realignment. The proposed 
criteria were published in the Federal Register on December 15, 1992. 

There are eight criteria. The four that receive priority consideration are grouped under 
the category of military value. Othex important criteria address return on investment as well as 
the impact that closures or realignments might have on a local economy, its environment and 
infrastructure. 

MILITARY VALUE 

1. Current and future mission 1:equirements and the impact of operational readiness of the 
Department of Defense's total force. 

2. The availability and conditi.on of land, facilities, and associated airspace at both the 
existing and potential receiving locations. 

WV 
3. The ability to accommodate contingency, mobilization, and future total force 

requirements at both the existing and potential receiving locations. 

4. The cost and manpower implications. 

RETURN ON INVESTMENT 

5.  The extent and timing of j?otential costs and savings, including the number of years, 
beginning with the date of completion of closure or realignment, for the savings to 
exceed costs. 

LOCAL ECONOMIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

6.  The economic impact on local communities. 

7. The ability of both the existing and potential receiving communities' infrastructures to 
support forces, missions and personnel. 

8. The environmental impact. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
March 4, 1993 

Contact: CARY WALKER 
(703) 696-0504 

93-1 
Senate Confirms Base-Closin~ Commissioners, 

Courter Issues Statement 

The Senate today confirmed the following nominees to the 1993 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission: 

o James A. Courter, of New Jersey. Mr. Courter, a partner 
in the law firm of Courter, Kobert, Laufer, Purcell and 
Cohen, chaired the Commission in 1991 and will do so 
again this year. 

0 Peter B. Bowman, of Maine. Mr. Bowman is a Vice 
President for Quality Assurance at Gould, Inc. He 
succeeds Duane H. Cassidy. 

o Beverly Butcher Byron, of Maryland. Until recently, Mrs. 
Byron was a Member of the House of Representatives for 
Maryland's 6th District. She succeeds Alexander B. 
Trowbridge. 

o Rebecca Gernhardt Cox, of ~alifornia. Mrs. Cox is Vice 
President for Government Affairs with Continental 
Airlines. She succeeds James C. Smith 11. 

o Hansford T. Johnson, of Texas. Mr. Johnson is Chief of 
Staff of the United Services Automobile Association. He 
succeeds William L. Ball 111. 

o Arthur Levitt, Jr., of New York. Mr. Levitt is Chairman 
of the Board of Levitt Media Company. He was reappointed 
to the Commission after serving in 1991. 

o Harry C. McPherson, Jr., of Maryland. Mr. McPherson 
serves as a partner with Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard, 
McPherson and Hand. He succeeds Howard H. Callaway. 

o Robert D. Stuart, Jr., of Illinois. Mr. Stuart is the 



President of Conway Farms. He was reappointed to the 
Commission after serving in 1991. 

After the Commission .members were confirmed, Chairman Courter 
issued the following statement: 

"My colleagues and I appreciate the vote of confidence. We're 
ready for work and look forward to giving the Defense Secretary's 
recommendations a fresh look. 

"Base closure can be painful. But America's armed forces are 
shrinking, defense spending is on the decline, and our nation 
simply can't afford to mai.ntain all of its military installations. 

"This Commission was created to put politics aside, and I 
guarantee that each commun.ity whose base is targeted for closure or 
realignment will get a fair hearing. We welcome public comment and 
promise to deliver an impartial review." 



THE DEFENSE BASE CL,OSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMA TION 

Jim Courter has been Chairman of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission since 199 1. 
Prior to that, he represented the 12th district of New Jersey in the U.S. House of Representatives from 
1979 until 1991. While in Congress, Congressman Courter chaired the House Military Reform Caucus 
and served on the following subc~ommittees of the House Armed Services Committee: Military 
Installations and Facilities, Procurement and Military Nuclear Systems and Research and Development. 
In 1987, he was appointed to the joint select committee charged with investigating the diversion of funds 
to the Nicaraguan democratic opposition in the so-called "Iran-Contra Affair." Chairman Courter is senior 
partner of the law firm he founded, Courter, Kobert, Laufer, Purcell, and Cohen, in Hackettstown, New 
Jersey. 

Peter B. Bowman is a Vice-Presiden~t for Quality Assurance for Gould, Inc., a diversified manufacturing 
company in Newburyport, Massachusetts. A career naval officer, Mr. Bowman attended the U.S. Naval 
Nuclear Power School and the Naval Submarine School. He served aboard three separate nuclear 
submarines and later at Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard. After tours at the Naval Sea Systems Command 
and Mare Island Naval Shipyard and 30 years service, he retired in 1990 as the shipyard commander at 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard. Mr. Bc~wman was an instructor for the Center for Naval Analysis at the 
Naval Postgraduate School from 1990 through 199 1. 

Beverly B. Byron was a Member of the U.S. House of Representatives representing the 6th District of 
Maryland from 1978 until January 1993. While in Congress, she served as Chairman of the Military 
Personnel and Compensation Subconlrnittee of the House Armed Services Committee. In this capacity, 
Congresswoman Byron directed congressional oversight for 42 percent of the U.S. defense budget and 
played a key role in overseeing the drawdown of U.S. forces overseas. She also served on the 
Committee's Research and Developnlent Subcommittee. From 1983-86, Mrs. Byron chaired the House 
Special Panel on Arms Control and Disarmament and served from 1980-87 on the U.S. Air Force 
Academy Board of Visitors. 

Rebecca G. Cox is Vice President far Government Affairs for Continental Airlines. Mrs. Cox formerly 
served as Assistant to the President and Director of the Office of Public Liaison for President Ronald 
Reagan. At the same time, she served as Chairman of the Interagency Committee for Women's Business 
Enterprise. Prior to her service in the White House, Mrs. Cox was Assistant Secretary for Government 
Affairs at the Department of Transportation. She had previously sewed at the Department of 
Transportation as Counselor to the S~:cretary. Mrs. Cox began her career in the U.S. Senate, where she 
was Chief of Staff to Senator Ted St'evens. 

General Hansford T. Johnson, U.S. Air Force (Retired) sewed in the Air Force 33 years and was 
Commander-in-Chief of the U.S. Trimsportation Command and of the Air Mobility Command, leading 
these commands in Operation Desert ShieldIDesert Storm. During his tenure, he served in South 
Vietnam, commanded the 22nd Bombardment Wing, was Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations of the 
Strategic Air Command, Vice Commander-in-Chief of Pacific Air Forces, Deputy Commander-in-Chief 
of the U.S. Central Command and Director of the Joint Staff of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. General Johnson 
is now Chief of Staff of the United Services Automobile Association. 



Arthur Levitt, Jr. is Chairman of the Board at Levitt Media Company. He founded the American 
Business Conference, was a director of the President's Private Sector Survey on Cost Control, Chairman 

(Cr of the 1980 White House Small Business Conference and Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of the 
American Stock Exchange. Mr. Levitt served in the U.S. Air Force and is on the board of the 
Rockefeller Foundation. He has served on many government commissions in the interest of fostering 
overall U.S. economic development, He was a member of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission in 1991. 

Harry C. McPherson, Jr. is a partner in the law firm of Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard, McPherson and 
Hand in Washington, D.C. He served as Deputy Under Secretary of the Army for International Affairs 
and later as Assistant Secretary of State for Educational and Cultural Affairs. He then served as Special 
Counsel to President Lyndon B. Johnson. Mr. McPherson served in the U.S. Air Force and was President 
of the Federal City Council. He was General Counsel of the John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing 
Arts until 1991 and is currently Vice (Chairman of the U.S. International Trade and Cultural Center 
Commission. 

Robert D. Stuart, Jr. was U.S. Ambassador to Norway from 1984 to 1989 after serving as President, 
Chief Executive Officer, and Chairman of The Quaker Oats Company. Ambassador Stuart is President 
of Conway Farms, a real estate development company. He is also a director of the Atlantic Council, the 
Washington Center and the Center for !Strategic and International Studies. Previously, he was President 
of the Council of American Ambassadors and Vice Chairman of the Illinois Commission on the Future 
of Public Service. He served in the U.S. Army in Europe during World War 11. He was also a member 
of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission in 1991. 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

THE 1991 REPORT - 

The 1991 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission's report directed the 4 Pentagon to shut down 34 bases and realign 48 others by 1997. Even after this report has 
been fully implemented, the United Sltates will retain some 450 major domestic military 
installations. 

The 1991 Commission's recommendations will: 

Save American taxpayers an estimated $1.5 billion a year; 

Eliminate waste and makr: better use of the money earmarked for defense; 

Enhance the readiness of America's armed forces; 

Reduce pollution and direct attention to the need for environmental clean-up; 

Encourage long-term economic progress by returning federal land to civilian 
use. 

CLOSURE RECOMMENDKrIONS AND COMPLETION DATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, IN SEP 96 
Fort Devens, MA SEP 95 
Fort Ord, CA SEP 95 
Sacramento Army Depot, CA SEP 96 
Harry Diamond Lab Woodbridge Research Facility, VA SEP 94 

DEPARTMENTOFTHENAVY 

Construction Battalion Center, Davisville, RI 
Hunters Point Annex to Naval StationTreasure Island, CA 
Marine Corps Air Station Tustin, CA4 
Naval Air Station Chase Field, TX 
Naval Air Station Moffett Field, CA. 
Naval Air Station Long Beach, CA 
Naval Station Philadelphia, PA 
Naval Station Puget Sound, Sand Point, WA 
Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, PA 

SEP 94 
CLOSED 
JUL 97 
CLOSED 
JUL 94 
OCT 96 
SEP 96 
OCT 95 
SEP 96 

The following seven research, development, test and evaluation, engineering and fleet 
support activities: 

w 1) Integrated Combat Systems Test Facility; San Diego, CA OCT 95 
2) Naval Electronic Systems Engineering Center; San Diego, CA OCT 95 
3) Naval Electronic Systems Engineering Center; Vallejo, CA OCT 95 



4) Naval Mine Warfare Engineering Activity; Yorktown, VA MAR 94 
5) Naval Space Systems Activity; Los Angeles, CA JUL 93 
6) Naval Ocean Systems Center Detachment; Kaneohe, HI OCT 93 

w 7) Naval Weapons Evaluation Facility; Albuquerque, NM SEP 93 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, TX 
Carswell Air Force Base, TX 
Castle Air Force Base, CA 
Eaker Air Force Base, AR 
England Air Force Base, LA 
Grissom Air Force Base, IN 
Loring Air Force Base, ME 
Lowry Air Force Base, CO 
Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, SC 
Richards-Gebaur Air Reserve Station, MO 
Rickenbacker Air Guard Base, OH 
Williams Air Force Base, AZ 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, MI 

SEP 93 
SEP 93 
SEP 95 
CLOSED 
CLOSED 
SEP 94 
SEP 94 
SEP 94 
MAR 93 
SEP 94 
SEP 94 
SEP 93 
JUN 93 

REALIGNMENT RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMPLETION DATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

w Aviation Systems CommandITroop Support Command; St. Louis, MO SEP 93 
Fort Chaffee, AR JUL 93 
Fort Dix, NJ SEP 93 
Fort Polk, LA JAN 94 
Letterkenny Army Depot, PA JUL 96 
Rock Island Arsenal, IL APR 95 
Army Corps of Engineers* 

The following 10 research, development, test and evaluation laboratories: 

1) Army Research Institute; Alexandria, VA SEP 
2) Army Materials Technology Laboratory 

(less Structures Element); W'atertown, MA SEP 
3) Army Materials Technology Laboratory 

(Structures Element); Watertown, MA SEP 
4) Atmospheric Science Labora.tory; 

White Sands Missile Range, NM SEP 
5) Belvoir Research and Development Center; Fort Belvoir, VA SEP 
6) Center for Night Vision and Electro-Optics; Fort Belvoir, VA SEP 
7) Electronic Technology Device Laboratory; Fort Monmouth, NJ SEP 

V 8) Ground Vehicle ~rophlsion 8asic and ~ p ~ l i e d  Research Activity; 
Warren, MI SEP 

9) Fuze Development and Production Mission (armament related) 
Harry Diamond Laboratories; Adelphi, MD SEP 97 

10) Fuze Development and Production Mission (missile-related) 
Harry Diamond Laboratories; Adelphi, MD SEP 97 



~ - ~ . - -  ~- - -. . - - .. . ... 
..- .- 

- - 
. 

The following seven medical laboratories: 

1) Air Force School of Aerospace Medicine; 
Brooks Air Force Base, TX ** SEP 95 

2) Army Aeromedical Research Laboratory; Fort Rucker, AL SEP 96 

Qv 3) Army Institute of Dental Research; Washington, D.C. - SEP 93 
4) Biomedical Research Development Center; Fort Detrick, MD SEP 96 
5) Letterman Army Institute of Research; Presidio of 

San Francisco, San Francisco, CA SEP 94 
6) Naval Medical Research Institute; Bethesda, MD ** 
7) Walter Reed Army Institute of Research; Washington, D.C. SEP 97 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY: 

Midway Island Naval Air Facility SEP 94 

The following 17 research, development, test and evaluation, engineering 
and fleet support activities: 

1) David Taylor Research Center Detachment; Annapolis, MD 
2) Naval Air Development Center; Warminster, PA 
3) Naval Air Engineering Center; Lakehurst, NJ 
4) Naval Air Propulsion Center; Trenton, NJ 
5) Naval Avionics Center; Indianapolis, IN 
6) Naval Coastal Systems Center; Panama City, FL 
7) Naval Ordnance Station; Indian Head, MD 
8) Naval Ordnance Station; Louisville, KY w 9) Naval Surface Weapons Center Detachment; White Oak, MD 

10) Naval Underwater Systems Center Detachment; 
New London, CT 

11) Naval Undersea Warfare Engineering Station; Keyport, WA 
12) Naval Weapons Center; China Lake, CA 
13) Naval Weapons Support Center; Crane, IN 
14) Pacific Missile Test Center; Point Mugu, CA 
15) Trident Command and Control Systems Maintenance Activity; 

Newport, RI 
16) Naval Sea Combat Systems Engineering Station; Norfolk, VA 
17) Fleet Combat Direction Systems Support Activity; 

San Diego, CA 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORXE 

Beale Air Force Base, CA 
Goodfellow Air Force Base, TX 
MacDill Air Force Base, FL 
March Air Force Base, CA 
Mather Air Force Base, CA 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID 

V 

SEP 96 
MAR 96 
OCT 93 
.TUN 97 
OCT 94 
OCT 95 
OCT 93 
OCT 94 
JUN 97 

MAR 96 
OCT 93 
SEP 95 
OCT 94 
SEP 93 

OCT 93 
OCT 94 

REALIGNED 

NOV 95 
MAR 94 
SEP 94 
SEP 93 
JUN 93 

* The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 was amended in the Department 
of Defense Authorization Act of 1993, to retroactively remove the Army Corps of Engineers 
from the Commission's jurisdiction. 

** These are multi-service installations. I 
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Thank you. 

On this day in 1946, Winston churchill, speaking in Fulton, 
Missouri, declared that an Iron Curtain had descended across 
Europe. His words defined the Cold War and portended a great 
struggle that lasted nearly half a century. 

The curtain has lifted, and behind it we see a new global 
landscape that should allow the United States and its allies to 
make peaceful and produc:tive use of their resources. 

But we also face new demands. Among them is the task of 
reducing the size and preserving the strength of America's armed 
forces. 

Only by meeting these demands will we capture the 
opportunities presented by a less threatening world. The Cold War 
is over. We are the victors. But winning the peace will require 
some painful decisions. 

w Defense Secretary Lies  spin will soon present the 1993 Base 
Closure and Realignment commission with a list of domestic U.S. 
military installations that he believes ought to be shut down or 
consolidated. 

In recent weeks, I have met with a number of local 
representatives who are frightened by rumors that their bases may 
be closed. I understand their apprehension. I come from an area 
in New Jersey that has been hard hit by base closure. 

Still, the fact is that America needs fewer military 
installations to house a declining number of troops. 

The Base Closure and Realignment Commission is a non-partisan 
panel whose eight members are appointed by the President in 
consultation with the Congress. We were set up to provide an 
impartial review of recommendations made by the Pentagon. 

Ultimately, our decisions will place America's national 
security ahead of even the most compelling state and local 
interests. I can't guarantee that any base will remain open, but I 
do promise everybody a fair hearing. 

I am grateful for the opportunity to talk to you today. I'd 
like to explain the base closure process. But first let me tell 
you why we need to close ibases. 
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Qv Protecting America from foreign aggression is the government's 
number-one responsibility. But unnecessary defense spending does 
not enhance our nation's security. Instead, it drives up the 
federal deficit and weakens our commitment to domestic priorities 
such as education and public safety. 

Obsolete installatialns place an unnecessary burden on the 
American taxpayer. Our nation's military is scheduled to shrink by 
at least 25 percent between 1991 and 1997, and smaller forces 
require fewer bases. 

People sometimes wonder how I reconcile base closure with my 
conservative views about our national defense. But it is because 
I'm conservative, and because I'm a hawk that I believe base 
closure is so important. 

Every dollar spent t:o retain an unneeded installation is a 
dollar wasted -- a dollar that could be invested for weapons, 
training, maintenance, housing, health care and the many other 
services needed to support an all-volunteer force. 

We need more bang for the buck. The Cold War may be over, but 
famine, tyranny and aggrlession persist. Only by reshaping its 
armed forces can the United States meet a new array of 
international obliqations. - 

Failure to close unneeded bases could present alarming 
consequences. Former Defense Secretary Richard Cheney warned 
against the creation of a "hollow force1* -- ill-equipped, poorly 
trained soldiers who are (deployed to fight yesterday's wars. 

By 1988, the United States had accumulated nearly 500 major 
domestic military installations. Some of them were relics of 
forgotten wars. Lawmakers agreed on the need for reduction, but 
few were willing to sacrifice bases in their districts. 

Finally, five years ago, Congress broke the political 
stalemate and authorized the Pentagon to set up a commission that 
would recommend bases for closure and realignment. 

This panel accomplished what it set out to do. When the flag 
at Pease Air Force Base was furled in April of 1991, it marked the 
first time in more than 11 years that one of America's domestic 
military installations had been closed. 

But some of us objected to the means by which this panel made 
its decisions. Nearly all of its work was done behind closed 
doors. Communities and their elected officials were given no 
opportunity to challenge the Pentagon's assertions. It was a 
stealth panel that handed down recommendations and then vanished 
almost immediately. 
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w Congress set up a new process three years ago. It called for 
three rounds of base closure, and set up an independent commission 
to review recommendations made by the Pentagon. It was my 
privilege to chair the Base Closure and Realignment Commission in 
1991, and I look forward to doing so again this year. 

The Commission must receive Secretary Aspin's recommendations 
on or before March 15. My colleagues and I will then listen to 
expert testimony in Washington, D.C. and hold regional hearings 
across the United States. Meanwhile, at least one of us will visit 
every base that is targeted for closure -- by either the Pentagon 
or the Base Closure and Realignment Commission. 

We can remove bases from the Defense Secretary's list. But we 
can add them as well. No installation will be excluded from our 
consideration until June 1. That is the date by which the 
Commission will announce additional options for closure or 
realignment. 

After completing our review, the Commission will vote either 
to close or retain the bases under consideration. 

Our report to the President is due July 1. He can forward our 
recommendations to Congress or return them to the Commission with 
his reasons for disapproval. After they clear his desk, our w recommendations will become law unless they are rejected by both 
Houses of Congress. 

The Commissionfs work -- everything we say and do -- is open 
to the public. And thatrs the way it should be. scrutiny holds 
people accountable. 

Virtually all of our files, meetings and deliberations can be 
seen by anyone who is interested. The only exceptions are 
documents classified by the Department of Defense. 

The commission not only accepts public comment, we welcome it. 
We invite communities to test claims made by the Pentagon and to 
present cases on behalf of their installations. 

Our decisions are governed by a clear set of published 
criteria and by the Pentagon's force structure plan, a blueprint 
that describes how many troops each service will retain and how 
they will be deployed. 

Two years ago, former Defense Secretary ~ i c k  Cheney presented 
our Commission with a five-year plan to scale back American forces 
by 25 percent. 

The Army is being asked to cut its active duty roster by one- - third. 



Page 4 

w The Navy is scheduled to lose 13 percent of its personnel, 
along with nearly 100 battle-ready ships. 

The Marine Corpsf active list has to be trimmed by 15 percent. 

And the Air Force is scheduled to lose 37 percent of its 
tactical fighters, almost a third of its strategic bombers and one- 
fifth of its personnel. 

There are eight selection criteria. The leading measure of an 
installation's utility is military value. In making our judgments, 
we must consider . . . 

o Mission requirements and operational readiness; 

o The availability of land, facilities and airspace; 

o The need to meet future contingency, mobilization and 
force requirements; and 

o Cost and manpower implications. 

The Commission will take a careful look at taxpayer savings, 
as well as the impact that each closure or realignment is likely to 
have on the local communityfs economy, its environment and its w public works. 

In 1991, the commission voted to close 34 bases and realign 48 
others. Our recommendations promise to save American taxpayers an 
estimated $1.5 billion a year. 

Some of our decisions were harder than others. But Ifm here 
to tell you that not one of them was easy. Casting votes that we 
knew would disrupt thousands of lives was an agonizing 
responsibility. 

Members of the Commission said repeatedly that we would not 
rubber-stamp the Defense Secretary's recommendations. And we kept 
our word. 

Commissioners found that the Pentagon had strayed from its 
selection criteria in proposing the closure of Fort McClellan in 
Alabama; Moody Air Force Binse in ~eorgia; the Naval Training Center 
in Orlando, Florida; and t:he Naval Air Station at Whidbey Island, 
in the state of Washington. 

In closing one military installation after another, we could 
not turn aside the opportunity to save $112 million annually on a 
plan to streamline the Army Corps of Engineers. So we proposed 
sweeping realignment in a way that respected joint congressional w jurisdiction. 
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The process isn't perfect, and neither are we. But my 
colleagues and I tried to be fair. We exercised independent 
judgment. We made unpopular decisions that I believe are in this 
nation's best interests. And I think our work stood the test of 
public scrutiny. 

Chairing the Commiss;ion has been perhaps the most challenging 
professional experience of my life. But it has renewed my faith in 
our society's willingness to accept tough decisions. And I believe 
the process honors American democracy and its tradition of 
encouraging private citizens to participate in the affairs of 
government. 

When we delivered our report to the White House two years ago, 
one of my colleagues left former President Bush with a thought: 
Maybe, said one of the Commissioners, the base-closing process can 
be applied to other intractable issues, problems that can be solved 
only if parochial concerns yield to the public interest. 

On Wednesday, President Clinton ordered a "national 
performance review" of the federal government. I applaud his 
determination to eliminate Washington's waste and inefficiency. 
This initiative is long overdue, and I hope that Democrats and 
Republicans alike will lend strong support. 

Another approach I find intriguing was introduced last year by 
Senator William Roth of Delaware. He called for the establishment 
of an independent panel,, modeled after the Base Closure and 
Realignment  omm mission, that would recommend major changes to both 
the Executive and ~egislative branches of government. 

It's something our leaders should consider. Political 
philosopher Edmund Burke wrote that @@Your representative owes you, 
not his industry only, but his judgment; and he betrays instead of 
serving you if he sacrifices to your opinion." 

Sacrificing judgment at the altar of public opinion breeds 
contempt for our leaders and institutions. It promotes gridlock 
and affirms the widely held1 notion that public policy is the domain 
of special interests. 

American taxpayers deserve better, and the Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission offers an example of something that might 
work on a wider scale. 

Let me conclude with a1 few words from those who are trying to 
recover from the blow dealt: by base closure. 

I am a great believer in the resilience of the American 
people. Two years ago, I saw entire communities line up behind 
efforts to save their local. military installations. Having taken 
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w stock of their assets and capabilities, many of them have since 
found another common purpose: restoring bases to civilian use. 

Closing bases can open opportunities. It sometimes allows 
communities to reclaim valuable assets from the federal government -- assets such as la.nd, water, roads, residential areas, 
recreational facilities and buildings that meet industrial needs. 

Private industry can lend value to these resources. Former 
bases have been transformed into commercial and industrial parks, 
commercial airports, colleges and vocational schools. 

There are plenty of success stories. In 1964, the people of 
Bangor, Maine learned of the Pentagon's plan to close nearby Dow 
Air Force Base, which provided the city with an annual payroll of 
$23 million. Local leaders braced for an economic collapse. But 
they recovered in time to transform the site into a highly 
successful international airport that now accommodates more than 
500,000 passengers a year. 

Local planning enabled towns like Bangor to survive base 
closure. They moved quickly not only to chart a course for 
redevelopment but also to negotiate closing dates, land disposal 
and the clean-up of hazardous waste. 

Returning former bases to civilian use can generate new tax 
revenue and employment. The Pentagon surveyed 100 of the defense 
installations that were closed between 1961 and 1990. According to 
its estimates, 93,000 positions were lost at former bases. 
Meanwhile, state and loclal redevelopment efforts have created 
158,000 civilian jobs. 

Closing bases is as painful as it is necessary. The service 
men and women who have helped to make America strong are now being 
asked to pay the price of a more peaceful world. And many small 
communities that weathered economic recession now confront another, 
even more frightening pr'ospect: loss of their local military 
installations. 

But America can't afford what it doesn't need. Just as many 
big companies are streamlining their operations to compete in a 
global economy, so must ;bnericats military adjust to changing 
security requirements. 

In the long run, restoring military installations to civilian 
use will add economic strength to local communities. But it will 
take time and initiative. Meanwhile, the federal government should 
make every effort to help people through the turmoil of base 
closure. 

II' 
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On a personal note, let me attempt to answer a question that 
I've been asked a lot in recent weeks. Why, people wonder, have I 
agreed to do this job, not just once, but twice? 

Well, it's true that I sometimes feel like The Grim Reaper. 

But just about everyone in Washington arrived hoping to make 
a difference. I thought I could do that best by working as a 
Member of Congress. What I learned is that partisan politics and 
institutional gridlock tend to crowd out the good intentions of 
even our best public servants. 

Chairing the Base Cllosure and Realignment Commission has given 
me the opportunity, as a private citizen, to exercise what I hope 
is sound judgment. It's enabled me to make binding recommendations 
that I believe will serve American taxpayers and strengthen this 
nation's armed forces at a dramatic juncture in our history. 

And, today, it paid for my lunch. 

Thank you very much. I look forward to taking your questions. 
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Section 2687, Title 10, United States Code 

$ 2687. Base closures and realignments 
(a) Not withstanding any other provisions of law, no action may be taken to effect or implement- 

(1) the closure of any military installation at which at least 300 civilian personnel are 
authorized to be employed; 

(2) any realignment ki th  respect to any installation referred to in paragraph (1) involving a 
reduction by more than 1,000, or by more than 50 percent, in the number of civilian personnel 
authorized to be employed at such military installation at the time the Secretary of Defense or the 
Secretary of the military department concerned notifies the Congress under subsection (b) of the 
Secretary's plan to close or re:align such installation; or 

(3) any construction, conversion, or rehabilitation at any military facility other than a military 
installation referred to in clai~se (1) or (2) which will or may be required as a result of the 
relocation of civilian personnel to such facility by reason of any closure or realignment to which 
clause (1) or (2) applies, 

unless and until the provisions of subs.ection (b) are complied with. 
(b) No action described in subsectioln (a) with respect to the closure of, or a realignment with respect 

to, any military installation referred to in such subsection may be taken unless and until- 
(1) the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of the military department concerned notifies the 

Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives, as part of an annual 
request for authorization of appropriations to such Committees, of the proposed closing or 
realignment and submits with the notification an evaluation of the fiscal, local economic, 
budgetary, environmental, strategic, and operational consequences of such closure or realignment; 
and 

(2) a period of 30 legislative days or 60 calendar days, whichever is longer, expires following 
the day on which the notice and evaluation referred to in clause (1) have been submitted to such 
committees, during which period no irrevocable action may be taken to effect or implement the 
decision. 

(c) This section shall not apply to the closure of a military installation, or a realignment with respect 
to a military installation, if the President certifies to the Congress that such closure or realignment must 
be implemented for reasons of nationall security or a military emergency. 

(d)(l) After the expiration of the period of time provided for in subsection (b)(2) with respect to the 
closure or realignment of a military installation, funds which would otherwise be available to the 
Secretary to effect the closure or realignment of that installation may be used by him for such purpose. 

(2) Nothing in this section restricts the authority of the Secretary to obtain architectural and engineering 
services under section 2807 of this title. 

(e) In this section: 
(1) The term "military installation" means a base, camp, post, station, yard, center, homeport 

facility for any ship, or other activity under the jurisdiction of the Department of Defense, 
including any leased facility, which is located within any of the several States, the District of 
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, or Guam. 
Such term does not include any facility used primarily for civil works, rivers and harbors 
projects, or flood control projects. 

(2) The term "civilian personnel" means direct-hire, permanent civilian employees of the 
Department of Defense. 

(3) The term "realignment" includes any action which both reduces and relocates functions and 
civilian personnel positions, but does not include a reduction in force resulting from workload 
adjustments, reduced personnel or funding levels, skill imbalances, or other similar causes. 

(4) The term "legislative day" means a day on which either House of Congress is in session. 

(As amended Pub.L. 98-525, Title XIV, (5 1405(41), Oct. 19, 1984, 98 Stat. 2624; Pub.L. 99-145, Title XII, (5 
1202(a), Nov. 8, 1985, 99 Stat. 717; Pub.L. 100-180, Div. A, Title XII, 1231(17), Dec. 4, 1987, 101 Stat. 1161; 
Pub.L. 101-510, Div. A, Title XXIX, § 2911, Nov. 5, 1990, 104 Stat. 1819.) 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT ACT OF 1990 
ANI) RELATED PROVISIONS 

(Title XXIX of P.L. 101-510, approved Nov. 5, 1990, 10 U.S.C. 2687 note, 
as amended through P.L. 103-160) 

TITLE XXIX - DEFENSE BASE CLOSURES AND REALIGNMENTS 

PART A - Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2901. SHORT TITLE AND PURPOSE 
note. (a) Short Title. - This part may be cited as the "Defense Base Closure 

and Realignment Act of 1990". 
(b) Purpo:se. - The purpose of this part is to provide a fair process 

that will result in the timely closure and realignment of military 
installations inside the United States. 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2902. THE COMMISSION 
note. (a) Establishment. - There is established an independent commission 

to be known as the "Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission". 
(b) Duties. - The Commission shall carry out the duties specified for 

it in this pa:.  
(c) Appointment. - (l)(A) The Commission shall be composed of 

eight members appointed by the President, by and with the advise and 
consent of th.e Senate. 

President. w (B) The President shall transmit to the Senate the nominations for 
appointment to the Commission - 

(i) by no later than January 3, 1991, in the case of members of 
the Clommission whose terms will expire at the end of the first 
session of the 102nd Congress; 

(ii) by no later than January 25, 1993, in the case of members 
of the Commission whose terms will expire at the end of the first 
session of the 103rd Congress; and 

(iii) by no later than January 3, 1995, in the case of members 
of the Commission whose terms will expire at the end of the first 
session of the 104th Congress. 

(C) If the President does not transmit to Congress the nominations for 
appointment to the Commission on or before the date specified for 1993 
in clause (ii) of subparagraph (B) or for 1995 in clause (iii) of such 
subparagraph, the process by which military installations may be selected 
for closure or realignment under this part with respect to that year shall 
be terminated. 

(2) In selecting individuals for nominations for appointments to the 
Commission, the President should consult with - 

(A) the Speaker of the House of Representatives concerning the 
appointment of two members; 

(B) the majority leader of the Senate concerning the appointment 
of two members; 

(C) the minority leader of the House of Representatives 
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- - . -.& . . under section 5314 of title 5, United States Code. 
(2) Members shall receive travel expenses, including per diem in lieu 

of subsistence, in accordance with sections 5702 and 5703 of title 5, 
United State:; Code. 

(h) Director of Staff. - (1) The Commission shall, without regard to 
section 531 l(3) of title 5, United States Code, appoint a Director who has 
not served on active duty in the Armed Forces or as a civilian employee 
of the Department of Defense during the one-year period preceding the 
date of such appointment. 

(2) The Director shall be paid at the rate of basic pay payable for level 
IV of the Executive Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(i) Staff. -- (1) Subject to paragraphs (2) and (3), the Director, with the 
approval of the Commission, may appoint and fix the pay of additional 
personnel. 

(2) The Director may make such appointments without regard to the 
provisions of' title 5, United States Code, governing appointments in the 
competitive service, and any personnel so appointed may be paid without 
regard to the provisions of chapter 51 and subchapter I11 of chapter 53 of 
that title [sections 5101 et seq. and 5331 et seq., respectively, of Title 51 
relating to classification and General Schedule pay rates, except that an 
individual so appointed may not receive pay in excess of the annual rate 
of basic pay payable for GS-18 of the General Schedule. 

(3)(A) Not more than one-third of the personnel employed by or 
detailed to the Commission may be on detail from the Department of 
Defense. 

(B)(i) Not more than one-fifth of the professional analysts of the 
Commission staff may be persons detailed from the Department of 
Defense to th~e Commission. 

(ii) No person detailed from the Department of Defense to the 
Comnlission may be assigned as the lead professional analyst with 
respect to a military department or defense agency. 

(C) A person may not be detailed from the Department of Defense to 
the Commission if, within 12 months before the detail is to begin, that 
person participated personally and substantially in any matter within the 
Department of Defense concerning the preparation of recommendations for 
closures or rdignments of military installations. 

@) No member of the Armed Forces, and no officer or employee of 
the Department of Defense, may - 

(i) prepare any report concerning the effectiveness, fitness, or 
efficie:ncy of the performance on the staff of the Commission of 
any pr:rson detailed from the Department of Defense to that staff; 

(ii) review the preparation of such a report; or 
(iii) approve or disapprove such a report. 

(4) Upon request of the Director, the head of any Federal department 
or agency may detail any of the personnel of that department or agency 
to the Comrr~ission to assist the Commission in carrying out its duties 
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closed or realigned under such plan - 
(,4) a description of the assessment referred to in paragraph (1); 
(I3) a description (i) of the anticipated force-structure during and 

at the end of each such period for each military department (with 
spec:ifications of the number and type of units in the active and 
reserve forces of each such department), and (ii) of the units that 
will need to be forward based (with a justification thereof) during 
and at the end of each such period; and 

( (2)  a description of the anticipated implementation of such 
force-structure plan. 

(3) The Siecretary shall also transmit a copy of each such force-structure 
plan to the Commission. 

Federal (b) Selection Criteria. - (1) The Secretary shall, by no later than 
Register, December 131, 1990, publish in the Federal Register and transmit to the 
publication. congressional defense committees the criteria proposed to be used by the 

Department of Defense in making recommendations for the closure or 
realignment of military installations inside the United States under this 
part. The Secretary shall provide an opportunity for public comment on 
the proposed criteria for a period of at least 30 days and shall include 
notice of that opportunity in the publication required under the preceding 
sentence. 

Federal (2)(A) The Secretary shall, by no later than February 15, 1991, publish 
Register, in the Federal Register and transmit to the congressional defense 
publication. committees the final criteria to be used in making recommendations for w the closure or realignment of military installations inside the United States 

under this part. Except as provided in subparagraph (B), such criteria 
shall be the final criteria to be used, along with the force-structure plan 
referred to in subsection (a), in making such recommendations unless 
disapproved by a joint resolution of Congress enacted on or before March 
15, 1991. 

(B) The Secretary may amend such criteria, but such amendments may 
not become effective until they have been published in the Federal 
Register, opened to public comment for at least 30 days, and then 
transmitted to the congressional defense committees in final form by no 
later than January 15 of the year concerned. Such amended criteria shall 
be the final criteria to be used, along with the force-structure plan referred 
to in subsection (a), in making such recommendations unless disapproved 
by a joint re:solution of Congress enacted on or before February 15 of the 
year concerned. 

(c) DoD Recommendations. - (1) The Secretary may, by no later than 
April 15, l!J9l, March 15, 1993 and March 1, 1995, publish in the 
Federal Register and transmit to the congressional defense committees and 
to the Comrnission a list of the military installations inside the United 
States that the Secretary recommends for closure or realignment on the 
basis of the force-structure plan and the final criteria referred to in 
subsection (t))(2) that are applicable to the year concerned. 

(2) The Secretary shall include, with the list of recommendations 

Federal 
Register, 
publication. 
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Reports. 

Reports. 

the recommerldations made by the Secretary, together with the 
Commission's recommendations for closures and realignments of military 
installations inside the United States. 

(B) Subject to subparagraph (C), in making its recommendations, the 
Commission may make changes in any of the recommendations made by 
the Secretary if the Commission determines that the Secretary deviated 
substantially from the force-structure plan and final criteria referred to in 
subsection (c)(l) in making recommendations. 

(C) In the case of a change described in subparagraph (D) in the 
recommendati~ons made by the Secretary, the Commission may make the 
change only if' the Commission - 

(i) makes the determination required by subparagraph (B); 
(ii) determines that the change is consistent with the force- 

structure plan and final criteria referred to in subsection (c)(l); 
(iii) publishes a notice of the proposed change in the Federal 

Register not less than 45 days before transmitting its 
recommendations to the President pursuant to paragraph (2); and 

(iv) conducts public hearings on the proposed change. 
@) Subparagraph (C) shall apply to a change by the Commission in the 

Secretary's recommendations that would - 
(i) add a military installation to the list of military installations 

recommended by the Secretary for closure; 
(ii) add a military installation to the list of military installations 

recommended by the Secretary for realignment; or 
(iii) increase the extent of a realignment of a particular military 

installation recommended by the Secretary. 
(3) The Commission shall explain and justify in its report submitted to 

the President pursuant to paragraph (2) any recommendation made by the 
Commission that is different from the recommendations made by the 
Secretary pu:rsuant to subsection (c). The Commission shall transmit a 
copy of such report to the congressional defense committees on the same 
date on which it transmits its recommendations to the President under 
paragraph (2). 

(4) After July 1 of each year in which the Commission transmits 
recommendations to the President under this subsection, the Commission 
shall promptly provide, upon request, to any Member of Congress 
information used by the Commission in making its recommendations. 

(5) The Comptroller General of the United States shall - 
(A) assist the Commission, to the extent requested, in the 

Com~mission's review and analysis of the recommendations made 
by the Secretary pursuant to subsection (C); and 

(El) by no later than April 15 of each year in which the 
Secretary makes such recommendations, transmit to the Congress 
and to the Commission a report containing a detailed analysis of 
the Slecretary's recommendations and selection process. 

(e) Review by the President. - (I) The President shall, by no later 
than July 15 of each year in which the Commission makes 
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(B) the adjournment of Congress sine die for the session during 
which such report is transmitted. 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1) of this subsection and subsections (a) 
and (c) of section 2908, the days on which either House of Congress is 
not in session because of adjournment of more than three days to a day 
certain shall be excluded in the computation of a period. 

Community 
action programs. 

Environmental 
protection. 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2905. IMPLEMENTATION 
note. (a) In General. - (1) In closing or realigning any military installation 

under this part., the Secretary may - 
(A) take such actions as may be necessary to close or realign 

any military installation, including the acquisition of such land, the 
construction of such replacement facilities, the performance of 
such activities, and the conduct of such advance planning and 
design as may be required to transfer functions from a military 
installation being closed or realigned to another military 
installation, and may use for such purpose funds in the Account or 
funds iippropriated to the Department of Defense for use in 
planning and design, minor construction, or operation and 
maintenance; 

(B) provide - 
(i) economic adjustment assistance to any community 

located near a military installation being closed or 
realigned, and 

(ii) community planning assistance to any community 
located near a military installation to which functions will 
be transferred as a result of the closure or realignment of 
a military installation, 

if the Secretary of Defense determines that the financial resources 
available to the community (by grant or otherwise) for such 
purposes are inadequate, and may use for such purposes funds in 
the Account or funds appropriated to the Department of Defense 
for ec:onomic adjustment assistance or community planning 
assistance; 

(C) carry out activities for the purposes of environmental 
restoration and mitigation at any such installation, and shall use for 
such purposes funds in the Account; 

(D) provide outplacement assistance to civilian employees 
emp1o:yed by the Department of Defense at military installations 
being closed or realigned, and may use for such purpose funds in 
the Account or funds appropriated to the Department of Defense 
for outplacement assistance to employees; and 

(E) reimburse other Federal agencies for actions performed at 
the request of the Secretary with respect to any such closure or 
realignment, and may use for such purpose funds in the Account 
or funds appropriated to the Department of Defense and available 
for such purpose. 
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with the Governor of the State and the heads of the local governments 
concerned for the purpose of considering any plan for the use of such 
property by the: local community concerned. 

(3)(A) Not later than 6 months aJter the date of approval of the closure 
of a military i;wtallation under this part, the Secretary, in consultation 
with the redevelopment authority with respect to the installation, shall - 

(i) inventory the personal property located at the installation; 
and 

(ii) ident~jj the items (or categories of items) of such personal 
proper9 that the Secretary determines to be related to real 
propeny and anticipates will suppon the implementation of the 
redevelopment plan with respect to the installation. 

(B) l fno  redevelopment authority referred to in subparagraph (A) exists 
with respect to an installation, the Secretary shall consult with - 

(i) the local government in whose jurisdiction the installation is 
wholly located; or 

(ii) a local government agency or State government agency 
designated for the purpose of such consultation by the chief 
executive oflcer of the State in which the installation is located. 

(C) (i) Except as provided in subparagraphs (E) and (F), the Secretary 
may not curry out any of the activities referred to in clause (ii) with 
respect to an installation referred to in that clause until the earlier of - 

(I) one week afier the date on which the redevelopment plan for the 
installation is submitted to the Secretary; 

(11) the date on which the redevelopment authority notifies the Secretary 
that it will' not submit such a plan; 

(Ill) twenty-four months after the date of approval of the closure of the 
installation; or 

(IV) ninety days before the date of the closure of the installation. 
(ii) The activities referred to in clause (i) are activities relating to the 

closure qf an installation to be closed under this part as follows: 
(I) The transfer from the installation of items of personal property at the 

installation identped in accordance with subparagraph (A). 
(11) TI2e reduction in maintenance and repair of facilities or equipment 

located at the installation below the minimum levels required to support 
the use of such facilities or equipment for nonmilitary purposes. 

(D) Except as provided in paragraph (41, the Secretary may not transfer 
items qfpersonal property located at an installation to be closed under 
this part to another installation, or dispose of such items, if such items are 
identijfed in the redevelopment plan for the installation as items essential 
to the Ireuse or redevelopment of the installation. 
(E) Jl"his paragraph shall not apply to any personal property located at 

an insrallation to be closed under this part if the property - 
(i) is required for the operation of a unit, finction, component, weapon, 

or weapons system at another installation; 
(ii) is uniquely military in character, and is likely to have no civilian 

use (other than use for its material content or as a source of commonly 
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paid to the Secretary for such property by such transferee. The Secretary 
shall prescribe regulations for determining the amount of recoupment 
under this clause. 

(C) (i) The transfer of personal property under subparagraph (A) shall 
not be subject to the provisions of sections 202 and 203 of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S. C. 483, 484) if 
the Secretary determines that the transfer of such property is necessary for 
the eflective implementation of a redevelopment plan with respect to the 
installation at which such property is located. 

(ii) The Secretary may, in lieu of the transfer of property referred to in 
subparagraph (A), transfer property similar to such property (including 
property not located at the installation) ifthe Secretary determines that the 
transfer of such similar property is in the interest of the United States. 

(D) The provisions of section 120fi) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of I980 [42 
U.S. C. 9620 fh)] shall apply to any transfer of real property under this 
paragraph. 

(E) The Secretary may require any additional terms and conditions in 
connection with a transfer under this paragraph as such Secretary 
considers appropn'ate to protect the interests of the United States. 

(5) (A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), the Secretaclry shall take 
such actions as the Secretary determines necessary to ensure that final 
determinations under subsection (t) (1) regarding whether another 
depame.nt or agency of the Federal Government has idenwed a use for 
any portion of a military installation to be closed under this part, or will 
accept trczmfer of any portion of such installation, are made not later than 
6 months a$er the date of approval of closure of that installation. 

(B) The Secretary may, in consultation with the redevelopment authority 
with respect to an installation, postpone making the final determinations 
referred to in subparagraph (A) with respect to the installation for such 
period as the Secretary determines appropriate if the Secretary determines 
that such postponement is in the best interests of the communities a$ected 
by the closure of the installation. 

(6)Qi) Except as provided in this paragraph, nothing in this section 
shall limit or otherwise afect the application of the provisions of the 
Stewart B. McKinney Homeless Assistance Act (42 U. S. C. 11 301 et seq.) 
to military installations closed under this pan. 

(B)(i} Not later than the date on which the Secretary of Defense 
completes the determination under paragraph (5) of the transferability of 
any portion of an installation to be closed under this pan, the Secretary 
shall -- 

(I) (:omplete any determinations or surveys necessary to determine 
whether any building or property referred to in clause (ii) is excess 
property, surplus property, or unutilized or underutilized property for the 
purpose of the information referred to in section 501 (a) of such Act (42 
U. S. C. 11 411 (a)]; and 

(11) submit to the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
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received, if no completed application for use of the buildings or property 
for such purpose is received by the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services in accordance with section 501 (e)(2) of such Act during the 9G 
day period beginning on the date of the receipt of such notice. 

(111) l'n the case of building (s) and property for which such application 
is so received, if the Secretary of Health and Human Services rejects the 
application under section 501 (e) of such Act. 

(ii) Buildings and property shall be available only for the purpose of 
permitting a redevelopment authority to express in writing an interest in 
the use of such buildings and property, or to use such buildings and 
propeqy, under clause (i) as follows: 

(I) In the case of buildings and property referred to in clause (i)(I), 
during the one-year period beginning on the first day after the 60-day 
period referred to in that clause. 

(11) h the case of buildings and property referred to in clause (i)(II), 
during the one-year period beginning on the first day aJter the W d a y  
period referred to in that clause. 

(III) In the case of buildings and property referred to in clause (i)(IIZ), 
during the one-year period beginning on the date of the rejection of the 
appliclztion referred to in that clause. 

(iii) A redevelopment authority shall express an interest in the use of 
buildings and property under this subparagraph by notzfiing the Secretary 
of DeJ'ense, in writing, of such an interest. 

(G)(i) Buildings and property available for a redevelopment authority 
under subparagraph (F) shall not be available for use to assist the 
homeless under section 501 of such Act while so available for a 
redevelopment authority. 

(ii) I fa  redevelopment authority does not express an interest in the use 
of buildings or property, or commence the use of buildings or property, 
under subparagraph (F) within the applicable time periods specified in 
clause (ii) of such subparagraph, such buildings or property shall be 
treated as property available for use to assist the homeless under section 
501 (a) of such Act. 

(a@) Subject to paragraph (C), the Secretary may contract with local 
governments for the provision of police services, Jire protection services, 
ai@e2d operation services, or other community services by such 
governments at military installations to be closed under this part if the 
Secretary determines that the provision of such services under such 
contracts is in the best interests of the Department of Defense. 

(B,, The Secretary may exercise the authoridy provided under this 
paragraph without regard to the provisions of chapter 146 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(C) m e  Secretary may not exercise the authority under subparagraph 
(A) with respect to an installation earlier than 180 days before the date on 
which the installation is to be closed. 

(Z,J The Secretary shall include in a contract for services entered into 
with a local government under this paragraph a clause that requires the 
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the real propeqy and facilities located at an installation closed or to be 
closed under this part that are available exclusively for the use, or 
expression of an interest in a use, of a redevelopment . a u t o  under 
subsection (b) (6) (F) during the period provided for that use, or expression 
of interest in use, under that subsection. 

(C) The Secretary may require any additional terms and conditions in 
connection with an agreement authorized by subparagraph (A) as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect the interests of the United 
States. 

(2) A transfer of real property or facilities may be made under 
paragraph (I)  only i f  the Secretary certiJies to Congress that- 

(A) the costas of all environmental restoration, waste management, and 
environmental compliance activities to be paid by the recipient of the 
property or facilities are equal to or greater than the fair market value of 
the property or facilities to be transferred, as detemined by the Secretary; 
or 

(B) if such costs are lower than the fair market value of the property or 
facilities, the recipient of the property or facilities agrees to pay the 
dzference be,tween the fair market value and such costs. 

(3) As part of an agreement under paragraph ( I ) ,  the Secretary shall 
disclose to the person to whom the property or facilities will be transferred 
any information of the Secretary regarding the environmental restoration, 
waste management, and environmental compliance activities described in 
paragraph ( I )  that relate to the property or facilities. The Secretary shall 
provide such information before entering into the agreement. 

(4) Nothiirlg in this subsection shall be construed to mod@, alter, or 
amend the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U. S. C. 9601 et seq.) or the Solid Waste Disposal 
Act (42 U. ,!. C. 6901 et seq.). 

(5) Section 330 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 10 U. S, C. 2687 note) shall not apply to 
any t r a n ~ r  under this subsection to persons or entities described in 
subsection (a) (2) of section 330. 

(6) The Secretary may not enter into an agreement to transfer property 
or facilities under this subsection a@er the expiration of the jive-year 
period beginning on the date of the enactment of the National Defense 
Authorizalion Act for Fiscal Year 1994. 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2906. ACCOUNT 
note. (a) In General. - (1) There is hereby established on the books of the 

Treasury an account to be known as the "Department of Defense Base 
Closure Account 1990" which shall be administered by the Secretary as 
a single account. 

(2) There shall be deposited into the Account - 
(A) funds authorized for and appropriated to the Account; 
(B) any funds that the Secretary may, subject to approval in an 

appropriation Act, transfer to the Account from funds appropriated 
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(I) any failure to carry out military construction projects that were so 
proposed; and 

(.I) any expenditures for military construction projects that were not so 
proposed. 

(2) Unobligated funds which remain in the Account a$er the 
termination oj' the authority of the Secretary to carry out a closure or 
realignment under this part shall be held in the Account until transferred 
by law after the congressional defense committees receive the report 
transmitted under paragraph (3). 

(3) No later than 60 days after the termination of the author@ of the 
Secretary to carry out a closure or realignment under this part, the 
Secretary shall transmit to the congressional defense committees a report 
containing an accounting of - 

(A) all the funds deposited into and expended from the Account 
or otherwise expended under this part; and 
(B) any amount remaining in the Account. 

(d) Disposal or Transfer of Commissary Stores and Property 
Purchased with Nonappropriated Funds. - (1) If any real property or 
facility acquired, constructed, or improved (in whole or in part) with 
commissary store funds or nonappropriated funds is transferred or 
disposed of in connection with the closure or realignment of a military 
installation under this part, a portion of the proceeds of the transfer or 
other disposal of property on that installation shall be deposited in the 
reserve account established under section 204(b)(4)(C) of the Defense 
Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment Act (10 
U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(2) The amount so deposited shall be equal to the depreciated value of 
investment, made with such funds in the acquisition, construction, or 
improvement of that particular real property or facility. The depreciated 
value of the investment shall be computed in accordance with regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense. 

(3) The Secretary may use amounts in the account (in such an aggregate 
amount as is provided in advance in appropriation Acts) for the purpose 
of acquiring, constructing, and improving - 

(A) commissary stores; and 
(B) real property and facilities for nonappropriated fund 

instrumentalities. 
(4) As used in this subsection: 

(A) The term "commissary store funds" means funds received 
from the adjustment of, or surcharge on, selling prices at 
commissary stores fixed under section 2685 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(B) The term "nonappropriated funds" means funds received 
from a nonappropriated fund instrumentality. 

(C) The term "nonappropriated fund instrumentality" means an 
instrumentality of the United States under the jurisdiction of the 
Armed Forces (including the Army and Air Force Exchange 



PUBLIC LAW 101-510 - DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT ACT OF 1990 

resolution described in subsection (a) introduced in the Senate shall be 
referred to the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate. 

(c) Discharge. - If the committee to which a resolution described in 
subsection (a) is referred has not reported such a resolution (or an 
identical resolution) by the end of the 20-day period beginning on the date 
on which the: President transmits the report to the Congress under section 
2903(e), such committee shall be, at the end of such period, discharged 
from further consideration of such resolution, and such resolution shall be 
placed on the appropriate calendar of the House involved. 

(d) Consideration. - (1) On or after the third day after the date on 
which the committee to which such a resolution is referred has reported, 
or has been discharged [under subsection (c)] from further consideration 
of, such a rt~solution, it is in order (even though a previous motion to the 
same effect has been disagreed to) for any Member of the respective 
House to move to proceed to the consideration of the resolution. A 
member may make the motion only on the day after the calendar day on 
which the Member announces to the House concerned the Member's 
intention tcr make the motion, except that, in the case of the House of 
Representatives, the motion may be made without such prior 
announcement if the motion is made by direction of the committee to 
which the resolution was referred. All points of order against the 
resolution (and against consideration of the resolution) are waived. The 
motion is highly privileged in the House of Representatives and is 
privileged in the Senate and is not debatable. The motion is not subject 
to amendment, or to a motion to postpone, or to a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of other business. A motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion is agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in order. If a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the resolution is agreed to, the 
respective House shall immediately proceed to consideration of the joint 
resolution without intervening motion, order, or other business, and the 
resolution shall remain the unfinished business of the respective House 
until disposed of. 

(2) Debate on the resolution, and on all debatable motions and appeals 
in connection therewith, shall be limited to not more than 2 hours, which 
shall be divided equally between those favoring and those opposing the 
resolution. An amendment to the resolution is not in order. A motion 
further to limit debate is in order and not debatable. A motion to 
postpone., or a motion to proceed to the consideration of other business, 
or a motion to recommit the resolution is not in order. A motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution is agreed to or disagreed to is 
not in order. 

(3) Immediately following the conclusion of the debate on a resolution 
described in subsection (a) and a single quorum call at the conclusion of 
the deba.te if requested in accordance with the rules of the appropriate 
House, the vote on final passage of the resolution shall occur. 

(4) Appeals from the decisions of the Chair relating to the application 
of the rules of the Senate or the House of Representatives, as the case 
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closure or realignment; or 
(2) to carry out any closure or realignment of a military 

installati.on inside the United States. 
(c) Exception. - Nothing in this part affects the authority of the 

Secretary to carry out - 
(1) cl.osures and realignments under title I1 of Public Law 100- 

526; and 
(2) closures and realignments to which section 2687 of title 10, 

United States Code, is not applicable, including closures and 
realignments carried out for reasons of national security or a 
military emergency referred to in subsection (c) of such section. 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2910. DEFINITIONS 
note. As used in this part: 

(1) The term "Account" means the Department of Defense Base Closure 
Account 1990 established by section 2906(a)(l). 

(2) The term "congressional defense committees" means the Committees 
on Armed Services and the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives. 

(3) The term "Commission" means the Commission established by 
section 2902. 

(4) The term "military installation" means a base, camp, post, station, 
yard, center, homeport facility for any ship, or other activity under the 
jurisdiction of the Department of Defense, including any leased facility. 
Such term does not include any facility used primarily for civil works, 
rivers and harbors projects, flood control, or other projects not under the 
primary jurisdiction or control of the Department of Defense. 

(5) The term "realignment" includes any action which both reduces and 
relocates functions and civilian personnel positions but does not include 
a reduction in force resulting from workload adjustments, reduced 
personnel or funding levels, or skill imbalances. 

(6) The term "Secretary" means the Secretary of Defense. 
(7) The term "United States" means the 50 States, the District of 

Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, the Virgin Islands, 
American Samoa, and any other commonwealth, territory, or possession 
of the United States. 

(8) The term "date of approval", with respect to a closure or 
realignment of an installation, means the date on which the authority of 
Congress to disapprove a recommendation of closure or realignment, as 
the case may be, of such installation under this part expires. 

(9) The term "redevelopment authority", in the case of an installation 
to be closed under this part, means any entity (including an entity 
established by a State or local government) recognized by the Secretary 
of Defeen~e as the entity responsible for developing the redevelopment plan 
with respect to the installation and for directing the implementation of 
such plan. 

(10) I%e term "redevelopment plan", in the case of an installation to be 
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Account". Except as provided in subsection (d), amounts paid to the 
United States, pursuant to any treaty, status of forces agreement, or other 
international agreement to which the United States is a party, for the 
residual value of real property or improvements to real property used by 
civilian or military personnel of the Department of Defense shall be 
deposited into such account. 

(2) Money deposited in the Department of Defense Overseas Military 
Facility Investment Recovery Account shall be available to the Secretary 
of Defense for payment, as provided in appropriation Acts, of costs 
incurred by the Department of Defense in connection with - 

(A) facility maintenance and repair and environmental 
restoration at military installations in the United States; and 

(B) facility maintenance and repair and compliance with 
applicable environmental laws at military installations outside the 
United States that the Secretary anticipates will be occupied by the 
Armed Forces for a long period. 

(3) Funds in the Department of Defense Overseas Facility Investment 
Recovery Account shall remain available until expended. 

(d) Amounts Corresponding to the Value of Property Purchased 
with Nonappropriated Funds. - (1) In the case of a payment referred 
to in subsection (c)(l) for the residual value of real property or 
improvements at an overseas military facility, the portion of the payment 
that is equal to the depreciated value of the investment made with 
nonappropriated funds shall be deposited in the reserve account established 
under section 204(b)(4)(C) of the Defense Authorization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act. The Secretary may use amounts in 
the accounl (in such an aggregate amount as is provided in advance by 
appropriation Acts) for the purpose of acquiring, constructing, or 
improving commissary stores and nonappropriated fund instrumentalities. 

(2) As used in this subsection: 
(:A) The term "nonappropriated funds" means funds received 

from - 
(i) the adjustment of, or surcharge on, selling prices at 

commissary stores fixed under section 2685 of title 10, 
United States Code; or 

(ii) a nonappropriated fund instrumentality. 
(B) The term "nonappropriated fund instrumentality" means an 

instrumentality of the United States under the jurisdiction of the 
Armed Forces (including the Army and Air Force Exchange 
Service, the Navy Resale and Services Support Office, and the 
Marine Corps exchanges) which is conducted for the comfort, 
pleasure, contentment, or physical or mental improvement of 
members of the Armed Forces. 

(e) Negotiations for Payments-in-Kind, - Before the Secretary of 
Defense enters into negotiations with a host country regarding the 
acceptance by the United States of any payment-in-kind in connection with 
the release to the host country of improvements made in the United States 
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2119; 10 U.S.C. 2391 note) is amended - 
(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out "minimum security facilities 

for nonviolent prisoners" and inserting in lieu thereof "Federal 
confinement or correctional facilities including shock incarceration 
facilities" ; 

(2) 'by striking out "and" at the end of paragraph (3); 
(3) by redesignating paragraph (4) as paragraph (5); and 
(4) by inserting after paragraph (3) the following new paragraph 

(4) : 
"(4) identify those facilities, or parts of facilities, that could be 

effectively utilized or renovated to meet the needs of States and 
local jurisdictions for confinement or correctional facilities; and". 

10 USC 2391 (b) Effective Date. - The amendments made by subsection (a) shall 
note. take effect with respect to the first report required to be submitted under 

section 28 19 the National Defense Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 1989, 
after September 30, 1990. 

SEC. 2923. FUNDING FOR ENVIROmNTAL RESTORATION 
AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS SCHEDULED FOR 
CLOSURE INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

(a) Authorization of Appropriations. - There is hereby authorized to 
be approprjated to the Department of Defense Base Closure Account for 
fiscal year 1991, in addition to any other funds authorized to be 
appropriated to that account for that fiscal year, the sum of $100,000,000. 
Amounts appropriated to that account pursuant to the preceding sentence 
shall be available only for activities for the purpose of environmental 
restoration at military installations closed or realigned under title I1 of 
Public Law 100-526, as authorized under section 204(a)(3) of that title. 

10 USC 2687 (b) Exclusive Source of Funding. - (1) Section 207 of Public Law 
note. 100-526 is amended by adding at the end the following: 

"(b) Base Closure Account to be Exclusive Source of Funds for 
Environnlental Restoration Projects. - No funds appropriated to the 
Department of Defense may be used for purposes described in section 
204(a)(3) except funds that have been authorized for and appropriated to 
the Account. The prohibition in the preceding sentence expires upon the 
termination of the authority of the Secretary to carry out a closure or 
realignment under this title. " . 

(2) The amendment made by paragraph (1) does not apply with respect 
to the availability of funds appropriated before the date of the enactment 
of this A.ct. 

10 USC 2687 (c) Task Force Report. - (1) No later than 12 months after the date 
note. of the enactment of this Act [Nov. 5, 19901, the Secretary of Defense 

shall submit to Congress a report containing the findings and 
recommendations of the task force established under paragraph (2) 
concerning - 

(A) ways to improve interagency coordination, within existing 
laws, regulations, and administrative policies, of environmental 
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section 202(a)(l) of Public Law 100-526. 
(2) This subsection shall take effect as of the date on which the report 

referred to in sl~bsection (a) was transmitted to such Committees. 
(b) General Directive. - Consistent with the requirements of section 

201 of Public Law 100-526, the Secretary of Defense shall direct each of 
the Secretaries of the military departments to take all actions necessary to 
carry out the rc:commendations of the Commission on Base Realignment 
and Closure a.nd to take no action that is inconsistent with such 
recommendations. 

Reports. 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2926. CONTRACTS FOR CERTAIN ENVIRONMENTAL 
note. 1IESTORATION ACTIVITIES 

(a) Establishment of Model Program. - Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act [Nov. 5, 19901, the Secretary of Defense 
shall establish a model program to improve the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the base closure environmental restoration program. 

(b) Administrator of Program. - The Secretary shall designate the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Environment as the 
Administrator of the model program referred to in subsection (a). The 
Deputy Assistant Secretary shall report to the Secretary of Defense 
through the Urtder Secretary of Defense for Acquisition. 

(c) Applicability. - This section shall apply to environmental 
restoration activities at installations selected by the Secretary pursuant to 
the provisions of subsection (d)(l). 

(d) Program Requirements. - In carrying out the model program, the 
Secretary of Defense shall: 

(1) Designate for the model program two installations under his 
jurisdiction that have been designated for closure pursuant to the 
Defense Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and 
Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526) and for which preliminary 
assessments, site inspections, and Environmental Impact Statements 
required by law or regulation have been completed. The Secretary 
shall designate only those installations which have satisfied the 
requirements of section 204 of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 
100-5216). 

(2) C:ompile a prequalification list of prospective contractors for 
solicitation and negotiation in accordance with the procedures set 
forth in title IX of the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act (Public Law 92-582; 40 U.S.C. 541 et seq., as 
amended). Such contractors shall satisfy all applicable statutory 
and regulatory requirements. In addition, the contractor selected 
for one of the two instdlations under this program shall indemnify 
the Federal Government against all liabilities, claims, penalties, 
costs, and damages caused by (A) the contractor's breach of any 
term 01- provision of the contract; and (B) any negligent or willful 
act or omission of the contractor, its employees, or its 
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SECRETARY ASPW ANOUNCES BOTTOM UP REVIEW FESuL?S 

It was Dcccmbcr 1991 at Georgetown University that candida!e Bill Clinton pledged to 
"rrstructure our military forces for a new era." Today, Secretary of Defense Les Aspin 
announced fulfillment of that pledge. "Wc'll have a force based on tomormw's rcquircments, 
a lean, mobile, high-tech force ready to protect Americans against the real dangers they face in 
this new era," Secrttary Aspin said 

The review was a highly collaborative effon composed of a steering group chaired by 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and included representatives from the offices 
within the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Joint Staff, and the Services. 

Its unprecedented scope encompasses all major elements of defense planning, fmm the wv formulation of strategy, to construction of forcc structure, to weapon system modemiza- 
rion, and finally the reconfiguring of the Department of Defense (DoD) infrastructure. 

"Ir couldn't be any other way. The process has brought the civilian and military 
communities closer together. We've established a working relationship over the last five 
months that would have taken a yea. or two to develop with this review," said Secretary 
Asp& 

The Bottom-Up Review's analytic process =viewed both the new dangers and 
oppormnitics fonsctn in the post-Cold War world. The review developed new military 
strategies and plans to cany out these strategies in force structure, weapons modernization, 
and new defense initiatives. 

Thenview identifies force structure required to maintain the capabilities to win two 
d y  sim- major regional conflicts. I n  this force structure the Army will have 10 
active divisions and 15 resave brigades, the Navy will maintain 11 carrier battlegroups and 
one  serve c d c r ,  the Marine Corps will have five acrive brigades and one reserve division, 
and the Air Force will retair~ 13 active duty and seven reserve fighter wings. 
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NXTION.4L SECllRITY IN THE POST-COLD tY.4R WORLD 

Introduction 

The Cold War is behind us. The Soviet Union is no 
longer. The threat that drove our defense decision- 
malung for four and a half decades - that determined 
our strategy and tactics. our doctrine:. the size and shape 
of our forces the design of our weapons, and the size of 
our defense budgets - is gone. 

Now that the Cold War is over, the questions we 
face in the Department of Defense are: How do we 
strucrure the m e d  forces of the United States for the 
future? How much defense is enough in the post-Cold 
War era? 

Several important events over the past four years 
underscore the revolutionary nature of recent changes 
in the international security environment and shed light 
on this new era and on America's f u m e  defense and 
security requirements. 

In 1989, the fall of the Berlin Wall and the 
collapse of communism rhroughout Eastern Eu- 
rope precipitated a strategic :shift away from con- 
tainment of the Soviet empire. 

In 1990, Iraq's brutal invasion of Kuwait signaled 
a new class of regional dangers facing America - 
dangers spurred not by a global, empire-building 
ideological power, but by rogue leaders set on 
regional domination through military aggression 
while simultaneously pursuing nuclear, biologi- 
cal. and chemical weaponscapabilities. The world's 
response to Saddam's invasion also demonstrated 
the potential in the new era for broad-based. collec- 
tive military action to thwart such tyrants. 

In 1991. the failed Soviet coup demonstrated the 
Russian people's desire for democratic change and 
hastened the collapse of the Soviet Union as a 
naiional entity and military foe. 

In the aftermath of such epochal events. it has 
become clear that the framework that ~ u i d e d  our secu- 
rity policy during the Cold War is inadequate for the 
future. We must determine the charsctenstics of this 
new e ra  develop a new strate=. and restructure our 
armed forces and defense programs accordingly. We 
cannot, as we did for the past several decades, premlse 
this year's forces, programs. and budgets on incremen- 
tal shifts from last year's efforts. We must rebuild our 
defense strategy. forces, and defense programs and 
budgets from the bottom up. 

The purpose of the Bottom-Up Review is to define 
the strategy, force structure. modernization programs. 
industrial base. and infrastructure needed to meet new 
dangers and seize new opportunities. 

An Era of New Dangers 

Most stnking in the transition from the Cold War 
is the shift in the nature of the dangers to our mterests. 
as illustrated in Figure 1. 

The new dangers fall into four broad categories: 

Dangers posed by nuclear weapons and other 
Den as- weapons of mass destruction, including dm, 

sociated with the proliferation of nuclear, biological. 
and chemical weapons as well as those associated with 
the farge socks of thest weapons that remain in the 
former Soviet Union. 

Reghd  dangers posed primarily by the threat 
of large-scale aggression by major regional powers 
with interests antithetical to our own, but also by the 
porenriai f ~ r  smaller, often intrmal, conflicts based on 
ethnic or ~ I i g i o u s  animosities, sate-sponsored [error- 
ism. and subversion of friendly governments. 
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Figure 1 
Dangers ta democracy and reform, in the 

former Soviet Union, Eastern Europe, and elsewhere. 

Economic dangers to our national security. 
which could result if we fail to build a strong. competi- 
tive and growing economy. 

Our armed forces are central to combating the first 
two dangers and can play a significant role in meeting w the second two. Our predictions and conclusionr about 
the nature and characteristics of these dangers will help 
mold our strategy and size and shape our future mili- 
tary forces. 

,4n Era of New Opportunities I 

.As Figure 7 shows. beyond new dangers. there are 
new opportunities: redistic aspirations that, if we 
dedicate ourselves to pursue wonhy goals, we can 
reach a world of greater safety, freedom. and prosper- 
ity. Our m e d  forces can contribute to this object~ve. 
In brief, we see new opportunities to: 

Expand and adapt our existing security panner- 
ships and alliances and build a larger community 
of democratic nations. 

Promote new regional security arrangements and 
alliances to improve deterrence and reduce the 
potential for ag,sression by hostile regional pow- 
ers. 

Implement the dramatic reductions in the strate- 
gic nuclear arsenals of the United States and the 
former Soviet Union achieved in the START I and 
I1 treaties. 

Protect and advance our security with fewer 
resources. freeing excess resources to be invested 
in other areas vital to our prosperity. 

New Opportunities 

During the Cold War. few t:ntertained realistic 
aspirations for a markedly safer. h e r  world. Our 
strategy of containment was. pez.force, defensive in 
nature, designed primarily to hold the Soviet Union 
and China in check. Today, there is promise that we 
can replace theEast-West confrontation of the Cold 
War with an era in which the community of nations. 
guided by a common commiunen.t to democratic prin- 
ciples. free-marker economics. arid the mle of law, can 
be significantiy enlarged. 

Figure 2 



Objectives and >fethodologq of the 
CcI Bottom-Up Review 

and supporting industrial base and infrastructure to 
provide for Xmenca's defense in the post-Cold War 
era. 

3. Constructing building blocks o i  forces to ~ m p l e -  
rnent thls strategy. 

We undertook the Bottom-Up Review to select the 
right strategy, force structure, modernization programs. 

Figure 3 shows the step-by-step process we used to 
develop key assumptions, broad principles, and gen- 
eral objectives and translate them into a speclfic plan 
for our strategy. forces, and defenlie resources. 

1. Combining these force building blocks to pro- 
duce options for our overall force suucture. 

These steps included: 

1. Assessing the post-Cold War era. and panicu- 
larly the new dangers, opportunities, and uncertainties 
it presents. 

2. Devising a U.S. defense strategy to protect and 
advance our interests in this new period. 

Methodology of the Bottom-Up Review 

r 1 
ASSESS THE 

POST-COLD WAR 

U.S. DEFENSE 
STRATEGY 

-IC 
CONSTRUCT 

FORCE BUILDING 

-IL 
COMBINE 

FORCE 
BUILDING BLOCKS 

DECISIONS FOR 

DEFENSE P U N  

5. Complementing rhe force structure wtth weap- 
ons acquisition programs to modernize our forces. 
defense foundations to sustair~ them. and policy iniria- 
tives to address new dangers and take advantage o i  new 
opportunities. 

With the Bottom-Up Review now complete, we 
will utilize its results to build a multi-year plan for 
America's furure security, derailing the forces. pro- 
grams. and defense budgets the United States needs to 
protect and advance its interests in the post-Cold War 
period. 

The Bottom-Up Review represented a close col- 
laboration between the civilian and military sectors of 
the Department of Defense. Task forces were esrab- 
lished-including representatives from the Office of 
the Secretay of Defense. the Joint Staff, the unified 
and specified commands, each of the armed services 
and, where appropriate, other defense agencies-to 
review the major issues entailed in planning defense 
strategy. forces. modernization p r o p m s .  and other 
defense foundations. Numerous studies helped to 
formulate the key issues for decisionmakers and pro- 
vided the analytical underpinning for our review. 

We offer this plan for public consideration as a 
means of forming a new national consensus on 
America's strategic role in global affairs. the military 
instruments needed to fulfill that role. and the level of 
resources necessary to provide those instruments. 

Building Future Capabilities: Guiding 
Principles 

Certain other underlying principles guided our 
effort during the Botrom-Up Review. In his inaugural 
address. President Clinton pledged to keep hmenca's 
military the best trained, best equipped. best prepared 



Oe. we fighting force in the world. To fulfill that pled, 
must keep it the focus of our effon throughout the 
planning. progamming, and budgeting process. 

First. we must keep our forces ready to fight. We 
have already witnessed the challenges posed by the 
new dangers in operations like Just Cause (Panama), 
Desen Storm (Iraq), and Restore Hope (Somalia). 
Each of these was a "come as you are:" campaign with 
little time to prepare our forces for the challenges they 
met. 

The new dangers thus demand that we keep our 
forces ready to fight as a top priority in allocating 
scarce defense resources. We must adequately fund 
operations and maintenance accounts, maintain suffi- 
cient stocks of spare parts. keep our faorces well-trained 
and equipped, and take the other steps essential to 
preserving readiness. 

.A key element of rnuntaning forces r e ~ d )  to fight 
is to maintain the quality of our people. so thar they 
remain the best fighting f o r e  in the world. Tnls inems 
keepins our personnel highly motivated by treat~ng 
them fairly and maintaining the~r  quality of life. It also 
means continuing to recruit talented young men and 
women, expanding career opponunities for all service 
personnel, and putting in place programs to ease the 
transition to civilian life for many of our troops 3s u e  
bring down the size of our forces. 

We must a150 maintain the technological superi- 
ority of our weapons and equipment. Operation Desen 
Storm demonstrated that we produce the best weapons 
and military equipment in the world. This technologi- 
cal edge helps us to achieve victory more swiftly and 
with fewer casualties. We must design a balanced 
modernization program that will safeguard this edge 
and the necessary supporting industrial base without 
buying more weapons than wz need or can afford. 



FORCES TO IJIPLESlENT OUR DEFENSE STFUTEGY 

Major Regional Conflicts 

During the Cold War, our mlirq planning was 
dominated by the need to confront ~?umencally supe- 
rior Soviet forces in Europe, the Far East, and South- 
west Asia. Now. our focus is on the need to project 
power into regions important to our interests and to 
defeat potentially hostile regional powers. such as 
North Korea and Iraq. Although these powers are 
unlikely to threaten the United States directly, these 
countries and others like them have shown that they are 
willing and ab:e to field forces sufficient to threaten 
important U.S. interests. friends, and allies. Operation 
Desen Storm was a powerful demonstration of the 
need to counter such regional aggression. 

Potential regional aggressors are expected to be 
capable of fielding military forces in the following 
ranges: 

400,000 - 750,000 total personnel under arms 
2.000 - 4,000 ranks 
3.000 - 5.000 armored fighting vehicles 
2,000 - 3.000 anillery pieces 
500 - 1.000 combat aircraii: 
100 - 200 naval vessels, primarily patrol crari 

armed with surface-to-surface missiles, and up u, 
50 submarines 

100 - I000 Scud-class ballistic missiles, some 
possibly with nuclear. chemical, or bioiogicai 
warheads. 

Military forces of this size can threatcn regions 
imponant to the United States because allied orfriendly 
states are often unable to match the power of such a 
potentially aggressive neighbor. Hence, we must prc- 
pare our forccs to assist those of' our fnendsdaliits 
in detcmng, and ultimately, ,defeating aggression. 
should it occur. 

Scenarios as Planning Tools. Every war that the 
Cnired States has fought has been dliferenr from the 
last. and different from what defense planners had 
envisioned. For example, the ma~onty of [he bases and 
facilities used by the United States and its coalrt~on 
partners in Operation Desen Storm were bulk i n  the 
1980s. when we envisioned a Soviet invasion through 
Iran to be the principal threat to the Gulf resion. In 
planning forces capable of fighting and winning major 
regional conflicts (XiRCs). we must avoid preparing 
for past wars. History suggests that we most often deter 
the conflicts that we plan for and actually fight the ones 
we do not anticipate. 

For planning and assessmen! purposes. we have 
selected two illustrative scenarios that are both plau- 
sible and that posit demands characteristic of those that 
could be posed by conflicts with a wide range of 
regional powers. While a number of scenarios were 
examined. the two that we focused on most closely in 
the Bottom-Up Review envisioned aggression by a 
remilitarized Iraq against Kuwait and Saudi Arabia. 
and by North Korea against the RepubIic of Korea. 

Neither of these scenarios should be regarded as 4 

prediction of future conflicts, bct each provides a 
useful representation of the challenge presented by a 
well-armed regional power initiating aggression thou- 
sands of miles from the United States. As such. the 

scenarios serve as yardsticks against which to assess, in 
p s s  terms. the capabilities of U.S. forces. Figure 1 
illusmtcs the scenarios and their relationship to plan- 
ning for force employment across a range of potential 
conilicts. 

In each scenario. we examined the pedormance of 
projected U.S. forces in relation to many critical pa- 
rameters. including warning time, the threat. terrain. 
weather. duration of hostilities. and combat intensity. 
Overall, these scenarios were representative of Ikely 
ranges of these critical parameters. 



Figure 3 

Both sceniu-ios assumed 3 sir nil,^ cnemy opera- 
[Ion: rn ~Or-hea~-y ,c~mblned-moi fens l re  agllnst 
the forces of 3 neighboring state. L.5, 
forces. most of which were not present in the region 
when hostilities commenced. had ;o deploy to the 
region quickly. supplement indigenous forces. halt the 
invasion, and defeat the aggressor. 

Such a shon-notice scenario. in which only a 
modest number of U.S. forces u e  in 3 region at the 
commencement of hostilities. is both highly stressing 
and plausible. History shows that we frequently fail to 
mticipate the location and riming of aggression. even 
large-scale attacks against our intere:sn. In such cases. 

i t  may also not be possible. pnor to rn stuck. to 
3 political consensus on the proper U.S. response or to 
convlnce our allies to grant C.S. forces access to 
facilities in thea countries. 

We also expect that the Cnited Swtes wlll often be 
fighting as the leader of acodltlon. with allles prov~d- 
ing some support and combat iorces. .As was the cas? 
in Desen Stom,  the need to defend common interests 
should prompt our allies in many cases to contribute 
capable forces to the war effort. However. our iorces 
must be sized and structured to prewwe the flexibility 
and the capabiliry to act unilaternlly. should we choose 
to do so. 

Scenarios as Planning Tools 
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The Four Phases of L.S. Combat 
Operations 

Our first pnonty in preparinz for regional contlicts 
is to prevent them from ever occurring. This is the 
purpose of our overseas presence forces and opera- 
tions, joint exercises. and other rnilitar), capabilities 
- to deter potential regional aggressors from even 
contemplating an attack. Should de:terrence fail and 
conflict occur, i t  is envis~oned that combat operations 
would unfold in four main phases: 

Phase 1: Halt the invasion. The highest priority 
in defending against a large-scale attack will most 
often be to minimize the territory and critical facilities 
that the invader can capture. Shoultl imponant suate- 
gic assets fall to the invader, it might anempt to use 
them as bargaining chips. In addition. stopping the 
invasion quickly may be key to ensuring that the 
threatened ally can continue its c:rucial role in the 
collective effon to defeat the aggrt:ssor. Further, the 
more t emtop  the enemy captures, the greater the price 
to take it back: The number of forces required for the 
counteroffensive to repel an invasion can increase. 
with correspondingly greater casualties. depending on 
the progress the enemy makes. In the event of a shon- 
warning attack, more U.S. forces would need to deploy 
rapidly to the theater and enter the battle as quickly as 
possible. 

Phase 2: Build up U.S. combat power in the 
theater wide reducing the enemy's. Once the 
enemy attack had been stopped and the front stabilized. 
U.S. and allied effons would focus on continuing to 
build up combat forces and logistics support in the 
theater while reducing the enemy's capacity to fight. 
Land. air, maritime, and special operations forces from 
the United States and coalition countries would con- 
tinue to arrive. These forces wou1.d seek to ensure that 
the enemy did not regain the initiative on the ground. 
and they would mount sustained attacks to reduce the 
enemy's rnilitaq capabilities in preparation for the 
combined-ms counteroffensive:. 

Phase 3: Decisively defeat the enemy. In the 
third phase, U.S. and allied forces would seek to mount 

a large-scale. sir-land counteroifens~ve to dcieat ihc 
enemy decisively by attacking his centers o i  gr3v1r>. 
retaking ternton he had occup~ed. drsrroy~ng hls war- 

malung capabilitles, and successfully achiev~ng other 
operational or strategic objectives. 

Phase 4: Provide for post-war stability. . \I- 
though a majority of G.S. and coalition forces would 
begin returning to the~r home bases, some forces r n ~ ~ h t  
be called upon to remain in the theater after the enemy 
had been defeated to ensure that the conditions that 
resulted in conflict did not recur. These forces could 
help repatriate pnsoners. occupy and administer some 
or all of the enemy's territory, or to ensure compliance 
with the provisions of war-termination or cease-tire 
agreements. 

Forces for Combat Operations 

Described below are the types of forces that are 
needed to conduct joint combat operations in all four 
phases of an MRC. 

Forces for Phase 1. Primary responsibility for the 
initial defense of their territory rests, of course. w~th  
our allies. As forces of the besieged country move to 
blunt an attack. U.S. forces already in the theater would 
move rapidly to provide assistance. However, as 
already mentioned, we are drawing down our overseas 
presence in response to the end of the Cold War. 'Thus. 
the bulk of our iorces, even during the early stages of 
conflict, would have to come from the United States. 
This places a ptemium on rapidly deployable yet 
highly lethal forces to biunt an anark. 

The major tasks to be perfomred in rhis 
beyond arc: 

Help allied forces establish a viable defense * h t  

halts enemy ground forces befmrtrey can acfistvt 
critical objectives. 

* Delay, disrupt, and destroy enemy ground forces 
and damage the roads along which they are mov- 
ing. in order to halt the attack. U.S. attacks would 

. be mounted by acornbination of land- and seabased 



jtnkr a~rcrait, h e a ~ y  bombers. lon$-r3nse uctlcal 
mtss~les. ground maneuver forces with antlarmor 
capab~lit~es. and specld ope:at~,ans forces. 

Protect friendly forces and rear-area assets from 
attack by aircraft or crulse and ballist~c missiles. 
using land and sea-based aircraft. ground- and sea- 
based surface-to-ar missiles, ;md speclal opera- 
tions iorces. 

Establish air superiority and suppress enemy air 
defenses as needed. including those in rear areas 
and those accompanying invading ground forces. 
using land- and sea-based strike and jamming 
aircraft as well as surface-to-surface missiles. such 
as the Army Tactical Missile System 
(ATACMS). 

Desuoy high-value targets, such as weapons of 
mass destruction, and degade the enemy's ability 
to prosecute military operations through attacks 
focujed on his central command. control. and 
communications facilities. For such attacks. we 
would rely heavily on long-range bombers. land 

V and sea-based strike aircraft. cmise missiles, and 
special operations forces. 

Establish maritime superiority, using naval task 
forces with mine countemeajure ships, in order to 
ensure access to pons and sea lines of cornrnunica- 
tion. and as a precondition for amphibious as- 
saults. 

Forces for Phase 2 .  himy or' the same forces 
employed in Phase 1 would be used in the second phase 
to perfom sirmlar tasks - grinding doun the cnem\..'j 
military potential while additional U.S. and orher coa- 
lition combat power is brought into the repon. .As 
more land- and sea-based air forces m v e d .  cmphas~s 
would shift from halting the invasion to isolating 
enemy ground forces and destroying them, destro: ing 
enemy air and naval forces. destroy~ng stocks or' sup- 
plies. and broadening artacks on military-related tar- 
gets in the enemy's rear area. These attacks could be 
supplemented with direct and indirect missile 2nd 
artillery fire from ground. air, and sea forces. 

.Meanwhile. other U.S. forces. including heavy 
ground forces, would begin arriving in the theater to 
help maintain the defensive line established at the end 
of Phase I and to begin preparations for the counter- 
offensive. 

Forces for Phase 3. The centerpiece of Phase 3 
would be the U.S. and allied counteroffensive. aimed 
at engaging, enveloping. and destroying or capturing 
enemy ground forces occupying friendly [emtory. 
Major tasks within the counteroffensive include: 

Breaching tactical and protective minefields. 

Maneuvering to envelop or flank and destroy 
enemy forces. including armored vehicles in dus- 
in positions. 

I 
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operations forces, and land- and sea-based fire suppon. 

Qu Xmph~b~ous forces would pro\ ide addltlond opera- 
tional tlcv~blllty to the theater comnander. 

Forces for Phase 4. Finally, a smaller comple- 
ment of jolnt forces would remain in the theater once 
the enemy had been defeated. These forces rmght 
include a cmier battle group, one: to two wings of 
fighters. adivision or less of ground forces. and special 
operations units. 

Supporting Capabilities 

The foregoing list of forces for the various phases 
of combat operations included only combat force ele- 
ments. Several types of suppon capabilities would 
play essential roles throughout all phases. 

Airlift. Adequate airlift capacity is needed to 
bring in forces and materiel required for the first weeks 
of an operation. In Operations &sen ShieldDesen 
Storm. the L'nited States delivered to the Gulf region. 
on average. more than 2.400 tons of material per day by 
airlift. We anticipate that at least the same level of lift 
capacity will be needed to suppop[ high-intensity mili- 
tary operations in the opening phase of a future MRC 
and to help sustain operations thereafter. 

Repositioning. Prepositioning heavy combat 
equipment and supplies. both ashore and afloat. can 
greatly reduce both the time required to deploy forces 
ro distant regions and tht wmbcr  of airlift sorties 
devoted to moving such supplies. Initiatives now 
underway will acceIerate the amval of the h y ' s  
heavy forces in distant theaters. 

Sealin. In any major regional conflict, most corn- 
bat equipment and supplies would be transponed by 
sea. While airlift and prtpositioning provide the most 
rapid response for deterrence and initial defense. the 
deployment of significant heavy ground and air forces, 
their suppon equipment, and sustainment must come 
by sea. 

Battlefield Surveillance; Command, Control 
and Communications. Accurate information on the 

locat~on and disposition of enemy forces I S  a prerequl- 
site for etfecrlve mili- operations. Hence. our plan- 
nlns envisions the early deployment of reconnaissance 
md command and control arcraft and ground-based 
assets to enable our forces to see the enemy and to pass 
information quickly through all echelons of our forces. 
Total U.S. intelligence and surveillance capability will 
be less than it was during the Cold War. but ~t wtll be 
better able to provide timely information to battlefield 
commanders. Advanced systems, such as the Joint 
Surveillance and Target Attack Radar System 
(JSTXRS). the upgaded Airborne Warning and Con- 
trol System (AWACS), and the k1VIILSTXR satellite 
communications system. will ensure that U.S. forces 
have a decisive advantage in tactical intelligence and 
communications. 

Maririme preposirioning ships. 

Advanced .Munitions. As U.S. operations in the 
Gulf War demonstrated, advanced precision-guided 
munitions can dramatically increase the effectiveness 
of U.S. forces. Precision-guided munitions already in 
the U.S. inventory (for example, laser-guided bombs) 
as well as new types of munitions still under develop- 
ment are needed to ensure that U.S. forces can operate 
successfully in future MRCs and other types of con- 
flicts. New "smart" and "brilliant" munitions under 
development hold promise of dramatically improving 
the capabilities of U.S. air. ground, and maritime forces 
to destroy enemy armored vehicles and halt invading 
ground forces. as well as destroy fixed targets at longer 
ranges, reducing exposure to enemy air defenses. 



components of a U.S. theater campaign. Fighter air- 
craft deploying over long distances require aerial 
refuelins. Xirliiters can also carry more cargo longer 
distances if enroute aenal refueling is available. Aerial 
surveillance and control platforms. such as AWACS 
and JSTXRS. also need airborne refueling in order to 
achieve maximum mission effectiveness. 

Aerial Refueling. Lxge numbers of aerial- 
refueling ;11rcra.fr would be needed to support many 

The h1RC Building Block 

force requirements and increase the responsiLeness 
and effectiveness of our power projecrion forces. 

In planning future force structure and allocating 
resources. we established forces levels and suovon . . 
which should enable us to win one !VIRC across a wide 
range of likely conflicts. Our dettailed analyses of 
future MRCs, coupled with military judgment of the 
outcomes. suggest that the follouring forces will be 
adequate to execute the strategy outlined above for a 
single MRC: 

4 - 5 Army divisions 
4 - 5 Marine Expeditionary Brigades 
10 Air Force fighter wings w I00 Air Force heavy bombers; 
4 - 5 Navy aircraft carrier bartle groups 
Special operations forces 

These forces constitute a prudent building block 
for force planning purposes. In dle event of an actual 
regional conflict, our response would depend on the 
nature and scale of the aggression and circumstances 
elsewhere inthe world. [fthe initid defense fails to halt 
the invasion quickly, or if circumstances in other pans 
of the world permit, U.S. decisionmaken may decide 
to commit more forces than thosc: listed (for example, 
two additional Army divisions.) These added forces 
would help either to achieve the needed advantage 
over the enemy, to mount the decisive counteroffen- 
sive. or accomplish more ambitious war objectives, 
such as the complete desuuction of the enemy's war- 
making potential. But our analysis also led us to the 
conclusion that enhancements to our military forces. 
focused on ensuring our ability to conduct a successful 
initialdefense, would both reduce our overall ground 

U.S. .Marines conducring 
amphibious assaulr e-rercise. 

Fighting Two iMRCs 

In this context. we decided early in the Bottom-Up 
review that the United States must field forces suffi- 
cient to fight and win two nearly simultaneous major 
regional conflicts. This is prudent for two reasons: 

First. we need to avoid a situation in which the 
United States in effect makes simultaneous wars more 
likely by leaving an opening for potential aggessors. 
to attack their neighbors, should our engagement in a 
war in one region leave linle or no force available tc 
respond effectively to defend our interests in another. 

Second. fielding forces sufficient to win two wars 
nearly simultantously provides a hedge against the 
possibility h a t  a fucure adversary - or coalition of 
adversaries - might one day confront us with a larger- 
than-expected threat. In short, it is difficult to predict 
precisely what threats we will confront ten to twenty 
years from now. In this dynamic and unpredir-able 
post-Cold War world we must maintain military capa- 
bilities that are flexible and sufficient to cope with 
unforeseen threats. 

For the bulk of our ground. naval. and air forces. 
fielding forces sufficient to provide this capability 
involves duplicatingthe MRC building block described 
above. However, in planning our overall force struc- 



ture. we must recognize two other fa.ctors. First. we 

must have ruficient strategic lift to deploy forces 
when m d  where we need them. Second. cenan  spe- 
cialized hlgh-leverage units or unique assets might be 
"dual tasked," that is. used in both Y[RCs. 

For example, cemin  advanced aircraft - such as 
B-Zs, F- 1 17s. JSTARs. AWACS, anti EF- 11 1s - that 
we have purchased in limited numbers because of their 
expense would probably be dual-tasked. 

Force Enhancements to Support Our Strategy 

forces to Improve thelr crtpablllty. t lex~bll~ty,  md le- 
thallry. These enhancements are especially gexed 
toward buttressing our abll~ty to conduct s succrssrul 
lnltlal defense In any major reglonal contllct. 

.As shown in Figure 5. these enhancements include 
improving: I 1 ) srraregic mobility through more 
preposltioning and enhancements to airlift and se3l1ft; 
i2) the strike capabilities of aircrait cmiers;  ( 3 )  the 
lethality of .Army firepower; and (4) the ability of long- 
range bombers to deliver conventional sman mum- 
tions. 

As previously mentioned, we have already under- Strategic Mobility. Our plans call for substantial 
taken or are planning a series of enhancements to our enhancements to our strategic mobiiiry - most of 

Force Enhancements to Halt a Short-Warning Attack 
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which were first identified in the 1991 Ylob~lity Re- 

w qulrements Study (MRS). First. we will e~ther con- 
tinue the program to purchase and deploy the C- 17 
alrlifrer or purchase other alrlifters to ,replace our aging 
C- 141 transpon aircrali. Developmernt of the C- 17 has 
been troubled from the s u n  and we will contlnue to 
monitor the program's progress closely. but signifi- 
cant, modem, flexible airlift capacity is essential to our 
defense strategy. .A decision on the (1- 17 will be made 
after a rhorough review by the Defense .Acquisition 
Board is completed over the next several weeks. Sec- 
ond, we plan to keep an .Army brigade set of heavy 
armor afloat on ships deployed abroad that could be 
sent either to the Persian Gulf or to !Vonheast Asia on 
shon notice. Other prepositioning initiatives would 
accelerate the arrival of Army heavy units in Southwest 
Asia and Korea. Third, we will increase the capacity of 
our surge sealift fleet to transpon forces and equipment 
rapidly from the United States to (distant regions by 
purchasing additional roll-on1 roll-off ships. Fourth, 
we will improve the readiness and responsiveness of 
the Ready Reserve Force (RRF) through a variety of 
enhancements. Finally, we will fund various efforts to 
improve the "fort-to-pon" flow of personnel, equip- 

m ' ment. and supplies in the United Sntes. 

Naval Strike Aircraft. The Navy is examining a 
number of innovative ways to improve the firepower 
aboard its aircraft carriers. First. the Navy will im- 
prove its stnke potential by providing a precision 
ground-anack capability to many of its F- I4 aircraft. It 
will alsoaquke;smcks of new "hdhnt" antiarmor 
weapons for delivery by anack aircraft. Finally, the 
Navy plans to develop the capability to fly additional 
squadrons of F/A-18s to forwarddeployed aircraft 
carriers that would be the fust to anive in response to 
a regional cmmgmcy- Thtscadditional aircraft would 
increase the power of the carriers during the critical 
early stages of a conflict. 

Army Firepower. The Arm!/ is developing new, 
smart submunitions that can be delivered by ATACMS, 
the Multiple-Launch Rocket Systtm (MLRS), the Tri- 
Service Standoff Attack Missile (TSSAM) now under 
development. and by standard tulx artillery. In addi- 
tion. the Longbow fire control radar system will in- 

crease the rffectiveness and sunivabil~ty oirhe .AH-@ 
Apache atrack helicopter. We are also examining 
more prepositioning of .AT.AC>IS and MLRS md 
having Apaches self-deploy from their overseas bases 
so that all would be available in the early sages of a 
conflict. 

.Air Force Long-Range Bombers and hluni- 
tions. The .Air Force enhancemenrs will be in tuo 
areas. bombers and munitions. First. we plan to modify 
the Air Force's B- 1 and B-7 long-range. heavy bomb- 
ers to improve their ability to deliver "smart" conven- 
tional munitions against attacking enemy forces and 
fixed targets. Second. we will develop all-weather 
munitions. For example, the Air Force is developing a 
guidance package for a tactical munitions dispenser 
filled with anti-armor submunitions that can be used in 
all types of weather. These programs will dramatically 
increase our capacity to attack and destroy critical 
targets in the crucial opening days of a short-warning 
conflict. 

In addition, two other force enhancements are 
important to improving our ability to respond to the 
demanding requirement of two nearly simultaneous 
mcs: 

Reserve Component Forces. We have under- 
taken several initiatives to improve the readiness and 
flexibility of .Amy National Guard combat units and 
other Reserve Component forces in order to make them 
mom rrnnily available for MRCs and other tasks. For 
example. one imponant role for combat elements of the 

Army Hational Guard is to provide forces to supple- 
ment active divisions, should more ground combat 
power be needed to deter or fight a second MRC. In the 
future, Army National Guard combat units will be 
bentr trained, more capable, and more ready. If mobi- 
lized early during a conflict, brigade-sized units could 
provide extra security and flexibility if a second con- 
flict arose while the first was still going on. In addirion. 
the Navy plans to increase the capability and effective- 
ness of its NawfMarine Corps Reserve Air Wing 
through the introduction of a reserve/training aircraft 
carrier. 



Allied 3Iilitary Capabilities. We *.ill continue to 

Cr help our allies in key regions lmpro\e rhelr own de- 
fense capabilities. For example, we are ~tssisting South 
Korea in 11s efforts to modernize its armed forces and 
take on greater responsibility for its own defense - 
including conclusion of an agreement to co-produce 
F- I6 aircraft. 

In Southwest Asia. we are continuing to improve 
our defense ties with our friends and allies in the region 
through defense cooperation agreements. more fre- 
quent joint and combined exercises. equipment 
prepositioning, frequent force deployments, and secu- 
rity assistance. We are also providing modem weap- 
ons, such as the M 1 A2 tank to Kuvvait and the Patriot 
system to Kuwait and Saudi Arabia, to improve the 
self-defense capabilities of our friends and allies in the 
Gulf region. 

Peace Enforcement and Intervention 
Operations 

The second ser of operations for which we must 
shape and size our forces include!; peace enforcement 
and intenention. The types. numbers. and saphistica- 
tion of weapons in the hands of potential adversaries in 
such operations can vary widely, with enforcement- 
type operarions being the most demanding. For plan- 
ning purposes, we assume that the threat we would face 
would include a mix of regular and irregular forces 
possessing mostly Iight weapons, supplemented by 
moderately sophist~cated system:s. such as antitankand 
antiship guided missiles, surface-to-air missiles, land 
and sea mines. T-54 and T-72tlass ranks. armored 
personnel canien, and towed millery and mortars. 
Adversary forces might also possess a limited number 
of mostly older combat aircraft (e.g.. MiG-21s. 23s). a 
few smaller surface ships. (e.g., patrol craft), and 
perhaps a few submarines. 

In most cases, U.S. involvement in peace enforce- 
ment operations would be as pan of a multinational 
effort under the auspices of the United Nations or 
another international body. U.S. and coalition forces 
wouldhave several key objectives in a peace enforce- 

ment or 1nter:rntion operation. each of uhich would 
require cerran types of combat forces to ach1eb.r: 

Forced entry into defended amields. pons. 2nd 
other facilltres and selzlng and holding these facill- 
ties. 

Controlling the movement of troops and supplies 
across borders and w~thin the target countp. in- 
cluding enforcing 3 blockade or quarantme of 
maritime commerce. 

I I 

Preparing to turn over responsibility for security 
to peacekeeping units and/or a reconstituted a d M -  
istrative authoriry. 

Esablishing and defending zones in uhich civil- 
ians are protected from external attacks. 

1 

The prudent level of forces that should be planned 
for a major intervention or peace enforcement opera- 
tion is: 

Securing protected zones from internal threats. 
such as snipers. terrorist anacks, and sabotage. 

1 air assault or airborne division 
1 light infantry division 
1 Maine Expeditionary Brigadt 
1 - 2 carier battle groups 
1 - 2 composite wings of Air Force aircraft 
Specla1 operations forces 
Civil affairs units 
Airlift and sealift forces 
Combat support and service suppon units 
50,000 total combat and suppon personnel. 

These capabilities can be provided largely by the 
same collection of general purpose forces needed for 
the MRCs, so long as those forces had the appropriate 
training needed for peacekeeping or peace enforce- 
ment. This means that the United States would have 
to forgo the option of conducting sizable peace en- 
forcemenr or intervention operations at the same time 
it was fighting two MRCs. 



Overseas Presence 

The final set of requirements that we use to size 
general purpose forces are those related to susulning 
the overseas presence of C.S. milltap forces. U.S. 
forces deployed abroad protect and advance our inter- 
ests and perform a wide range of functions that contrib- 
Ute to our security. 

The Bottom-Lp Review reached a number of con- 
clusions on the future size and Shape of our overseas 
presence. 

In Europe, we will contlnue to prov~de leadership 
in a reinvigorated NATO. wh~ch has been the bedrock 
of European secunry for over four decades. We plan to 
retain about 100.000troops there - acomrmtment h a t  
will allow the United States to contlnue to play a 
leading role in the NATO alliance and provide a robust 
capability for multinational trainins and crisis response. 
This force will include about two and one-third wings 
of Air Force fighters and substantial elements of two 
Army divisions, along with a corps headquarters and 
other supporting elements. Equipment for bringing 
these in-place divisions to full strength will remain 
prepositioned in Europe, along wich the equipment of 
one additional division that would deploy to the reglon - - 

in the event of conflict. 

U. S. A m y  forces will participate in two multina- 
tional corps with German forces. Their [raining will 
focus on missions involving rapid deployment to con- 
flicts outside of central Europe and "nonuaditiondo* 
operations. such as peace enforcement. in addition to 
their. long-standing mission of smbilization of cenual 
Europe. These missions might lead. over time, to 
changes in the equipment and configuration of h y  
units stationed in Europe. The Air Force will continue 
to provide unique theater intell~igence, lift, and all- 
weather precision-strike capabilities critical to U.S. 
and NATO missions. In addition, U.S. Navy ships and 
submarines will continue to patrol the Mediterranean 
Sea and other waters surrounding Europe. 

In-Northeast Asia, we also plan to retain close to 
100.000 troops. As recently announced by President 

'I(# 

Clinton. our commitment to South Korea's secunts 
remans undimin~shed. as dernonstr3ted by the one 
C.S. Army division consisting or' two bnpades and one 
wing of U.S. Xlr Force combat arcraft we ha\.e jt3- 

tloned there. In light of the cont~nulng threat of 
aggession from Sonh Korea. we have frozen our 
troop levels in South Kores and are modemizing South 
Korean and American forces on the peninsula. We are 
also exploring the possibility of prepositionin: more 
military equipment in South Korea to increase our 
cnsis-response capability. While plans call for the 
eventual withdrawal of one of our two .Army brigades 
from South Korea. President  linto on recently teiter- 
ated that our troops will stay in South Korea as long as 
its people want and need us there. 

On Okinawa, we will continue to station a Marine 
Expeditionary Force and an Army special forces bat- 
talion. In Japan. we have homeponed the aircraft 
carrier Independence, the amphibious assault ship 
Bellau Wood, and their suppon shlps. We will also 
retain approximately one and one-half wings of Air 
Force combat aircraft in Japan and Olunawa. and the 
Pu'avy's Seventh Fleet will continue to routinely patrol 
the western Pacific. 

U.S. F-I5 fighrer leads zwo Japanese 
Self Defense fighters. 

In Southwest Asia. local sensitivities to a large- 
scale Western military presence on land necesslt3te 
heavier reliance on periodic deployments of forces. 
rather than routine stationing of forces on the ground. 
The Navy's Middle East Force of four to six sh~ps. 



whrch has been continuousl~ on pau-01 In the Persian 

CI Gulf srnce 19J5, will remun. In addition. we plan to 
ha\e a bnqade-sized set o i  equipmer~t in Kuwait to be 
used by rotattng deployments of L.S. forces that will 
[ran and txercrse there with their K u w a ~ t ~  counter- 
pans. We are also evplonng oprlons to preposition a 
second bnpade set elsewhere on the Xrab~an penin- 
sula. 

These forces have been supplemented temporarily 
by several squadrons of land-based c:ombat aircrd-t that 
have remained in the Gulf region since Operation 
Desert Storm and. d!ong vith other coalition aircraft. 
are now helping to enforce U.N. resolutions toward 
Iraq. 

Another significant element of our military pos- 
ture in Southwest Asia is the equi~lment prepositioned 
on ships that are normally anchored at Diego Garcia. In 
addition to a brigade-sized set of equipment for the 
Marine Corps, we have seven afloat prepositioning 
ships supporting -4nny. Air Force, and Navy forces. 

In Africa, we will continue important formal and 
informal access agreements to key facilities and pons 
which allow our forces to transit or stop on the African 
continent. We will also deploy forces to Africa, as in 
recent operations like Sharp Edge (Liberia) and Re- 
store Hope (Somalia). when our interests are threat- 
ened or our assistance 1s needed and requested. Today. 
more than 3,000 U.S. troops r,omiin deployed in Sorna- 
lia as part of the U.N. force seeking to provide humani- 
tarian assistance to that country. 

In Latin America, our arrrttd forces will help to 
promote and expand recent ucrlds toward democracy 
in many countries. They wiII also continue to work in 
concert with the armed i o n s  a d  polin of Latin 
American countries to combat drug The 
L'nited States will also rerain a military presence in 
Panama. acting as Panama's parmcr in operating and 
defending the Canal during the: transition to full Pan3- 
rnanian control of the canal in 1999. 

Naval Presence. Sizing our naval forces for two 
nearly simultaneous MRCs provides a fairly large and 

robust force structure that can easily juppon other. 
smaller regional operations. However. our overseas 
presence needs can impose requlrernents for naval 
forces. especially aircraft camers. thsr exceed those 
needed to win two SIRCs. The flex~bility of our 
carriers. and their ability to operate effectively with 
relative independence from shore bases. makes them 
well suited to overseas presence operations. especrally 
in areas suchas the Persian Gulf. where our land-based 
military infrastructure is relatively underdeveloped. 
For these reasons, the force of cmiers, amph~brous 
ships. and other suriace combatants in the Clinton- 
Xspin defense plan was sized based on the exigencies 
of overseas presence, as well as the .MRCs. 

U.S. Navy and klarine forces play important roles 
in our approach to overseas presence in these three 
regions. as well as others. In recent years. we have 
sought to deploy a sizable U.S. naval presence - 
genera!ly. a carrier battle group accompanied by an 
amphibious ready group - more or less continuously 
in the waters off Southwest Asia Nonheast Asia. and 
Europe (most often. in the .Mediterranean Sea,. How- 
ever, in order to avoid serious morale and retention 
problems that can arise when our forces are asked to 
remain deployed for excessively long periods. we will 
experience some gaps in carrier presence in rhese areas 
in the future. 

The aircrafi carrier USS Dwighr D. Eisenhower 
rransiring the Sue: Canal. 



In order to avoid degradation in our regional secu- 

'C n t y  posture. we have identified 3 num.ber oiways to f i l l  
these gaps and to supplement our posrure even when 
cm-iers are present. For example, in some circum- 
stances, we may find it  possible to center naval expe- 
ditionary forces around large-deck amphibious assault 
ships carrying .4V-8B attack jets and Cobra attack 
heIicopters, as well as a 2.000-man Marine Expedition- 
ary Unit. Another force might consist of a Tomahawk 
sea-launched cruise rnlssile-equipped Aegis cruiser, a 
guided missile destroyer. attacic submarines. and P-3 
land-based maritime patrol aircraft. 

In addition to these "maritime" approaches to 
sustaining overseas presence, a new concept is being 
developed that envisions using tailored joint forces to 
conduct overseas presence operauons. These "Xdap- 
rive Joint Force Packages" could contain a mix of air. 
land. special operations, and maritime forces tailored 
to meet a theater commander's needs. These forces, 
plus designated backup units in the United States, 
would train jointly to provide the specific capabilities 
needed on station and on call during any particular 
period. Like maritime task forces. these joint force 

WV packages will aiso be capable of pmicipating in corn- 
bined military exercises with allied and fnendly forces. 

Together. these approaches will give us a variety 
of ways to manage our overseas presence profile, 
balancing carrier availability with the deployment of 
other types of units. Given this flexible approach to 
~ v i d i n g  forces for overseas presence. we can meet 
the needs of our suategy with a fleet of eleven active 
aircraft carriers and one reservdtraining carrier. 

Strategic Nuclear Forces 

The changing security environment presents us 
with significant uncertainties and challenges in plan- 
ning our strategic nuclear force suucture. In light of the 
dissolution of the Warsaw Pact, the break-up of !he 
Soviet Union. the conclusion of the START I and I1 
treaties. and our improving relationship with Russia. 
the threat of massive nuclear attack on the United 
Sutes'is lower than at any time in many years. 

However. 3 number df issues aifecting our future 
srrateglc nuclearposrure must st111 be addressed. Tens 
oi  thousands of nuclear weapons continue to be de- 
ployed on Russlan terntory and on the territory of three 
other former Soviet republics. Even under ST.ART 11. 
Russra will rerain 3 sizable residual nuclear arsenal. 
And, despite promising trends. the future political 
s~nration in Russia remains highly uncertain. 

8 - 2  bombers being refireled by KC-JO ranker 

In addition, many obstacles must be overcome 
before the ratficauon of STARTXI, foremost of which 
are Llkrainian raufication of START I and L'kra~ne's 
and Kazakhstan's accession to the Nuclear Sonproiii- 
eration Treaty as nonnuclear-weapon states - a con- 
dition required by Russia prior to implementing START 
I. .Moreover, even if these obstacles can be overcome. 
impiementation of the reductions mandated in START 
I and I1 will not be completed for almost 10 years. 
Thus. while the United States has already removed 
more than 3,500 warheads from ballistic rmssile sys- 
tems slated for elimination under START I (some 90 
percent of the total required), in light of current uncer- 
tainties, we must *ake a measured approach to further 
reductions. 

Two principal guidelines shape our future require- 
ments for strategic nuclear forces: to provide an effec- 
tive deterrent while remaining within START I/lI 
lirmts, and to allow for additional forces to be reconstl- 
tuted. in the event of a threatening reversal of events. 



The Bonom-Lip Revlew did not address nuclear 
force structure in detail. .As a follow-up to the Bottorn- 
Cp re-.leu. 3 comprehensive study of U.S. nuclear 
forces 1s being conducted. For plann111,o purposes, we 
are evolk ~ n g  toward a future strateglc nuclear force that 
by 2003 wlll ~nclude: 

18 Trident submarines equippe:d with C-4 and 
D-5 missiles. 

500 Minuteman I11 missiles., each carrying a 
single warhead. 

Up to 94 B-52H bombers equipped with air- 
launched cruise missiles and 20 B-2 bombers. 

Conclusion 

At the conclusion~f its comprehensive assessment 
of future U.S. defense needs, the Bottom-Up Review 
determined that the reduced force structure shown in 
Figure 6, which will be reached by about the end of the 

decade. can carry out our strategy and meet our n3- 
tional secunty requirements. 

This force structure meets our requirements for 
overseas presence in peacetime and a wide ranze of 
smaller-scale operations. It will also give the Cnited 
Sates the capability to meet the most stressing situa- 
tion we may face -- the requirement to fight and wln 

two major regional conflicts occumng nearly slmuiu- 
neously. 

In addition. this force structure provides sufficient 
capabilities for strategic deterrence and defense. It also 
provides sufficient forces, primarily Reserve Compo- 
nent. to be held in strategic reserve and utilized if and 
when needed. For example. they could deploy to one or 
both MRCs, if operations do not go as we had planned. 

I Alternatively, these forces could be used to "backfill" 
1 for overseas presence forces redeployed to an MRC. 

Finally. this force structure also meets an i m p o m t  
new criterion for our forces - flexibility to deal with 
the uncenain nature of the new dangers. 

U . S .  Force Structure - 1999 

Figure 6 

Army 

Navy 

Air Force 

Marine Corps 

Strategic Nuclear 
Forces (by 2003) 

10  divisions (active) 
5+ divisions (reserve) 

0 11 aircraft carriers (active) 
1 aircraft carrier (reserve/training) 
45-55 attack submarines 

* 346 ships 
m 13 fighter wings (active) 

7 fighter wings (reserve) 
0 Up to 184 bombers 
a 3 Marine Expeditionary Forces 

174,000 personnel (active endstrength) 
42.000 personnel (reserve endstrength) 
18 ballistic missile submarines 
Up to 94 B-52 H bombers 

o 20 8-2 bombers 
500 Minuteman Ill ICBMs (single warhead) 
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P a g e  No. 1 
1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

A GREELY, FORT 

A RICHARDSON, FORT 

A WAINWRIGHT, FORT 

A ALABAMA ARMY AMMO PLT 

A ANNISTON ARMY DEPOT 

A MCCLELLAN, FORT 

A REDSTONE ARSENAL 

A RUCKER, FORT 

A CHAFFEE, FORT 

A P I N E  BLUFF ARSENAL 

A HUACHUCA, FORT 

A YUMA PROVING GRWND 

A AFRC, LOS ALAMITOS 

A HUNTER LIGGETT, FORT 

A IRWIN, FORT 

A MONTEREY, P R E S I D I O  OF 

A OAKLAND ARMY BASE 

A ORD, FORT 

A RIVERBANK ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

A ROBERTS, CAMP ANNEX 

A SACRAMENTO ARMY DEPOT 

A SAN FRANCISCO, PRESIDIO OF 

A SHARPE ARMY DEPOT 

SIERRA ARMY DEPOT 

CARSON, FORT 

A FITZSIMONS ARMY MEDICAL CTR 

A PUEBLO ARMY DEPOT A C T I V I T Y  

A ROCKY MOUNTAIN ARSENAL 

A MCNAIR, FORT L E S L I E  J. 

A WALTER REED ARMY MEDICAL CTR 

A BENNING, FORT 

A GILLEM, FORT 
A GORDON, FORT 

A HUNTER ARMY A I R F I E L D  

A MCPHERSON, FORT 

A STEWART, FORT 

A DERUSSY, FORT 

A HELEMANO RADIO STATION 

A KUNIA F I E L D  STATION 

A POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA 

A SCHOFIELD BARRACKS M I L  RES 

A SHAFTER, FORT 

A TRIPLER ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 

A IOWA ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

A J O L I E T  ARMY AMMO PLT ELWOOD 

A JOLIET ARMY AMMO PLT KANKAKEE 

A ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL 

A SAVANNA ARMY DEPOT A C T I V I T Y  

P SHERIDAN, FORT 

CHAS M. PRICE SUPPORT CTR 

ATTERBURY RESERVE TNG AREA 

COMPLETE CLOSE 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

DEN I ED 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

DECS. REV. 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING CLOSE 



P a g e  No. 2 

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM STATE ACT ION-YR 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING PART CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

HARRISON, FT BENJAMIN 

INDIANA ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

JEFFERSON PROVING GROUND 

NEUPORT ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

LEAVENWORTH, FORT 

RILEY, FORT 

SUNFLOWER ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

CAMPBELL, FORT 

KNOX, FORT 

LEXINGTON BLUEGRASS DEPOT 

LOUISIANA ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

POLK, FORT 

DEVENS, FORT 

SOUTH BOSTON SUPPORT A C T I V I T Y  

USA MAT & MECH RESEARCH CTR 

USA NATICK RSCH & DEV CTR 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

DETRICK, FORT 

ADELPHI LABORATORY CENTER 

MEADE GEORGE G, FORT 

RITCHIE,  FORT 

DETROIT ARSENAL 

DETROIT ARSENAL TANK PLANT 

TWIN C I T I E S  ARMY AMMO PLANT 

GATEWAY ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

LAKE C I T Y  ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

ST LOUIS ARMY AMMO PLT 

WOOD, FORT LEONARD 

M I S S I S S I P P I  ARMY AMMO PLANT 

ONGOING LEASE 

ONGOING LAYAWAY 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

REALGNUP 

CLOSE LEX. 

LAYAWAY 

REALGNDN 

CLOSE 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

CLOSE 

REALGNUP 

REALGNUP 

REALGNDN 

REALGNUP 

PART CLOSE 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

REALGNUP 

TERM ASSY 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

COMPLETE LAYAWAY 

BRAGG, FORT 

MIL  OCEAN TERMINAL-SUNNY PT 

CORNHUSKER ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

DIX,  FORT 

M I L  OCEAN TERMINAL-BAYONNE 

MONMOUTH, FORT 

PICATINNY ARSENAL 

WHITE SANDS M I S S I L E  RANGE 

HAWTHORNE ARMY AMMO PLT 

DRUM, FORT 

HAMILTON, FORT 

SENECA ARMY DEPOT 

STEWART ANNEX 

TOTTEN, FORT 

WATERVLIET ARSENAL 

WEST POINT M I L I T A R Y  RES 

RAVENNA ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

MCALESTER ARMY AMMO PLT 

S I L L ,  FORT 

UMATILLA ARMY DEPOT A C T I V I T Y  

CARLISLE BARRACKS 

ONGOING PART CLOSE 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

COMPLETE REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNDN 



P a g e  No. 3 
1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

INDIANTOWN GAP, FORT 

LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT 

NEU CUMBERLAND DEPOT 

SCRANTON ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

TOBYHANNA ARMY DEPOT 

JACKSON, FORT 

HOLSTON ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

MILAN ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

VOLUNTEER ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

BLISS,  FORT 

CORPUS CHRIST1 ARMY DEPOT 

HOOD, FORT 

LONE STAR ARMY AMMUNITION PLT 

LONGHORN ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

SAGINAW ARMY AIRCRAFT PLANT 

SAM HOUSTON, FORT 

DUGWAY PROVING GROUND 

STEVEN A. DOUGLAS, AFRC 

TOOELE ARMY DEPOT 

A.P. H I L L ,  FORT 

ARLINGTON HALL STATION 

ARMY RESEARCH I N S T I T U T E  

BELVOIR, FORT 

5111) CAMERON STATION 

EUSTIS, FORT 

HARRY DIAMOND LABS. WOODBRIDGE 

LEE, FORT 

MONROE, FORT 

MYER, FORT 

PICKETT, FORT 

RADFORD ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 
V I N T  H I L L  FARMS STATION 

LEWIS, FORT 

YAKIMA F I R I N G  CENTER 

BADGER ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

MCCOY, FORT 

DEFENSE DEPOT, TRACY 

DMA AEROSPACE CTR 

DEF CONSTRUCTION SUPPLY CTR 

DEFENSE PERSONNEL SUPPORT CTR 

DEFENSE DEPOT, MEMPHIS 

DEFENSE DEPOT, OGDEN 

DEF GENERAL SUPPLY CTR 

ANCHORAGE I A P  AGS 

CLEAR AFS 

EIELSON AFB 

ELMENDORF AFB 

GALENA AIRPORT AFS 

K I N G  SALMON AIRPORT 

SHEMYA AFB 

STATE ACT 1 ON-Y R ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING LAYAWAY 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

REALGNDN 

REALGNUP 

REALGNUP 

LAYAWAY 

REALGNUP 

REALGNUP 

CLOSE 

REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING CLOSE 
ONGOING REALGNUP 



P a g e  No. 4 

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

ABSTON AGS 

BIRMINGHAM MAP AGS 

DANNELLY F I E L D  AGS 

GUNTER AFB 

HALL AGS 

MAXWELL AFB 

FORT SMITH MAP AGS 

EAKER AFB 

L I T T L E  ROCK AFB 

D A V I S  MONTHAN AFB 

G I L A  BEND AFS 

LUKE AFB 

PHOENIX SKY HARBOR I A P  AGS 

TUCSON I A P  AGS 

WILLIAMS AFB 

BEALE AFB 

CASTLE AFB 

EDWARDS AFB 

FRESNO A I R  TERMINAL AGS 

GEORGE AFB 

LOS ANGELES AFB 

MARCH AFB 

MATHER AFB 

MCCLELLAN AFB mi NORTH HIGHLANDS AGS 

NORTON AFB 

ONIZUKA AFB 

ONTARIO I A P  AGS 

TRAVIS AFB 

VAN NUYS AIRPORT AGS 

VANDENBERG AFB 

BUCKLEY AGB 

CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN AFB 

FALCON AFB 

LOWRY AFB 

PETERSON AFB 

US A I R  FORCE ACADEMY 

BRADLEY I A P  AGS 

ORANGE AGS 

BOLLING AFB 

DOVER AFB 

NEW CASTLE COUNTY APT AGS 

AVON PARK AFS 

CAPE CANAVERAL AFS 

E G L I N  AAF 3 (DUKE F I E L D )  

EGLIN AFB 

HOMESTEAD AFB 

E G L I N  AAF 9 (HURLBURT F I E L D )  

JACKSONVILLE I A P  AGS 

MACDILL AFB 

PATRICK AFB F 

STATE ACT ION-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

COMPLETE C L O S E I Z - 9 2  

ONGO/RVRSL REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 

ONGOING REALGN UP 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 

CANCELED CLOSE 

ONGOING RELGNDN 

COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 

ONGOING REALGNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE/3-94 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNDWN 

ONGOING REALIGN 



P a g e  No. 5 
1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

TYNDALL AFB 

DOBBINS ARB 

MCCOLLUM AGS 

MOODY AFB 

ROBINS AFB 

SAVANNAH I A P  AGS 

HICKAM AFB 

KOKEE AFS 

WHEELER AFB 

DES MOlNES I A P  AGS 

SIOUX C I T Y  MAP AGS 

BOISE A I R  TERMINAL AGS 

MOUNTAIN HOME AFB 

CAPITAL MAP AGS 

CHANUTE AFB 

GREATER PEORIA APT AGS 

0 HARE I A P  ARS 

SCOTT AFB 

FT WAYNE MAP AGS 

GRISSOM AFB 

HULMAN REGIONAL APT AGS 

FORBES F I E L D  AGS 

MCCONNELL AFB 

STAND I FORD F 1 ELD AGS 

' BARKSDALE AFB 

F ENGLAND AFB 

F HAMMOND AGS 

F BARNES MAP AGS 

F CAPE COO AFS 

F HANSCOM AFB 

F O T I S  AGB 

F UELLESLEY AGS 

F UESTOVER ARB 

F UORCHESTER AGS 

F ANDREUS AFB 

F MARTIN STATE AGS 

F BANGOR AGS 

F LORING AFB 

F SOUTH PORTLAND AGS 

F K. 1. SAUYER AFB 

F SELFRIDGE AGB 

F U K KELLOGG REGIONAL APT AGS 

N NAV FAC ENG CMD, SAN BRUNO 

F DULUTH I A P  AGS 

F MINNEAPOLIS/ST PAUL I A P  ARS 

F JEFFERSON BARRACKS AGS 

F LAMBERT ST LOUIS I A P  AGS 

F RICHARDS GEBAUR ARS 

F ROSECRANS MEMORIAL APT AGS 

UHITEMAN AFB 

ALLEN C THOMPSON F I E L D  AGS 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

ONGOING REALIGHNUP 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGN 

COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-97 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

COMPLETE cLOSEI 2-92 

PROPOSED REALGN 

PROPOSED REALGN 

PROPOSED REALGN 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 

ONGO1 NG REALIGN 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

ONGOING REALGNUP 



P a g e  No. 6 

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

COLUMBUS AFB 

GULFPORT/BILOXI MAP AGS 

KEESLER AFB 

KEY F I E L D  AGS 

GREAT FALLS I A P  AGS 

MALMSTROM AFB 

BADIN AGS 

CHARLOTTE/DWGLAS I A P  AGS 

POPE AFB 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 

CAVALIER AFS 

GRAND FORKS AFB 

HECTOR F I E L D  I A P  AGS 

MINOT AFB 

LINCOLN MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AGS 

OFFUTT AFB 

NEW BOSTON AFS 

PEASE AGS 

ATLANTIC C I T Y  MAP AGS 

MCGUIRE AFB 

CANNON AFB 

HOLLOMAN AFB 

KIRTLAND AFB 

I N D I A N  SPRINGS AFS wP' N E L L I S  AFB 

RENO CANNON I A P  AGS 

TONOPAH AFS 

G R I F F I S S  AFB 

HANCOCK F I E L D  AGS 

NIAGARA FALLS I A P  ARS 

PLATTSBURGH AFB 

ROSLYN AGS 

SCHENECTADY AIRPORT AGS 

STEUART I A P  AGS 

SUFFOLK CWNTY AIRPORT AGS 

CAMP PERRY AGS 

GENTILE AFS 

MANSFIELD LAHM MAP AGS 

NEUARK AFB 

RICKENBACKER AGB 

SPRINGFIELD BECKLEY MAP AGS 

TOLEDO EXPRESS APT AGS 

URIGHT-PATTERSON AFB 

SUBMEPP, PORTSMOUTH 

ALTUS AFB 

TINKER AFB 

TULSA I A P  AGS 

VANCE AFB 

U l L L  ROGERS UORLD APT AGS 

KINGSLEY F I E L D  AGS rU PORTLAND I A P  AGE 

STATE ACTION-YR 

8 8 / 9 1  

ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

PROPOSED 

ONGOING 

PROPOSED 

ONGOING 

CLOSE/3-91 

REAL I GNUP 

REALGNUP 

REALGNUP 

REALGN 

REALGNUP 

REALGN 

REAL I GNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 

ONGOING CLOSE/97 

ONGOING . CLOSE/9-96  

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING REALGN 

ONGOING DISESTAB 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING REALGN 



P a g e  No. 7 
1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

GREATER PITTSBURGH I A P  AGS 

HARRISBURG OLMSTED I A P  AGS 

WILLOW GROVE ARS 

COVENTRY AGS 

NORTH SMITHFIELD AGS 

QUONSET STATE AIRPORT AGS 

CHARLESTON AFB 

MCENTIRE AGB 

MYRTLE BEACH AFB 

SHAW AFB 

ELLSWORTH AFB 

JOE FOSS F I E L D  AGS 

ARNOLD AFB 

MCGHEE TYSON AIRPORT AGS 

MEMPHIS I A P  AGS 

NASHVILLE METROPOLITAN APT AG 

BERGSTROM AFB 

BROOKS AFB 

CARSWELL AFB 

DYESS AFB 

ELDORADO AFS 

ELLINGTON F I E L D  AGS 

GARLAND AGS 

GOODFELLOW AFB 

KELLY AFB 

LA PORTE AGS 

LACKLAND AFB 

LAUGHLIN AFB 

RANDOLPH AFB 

REESE AFB 

SHEPPARD AFB 

H I L L  AFB 
SALT LAKE C I T Y  I A P  AGS 

LANGLEY AFB 

RICHMOND I A P  AGS 

BURLINGTON I A P  AGS 

FAIRCHI LD AFB 

FOUR LAKES AGS 

MCCHORD AFB 

SPOKANE I A P  AGS 

GEN B I L L Y  MITCHELL F I E L D  

GEN MITCHELL I A P  ARS 

TRUAX F I E L D  AGS 

SHEPHERD F I E L D  AGS (EWVRA) 

YEAGER AIRPORT AGS 

CHEYENNE MAP AGS 

FRANCIS E. WARREN AFB 

MCAS, YUMA 

MC A I R  GD CBT CTR 2 9  PALMS 

MC BASE, CAMP PENDLETON 

MC LOGISTICS BASE 

STATE ACT I ON-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

CANCEL 9 1  REDIRECT 

COMPLETE CLOSE/3-93 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REALIGN 

SAME AS 9 1  REALIGN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REAL IGNUP 

ONGOING REALGN 

ONGOING REALGN 

ONGOING REAL 1 GN 

ONGOING RELIGNUP 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

RCMD REALGN 

ONGOING REALGNUP 

ONGOING REDIRECT 

ONGOING REALGNUP 



P a g e  No. 8 

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

MC MOUNTAIN WARFARE TNG CTR 

MC RECRUIT DEPOT, SAN DIEGO 

MCAS CAMP PENDLETON 

MCAS, E L  TOR0 

MCAS, TUSTIN 

MARINE BARRACKS 8TH & I ST 

MC LOGISTICS BASE 

CAMP H. M. SMITH 

MCAS, KANEOHE BAY 

MC BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE 

MCALF, BOGUE 

MCAS, CHERRY POINT 

MCAS, NEW RIVER 

MC RECRUIT DEPOT 

MCAS, BEAUFORT 

CAMP ELMORE 

HQMC, HENDERSON HALL 

MC CBT DEV CMD 

NAVAL SECURITY GROUP A C T I V I T Y  

NAVAL STATION MOBILE 

FLEET ASW TRAINING CTR, PAC 

FLEET COMBAT TRAINING CTR, PAC 

HUNTER'S POINT ANNEX 

LONG BEACH NAVAL SHIPYARD 

MARE ISLAND NAVAL SHIPYARD 

NAS, ALAMEDA 

NAS, LEMOORE 

NAS, MIRAMAR 

NAS, MOFFETT F I E L D  

NAS, NORTH ISLAND 

NAV CONST BN CTR, PT HUENEME 

NAV ELECTRONIC SYSTEM ENG CTR 
NAV MEDCOM NU REG 

NAV PUBLIC MKS CTR, S FRAN 

.AV PUBLIC MKS CTR, SAN DIEGO 

NAV SUB BASE, SAN DIEGO 

NAVAL A I R  F A C I L I T Y ,  E L  CENTRO 

NAVAL AMPHIB BASE, CORONADO 

NAVAL A V I A T I O N  DEPOT ALAMEDA 

NAVAL A V I A T I O N  DEPOT N. ISLAND 

NAVAL COMM STA, SAN DIEGO 

NAVAL COMM STA, STOCKTON 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, SAN DIEGO 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, C PENDLETON 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, LONG BEACH 

NAVAL OCEAN SYSTEMS CENTER 

NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL 

NAVAL STATION, MARE ISLAND 

NAVAL STATION, SAN DlEGO 

PERA (SURFACE) PACIFIC,  SAN 

FRAN . 

STATE ACT I ON-Y R ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

RCMD CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

CANCELLED CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING RECEIVER 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING DISESTAB 

CANCELLED CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING DISESTAB 



P a g e  No. 9 

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, OAKLAND 

NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, SAN DIEGO 

NAVAL TRAINING CTR, SAN DIEGO 

NAVAL WEAPONS CTR, CHINA LAKE 

NAVAL WEAPONS STA, CONCORD 

NAVAL WEAPONS STA, SEAL BEACH 

NAVSTA, LONG BEACH 

P A C I F I C  M I S S I L E  TEST CENTER 

NAVAL SUB BASE, NEW LONDON 

NAVAL UNDERWATER SYST CTRL DET 

HQ NAV D I S T R I C T  WASHINGTON 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY 

NAVAL RESEARCH LABORATORY 

NAVAL SECURITY STA, WASHINGTON 

NAS, CECIL  F I E L D  

NAS, JACKSONVILLE 

NAS, KEY WEST 

NAS, PENSACOLA 

NAS, WHITING F I E L D  

NAV COASTAL SYSTEMS CENTER 

NAV EDTNG PRO MGMT SUP ACT 

NAV PUBLIC WKS CTR, PENSACOLA 

NAVAL A V I A T I O N  DEPOT JAX 

NAVAL A V I A T I O N  DEPOT PENSACOLA 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, JACKSONVILLE 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, ORLANDO 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, PENSACOLA 

NAVAL OLF SAUFLEY 

NAVAL SECURITY GROUP A C T I V I T Y  

NAVAL STATION, MAYPORT 

NAVAL SUPPLY CENTER, PENSACOLA 

NAVAL TECH TNG CTR, CORRY STA 

NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, ORLANDO 

NAS, ATLANTA 

NAVAL SUB BASE, K INGS BAY 

NAVY SUPPLY CORPS SCHOOL 

NAS, BARBERS POINT 

NAV COMM AREA MASTER STA, EPAC 

NAV PUB WKS CTR, PEARL HARBOR 

NAVAL MAGAZINE, LUALUALEI 

NAVAL STATION, PEARL HARBOR 

NAVAL SUB BASE, PEARL HARBOR 

NAVAL SUPPLY CTR,PEARL HARBOR 

PEARL HARBOR NAVAL SHIPYARD 

NAS, GLENVIEW 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, G LAKES 

NAVAL TNG CTR, G LAKES 

NAVY PUBLIC WRKS CTR, G LAKES 

NAV WEAPONS SUPPORT CTR, CRANE 

NAVAL AVIONICS CENTER 

NAVAL ORDNANCE 

STATE ACT I ON-Y R ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING DISESTAB 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING RECEIVER 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 



P a g e  No. 1 0  

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM STATE ACTION-YR 

STATION,LOUISVILLE 

N NAS, NEW ORLEANS L A  

N NAVAL STATION LAKE CHARLES L A  

N NAVAL SUPPORT ACT, NEW ORLEANS L A  

N NAS, SOUTH WEYMWTH MA 

N D W TAYLOR NAV S H I P  R&D CTR MD 

N NAV ORDANCE COMMAND, I N D I A N  MD 

HEAD 

N NAV SURFACE WEAPONS CTR,UH OAK MD 

N NAVAL A I R  TEST CTR, PAX RIVER MD 

N NAVAL COMM UNIT, WASHINGTON MD 

N NAVAL ELECTRONIC SYS ENGR ACT MD 

N NAVAL MEDICAL COMMAND-NCR MD 

N US NAVAL ACADEMY MD 

N NAS, BRUNSWICK ME 

N NAV SECURITY GP ACT, WINTER HA ME 

N NAS, MERIDIAN MS 

N NAV CONST BN CTR, GULFPORT MS 

N NAVAL OCEANOGRAPHIC OFFICE MS 

N NAVAL STATION PASCAGWLA MS 

N NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT CHERRY PT NC 

N NAVAL HOSPITAL, CAMP LEJEUNE NC 

N PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD N H 

NAVAL A I R  ENG CTR, LAKEHURST N J  

)I NAVAL A I R  WARFARE CENTER N J 

N NAVAL WEAPONS STA, EARLE N J  

N NAV WEAPONS EVALUATION NM 

F A C I L I T Y  

N NAS, FALLON NV 

N NAVAL STATION STATEN ISLAND NY 

N NAVAL STATION, NEW YORK NY 

N NAS, WILLOW GROVE PA 

N NAV STA, PHILADELPHIA PA 

N NAVAL A I R  DEVELOPMENT CENTER PA 

N NAVAL HOSPITAL, PHILADELPHIA PA 

N NAVY A V I A T I O N  SUPPLY OFFICE PA 

N NAVY S H I P S  PARTS CONTROL CTR PA 

N PHILADELPHIA NAVAL SHIPYARD PA 

N NAV CONST BN CTR, D A V I S V I L L E  R I  

N NAV EDUCATION & TRAINING CTR R I  

N NAVAL HOSPITAL, NEWPORT R 1 

N NAVAL UNDERWATER SYST CTR R I 

N NAVAL WAR COLLEGE R I 

N CHARLESTON NAVAL SHIPYARD SC 

N FBM SUBMARINE TRAINING CENTER SC 

N FLEET AND MINE WARFARE TNG CTR SC 

8 NAV ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS ENGR SC 

CTR 

tJ NAVAL HOSPITAL, BEAUFORT SC 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, CHARLESTON SC 

NAVAL STATION, CHARLESTON SC 

COMPLETE OPEN 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING DISESTAB 

ONGOING CLOSE 

COMPLETE OPEN 

ONGOING RECEIVER 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

CLOSE 

REALGNUP 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

R CMD 

CLOSE 

REAL I GNDN 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

REAL I GNDN 

ONGOING REAL I GNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

RCMD REAL I GNDN 

COMPLETE OPEN 

RCMD CLOSE 



P a g e N o .  11 

10/2 1 /93 

NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, CHARLESTON 

NAVAL WEAPONS STA, CHARLESTON 

NAS, MEMPHIS 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, MILL INGTON 

NAS, CHASE F I E L D  

NAS, CORPUS C H R I S T I  

NAS, DALLAS 

NAS, K INGSVILLE 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, CORP CHRIST1 

NAVAL STATION GALVESTON 

NAVAL STATION INGLESIDE 

FLEET ASW TRAINING CTR, LANT 

FLEET COMBAT TRAINING CTR,LANT 

NAS, NORFOLK 

NAS, OCEANA 

NAV PUBLIC MKS CTR, NORFOLK 

NAV UNDERSEA WARFARE 

CT,NORFOLK 

NAV SEC GRP ACT 

NAVAL ADMIN CMD - AFSC 

NAVAL AMPHlB BASE,LITTLE CREEK 

NAVAL A V I A T I O N  DEPOT NORFOLK 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, PORTSMOUTH 

NAVAL MEDICAL C L I N I C  

NAVAL STATION, NORFOLK 

NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, NORFOLK 

NAVAL SURFACE WEAPONS CTR 

NAVAL WEAPONS STA, YORKTOUN 

NAVCOMM AREA MASTER STA LANT 

NORFOLK NAVAL SHIPYARD 

NAS, WHlDBEY ISLAND 

NAV UNDERSEA WARFARE ENGR STA 

NAVAL HOSPITAL OAK HARBOR 

NAVAL HOSPITAL, BREMERTON 

NAVAL STATION EVERETT 

NAVAL STATION, PUGET SOUND 

NAVAL STRATEGIC WEAPON FAC PAC 

NAVAL SUBMARINE BASE, BANGOR 

NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, PUGET SOUND 

PUGET SOUND NAVAL SHIPYARD 

KUAJALEIN M I S S I L E  RANGE 

ANDERSEN AFB 

PUERTO RICO I A P  AGS 

NAS, AGANA 

NAV COMM AREA MASTER STA, WPAC 

NAVAL MAGAZINE, GUAM 

NAVAL S H I P  REPAIR FAC, GUAM 

NAVAL STATION, GUAM 

NAVAL A I R  F A C I L I T Y ,  MIDWAY 

NAV SECURITY GRP A C T I V I T Y  

NAVAL STATION, RWSEVELT ROADS 

STATE ACT I ON-Y R 

93 

93 

90/91 

93 

ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING REALIGN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 

CLOSED CLOSE 

ONGOING DISESTAB 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING DISESTAB 

ONGOING CLOSE 

CANCELLED CLOSE 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING NAVY+UP 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING CLOSE 



P a g e  No. 12 
10/2 1 /93 

STATE ACT ION-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

PART CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

PART CLOSE 

CLOSE 

PART INAC 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

NAVAL STATION, BROOKLYN 

COOSA RIVER STORAGE ANNEX 

NAVAJO ARMY DEPOT A C T I V I T Y  

HAMILTON ARMY A I R F I E L D  

BENNETT ANG F A C I L I T Y  

HELIOPAD - CAPE ST. GEORGE 

KAPALAMA M I L I T A R Y  RESERVATION 

FORT DES MOINES 

FORT UINGATE DEPOT A C T I V I T Y  

FORT HOLABIRD 

N l K E  KANSAS C I T Y  30 
L I M A  ARMY TANK PLANT 

NEU ORLEANS M I L  OCEAN TERMINAL 

ARMY RESERVE CENTER, 

GAITHERSBURG 

DMA HYDRO/TOPOGRAPHIC CTR 

PONTIAC STORAGE F A C I L I T Y  

TACOM - WARREN 

ST. L W I S  FEDERAL CENTER 

NATIONAL GUARD - TROY 

TACONY WAREHOUSE 

DMA-HERNDON 

NAF DETROIT 

NAVHOSP OAKLAND 

NAVAL ELECTRONIC SYS ENGIN CTR 

NAVAL SPACE SYSTEMS A C T I V I T Y  

FLT COMBAT DIRECTION SOFTWARE 

SPT 

NAVAL OCEAN SYS CTR DET 

KANEOHE 

INTEGRATED COMBAT SYS TEST FAC 

NSWC,CARDEROCK, ANNAPOLIS 

1ST MARINE COPRS DTR,GARDEN 

C I T Y  

NAV C I V  ENG LAB PORT HUENEME 

NAVY RADIO TRANS FAC, 

ANNAPOL I S  

PERA (SURFACE), PHILADELPHIA 

PERA (SURFACE) ATLANTIC, 

NORFOLK 

BUREAU OF NAVY PERS, ARLINGTON 

NAV A I R  SYS CMD, ARLINGTON 

NAV FAC ENG CMD, ALEXANDRIA 

NAV SEA SYS CMD, ARLINGTON 

NAV SUPPLY SYS CMD, ARLINGTON 

NAV RECRUITING CMD, ARLINGTON 

TACTICAL SUPPORT OFFICE 

NRC GADSDEN 

NRC MONTGOMERY 

NRC FAYETTEVILLE 

NRC FT SMITH 

CLOSED 

COMPLETE 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

ONGOl NG 

COMPLETE 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGO I NG 

ONGOl NG 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

REALGNUP 

CLOSE 

REALGNDN 

REALGNDN 

CHANGE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

CLOSE 

REAL I GNDN 

ONGOING CLOSE 

ONGOING 

COMPLETE 

RCMD 

CLOSE 

OPEN 

REAL I GNDN 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

CLOSE 

D 1 SESTAB 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

D ISESTAB 

D I SESTAB 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

REAL IGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GN 

REALIGN 

REAL 1 GNDN 

REAL1 GNDN 

REAL IGNDN 

REAL IGNDN 



P a g e  No. 13 

1 0 / 2 1 / 9 3  

STATE ACT ION-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

N NRC P A C I F I C  GROVE 

N NRC MACON 

N NRC TERRE HAUTE 

N NRC HUTCHINSON 

N NRC MONROE 

N NRC NEW BEDFORD 

N NRC P I T T S F I E L D  

N NRC J O P L I N  

N NRC ST JOSEPH 

N NRC GREAT FALLS 

N NRC MISSOULA 

N NRC ATLANTIC C I T Y  

N NRC PERTH AMBOY 

N NRC JAMESTOWN 

N NRC POUGHKEEPSlE 

N NRC ALTOONA 

N NRC KINGSPORT 

N NRC MEMPHIS 

N NRC OGDEN 

N NRC STAUNTON 

N NRC PARKERSBURG 

N NRF ALXANDRIA 

N NRF MIDLAND 

N/MRC FT WAYNE 

1III(1 N/MRC B I L L I N G S  

N N/MRC ABILENE 

N READINESS CMD REG OLATHE 

N READINESS CMD REG SCOTIA 

N READINESS CMD REG RAVENNA 

N NAVAL A I R  STATION, ADAK 

D DEFENSE FINANCE ACCOUNTING 

CENTER 
A CRANE ARMY AMMO ACT 

A HOLABIRD, FORT 

A US ARMY GARRISON, SELFRIDGE 

A CHARLES E.KELLY SPT FAC 

A BULLIS, CAMP 

A STORY, FORT 

N PERA (SURFACE) P A C I F I C ,  SAN 

FRAN. 

M GARDEN C I T Y  ( I S 1  D I S T R I C T )  

N DO0 FAMILY HOUSING, NIAGARA 

FALLS 

F VAN NUYS, AGS 

F K U L I S  AGB 

A BUCHANAN, FORT 

A PENTAGON RESERVATION 

F MJRTSMITH AFB 

F YWNGSTOWN MAP ARS 

D e f  E l e c t r o n i c s  S u p p l y  C e n t e r  

D e f  I n d u s t r i a l  S u p p l y  C e n t e r  

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

RCMD 

REAL I GNDN 

R E A L I  GNDN 

REALIGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL IGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL IGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

R E A L I  GNDN 

REALIGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

R E A L I  GNDN 

REAL 1 GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL IGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL 1 GNDN 

REALIGNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL 1 GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

REAL I GNDN 

ONGOING PART CLOSE 

COMPLETE CLOSE/b-93 

C o m p l e t e  R e a l i g n d n  

C o m p l e t e  R e j e c t  



Page No. 14 

10/21/93 

Def Personnel Support Center 

Defense Clothing Factory 

Def Log is t i cs  Services Center 

Def R e u t i l i z a t i o n  & Mrktg 

Service 

Def Contract Mgt D i s r i c t ,  

MidAtlan 

Def Contract Mgt D i s t r i c t ,  

NCent. 

Def Contract Mgt D i s t r i c t  West 

Def D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot, 

Charleston 

Def D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot 

Letterkenny 

Def D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot Oakland 
Def D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot 

Pensacola 
Def D i s t r i b u t i o n  Depot Tooele 

STATE ACT ION-YR ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

Complete Close 

Complete Close 
Complete Reject 

Complete Reject 

Complete Close 

Complete Close 

Complete Reject 

Complete Realigndn 

Complete Reject 

Complete Close 
Complete Close 

Complete Reject 





Military Installations and Properties 
United States 
September 1991 

Army Navy Air Force Marines Total 
IIIIII~II11IIIIII11II~IIII"I~IIIIII~IIII..IIIIIIIIIUUUIIIIIUPIIII~~IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII~III~~ 

ALABAMA 4 1 5 0 10 
ALASKA 3 1 7 0 11 
ARIZONA 2 0 6 1 9 
ARKANSAS 2 0 3 0 5 
CALIFORNIA 10 3 4 16 7 6 7 
COLORADO 3 0 6 0 9 
CONNECTICUT 0 1 2 0 3 
DELAWARE 0 0 2 0 2 
DIST OF COLUMBIA 2 4 1 1 8 
FLORIDA 0 14 10 0 2 4 
GEORGIA 6 3 5 1 15 
HAWAII 4 6 2 2 14 
IDAHO -- - ....--- 0 0 2 0 2 
A L L 1 N U J . D  4 2 5 0 11 
INDIANA 3 2 3 0 8 
IOWA 0 0 2 0 2 
KANSAS 2 0 2 0 4 
KENTUCKY 3 1 1 0 5 
LOUISIANA 1 1 3 0 5 
HA1 NE 0 2 3 0 5 
MARYLAND 7 8 2 0 17 
HASSACHUSETTS 3 1 7 0 11 
MICHIGAN 2 0 4 0 6 
MINNESOTA 0 0 2 0 2 
MISSISSIPPI 0 4 5 0 9 
MISSOURI 2 0 6 1 9 
MONTANA 0 0 2 0 2 
NEBRASKA 0 0 2 0 2 
NEVADA 0 1 3 0 4 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 0 1 2 0 3 
NEW JERSEY 4 3 2 0 9 
NEW MEXICO 1 0 3 0 4 
NEW YORK 6 1 8 1 16 
NORTH CAROLINA 2 2 4 3 11 
NORTH DAKOTA 0 0 4 0 4 
OHIO 1 1 9 0 11 
OKLAHOMA 2 0 5 0 7 
OREGON 0 0 2 0 2 
PENNSYLVANIA 7 7 3 0 17 
RHODE ISLAND 0 2 3 0 5 
SOUTH CAROLINA 1 4 4 2 11 
SOUTH DAKOTA 0 0 .  2 0 2 
TENNESSEE 1 2 4 0 7 
TEXAS 6 5 15 0 2 6 
UTAH 4 0 2 0 6 
VERMONT 0 0 1 0 1 
VIRGINIA 12 12 2 3 G 2 9 
WASHINGTON 1 6 4 0 11 
WEST VIRGINIA 0 0 2 0 2 
WISCONSIN 1 0 2 0 3 
WYOMING 0 0 2 0 2 

TOTAL 112 132 204 2 2 470 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
LIST OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 

United States 
September 30 ,  1 9 9 1  

Cat 
Installation Name City Zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
=PI==========ET=============================a==================-=-- ................................................................. 

ALABAMA 

ANN1 STON ARMY DEPOT 
MCCLELm, ---- P UKl 
RUCKER, FORT 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 

36201  2 4 7 4293  4340 - 1 5 2 7 9  LOGISTICS DEPOT 
36205  1 6377 1 4 2 3  7800 45679 

3 8 z 5  i o j 5 7  .-n..-80 

MIL POLICE SCHOOL & TNG CTR 
36362 1 6532 v u u  1 0  ?.VIATION CENTER & SCHOOL 
35898  1 3299 17919  21218 38235 9 1  R ROCKEThGUIDED MSL,R&D,SCH&C 

ANNISTON 
BhTNTCTf3N . . . . . . - - - - - . 
DALEVILLE 
HUNTSVILLE 

Navy 

NAVAL STATION MOBILE MOBILE 3 6 6 0 1  2 295  90  385 1 0 0  HOMEPORT 

Air Force 

ABSTON AGS 
BIRMINGHAM MAP AGS 
HALL AGS 
DANNELLY FIELD AGS 
MAXWELL AFB 

ABSTON 
BIRMINGHAM 
DOTHAN 
MONTGOMERY 
MONTGOMERY 

36112  2 1 1 5  1 6  3 1  280 COMM SQ (ANG) 
35217 2 4 337  341  8 6 11 7 RECON WING (ANG) 
36301  2 1 4 6 4 7 1 8  115 TAC CONTROL SQ 
36105  2 4 3 1 5  319 5 1 187  FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 
36112 1 2355 2 0 7 0  4425 352 8 AIR UNIVERSITY 

ALASKA 

RICHARDSON, FORT 
GREELY, FORT 
WAINWRIGHT, FORT 

ANCHORAGE 
DELTA JUNCTION 
FAIRBANKS 

172ND INFANTRY BRIGADE 
R&D TEST CENTER(ART1C TNG C 
1 7  2ND INFANTRY BRIGADE 

Navy 

NAVAL AIR STATION, ADAK ADAK PATROL AIRCRAFT 

Air Force 

SHEMYA AFB 
ELMENDORF AFB 
KULIS AGB 
CLEAR AFS 
EIELSON AFB 
GALENA AIRPORT AFS 
KING SALMON AIRPORT 

5073  AIR BASE GROUP 
21  FIGHTER WING 
1 7 6  COMPOSITE GROUP (ANG) 
MISSILE WARNING 
343  FIGHTER WING 
FORWARD OPERATING LOCATION 
FORWARD OPERATING LOCATION 

ALEUTIANS 
ANCHORAGE 
ANCHORAGE 
ANDERSON 
FA1 RBANKS 
GALENA 
NAKNEK 



DEPARTMENT a :FENSE 
L I S T  OF M I L I T A  STALLAT IONS 

U n i t e d  states 
September 3 0 ,  1 9 9 1  

I n s t a l l a t i o n  Name 
= E = = P E = = = = = = P = P E I = = 0 P = = = = = = = = = = = =  

N a v y  

NAS, ALAMEDA 
NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT ALAMEDA 
NAVAL HOSP, CAMP PENDELTON 
NAVAL WEAPONS CTR, CHINA LAKE 
NAVAL WEAPONS STA,  CONCORD 
NAVAL A I R  FAC, E L  CENTRO 
NAS, LEMOORE 
LONG BEACH NAVAL SHIPYARD 
NAVSTA, LONG BEACH 
NAS, MOFFETT F I E L D  
NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL 
NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT NO. I S L .  
NAVAL HOSPITAL,  OAKLAND 
NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, OAKLAND 
NAV CONST BN CTR, P T  HUENEME 
P A C I F I C  M I S S I L E  TEST CENTER 
FLEET ASW TRAINING CTR, PAC 
FLEET COMBAT TNG CTR, PAC 
NAS, MIRAMAR 
NAS, NORTH ISLAND 
NAV ELECTRONIC S Y S  ENG CTR 
NAV SUB BASE, SAN DIEGO 
NAVAL AMPHIB BASE, CORONADO 
NAVAL COMM STA,  SAN DIEGO 
NAVAL HOSPITAL,  SAN DIEGO 
NAVAL OCEAN SYSTEMS CENTER 
NAVAL STATION, SAN DIEGO 
NAVAL SUPPLY CTR, SAN DIEGO 
NAVAL TNG CTR, SAN DIEGO 
NAVAL STATION TREASURE I S L .  
NAV WEAPONS STA, SEAL BEACH 
NAVAL COMM STA, STOCKTON 
MARE ISLAND NAVAL SHIPYARD 
NAVAL STATION, MARE ISLAND 

A i r  Force 

GEORGE AFB 
LOS ANGELES AFB 
TRAVIS AFB 
FRESNO A I R  TERMINAL AGS 
VANDENBERG AFB 
BEALE AEB 
CASTLE AFB 
NORTH HIGHLANDS AGS 

C a t  
C i t y  Z i p  C o d e  M i l  C i v  T o t  S i z e  BRAC M a j o r  F u n c t i o n  

i===P===z============E=I===P========================================================================== 

ALAMEDA 
ALAMEDA 
CAMP PENDLETON 
CHINA W E  
CONCORD 
E L  CENTRO 
LEMOORE 
LONG BEACH 
LONG BEACH 
MOFFETT F I E L D  
MONTEREY 
NORTH ISLAND 
OAKLAND 
OAKLAND 
PORT HUENEME 
P T  MUGU 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SEAL BEACH 
STOCKTON 
VALLE J O  
VALLE J O  

ADELANTO 
E L  SEGUNDO 
F A I R E I E L D  
FRESNO 
LOMPOC 
MARYSVI LLE 
MERCED 
NORTH HIGHLANDS 

SUPPORT AIRCRAFT, NARE 
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
HEALTH CARE 
A I R  WARFARE&MISSILE SYSTEMS 
WEAPONS PRODUCTION 
FLEET A I R  TRAINING SUPPORT 
ATTACK AIRCRAFT 
S H I P  ALTERATION&REPAIR 
FLEET & SHORE SUPPORT 
AREA COORDINATOR 
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT TN 
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
HEALTH CARE 
SUPPLY SUPPORT 
CONSTRUCTION FORCE SUPPORT 
RDT&E A I R  LAUNCHED WEAPONS 
ASW TRAINING 
S P E C I A L I Z E D  TRAINING 
FIGHTER & ATTACK AIRCRAFT 
EARLY WARNING&ASW AIRCFT,NA 
R&D-ELECTRONICS 
S U B W I N E  FORCE SUPPORT 
AMPHIBIOUS WARFARE TRAINING 
COMMUNICATIONS 
HEALTH CARE 
OCEAN SYS R & D 
OPERATING BASE 
SUPPLY DEPOT 
RECRUIT & S K I L L  TRAINING 
FLT&SHORE ESTABLISHMENT S P T  
ORDNANCE SUPPORT 
COMMUNICATIONS 
S H I P  ALTERATION&REPAIR 
L O G I S T I C  SUPPORT 

53889 88 C 35 FIGHTER WING 
1 0 2  qOC SPACE SYSTEMS CENTER 

7 5 4 5  6 0  A I R L I F T  WING 
1 2 7  1 4 4  F I W  (ANG) 

9 8 9 4 9  CE LAUNCH / MSL TEST CTR 
2 2 9 4 4  ~ ~ C ~ R I N G  

3 2 5 7  9 1  C 9 3  WING 
9 1 6 2  COMM GP (ANG) 



DEPARTMENT '.FENSE 
LIST OF MILITA ;TALLAT IONS 

United ces 
September 30, 1991 

Cat 
Installation Name City zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
I * I D ~ - W P I ~ E = = = = = = = = = = = = O = = P I = = - I = = P = = = = = ~ P P P P P P P P P P = = = = ~ ~ ~ ~ = = = ~ ~ = ~ ~ ~ = ~ * = = = = = = = ~ = = ~ = = = - = ~ = ~ ~ = ~ ~ = ~ ~ * ~ P P ~ = ~ ~ = - ~ = = ~ ~ = = = = = = ~ = = = = =  

DELAWARE 

Air Force 

DOVER AFB DOVER 19901 1 4234 1501 5735 3760 436 AIRLIFT WING 
NEW CASTLE COUNTY APT AGS NEWPORT 19720 2 5 255 260 5 7 166 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 

DIST OF COLUMBIA 

MCNAIR, FORT LESLIE J. 
WALTER REED ARMY MEDICAL CTR 

Navy 

HQ NAV DISTRICT WASHINGTON 
NAV SECURITY STA, WASHINGTON 
NAVAL OBSERVATORY 
NAVAL RESEARCH LABORATORY 

Air Force 

( p L L I N G  A m  

Marine Corps 

MARINE BARRACKS 8TH & I ST 

WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 
WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON 

FLORIDA 

Navy 

NAS, CECIL FIELD 
NAVAL SECURITY GP HOMESTEAD 
NAS, JACKSONVILLE 
NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT JAX 
NAS, KEY WEST 
NAVAL STATION, MAYPORT 
NAS, WHITING FIELD 
NAVAL TRAINING CENTER 
NAV COASTAL SYSTEMS CENTER 
NAS, PENSACOLA 
NAV ED&TNG PRO MGMT SUP ACT 

CECIL FIELD 
HOMESTEAD 
JACKSONVILLE 
JACKSONVILLE 
KEY WEST 
MAY PORT 
MILTON 
ORLANDO 
PANAMA CITY 
PENSACOLA 
PENSACOLA 

9 8 NATIONAL DEFENSE UNIVERSITY 
113 HEALTH CARE 

573 ADMINISTRATIVE/LOGISTICS 
38 COMMUNICATIONS 
364 NAVAL OBERVATORY 
1161 PHYSICAL SCIENCES RESEARCH 

6 0 9 3 9 A I R  FORCE DISTRICT WASH 

5 CEREMONIES/SECURITY 

ATTACK & ASW AIRCRAFT 
SECURITY GROUP 
PATROL & ASW AIRCRAFT, NARF 
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
RECONNAISSANCE AIRCRAFT 
OPERATING BASE 
FLIGHT TRAINING 
RECRUIT & SKILL TRAINING 

91 R COASTAL REGION WARFARE 
FLIGHT TRAINING, NARF 
TRAINING PROGRAM DEVELOPMEN 



DEPARTMENT 
LIST OF MILITA FALLATIONS 

September 30, 1991 

Cat 
Installation Name City Zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
PPTPPIID=DP===P===========*=-========~===========================~~======~--.--===================~~========-================== 

HAWAII 

DERUSSY , FORT HONOLULU 96815 2 105 633 738 7 4 ARMY RESERVE HQ 
SHAE'TER, FORT HONOLULU 96858 2 1185 2809 3994 590 HEADQUARTERS & ADMIN 
TRIPLER ARMY MEDICAL CENTER HONOLULU 96859 2 1393 1092 2485 368 HEALTH CARE 
SCHOFIELD BARRACKS MIL RES WAHIAWA 96857 1 14206 1311 15517 14506 25TH IN?? DIV/WHEELER AAF 

Navy 

NAS, BARBERS POINT BARBERS POINT 
NAVAL MAGAZINE LUALUALEI LUALUALEI 
NAVAL STATION, PEARL HARBOR PEARL HARBOR 
NAVAL SUB BASE, PEARL HARBOR PEARL HARBOR 
PEARL HARBOR NAVAL SHIPYARD PEARL HARBOR 
NAV COMM AREA MSTR STA, EPAC WAHIAWA,HI 

Air Force 

HICKAM AE'B 
KOKEE AFS 

Marine Corps 

CAMP H. M. SMITH 
MCAS, KANEOHE BAY 

HONOLULU 
KEKAHA 

HONOLULU 
KAI LUA 

IDAHO 

Air Force 
.r? 

W BOISE AIR TERMINAL AGS BOISE 
MOUNTAIN HOME AF'B MOUNTAIN HOME 

ILLINOIS, 

CHAS M. PRICE SUPPORT CTR GRANITE CITY 
SHERIDAN, FORT HIGHLAND PARK 
ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL ROCK ISLAND 
SAVANNA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY SAVANNA 

565 4906 4076 PATROL AIRCRAFT 
582 1235 12142 ORDNANCE SUPPORT 

3007 15971 5 91 6 OPERATING BASE 
369 5192 105 SUBMARINE FORCES SUPPORT 
5753 5908 160 SHIP ALTERATION h REPAIR 
240 1090 2422 COMMUNICATIONS 

2081 6457 2912 HQ PACAF 
37 37 11 ACFT CONTROL h WARNING 

73 1970 420 HQ FMF PAC/HQ CINPAC/HQ IPA 
472 10254 39392 1ST MAB/JET h HELO TNG OPNS 

526 526 1994 124 RECON GROUP (ANG) 
764 2513 $59113 91 R 366 WING 

460 521 752 COMMUNITY SUPPORT 
1447 2587 694 88 C RECRUITING COMMAND HQ 
7418 7897 913 91 R R&D, PRODUCTION-TANK COMPONE 
586 606 13064 LOGISTICS DEPOT 



DEPARTMENT FEN JE 
LIST OF MILITA l'ALLAT IONS 

United 4 es 
September 30, 1991 

Cat 
Installation Name City Zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
I=*I=II-=I=I=PPPP=I==-==III=IIIIIIII~I-.-.=-=~=~~~==~~=~==~=~======~~~~~-~~*==*=~=~======~==~===~~=~~~~~====~==~-=--=~~=-====--=- 

LEAVENWORTH, FORT LEAVENWORTH 66027 1 4510 6995 CMD & GENERAL STAFF COLLEGE 3012 7522 

Air Force 

FORBES FIELD AGS 
MCCONNELL AFB 

PAULINE 66620 2 3 379 382 200 190 AIR REF GROUP (ANG) 
WICHITA 67221 1 3022 1403 4425 7686 384 WING 

KENTUCKY 

CAMPBELL, FORT CLARKSVILLE 42223 1 23183 2954 26137 36594 
- - - -- - ---A".- ,.,... T m7n.v 
~ U ~ S ' L  A1Kt)unnn u s v  L ~ L ~ L W  

LEXINGTON BLUEGRASS DEPOT LEXINGTON 40511 2 11 9 2095 2214 780 88 C LOGISTICS DEPOT 
KNOX, FORT LOU I SVI LLE 40121 1 14900 4301 19201 109225 US ARMY TRAINING CENTER 

Navy 

NAV ORDNANCE STA, LOU1 SVILLE LOUISVILLE 40214 3 11 2771 2782 150 9 1  R ORDNANCE SUPPORT 

Air Force 

STANDIFORD FIELD AGS LOU1 SVI LLE 40213 2 5 309 314 65 123 RECON WING (ANG) 

LOUISIANA 

Army 

POLK, FORT 

Navy 

NAS, NEW ORLEANS 

Air Force 

NGLAND AE'B 
ARKSDALE AFB 

! OND AGS 
I 

LEESVI LLE 71459 1 15572 4157 19729 198259 9 1  R 5TH INFANTRY DIV (MECH) 

NEW ORLEANS 70143 2 1274 691 1965 4921 RESERVE AIR TRAINING 

ALEXANDRIA 71301 1 1112 376 1488 2642 91  C 23 FIGHTER WING 
BOSSIER CITY 71110 1 5476 1605 7081 22382 qj& 2 WING 
HAMMOND 70401 2 0 2 8 28 22 236 COMM SQ (ANG) 

MAINE 

Navy 

NAS, BRUNSWICK 
NAV SECURITY GROUP ACT 

BRUNSWICK 04011 1 3114 548 3662 8742 PATROL AIRCRAFT 
WINTER HARBOR 04693 3 333 73 406 603 COMMUNICATIONS 



DEPARTMEN * EFENSE 
L I S T  O F  M I L I T  STALLATIONS 

U n i t e d  . -,ces 
S e p t e m b e r  30, 1991 

C a t  
I n s t a l l a t i o n  Name C i t y  z i p  C o d e  M i l  C i v  T o t  S i z e  BRAC M a j o r  F u n c t i o n  
~ ~ ~ ~ = ~ P I ~ ~ ~ = = ~ = P P C P = = ~ ~ = ~ = - = ~ = ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ = ~ O O O ~ I I ~ ~ = ~ = = = ~ = ~ = l i i l i i l i i l i i l i i l i i l i i ~ p P ~ ~ = ~ = = = ~ = = = = ~ = = ~ ~ = ~ ~ ~ = ~ * = = ~ - ~ ~ ~ = ~ = ~ = . . " . . . . . . . . . . = . . ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ = = ~ = = ~ ~ = = =  

A i r  Force 

BEDFORD 01731 1 3192 2590 5782 967 9m ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS D I V I S I O N  
BOURNE 02523 2 101 101 202 101 PAVE PAWS 

WESTOVER ARB CHICOPEE 01022 1 9 1000 1009 2592 439 A I R L I F T  WING' (AFR) 
O T I S  AGE FALMOUTH 02542 1 3 734 737 3880 102 F I W  (ANG) 
WELLESLEY AGS WELLESLEY 021 81 2 3 4 1 4 4 8 253 COMM G P  (ANG) 
BARNES MAP AGS WESTFIELD 01085 2 2 302 304 134 104 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 
WORCHESTER AGS WORCHESTER 01605 2 2 63 6 5 8 101 TAC CONTROL SQ (ANG) 

MICHIGAN 

US ARMY GARRISON, SELFRIDGE SELFRIDGE 2 763 478 1241 520 TACOM SUPPORT ACT 
DETROIT ARSENAL WARREN 48090 1 314 5547 5861 388 RSD, PRODUCTION-TANKS 

A i r  Force 

W K KELLOGG REGIONAL APT AGS 

RTSMITH A F B  

BATTLE CREEK 
GWINN 
MT CLEMENS 
OSCODA 

MINNESOTA 

A i r  Force 

DULUTH I A P  AGS 
MINNEAPOLIS/ST PAUL I A P  ARS 

DULUTH 
MINNEAPOLIS 

M I S S I S S I P P I  

N a v y  

NAVAL OCEANOGRAPHIC O F F I C E  
NAV CONST BN CTR, GULFPORT 
NAS, MERIDIAN 
NAVAL STATION PASCAGULA, MS 

A i r  F o r c e  

QEEsLER 
COLUMBUS A F B  

BAY S T  L O U I S  
GULFPORT 
MERIDIAN 
PASCAGULA 

B I L O X I  
COLUMBUS 

246 250 315 110 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 
521 3672 5214 ?tfi  410 BOMB WING 

1354 1465 3081 127 FIGHTER WING (ANG/AFR) 
408 3276 8s-298 91 C 379 WING 

403 407 409 148 F I G  (ANG) 
643 661 302 934 A I R L I F T  GROUP (AFR/ANG) 

1789 1876 1 NAVAL OCEANOGRAPHIC A C T I V I  T 
666 4480 4502 CONSTRUCTION FORCE SUPPORT 
997 3480 13507 FLIGHT TRAINING 
70 460 100 NAVAL STATION 

*\ .! 
2689 7994 3489 q0r TECH TRAINING CENTER 
1124 2306 6015 14 FLYING TRAINING WING 



P a g e  -13 I 
L I S T  OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 

U n i t e d  States 
S e p t e m b e r  30, 1991 

I n s t a l l a t i o n  Name 
C a t  

C i t y  i~ C o d e  M i l  C i v  T o t  S i z e  BRAC M a j o r  F u n c t i o n  
~ ~ * I I ~ ~ I = I P P P I O ~ ~ I P ~ I I I ~ I I I I ~ I ~ ~ P P ~ = * P P ~ P P P I I I I I I I I I I I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ P ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ * ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ I ~ * ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I I ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~ * ~  

. , 

,-r Force 

L L I S  AFB LAS VEGAS 89110 1 6142 2191  8333 22115 Or FIGHTER WEAPONS CNTR 
NO CANNON I A P  AGS RENO 89504 2 4 322 326 123&. 1 5 2 R E C O N G R O U P  (ANG) 

TONOPAH 89049 2 0 0 0 43 90r RLD ACTIVITIES  

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

N a v y  

PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD PORTSMOUTH 03801 1 879 7388 8267 297 S H I P  CONSTRUCTION & REPAIR 

A i r  Force 

NEW BOSTON AFS MT VERNON 03057 2 2 5 179 204 2873 ELECTRONICS S I T E  
PEASE AGS NEWINGTON 03801 2 4 358 362 229 88 C 133 A I R  REFUELING SQ (ANG) 

NEW JERSEY 

MIL OCEAN TERMINAL-BAYONNE BAY ONNE 07002 2 179 2057 2236 679 HARBOR & PORT 
PICATINNY ARSENAL DOVER 07801 1 173 5148 5321 6491 9 1  R R&D HEADQUARTERS 
MONMOUTH, FORT RED BANK 07703 1 2661 7897 10558 2105 R6D HEADQUARTERS 
DIX, FORT TRENTON 08640 2 2958 1958 4916 31066 9 1  R RES COW TRAINING CTR 

N a v y  

NAVAL WEAPONS STA, EARLE COLTS NECK 07722 1 2836 989 3825 11158 ORDNANCE SUPPORT 
NAVAL A I R  ENG CTR, LAKEHURST LAKEHURST 08733 2 473 2824 3297 7412 9 1  R AIRCRAFT LAUNCH/RECOVERY SY 
NAVAL A I R  PROPULSION CENTER TRENTON 08628 2 8 734 742 72 9 1  R ENGINE T & E  ACTIVITIES  

A i r  Force 

ATLANTIC CITY MAP AGS P LEASANTVILLE 08232 2 3 368 3 7 1  286 177 F I G  (ANG) 
MCGUIRE AFB WRIGHTSTOWN 08641 1 4730 2038 6768 3820 438 A I R L I F T  WING 

NEW MEXICO 

Army 

WHITE SANDS MISSILE  RANGE WHITE SANDS 88002 1 1047 5907 6954 1746720 RLD WEAPONS TEST CENTER 



DEPARTMENT R TENSE LIST OF MILITAR LvSTALLATIONS 
United States 

September 30, 1991 

C a t  
Installation Name City Zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
-t9Il==l=-l==~=llllIIII=II=9I-==III=-=PP===~~=====*==~--~=~~=~=~~~~~~=~~~~-=~~=~~~~=~~~~=~~~9I--,=~,~=,===l9-==------==-=-*==-= 

NAVAL AVIATION DEPOT CHERRY P CHERRY POINT 2 3 0 3970 4000 10 AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
CAMP LEJEUNE NAVAL HOSPITAL JACKSONVILLE 2 8 4 6 516 1362 10 HEALTH CARE 

Page 15 

- I 

Air Force 

BADIN AGS BADIN 28009 2 1 2 8 29 21 263 COMM SQ (ANG) 
CHARLOTTE/DOUGLAS IAP AGS CHARLOTTE 28208 2 4 322 326 6 9 145 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 
POPE AFB FAYETTEVILLE 28308 1 4484 603 5087 1890 317 AIRLIFT WING 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB GOLDSBORO 27530 1 4716 920 5636 4118 4 FIGHTER WING 

Marine Corps 

MCAS, CHERRY POINT HAVELOCK 28533 1 9839 1728 11567 26683 HQ 2ND MAW/JET TNG 6 OPNS/N 
MC BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE JACKSONVILLE 28542 1 32409 1933 34342 88432 FMF GRND UNITS/TRP TNG/OPN 
MCAS, NEW RIVER JACKSONVILLE 1 5212 315 5527 2773 MAG 26/HELO TNG/OPER SUPPOR 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Air Force 

GRAND FORKS AE'B EMERADO 58201 1 4903 738 5641 23857 319 WING 
HECTOR FIELD I A P  AGS FARGO 58102 2 6 382 388 133 119 FIG (ANG) 
MINOT AFB MINOT 58701 1 5005 867 5872 24498 5 WING 
CAVALIER AFS MOUNTAIN 58221 2 2 3 134 157 650 MISSILE WARNING 

OHIO 

A m y  

DEF CONSTRUCTION SUPPLY CTR COLUMBUS 43215 2 3 0 2177 2207 566 ICP & LOGISTICS DEPOT (DLA) 

Navy 

DEFENSE FIN + ACCT CTR CLEVELAND 

Air Force 

GENTILE AFS i ~ D A ~ T O N  
WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB 
NEWARK AFB HEATH 
RICKENBACKER AGB LOCKBOURNE 
MANSFIELD LAHM MAP AGS MANSFIELD 
CAMP PERRY AGS PORT CLINTON 
SPRINGFIELD BECKLEY MAP AGS SPRINGFIELD 
TOLEDO EXPRESS APT AGS SWANTON 
YOUNGSTOWN MAP ARS VIENNA 

36 ADMIN SUPPORT-FINANCE 

165 EF ELEC SUP CTR (DLA) 

7 2 
yF 8245 90 r AF MATERIEL COMMAND HQ 

LOG1 STICS/AGMC 
2597 91 C 121 AIR REF WG (ANG/AFR) 
224 17 9 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 
3 2 200 CIVIL ENGINEER SQN (ANG 
114 178 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 
84 180 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 
740 910 AIRLIFT GROUP (AFR) 



DEPARTMENT EFENSE a Page 17 

United states 
September 30, 1991 

Cat 
Installation Name City zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 

Air Force 

GREATER PITTSBURGH IAP AGS CORAOPOLI S 
WILLOW GROVE ARS HATBORO 
HARRISBURG OLMSTED IAP AGS MIDDLETOWN 

596 171 AIR REF WG (ANG/AFR) 
162 913 AIRLIFT GROUP (AFR/ANG) 
64 193 SPECIAL OPS GROUP (ANG) 

RHODE ISLAND 

Navy 

NAV EDUCATION 6 TRAINING CTR NEWPORT 
NAVAL UNDER WATER SYS CTR NEWPORT 

1199 OFF INDOCTRIN & SKILL TNG 
37 1 UNDERSEA WARFARE R&D 

Air Force 

17 281 COMM GROUP (ANG) 
60 143 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 
10 ACFT CONTROL/WARNING ( ANG) 

COVENTRY AGS COVENTRY 
QUONSET STATE AIRPORT AGS N KINGSTON 
NORTH SMITHFIELD AGS SLATERSVILLE 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

JACKSON, FORT COLUMBIA 52246 US ARMY TRAINING CENTER 

Navy 

BEAUFORT NAVAL HOSPITAL 
CHARLESTON NAVAL SHIPYARD 
NAV WEAPONS STA, CHARLESTON 
NAVAL STATION CHARLESTON 

BEAUFORT 
CHARLESTON 
CHARLESTON 
CHARLESTON 

10 HEALTH CARE 
1923 SHIP/SUB REPAIR 
17480 WEAPONS SYSTEMS SUPPORT 
899 OPERATING BASE 

Air Force 

8 CHARLESTON AFB MCENTIRE AGB 
MYRTLE BEACH AFB 
SHAW AFB 

3733 ql r 437 AIRLIFT WING 
2473 169 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 
3976949k C 354 FIGHTER WING 
3416 363 FIGHTER WING 

CHARLESTON 
EASTOVER 
MYRTLE BEACH 
SUMTER 

Marine Corps 

MCAS, BEAUFORT 
MC RECRUIT DEPOT 

6676 MAG-31/JET TNG/OPN SUPPORT 
8081 RECRUIT TRAINING 

BEAUFORT 
PARRIS ISLAND 



* 
DEPARTMENT - ,LFENSE 

L I S T  OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 
U n i t e d  States  

September 30, 1991 

C a t  
I n s t a l l a t i o n  Name C i t y  z i p  C o d e  Mil C i v  T o t  S i z e  BRAC M a j o r  F u n c t i o n  
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i r  Force 

YESS AFB @ ABI LENE 79607 1 5147 683 5830 9ir 96 WING 
ERGSTROM AFB AUSTIN 78743 1 24 96 891 3387 

1178 2343 
:::#67 RECON WING 

IAUGHLIN AFB DEL R I O  78840 1 1165 4745 47 FLYING TRAINING WING 
ELDORADO AE'S ELDORADO 76936 2 94 92 186 12 9 PAVE PAWS 

ARSWELL AFB FORT WORTH 76127 1 4569 981 5550 8 8 D 2 6 9  91 C 7 WING 
e A P ? E  AFS GARLAND 75041 2 3 3 5 38 6 254 C O W  SQN (ANG) 

ELLINGTON F I E L D  AGS HOUSTON I I U L Y  2 - 410 413 215 
- - - - A  2 147 F I G  (ANG) 

LA PORTE AGS LA PORTE 77571 2 1 16 17 12 272 ENG INST= SQ (ANG! 

@ 
REESE AFB LUBBOCK 79489 1 1067 1282 2349 3293 64 FLYING TRAINING WING 
GOODFELLOW AE'B SAN ANGEL0 7 6903 1 2258 419 2677 99011136 9_1 R TECH TRAINING CTR 
BROOKS AE'B - fi N' '0 SAN ANTONIO 78235 1 1490 1553 3043 1310 HUMAN SYSTEMS CENTER 

--KELLY AFB SAN ANTONIO 78241 1 4232 20812 25044 4704 90t A I R  LOGISTICS CENTER 
LACKLAND AE'E SAN ANTONIO 78236 1 6065 3667 9732 6726 BASIC MILITARY TRG 
RANDOLPH AFB UNIVERSAL CITY 7 81 4 8 1 4468 3085 7553 3183 91 R A I R  TRAINING CMD HQ 
SHEPPARD AFB WICHITA FALLS 76311 1 3158 2760 5918 5477 @$< TECH TRAINING CENTER 

UTAH 

DUGWAY PROVING GROUND 
DEFENSE DEPOT, OGDEN 
STEVEN A. DOUGLAS, AFRC 
TOOELE ARMY DEPOT 

i r  Force 

SALT LAKE C I T Y  I A P  AGS 

DUGWAY 84022 2 315 1332 1647 802724 R6D TEST CENTER 
OGDEN 84407 2 10 1458 1468 1326 LOGISTICS DEPOT (DLA) 
SALT LAKE CITY 3 180 206 386 120 RES. COMP SUPPORT 
TOOELE 84074 2 7 9 3325 3404 24735 LOGISTICS DEPOT 

CtEARFIELD 84406 1 4878 17028 21906 946002 90, A I R  LOGISTICS CENTER 
S A L T L A K E C I T Y  84116 2 7 387 394 132 151 AIR REF GROUP (ANG) 

VERMONT 

A i r  Force 

BURLINGTON I A P  AGS SO. BURLINGTON 0 5 4 0 1 2 4 390 394 241 158 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 

VIRGINIA 

BELVOIR, FORT 
CAMERON STATION 

ALEXANDRIA 22060 1 4832 7007 11839 8655 ENGINEER CENTER 6 SCH 
ALEXANDRIA 22314 2 326 3660 3986 168 88 C HQ DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 



DEPARTME 4 DEFENSE 
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United States 
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Cat 
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PUGET SOUND NAVAL SHIPYARD BREMERTON 98314 1 5316 24978 30294 1392 SHIP ALTERATION & REPAIR 
NAV UNDERSEA WARFARE ENG STA KEYPORT 98345 3 313 5217 5530 4939 91 R UNDERWATER WEAPONS SUPPORT 
NAS, WHIDBEY ISLAND OAK HARBOR 98278 1 8431 1438 9869 70998 ATTACKhELEC WARFARE AIRCRAF 
NAVAL STATION, PUGET SOUND SEATTLE /EVERETT 9 81 15 2 1401 1808 3209 271 91 C FLT SPT\SEATTLE TO CLOSE 

Air Force a FAIRCHILD AFB 
FOUR LAKES AGS 
SPOKANE IAP AGS 
MCCHORD AFB 

qlr 
AIRWAY HEIGHTS 99011 1 4079 943 5022 6060 d0r 92 WING J 

CHENEY 99004 2 1 4 1 4 2 156 ACFT CONTROLIWARNING (ANG) 
SPOKANE 
-\me, 

99219 2 2 4 1 43 7 9 242 COMM SQ (ANG) 
I n ~ v W  on438 1 4220 1424 5644 5745 aaf,, 52 AIRLIFT WING 

YtT 
WEST VIRGINIA 

Air Force 

YEAGER AIRPORT AGS CHARLESTON 25311 2 4 240 244 236 130 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 
SHEPHERD FIELD AGS (EWVRA) MARTINSBURG 25401 2 0 288 288 34 9 167 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 

WISCONSIN 

MCCOY, FORT SPARTA 54656 2 673 1601 2274 62689 RC & ACTIVE ARMY TNG 

Air Force 

TRUAX FIELD AGS MAD1 SON 53707 2 4 291 295 155 128 FIGHTER WING (ANG) 
GEN MITCHELL IAP ARS MILWAUKEE 53207 2 10 696 706 214 440 AIRLIFT WING (AFR/ANG) 

WYOMING 

Air Force 

CHEYENNE MAP AGS CHEYENNE 82003 2 5 256 261 6 7 
FRANCIS E. WARREN AFB CHEYENNE 82001 1 3573 722 4295 19916 

153 AIRLIFT GROUP (ANG) 
90 MISSILE WING 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

TERRITORIES & POSSESSIONS 

LIST OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 
(MAJOR, MINOR & SUPPORT) 



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Military I n s t a l l a t i o n s  a n d  P r o p e r t i e s  

U n i t e d  S t a t e s  T e r r i t o r i e s  a n d  P o s s e s s i o n s  
S e p t e m b e r  1 9 9 1  

Army Navy A i r  F o r c e  M a r i n e s  T o t a l  
=PIIIPPPPIIPPIIPIIII=~~I=P=IPPPIIIIIPIII~IP~~I~===~P=~~~~~I~=~-===~~==~=*=~-P====~~~I--===~=I~==-I= 

GUAM 0 3 1 0 4 
PUERTO RICO 1 2 1 0 4 

TOTAL 1 5 2 0 8 



DEPARTMEN EFENSE 

U n i t e d  S t a t e s  T e r r i t o r i e s  and P o s s e s s i o n s  
September 30, 1991 

C a t  
I n s t a l l a t  ion N a m e  C i t y  Z i p  C o d e  M i l  C i v  T o t  S i z e  BRAC M a j o r  Funct ion 
~P~~IIP=I=IIP=-P---II=I==I==IIII=I=IIIII=-==~~~=~=~==~~~=======~=-~===~=~~=~=~~=~~===~~==~~~==~~~=I*~I=~=-I===-=======-=-I--=--- 

GUAM 

N a v y  

NAS, AGANA AGANA, GUAM 96637 2 2920 391 3311 16080 PATROL ELEC WARFARE AIRCRAF 
NAVAL S H I P  R E P A I R  FAC, GUAM AGANA, GUAM 96630 1 133 950 1083 183 FLEET MAINTENANCE 
NAVAL STATION, GUAM AGANA, GUAM 96630 2 70221 4894 75115 0 FLEET SUPPORT 

Air Force 

ANDERSEN AFB AGANA, GUAM 96910 1 2503 584 3087 20740 633 A I R  BASE WING 

PUERTO R I C O  

BUCHANAN, FORT SAN JUAN 00934 2 331 1661 1992 726 RESERVE COMPONENT TRAINING 

N a v y  

NAVAL STA, ROOSEVELT ROADS ROOSEVELT RDS 34051 2 3409 1865 5274 32161 OPERATING BASE 
SECURITY GROUP PUERTO R I C O  SABANA SECA 34053 3 368 97 465 2618 SECURITY GROUP 

A i r  Force 

PUERTO R I C O  I A P  AGS SAN JUAN 00914 2 3 289 292 120 156 FIGHTER GROUP (ANG) 





DEPARTMENT O F  DEFENSE 
Mi l i t a ry  I n s t a l l a t i o n s  and P r o p e r t i e s  
U s e d  by U . S .  Forces i n  Foreign A r e a s  

September 1 9 9 1  

A r m y  N a v y  A i r  Force M a r i n e s  T o t a l  
~~==*=--9==~=~-=s=-==~=~====~**~~=~===s*==a=====================a*=~~===================---====== 

AUSTRALIA 0 1 1 0 2 
BELGIUM 1 0 0 0 1 
BERMUDA 0 1 0 0 1 
CANADA 0 1 0 0 1 
CC'BP. 0 1 0 0 1 
DIEGO GARCIA 0 1 0 0 i 
GERMANY, FEDERAL R E P  O F  15 0 8 0 23 
GREECE 0 0 1 0 1 
GREENLAND 0 0 1 0 I 
ICELAND 0 1 0 0 1 
I T A L Y  2 2 2 0 6 
JAPAN 2 6 3 3 1 4  
KOREA, R E P U B L I C  O F  4 0 2 0 6 
NETHERLANDS 1 0 1 0 2 
PANAMA 1 2 1 0 4 
P H I L I P P I N E S  0 3 0 0 3 
PORTUGAL 0 0 1 0 1 
S P A I N  0 1 1 0 2 
TURKEY 2 0 4 0 6 
U N I T E D  KINGDOM 1 3 1 0  0 1 4  

TOTAL 2 9 23 3 6 3 9 1 



DEPARTMENT 
LIST OF MILITA 

Page 2 3  

Used by U.S. Forces in Foreign Areas 
September 30, 1991 

Cat 
Installation Name City Zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
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AUSTRALIA 

Navy 

NAV COMMSTA, HAROLD E HOLT EXMOUTH 

Air Force 

WOOMERA AIR STRTION r.vnn-nx 
W W L - U M  

Navy 

NAVAL AIR STATION, BERMUDA BERMUDA 

A m y  

80TH ASG MONS 

Navy 

NAVAL FACILITY, ARGENTIA ARGENTIA, N' LAND 

Navy 

NAV STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY GUANTANAMO BAY 

Navy 

NAVAL SUPPORT FACILITY DIEGO GARCIA 

3 364 170 534 18155 COMMUNICATIONS/END OPS 

2 201 73 274 33 ELECTRONICS SITE 

BERMUDA 

2 1156 412 1568 1453 PATROL AIRCFT/REDUCE OPS 

BELGIUM 

CANADA . 

3 474 247 721 9066 OCEAN RESEARCH/REDUCE OPS 

CUBA 

2 2484 1299 3783 28817 OPERATING BASE 

DIEGO GARCIA 

3 1492 1845 3337 7000 SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 



DEPARTMENT 'ENSE 
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, 
Used by U.S. Forces in Foreign Areas 

September 30, 1991  

Cat 
Installation Name City zip Code Mil Civ Tot Size BRAC Major Function 
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ICELAND 

Navy 

NAVAL STATION, KEFLAVIK KEFLAVIK 1 3452 1020 4472 23339 FLT SUPPORT/PATROL AIRCRAFT 

ITALY 

8TH ASG 
22ND ASG 

LIVORNO 
VICENZA 

NAVAL SUPPORT ACTIVITY NAPLES 
NAVAL AIR STATION, SIGONELLA SIGONELLA 

Air Force 

SAN VITO AIR BASE 
AVIAN0 AIR BASE 

BRINDISI 
PORDENONE 

3 4079 1053 5132 177 FLEET SUPPORT/HOSP 
1 2934 1129  4063 651 PATROL/FLEET AIRCRAFT 

JAPAN 

2 1479 250 1729 321 7275 AIR BASE GROUP 
1 1840 490 2330 1150 40 TAC SUPPORT WING 

17TH ASG 
lOTH ASG 

NAVAL AIR FACILITY, ATSUGI 
NAVAL HOSPITAL OKINAWA 
NAV FLEET ACTIVITIES, SASEBO 
NAV COMM STA, JAPAN 
NAV FLEET ACTIVITY, YOKOSUKA 
NAV SHIP REPAIR FAC, YOKOSUKA 

Air Force 

KADENA AIR BASE 
MISAWA AIR BASE 
YOKOTA AIR BASE 

CAMP ZAMA 
TORI1 STATION 

ATSUGI 
CHATAN 
SASEBO 
Y OKOSUKA 
YOKOSUKA 
YOKOSUKA 

KOZA c I m  
MISAWA 
TOKYO 

2 2845 870 3715 1771 RECONNAISSANCE AIRCRAFT 
2 643 108 7 5 1  0 HEALTH CARE 
2 2771 3989 6760 8386 ORDNANCE SUPPORT 
3 .597 237 834 1167 COMMUNICATIONS 
1 9381 340 9721 3400 FLEET SUPPORT 
1 29 1819 1848 0 FLEET MAINTENANCE 

1 8336 2813 11149 12561 18 WING 
1 5472 1043 6515 3879 432 FIGHTER WING 
1 4989 . 2080 7069 4013 475 AIR BASE WING 
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Air Force 

LAJES FIELD AIR BASE LAJES 

PORTUGAL 

1 2876 1035 3911 1171 

Navy 

NAV SHIP REPAIR FAC, SUBIC BA SUBIC BAY 
NAVAL SHIP REPAIR FAC, CUB1 P SUBIC BAY 
NAVAL SHIP REPAIR FAC, SUBIC SUBIC BAY 

Navy 

NAVAL STATION, ROTA 

Air Force 

TORREJON AIR BASE 

ROTA 

MADRID 

1 122 4576 4698 0 FLEET MAINTENANCE 
2 2972 860 3832 0 ATTACK/ASW AIRCRAFT 
1 3496 1653 5149 15000 NAVAL STATION/TO CLOSE 92 

SPAIN 

2 3435 1342 4777 6776 OPS/AIR BASE/REDUCE OPS 

1 1172 595 1767 3707 401 FIGHTER WING 

TURKEY 

SETAF 
U. S. ARMY FIELD STATION 

Air Force 

INCIRLIK AIR BASE 
ANKARA AIR STATION 
PIRINCLIK AIR STATION 
IZMIR AIR STATION 

CAKMAKLI 
SINOP 

ADANA 
ANKARA 
DIYARBAKIR 
IZMIR 

1605 SUPPORT WING 

3 342 331 673 83 HQ/ADMIN 
3 2 5 1 26 382 COMMO 

1 2636 1342 3978 3476 39 TACTICAL GROUP 
2 522 648 1170 155 SUPPORT STATION 
2 115 474 589 17 6 ELECTRONICS STATION 
2 466 544 1010 21 SUPPORT STATION 

UNITED KINGDOM 





P O I N T S  O F  CONTACT 

Qlmv 
ARMY 

COL B i l l  Harvey 
Chief ,  U.S. Army Base Realignment and Closure  O f f i c e  
(703) 693-3500 

NAVY 

RADM P .  W .  Drennon 
D i r e c t o r ,  Shore A c t i v i t i e s  D iv i s ion  

A I R  FORCE 

M r .  Alan Olsen 
Director,  A i r  Force  Base Disposa l  O f f i c e  



(703) 695-0192 (media) 
(703) 697-3 189 (copies) 

IMMEDIATE RmEkE July 9, 1993 (703) 697-5737 (publididuscry) 

Base Tra,nsiti.an Off ice  Opens, Coordinators Named 

The Dcfcnsc: D c p m e n r  roclay named the transirion coordinarors assigncd to w d  
with individud conmunitics ria help speed thc turn over of closed military bases and announced 
thc crcarion of a Basc Closure Transition O E c e  ro support thc work of thc coordinators. 

"Thcsc coordinators and rhc ncw Pentagon Base Transition Off ice clearly demonstrate 
the Clinmn Administration's ~comrnirmtnt to cutting through red tape and helping affccred 
cornmuniries achicvc total cconornic ~ v c l o p m c n ~ "  Scq\=tary of Defense Les Aspin saih 

The crearion of the DoD Base Transition Officc end rhc appointment of transition 
coorrlinatnrs arc clcmcnu of a five-pan program vlnounccd by rhe President on July 2 to 
speed the ccrmomic =ovcry of communities affectd by bzso c l o sm and nalignmcnnt actions. 

i+ ?hc other four pans of rhc Prcridem's strategy include a jobs-centered prop- disposal p h  
&at puts local economic ndc,velupmcnt first; a fast-treck cleanup plan for bases bar nmoves 

wp n d c s s  delays wtrilc prorcdng human hcdh  and be environment; p a c d u n s  to pro* easy 
a c c t s s  u> tiansirion and redtvclopmcnt help for workers and mmunirics; end larger economic w 
dcvclopmcnr phming p n r s  to b z  closure cornmunitis h m  rhc Dqamnenr's Office of 
Eanmnic Adjustmcni 

Trznsirion coo.d.imtors wiU be rh-d in dl vpcca  of rhc base closure and d p n c n r  
processes and will serve in ihcii commllniucs for 21 l=ur  18 rnonrhs. Initial aricntanon 
raining was complcrcd on Jrdy 7; expanded m i a b g  for paziulenr  coordinators will bc 
completed in August T W L t i o n  coordinators will r c p a  to John Shannon, Acring Stcrttary 
of the A n n y  and Sy-iaZ As&mt to thc Sermmy of Dcftnse fot  Base Trensirion. Sbmmn, 
in  m, r e p m  to Undm Scr:rcta-i~ of Defense for Acquisition J o b  D-,urch. who has o v s d  
responsibility fur DoD's ~ l t m c n t z r i o n  of tht President's fivc-pan progan. 

Thc functions of thc m i t i o n  ct>ordinarors will  be to: 

Scrvc as full-rime, on-sire advocatts to comrnnnitits and instdlations affected by 
c l o s ~ s / r t z l i ~ c 3 r s .  md to cut &ugh red tapc an6 b m z m r i c  thicktts; 



UP k k  training and experdsc in dl aspccts of h c  closure pcss--crpccially in Lhc 
lrus of cnvironmcntal clcmup and pmpcny disposal-and to hclp communidcs movc KO 

a civilian-bscd cmnom:r, 

r Work wirh thc base cornmandcr, fcdcral and statc agencies to kctp cnviromcntaI 
c b m u p  on a fan track.. 10 posh for the priority tmitmcnt of parcels of land that hnvc 
rht potrntial for rapid ~dcvr.lopmcnt and job &on; and 

Work uith the n i l i v  dcpart,mcn( and rbc community to idcnrrfy XESC m c d ~  and to 
sec that tbosc nccds a r c  accommodatsd, whtnvcr possible, in DoD's closurc plans. 

Tk transition coordinators also will wmk with thc Off& of Economic Adjusmcnr to 
help anrmunirics idmrify sotnus of fcdcral assisma= 

A lisr of rhc nansirion cwrdinarors and thcir phonc numbers is arthchcd. 



OSD BPSEmSmON OF F I E :  B A S E W S m O h l  COORDIWTm L m  

QIv -' ALABAMA 

N A V S A  h ? m u  
AW(ANSAS 

W A F B  
ARIZO* 

W l W S  AFB 
C A L I F O N  . 

PRESlDlC OF S F M I L T O N  A/\F 
m C R D  
SAC- ARMY D m  
N A V B A S E W  FRANClSCo 
NAVSTA LONG BEACH 
NTC D m  
WAS ELTORO/NSTIN 
rszcoGEm 
MATHER AFB 
NORTON AFB 
CASrtEAFB 
LIZARM AFB 

COCORADO 
U e X O  ARMY DEPOT 

NAME 

CDR XINATHAN P. MUIR 

MR. ROB E- LACKEY 

MP: JOE L MARTlN 

MFL A R N W  T- -1 
MFL XX-W SNAP? 
El. ROGEFI L STW 
CK)R ALFRED R aKlNS 
LT ALEX MlCLAT 
LC;W ROBERT CITIWNO 
C(XJlM RITUilE 
MR BILL COLLINS 
MR. ROY A MURRAY, JR 
MS. P A m  WARREN 
MR. JACK KOTYZ 
cr COL STEPHW P. CMK 

MR. RONALD J. C O N N a  
KT COL L A L V F ~ ~ C E  M- BEAC~ 

C:APT HARRY L SMm 
hAR plCHAFD D O N W E  
bJR NYLE E m.3m 
tAR JOHN F. m"3Am 

PHONE 

(XIAM 

NAS A W 4  GUAM CDfl CHRIS S u m  671-344-5901 

HAwAri 
NAS E%WEl!ZFlS POU\TT MX F#XiEii AU 808-684-8201 

ZLUNOS 
r4As-W CDR JOHN VJ. V A U c H  708-657-2060 

C W ~ C ~  --MR.VIFiLM'J J. SU-E 277-495-41 01 

O'HAREAFRS M R  FWNKL'fN E. S a x  312-825-6052 

~DSAN-4 
~ W - D  MiCBWHUDSON 81 2-273-7201 

tT>RTWm LTC MlCHAEL J. DEBOW 31 7-549-5383 

GF?-AAW COL DNIEL W. GODDARD 31 7-688-2947 - 
Kmwcm 

~ t a - O N N u 4 Y D ~  M R  EDGAFiWDDOX 606-625-6420 ' 

L O L K S W  
'34GILAND AFB MR. FLOYD C. HEF9EH7 31 8-448-1 083 



O S D  B C S E T ~ ~ J W S ~ O N  OFFICE: BASETFWhlSITKX\( COOR31NATOR UST 

Wl'f M A E R l A L ~ C ~  
FORTOEVENS 

MARYLAND 
F O R T W E  

W E  
LORING AFB 

BmxGAN 
WUR-TSNBMAW 
KI- SAWYER AFB 

FASSOUW 
R P U R A F B  

NEWHAMPSHIRE 
PEASE AW 

NEW JERSEY 
mRTMONMOUTH 
N A w C T R r n  

NEWMEX)CO 
F W T W N X T E A R M Y D ~  

E W Y O R K  
. AVSTANWY- 
?? -.- 

GFUFS AF8 
PLArrSaURGH AF3 

o m  
N E W k C i K r n  
G E N R E  AFS 

OREj"L;ON 

UMATlilA m Dm07 
PENXSYLVANLA 

NAVBASE PWELPHLA 
w w m m  
DPSC, PH(LADELPHl4 

RHODELSLAND 
CBC DAVtSVRLE 

SOUTH CAROLNA 
NAVBASE C-ON 
MYRTLEBZAC)-IArF 

TB3NssEE 
WMi3dFWS 

TMAS 
NAS D W  
ciEFGSmOM A= 
; A m -  

clrf' 

LTC ,JAMES T. NAUGHTON 
M R R O S E H T R . ~  

MR. ' W I W  GRANT 

MAJ EDWARD J. SWEENN 

MR. MlCHAELT. JONES 
COL. RAYMOND A AMTMANN 

MR. RICHARD A JONES 

h4R. DAVID DXON 
MR. THOMAS H. BOGlA 

MR. MALCOLM W U E N  

LCDR AMY GOX 
MFL RlCl-LWl E WQUISTON, JR 
LT COLTHOMAS E. CUFH 
LT' COL ARTHUR M. PACKAFID 

MR. WILLIm L f'ms 
MR DAN M. DOLL4x-ilDE 

MR. MA!-coLM-w~~DEN 

CDR RCX3EXI- K EGiZXEN 

C A P T W U U A M M c C ~  
LfFi. D W S  J. PALLADIN0 

(;APT C. A TZOMES 
MR. R L W C )  H. WU-IWS, JR 

CDR J. D. MCADPJJS 
MR FilCHARD K. PAUrZ 
hlR O E N  3. LGVG 



w-- Ln- AH 
TOOELEARMY EPOT 

NAME 

v m m  
CAMERON SATION ax.G&mGEDCKE 703-274-6506 

HDLwooDBFpDGE DR JOHN C. l N G M  703-490-21 13 

VlNT HILL FAFtMS STATION MS.. 30 ANN A SMIM 703-349-6364 
W A S W T O N  

NAVSTA SAND POINT W'T PAUL H. BOM-ROP 206-526-3073 
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O F F  i C E  CF i nr D ; ~ . . - .  

PSXOFLVYDUM FOR THE SECRETARIES OF THE Pl lL iThRY DEPARTMESTS 
USDZR SSCXSTARY OF DEFENSE (ACQUISITION) 
DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

(ENVIROSHENTAL SZCURITY) 
ASSISTLYT SECRSTARY OF DSFENSE 

(ECONOMIC SECURITY) 
ASSISTAhT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (PSXSO~TISL 

L ~ D  READINESS) 
GEsEI0.L COUNSEL 

- . - - - - - . 
(LEGISLATIVP AFFAIRS) 

ASSISTAXT TO THS SECRSTARY OF DEFENSE . - 

(TUBLIC AFFAIRS) 
D I X Z C T O 3  OF ADMINISTRATION ASD PMAGZMENT 
DI?.ECTOX, DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 

SUBJZCT: Support to the Execukiva  Agent for Base Closure 
Transition 

On Juna  24, 1993, Deputy Secretary of Defense Perry 
designated me as t h e  Executive A g e n t  of t h e  Department o 
Defense  for Base C l o s u r e  Tzansition Coordination and Spe 
Assistbnt tc t h e  Secretary of Defense  (enclosure 1 ) .  In 
this r o l e ,  1 will bc u o z k i n ~  w i t h  each  of you to estebli 
cn effective T~&:~iticn Coor5?nakst a t  each  m a j o r  r e a l i g  
and c l o s i n g  b e s e .  ?ha Srcns?k ion  Cocrdinctors will be t 
Dc?arkmentls full-tine onbclsmen i n  t h e  e r e e s  of  conngn? 
cutreach, e n v i r o n a e n k & ?  clcanu?, F e l e r a l  assistance pro- 
Srans,  p l a z n i n g  s r a n t s ,  and 2 r o p e r t y  d i s p o s a l .  I will 
ensure that.  t h e s e  in0ividuals a r c  folly t r a i n e d  t o  u o y ~  
the local c:omil?nitfe3 t o  fzcilitate base t r a n s i t i o n  and 

with 

I have i c 2 e n t i f i e d  a nc3ber of s?ecific areas where I 
need end r e q u e s t  your suppor t  in executing my duties cs 
P x e c u t i v e  Agent. These a r e z s  of support i n c l u d e :  s t a f f i n g  
of the proposed organization et enclosure 2; identifying 
individuals t o  serve locally as  base transition coordi- 
nators; identifying kechnfczl exlerta to advise me and ny 
staff on tgecific issues; training of the Transition 
Coord?nators ;  identifying exisking guidance documents  t h a t  
would be useful f o r  Transition Coordinators; and participa- 
ting in an E x t c u t i ~ e  ~ g e n k / C o o r d ! ~ c k a r  c o n f c t e n c s .  M y  
s ~ e c i f i c  need8 i a  eech of thcac creas e r e  more f u l l y  define3 - 

in subsequent p a r a g r a p h s ,  I 



v My current plan is to staff a 63811 offico with most 
personnel detailed from the Military Departments and other 
DoD organizations. The capabilities of t h i s  office would be 
further enhanced by the identification of "technical 
experts" throughout t h e  POD in the areas of corY?runity 
outreach, environmental cleanup, redera1 assistance 
programs, planning grants, less1 considerations, economic 
develapaent and reinvestment, and propetty diaposal. The 
initial focus of this office will be to identify and train 
Traneition Coordinators at the base level to s e r v e  ea the 
Departnent's prinary link with the a f f e c t e d  conriunities. 

The following assistance is needed: 

* - Program Hanagers: Each Military D e ~ a r t r n e n k  and t h e  
Cefensc Logistics Agency : ( D i A )  should detail an 06-level 
i n d i v i d u a l  to assist me from June 29 through November 1 ,  
1993, The Program Managers will ba my primary day-to-dty 
liaison at the Military Department level and link to the 
Sase level Transition Coordinator. The Trogram Managers 
will seek support from other Federal agencies as necessary. 
The ?rogran Hanagers  will formulate recorr~r,ended a c t i o n s  for 
me to facilitate b a s e  reuse .  

- Transition Cmrd ina to r a :  Each Military De~arksent 
znd DLA w e r e  previously asked to nominate a can6iSate 
Transition CoorOinator at each clcsing Sase from t h e  1 9 6 8  

w 
t h r c * ~ g h  the 1993 r o u r d s ,  Hezes along wi th  resQnes E r e  t o  b e  
provide3 to ,my o f f i c e  b y  J u l y  1, 1933. Candidates should 
plen ta n e a t  w i t h  ne on Jury 7 ,  1943, at a location to be 
d e t e r z i 2 e d  in the Washington, DC, a r e c .  Coordinators will 
rece !ve  orientation trainins at t h a t  t i z e  with additional 
d e t ~ i l e d  traiaing to foli~w. T h e  Transition Coordfnetors 
w i l l  be the single points of c o n t z c t  for trznsition and 
eccncmic reinvestment makkera and will b e  the conn~nitits' 
onbudsaen t3 p r o v i d e  r e e d y  access tc~ decisicn n t k e r s .  T h e  
T- A,~r,sition Coordin~t3rs will h ~ v e  to becone ccnversant in a 
number cf Defense  2nd F e 2 e r ~ l  a s s i s k a n c e  ?rograns E E ~  uill 
b e  ex?ected to e?eak  frequenkly f o r  t h e  C e ? a r t r n e n t  in the 
puSlic arena. .  ~dciitionally, the Coordinators will be 
reqzired to work in coordination with t h e  bzse cornnanders 
and be k n o w l e d ~ e e b l e  of the a t a t u s  of closutc and 
reali~nnent ~ c t i o n g .  



- Technic:al support: Each a d d r e s s e e  should identify 
by July 6, 1993, the nemea w i t h  address, telephone and 
fccsimile numbers of technical exgerts in the functional 
areas identified in paragraph three above. Tbesa 
individuals will be "on-call" for brief periods to nsaiat in 
the detailed training of the Trcnsition Coordinators. This 
process will occuc during July-September 1993. The 
techniccl e x p e r t a  will be e x p e c t e d  to brief- the Transition 
Coordinatora on current policy and procedures in their 
functicnal t r e . a s  as part of the Transition Coordinator 
training. Additionally, the technical a x p e r t a  will work 
with my Progreu Xanaqers  to p r c v i d e  answers and formulate 
~olutions to Tranrition Coordinator issues on a day-to-day 
basis. 

- Trcining S u p p r t l  I musk S ~ ~ U C ~ U T ~  a : & s t - t f b ~ k  
training program to train Transition Coordinatora Each 
Military Depaztnent and the Office o f  Economic Adjustment 
should detail an 05-level person to me f r o n  June 29 to 
SeptemSer 30, 1993. ~ersonnel EetaileZ should be kncwledge- 
able in designing a progrrn of instzuction for the 
mt ..ansition Coordin&torr. These individu~ls will execute the 
propran of instruction with contract essistance. In this 
r e g a r C ,  I cm requesting t h a t  a l l  sddressees advise me of an- 
existing csntractua? a r z a a g s r e n t s  thet couLd be e x e r c i s e d  - 
support this requirezent. Existing pcblications, pcnphleks, 
and train'ng docunenks c r e r k e d  by your oz5enization s k o u l C  
be f c - w ~ r z e d  t o  my off ice by July 1 ,  1933, to serve r s  
SOQZC, infornetLon and r e f e r e n c e  f s r  t h e  develo?nsnt of 
kreinlzg pzog:r&n cf i~skzuctisn. T h e  Tzeining Su?p?rk Tea3  

a l s o  identify end s c h e d u l e  the r ? > r o p r i e t e  subject 
z a t t e r  technical experta t o  p s r t i c ? ? a t e  i n  t h e  training cf 
the Transiticn Coordinators. 

- ~dninistrative Support: R e g c e s t  t h z t  the Havy trka 
the initial lead to Cevelo? a l e g i a i c l i v e  a E L e i r s  ?:an and 
t h e  Air Force undertaka the deve?cpnen t  of a ~ u b i i c  r f f z i r e  
p l a n .  These p1ar.s should be fully coordinated with your 
055 counterparts by WednesEry, 30 Zcne 1993, prio- to the 
1 ~ u l y  1993 subnission of 3%; Comiasicn reco;;-~tnlntions 
to the ~ r e s i e e n t .  

Each Hilitery De?artnent, Ass?stant Secretrry of 
D e f e z s e  (2ersonnel c"d R e a l i n c s s ) ,  ConpkroLlez, L e 9 i s l s = i v e  
A f E a i r s  ( L A ) ,  ?ub?ic Affairs ( P A ) ,  and 3 i A  should i d e n t i f y  
individcals whoin L can c a l l  upcn a s  necessary f o r  U U ~ ~ O Z ~ :  



-- Legislative Affairs: Military Departments, 
LA, and DLA - J u l y  29 

-- Public Affairs: Military Departments, LA, 
and DLA - July 29 

_- Financial Managenent: Comptroller - July 6 
- Personnel Management: Military ~ e p a r t m e n t s ,  

Assistant Secrekary of Defease (7ersonnel and Readiness), 
and DLA - July 6 

-- Administrative Support: Military Departments 
and DLA - J u l y  6 

I reallre that these requests represent a significant 
r e s o u r c e  c o m m i k ~ e n t  on your p a z t .  However, considering the 
miasion that I: have been given and the time frame for 
acconpLishment I need your full sup?ort. If there are areas 
that concern you, I aa available to meet and discuss those 
concerns. My point of contact for receiving this 
information is Kr. Michdel W ,  O ~ e n ,  SAILS, room 21614, the 
Pentagon, Washington, DC, 20310 -0110 .  

Thank yo-J for yocr support. 'w 
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T H E  3EP;)TY S E C R E T A R Y  3 F  3 E F E S S E  

W A S H I H O T ~ N ,  D.C. X 0 3 0 1  

2 4  J u n r  1 9 9 3  w 
H ~ ~ O R A ~ . D U H  FOR THE S E C C f M I E S  OF THS MILITARY D E ? U T H L N T S  

CHAIRMAY OF THE JOiNT CHIEFS OF S T M F  
UNDER SECETLqZSS OF D E F S N S E  
DIECTOR, R S S E U C X  AND ENGINEERING 
ASSISTANT S E C U T M I L S  OF DEFENSE 
G L H S W  COU?ISEL 
iNS?SCTOR GESERAL 
D I U C T O R ,  O ? S W I T I C W U  TfST AND E V U U X T I O N  
COK?TROLLZR 
A S S I S T W T S  TO THE S E C M T X ? Y  OF DSFENSL 
D I m C T O R  OF p3!4INiSTFUTION AND !-'A!AGEHENT 
D I G C T O R S  OF THE DEFEHSE AGENCIES 

S U 9 J E C T :  E x e c u t i v e  Agent lot S c s e  C l o s u e e  T r a n s ? t ? o n  
1 
L 

I h a v e  isked john S h a n n o n ,  tSe A c t i n g  Sec-etary o f  t h e  A r 3  
t o  serve  as  P x e c u ~ L v e  Age": 0: the D e ~ a r t n e n t  of Defense (DoD) 
fa:  Base Closure Transition CsordinatLon and Spacial Ass?s:&n= 
t h e  Secretary of Defense.  I i n l t r u c t  you to offer him o v e z y  
csoperation, h charter c!eZining the 5 x e c u t i v e  A$enzts mission 
orgeni:a=?on, r e s ~ u r c e s ,  authority, respcaaiSilitfe~, azd COO- 
nation w i t h  S t a z r ,  loca?, 300, a n d  other Federal acrivi:?ss wf 
be issued by Jcly 15, 1 9 9 3 .  The E X ~ C C ~ ~ V O  Agentt$  c b b r ~ r r  31 
a - ~ h o r i t j t  w l l ?  rx?!re  03 S o v e r k e r  1, 1 9 9 3  unless o c h e r v i s ~  







NATIONAL MILITARY CO- CENTER 
DOD KEY PERSONNEL LOCATOR LIST 

D~TE:100700-110700 FEB 94 

POSITION NAME PHONE DATES ACTING 

55261 

78388 

DJS 
aRMP 

SEC ARMY MR WEST 53211 

CSA 52077 

0 
78347 

77376 091830-141700 

42500 
41201 

NOTE: T h i s  l i s t  i s  a l o c a t o r ,  
each listee changes  o r  de le t i  
NMCC, 0x7-6540, b 1400 hour:; 
report should inc  3 ude weekend 
shou ld  be re o r t e d  on t h e  l a s t  F in fo r rna t lon  o r  t h e  n e x t  work 

I t  i s  n o t  a p r o t o c o l  1 
o n s ,  s h o u l d  be honed b 
l o c a l  e a c h  da f o r  f h e  % 
and Monday in f ormation- 
work day p r i o r  t o  t h e  h 

day .  

i s t .  
t h e  

0110 
H o  1 

! 0 l l d  

. I n f o r m a t i o n  on 
o f f i c e  concerned  

wlng pa . Fxxday f i d a y  1n .o r rna t ion  
a y  and i n c l u d e  

AT, D-• DDO, ADDO, SOO, J-33 J-6 5-62, 5-7, EA 
TUBE: AOlC, J-30, OSD CABLES, ;-,I, 5-4, 5-8, OCJCS, BMDO/D 



Date: February 1994 



Department of Defense 
Secretary of Defense 

Deputy Secretary of Defense 

Date: October 1993 





Defense Agencies 

Comptroller1 
Chief Financial 

Officer 

* Combat Support Agency 





Military Departments 

Secretary 
Manpower & 

Date: December 1990 





SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DLFENSE 

CINERAL (INTELLIGEHCE COUNSEL (LEGISLATIVE (PUBLIC AFFAIRS) 
O V f  RSIGHT) AFFAIRS) M A N A C f M E N T  

us0 (POLICY) 

PDUSD(PO1ICY) 

ASO(NUCLEAR 

SECURITY 6 

I I ( t G I 0 N A L  COUNTER- 

SLCLIHITY AFFAIRS) PROLIFERATION) 

A S 0  (SPECIAL 

(STI IATEGY.  OPERATIONS 8 

I i t l > l l l H E M f N T S .  (L L O W - I N T t  NSITY 

CONFLICT) 

( l) l l .4OCRACY (POLICY S 

PLANS) 

1 1 1 (RESERVE k\ 
COMPTROLLER 

I 
AFFAIRS) 

I'HOGRPll,7 

A I t A L Y S I j  ANLJ 

t b A L l l A 1 I C I N  

I t j E  A L T H  

nrr AIRS) 

CONTROL. 

COMMUNICATIO~~S 

P D I I S D  

( ACQulS lT lo t ; )  

DEFENSE 2 I S :  

RESEARCH b 

ENGINEERING 

D l l S D  

I A D V A N C  I D  

TECHNOLOGY) 

2 

DUSD 

(5i C l l R l l Y  POLICY)  

- 
- 

0 . 
'Per 3 1  USC902(a), t h e  C h ~ e f  F ~ n a n c ~ a l  Of f l te r  reports d ~ r e c r l y  

NET ASSESSMENT s 

D lR S U A U  A N D  

D I S ~ D V A N I A G I I  

Evaluar~on r e p o r t s  d~ rec t l y  to  the S e c r e t a r y  of Defense p e r s o n a l l y  

D f F t N S E  

ADVISOR 

r 

0 to  the t \ e a d  ot t h e  agency on f t n a n c t a l  management maners 

"Per 10 USC 1 3 8 ( c ) .  t h e  D ~ r e c t o r  of Operat~onal T e s t  and 

"DIR 
OPE RATIONAL 

DUSO 

ILOGISl ICS)  

ousn 
I A L O U l S l l l b ~ ~  

R f I O R M )  

* 

c 

U.S.MISSION 

1 

N A T O  

1 6 5 1  I 
E V A L U A T l O N  D A T E  AUGUST 1993 I 

- 
B l l f l H C S S  

lJT1L12A7101~ 



ASPIN LOCATOR L I S T  
30 June 1993 

Names Room N u m b e r  Extension 

Allison, Graham ...........................4E817............ 7 2 3 0 7  
Ariker, Lauren ............................3B1060........~.. 5 1 4 5 3  
Baker, Beverly ............................2E765............ 3 1 0 7 6  
Berqer, Rosella . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 E 8 0 8 . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 4 3 5 1  
Berman, Judy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 E 8 8 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 5 2 6 1  
Bornstein. Ted ............................3E788............ 7 5 5 3 0  
Brandis. Michael . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 E 9 7 7 . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 3 3 9 2  
Brossard, Ann .............................3D964............ 77968  
Burt. Wendy ...............................lE794............ 5 3 9 0 4  
Carter, Xshton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 E 8 3 8 . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 0 9 4 2  
Castleman, Deborah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . E l . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 7 3 2 3  
Clark, Martha .............................3C956............ 39888  
Connolly, Timothy ........................ 2E258 ............ 5 4 1 3 4  
Coronado, G i l  .............................3D358............ 39814  
Dalton, John ..............................4E714............ 53141  
Dalton, Mary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 D 9 8 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .  30664  
de Leon, Rudy F . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 E 8 8 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 8 3 8 8  
Denny, Jeffrey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 D 8 5 3 . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 3 4 3 5  
Deutch, John ..............................3E933............ 5 2 3 8 1  
Dickey, Dial ..............................2E80Oo........... 7 9 3 1 2  
Dine, Susan ...............................3D919............ 7 2 5 3 7  
Dorn. Edwin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 E 7 6 4 . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 5 2 5 4  
Dowling, Nick .............................lD469.........;.. 71386 
Fanning, Eric .............................3E856............ 40363  
Fetter, Steve . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .%740. . . . . . . . . . . .  4 2 1 8 8  
Finch. Lewis ..............................4D754............ 3 7 3 7 1  
Flamm. Ken ................................3~1082........... 7 4 1 7 2  
Freeman, Chas ..............................~c~oo............ 7 5 8 8 4  
Forbeck, Helen ............................3B106Oo.......... 5 1 4 7 0  
Gaby, Keith ................................3D980............ 3 0 6 6 4  
Gertsema, Jay . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 D 9 1 8 . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 2 3 6 5  
Goodman, Sherri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ E s o ~ . . . . . . . . . .  .56639 
Gordon, John ..............................4E808............ 7 2 7 8 8  
Gorelick, Jamie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 E 9 8 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 3 3 4 1  
GOUX, Carissa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 0 9 3 9 . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 4 2 6 9  
Guidry, Vernon A . Jr ......................2E800............ 7 9 3 1 2  
Guillette, Russ ...........................ZD540............ 39846 
Halperin, Morton H ........................4D822............ 78101% 
Hampton, Elbert ...........................3D918............ 4 8 0 9 8  



ASPIN LOCATOR LIST 
30 June 1993 

Extension Names Room Number 

Hersman. Rebecca ...........................4B94OO0.......... 5 2 1 6 1  
Hertz . Kathy .........,.....................lE794............ 5 3 9 0 4  

.......... Hertzfeld, Rob ............................ 4 0 0  AND 5 1 8 0 2  
Hickox . Amy ...............................3E080............ 5 5 2 6 1  
Honigman, Steven ..........................4~724............ 4 1 9 9 4  
Horn-Kelly, Joan ..........................3~788............ 71368 
Horton, Berry..... ........................3E243............ 41809 
Irvin, Patricia . . . - . - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 ~ 5 4 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 9 8 4 5  
Jones, ~nita ..............................3E1014........... 7 5 7 7 6  
Keefe, Kevin . . . . - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 C 6 8 3 . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 1 9 4 2  
Keohane. Ronald ...........................2E549............ 7 4 8 9 2  
Klugh, James R ............................3D964............ 7 7 9 6 8  
Leary, Thomas .............................3D919............ 7 2 5 3 6  
Lee, Deborah R ............................2E52Oo........... 7 6 6 3 1  
Long, Diane ...............................3E966............ 7 6 2 1 0  
Longuemare . Noel ..........................3E1006........... 7 7 0 2 1  
Lynn, Larry . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 E l l S . . . . . . . . . . . .  50598  
Lynn. William J ...........................3E836............ 5 0 9 7 1  
Mackrella . Evelyn .........................3~880............ 7 8 3 8 8  
~aroni . Alice C ...........................3E822............ 7 6 1 4 2  
Mathias, Jane .............................3~919............ 51436 
McReynolds, Allen .........................3D814............ 45569  
Morehouse David ...........................3D918............ 7 4 4 9 1  
Morris, Patrick ...........................3B1060........... 5 1 4 8 6  
Mullen . Seileen ...........................3D919............ 7 2 5 3 6  
Murdock, Clark A ..........................4B940............ 5 2 1 6 1  
Newman, Sally .............................10479............ 7 7 2 0 3  
Ochmanek, David . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 ~ 7 6 7 . . . . . . . . . . . .  72467  
Paige. ~mmitt .............................3E240............ 4 1 5 8 7  
Perry, william...... .-.....................3E944............ 5 6 3 5 2  
Pincus, Lynn ......=.......................3~980............ 30664 
Pinuel, Eddie J."EJW ......................33921............ 3 9 8 8 8  
Preston, Colleen A ........................3~1034........... 5 6 4 1 3  
Ragan, ~ichard ............................2E261............ 4 8 5 4 4  
Raguso, Mary ..............................3D918............ 5 1 8 6 8  
Reddy, Lynn ...............................3~853............ 7 8 1 9 1  
Resnick,  Joel ...*.........................~D517............ 5 7 3 0 5  
Rogers, John ..............................3E966............ 7 6 2 1 0  
Ruga, Raimundo ............................4C800............ 7 9 3 0 2  
Russell, Matthew .....,.....................4C767............ 7 2 4 6 7  
Ryder, Chri~topher..~ .....................2D540............ 3 9 8 4 7  
Sergey, Tanya .............................CRYCTY........... 2 2 1 2 0  
Sewall, Sarah ...=..........................lE665............ 5 2 3 2 2  
Sheridan, Brian E .........................ZE538............ 5 7 9 9 6  
Shue. John ................................3D918............ 7 8 7 8 4  
Simpson, K i m  .........,.....................lE794............ 5 7 6 7 6  



ASPIN LOCATOR L I S T  
30 June 1993 

Names 

Slatkin, Nora...... 
Slocombe, Walter... 
Smith, Harold...... .... Smith, Larry K. 
Spalter, Johnathan. 
Sylvester, Fred.... 
Thomas, Govan...... .... Trapasso, Tom.. 
Wagner, Mark....... 
walsh, Redmond..... 
Warner, Edward "Ted 
Neiler, Todd ....... 
Wisner,  Frank...... 
Wood, Kennan....... ...... Woodson, Paul 

Room Number 

......... 

.3D358.. , 
-3D918. .. 
.3D939.. . 
.3D853.. . 
.4D754.. . 
.3D980.. . 
.4E808.. . 
.3D919.. . . SKYLINE. 

*For Changes Please Call Marcia Stump X41340 

Extens ion 
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-ATUS OF DOD N 0 , ~ T I O N S  REQUIRING ~ L U  1 LCLFr .. .,. ., 
8. 

As of: Sept 20, 1993 

WimEF 
DEF'SECDEF 
USD(A) 
USW) 
GC 
ASD(S&R) 
A S W W  
DDRE 
ASDPW 
ASDCP&R) 
ASD@&PK) 
DUSW) 
ASD(C3I) 
AsD(RA) 
ATSD(AE) 
ASD(NS&CP) 
SECNAV 
CG, USN 
corn  
ASN(M&RA) 
ASN(RD&A) 
FECAF 

USD(A) 
C,US AF 

ASAF(SPACE) 
ASD(SO&LIC) 
S.4 
USA 

NAME 

Les Aspin 
WUkm Peny 
John Deutch 
Frank Wismr 
Jamie Gorelick 
Edward Warner 
Charles Freeman 
Anita Jones 
Graham Allison 
Edwin Dorn 
Morton Halperin 
Walter Slocombe 
Emmen: Paige Jr. 
Deboxah Lee 
Harold Smith 
Ashton Carter 
John Dalton 
Steven Honigman 
John Hamre 
Fred Pang 
Nora Slatkin 
Sheila Widnall 
Noel Longuernare 
Gilbert Casella 
Roben Fossum 
H. Allen Holrnes 
Togo West Jr 
Joseph Reeder 

INmvr NOMINATION HEARING CO-TION 

22 Dec 93 
3 Feb 93 
22 Fcb 93 
23 Feb 93 
26 Feb 93 
30 Mar 93 
30 Mar 93 
31 Mar 93 
3 1 Mar 93 
31 Mar 93 
31 Mar 93 
2 Apr 93 
5 Apr 93 
5 Apr 93 
9 Apr 93 
13 Apr 93 
21 Apr 93 
27 Apr 93 
30 Jun 93 
1 Jul 93 
1 Ju l93  
2 Jul 93 
14 Jul 93 
14 Jul 93 
3 Aug 93 
31 Aug 93 
17 Sept 93 
17 Sept 93 

20 Jan 93 
23 Feb 93 
25 Mar 93 
23 Feb 93 
26 Mar 93 
29 Apr 93 
20 May 93 
29 Apr 93 
22 Jul 93 
29 Apr 93 
6 Aug 93 
19 May 93 
19 May 93 
19 May 93 
18 May 93 
29 Apr 93 
1 Jul 93 
29 Apr 93 
4 Aug 93 
6 Aug 93 
4 Aug 93 
22 JuI 93 
7 Sept 93 

7 Jan 93 
25 Feb 93 
30 Mar 93 
4 Mar 93 
28 Apr 93 

25 May 93 
30 Jun 93 
25 May 93 
29 Jul93 
30 Jun 93 

25 May 93 
25 May 93 
25 May 93 
25 May 93 
25 May 93 
13 Jul 93 
25 May 93 
$3 ecru 
b3 Sy4U 
t3 w-9 

20 Jan 93 
5 Mar 93 
1 Apr 93 
1 Jul93 
11 May 93 
28 May 93 
1 Ju l93  
28 May 93 
5 Aug 93 
1 Ju193 

28 May 93 
28 May 93 
28 May 93 
28 May 93 
29 Jun 93 
21 Jul93 
28 May 93 

5 Aug 93 



S e c r e q  of Defense 
Depury Secretary of Defense 
General Counsel 
'~specroz General 

nder Wetar?; of Defense (Policy) 
%eputy Under Smcrary of Defense (Policy) 

Assistans Secretary of Defense (Personnel & Readmess) 
Assistant Secretary of Defense ( Nuclear Sccunty & Counter-Proliferation) 
Assistant Sccrctary of Defense (Democracy & Peacekeeping) 
Assistant S e c r e q  of Defense (Strategy Req. & Resources) 
Assistant Secretary of Defcnse ( Regional Security) 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Plans and Policy) 
- 

Assisrant Semtary of Defense (Special Operations) 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Health Affairs) 
Assistant Secrcmry of Defense (Reserve Affairs) 
Assistant Scmrary of Defense (Command. Control. Communications & Intelligence) 
Comptmler 
Chief Financial Officer 
Under Secretary of Defense ( techno lo^ & Acquisition) 
Deputy Under Secrerary of Defense (Technology & Acquisition) 
Director Defense Research & Engineering 
Assistant Secrerary of Defense (Economic Security) 
Assistant to Secretary of Defense (Atomic Energy) 
Secretary of the Army 
Under Secretary of the Army 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) 
'.ssistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management) 
issistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Logisucs) 

,lssistam S e c r e t q  of the A m y  (Manpower and Reserve Affairs) 
General Counsel (Army) 
Secretary of the Navy 
Under Secretary of the Navy 
Assistant Secremy of the Navy (Installations and Logistics) 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Research Development and Acquisition , 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Manpower and Reserve Affairs) 
Assistant Secrerary of the Navy (Financial Management) 
General Counsel (Navy) 
Secretary of the Air Force 
Under Secretary of the Air Force 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Space) 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Financial Management) 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Manpower and Reserve Affairs) 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (,Acquisition) 
General Counsel (Air Force) 





LISTING OF U.S. AIR FORCE 
FIXED MEDICAL TREATMENT FACILITIES 

JANUARY 1993 
I 

OFFICE OF TI-IE SURGEON GENERAL 
Headquarters, Ur~itcd States Air For-ce 
Bolling Air Force Uase Washington DC 20332-5113 

OPR: Medical Manpower Division 
Directorate of Medical Programs & Resources 
DSN 297-5550 or (202) 767.;5550 

k 



USAF FIXED h4ECIC.Al TREATMENT FACIUTIES 

ti,AJ C>C !:.T F 
CtdD b 2 s  +:- M e  

FkClLlTlES l?l CONTINENTAL U N K E D  STATES 
( D m  REGIONS 1-9) 

73521-5-W 5 9 7 h  Medical G r w p  
23331-5303 9 Malwlm Grow U W  IAKfcal Centei 

MAC 
A?.! C 

71 110-5339 5 2nd Medlcal Grwp  
95933-53430 2 9th Medical Group 
78743-52CG 5 67th hkdiwl  Group 
20332-5300 9 Bet 1, Mohsolrn Grow USM Medical Center 
7 u s - 5 -  5 GG*l  fi-Al--l Cn,#-,A.- 

PJ- .,.,-'".I 

ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
NAG 
PFh!C . - 

Ehrksdalo AFB 
Eea b AFB 
Eergslroni AFB '93 
Ebillrq AFB 
Brooks ME3 

C-anran AFB 
Carswdl AFB '93 
Castlir AFB 
Ci-snub AFB '93 
Charloslm AFB 
Cdumtus AFB 

88103-5303 4 271h h(&cel  G r w p  
76\27-5200 5 Robed L Thompson Hospilal 
95342-53rX) 2 93rd Medical Grwp 
61868-5303 6 Chanule TTC Hospital 
2304-5330 8 437th Medlcel S5quodra-1 
357C1-5XX 7 14lh Medlcal S q i d r o n  

AC C 
ACC 
ASC 
ATC 
AMC 
ATC 

0avrs.Monthan AFB 
&+or AFD 
D f 9 s s  XF9 

e5707-5333 4 355% Medral Grwp 
1 9 W - 5 X O  9 436th M d k a l  Group 
79607-5x0 5 %Lh !.AedIcal Grwp 

ACC 
N.'. C 
AC C 

AFL4C 
AFMC 
ACC 

€ < % a d s  CIFB 
Egl~n A F B  
Ellsnunh AFB 

63523-5324 2 650th Medical Group 
22542-5x9 7 646th Medical Groclp 
67706-53CO 3 28th Medid ~ r o u p  

F.E. k't'arren AFB 
FairchiN M B  

62COE5XG 3 XU~MedtcalGruup 
9901 1 -5XQ 1 92nd Isledid Group 

Goodd low  AFB 
---rand Forks AFB 
--#~rilfiss AFB 

Grissom AFB 

769Gf3-5300 5 391st Medical Squadron 
58205-5330 3 319th Medical Group 
13441-5333 9 416th Modical Group 
46971-530C) 6 305th Medical Squadron 

01731-53W 9 647th Medical Squadron 
840S53N 3 6 L 9 h  Medical G r c q  
8 8 3 3 c W  4 4?th tMedcal Group 
3339-5333 7 3ls l  Medicel Group 

kF MC 
AFMC 
X C  
AC C 

H m m  AFE 
Hil AFB 
H c i h n  MB 

4 tbmestexi AFB 

45843-5XQ 6  410h  LMedical Group 
395335300 7 Kouler  Medical C m l e r  

., 1, 

ACC 
AT C 



u 
W f 
X 
LL 

LL q 
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4 ' Scheduled 7893 Base U w r e  

Q 
USAF FIXED MEOICAL T R U T M E M  FACiUTlES 

ST! 
C 0 

IAN Cp'T MTF 
GMD Beds 47'- w e  ZIPlhPO Rgn M d a l  Unil DBsigmUon 

FkClUTlES IF1 CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
(DOD REGIONS 1-9) 

62225-5303 6 USAF Medcal Center 9o t i  
27531-5303 8 4th h ! d l d  Group 
29152-!303 8 363rd M e d c a l  Group 
76311-5300 5 3 W a  M d l c d  G m y l  

Abl,Z 
ACC 
XCC 
ATC 

Scc tt AFB 
Seymour Johnson AFB 
Shaw AFB 
Sheppard AFB 

-hW Tinker AFB 
Travis kFB 
Tyrdall AFB 

73145SXO 5 65411 hiedkal Group 
Q-4535-1800 2 Oavld Grant USAF Medical Center 
32403-5300 7 316th M d c a l  G r w p  

AFMC 
AMC 
ACC 

USAF Academy 

737055300 5 71 s1 Medical Squadron 
53637-5323 2 30th Medlcal Grwp 

ATC 
SPACE 

V(hi:uman AFB 
V+7liams AFB '93 
W~iyllt-Patlerson AFB 
WurLmilh AF8 '33 

65305-5300 6 3513 Medcal G r w p  
E52.10-53W 4 82nd Mdkd SqUBdm 
45433-53CO 6 USAF Medical Cml8r L%'ri$i(-Potlersm 
4.8753-63M 6 379th MedcnJ Group 

AZ C 
ATC 
AFVC 
ACC 

hndrews AF6 
Keasler AFB 
Lact.bnd AFB 
Scoll AFB 
Travis kFB 

MAC 
ATC 
ATC 
A'.', C 
m c  

56 - Hosphets and Medical Cenlers 
a - Ctinks 
5 - Aero rnedd  s 5 h g  Rlghls 



Scheduled 1993 Base Closure 

USAF FIXED MEDICAL TREATMENT FACILITIES Jan 93 

hiAl Opff t,l-r F 
CMD Beds k- Code  ZIP/APO Rgn Medkl Unil Designation 

FACILITIES OVERSEAS 
(DoD Regions 2 1 - 51) 

PACAF 
USAFE 
USAFE 

USAFE 

PACAF 
PACAF 

USAFE 

USAFE 
PACAF 
AC C 

USAFE 
USAFE 
US AFE 

P ACAF 
PkCAf  

AMC 

PACAF 

PACAF 

USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 

USAFE 
USAF E 

GQ5 1 
TU53 
IT52 

Q -11 GE53 

025 1 

75 +5 0252 

GE02 

GE60 
155 1 

PM5 1 

2 0 w5 1 
1 -1 GR53 

TU52 

JA73 
3 KS54 

7 -2 Po51 

15 Jk55 

10 a t  K S j 5  

UK53 
UKBS 

60 UK59 
20 UK6-3 

UK86 
GEM 
GE55 

IT54 
GE61 

Andersen AFB 
Anbcara AB 
Aviano A 0  

9 W - 5 3 0 0  4 1  633rd hbdca l  Group 
09822-5300 51 7217th A% Clinic 
09601-5300 51 40lst Medcal Squadron 

09132-5300 51 ?i6th Medical Group 

Eielson AFB 
Elmendorf AFB 

99702-5300 2 1 343rd Medicel Grocrp 
9950&5300 21 3rd Medcal Center 

Hahn AB '93 
Hickarn AFB 
Howard AFB 

09122-5300 51 583rd Medkd Squadron 
968535300 41 15th Medical Group 
34001-5300 31 24th Medical Group 

09824-5300 51 39lhTG tbospitel 
09846-5300 51 72761h ABG Hospibl 
09821-5300 51 7241 st At3G Clinic 

96388-5300 41 18th Medicel G r c q  
962665300 4 \ 8th Medical Group 

09720-5300 51 651h Medical  Group b j e s  FLD A2 

96318.5300 4 1 43M Medical Group 

Osan AB KS 96266-5300 41 Slst Medcal Group 

09497-5300 51 8 1st TFW Clinic 
09465-5300 51 72741h ABG Clinic 
091 79-5330 51 48lh Medical Group 
09466-5300 51 20th Medicd Group 
09238-5000 51 1Mh TFW Cl~nic 
0W12-5300 51 8611i Medical G r q  
09097-5300 51 435th Medical Sqwdron 

RAF Bentwaters '93 U K 
W Chicksands U K 
RAF Lekenhenih UK 
RAF Upper Hegod UK 
RAF Upwood UK 
Ramsteln A 0  GE 
Rhein Main AB GE 

09605-5300 51 72751h ABG Cliric 
09 1385300 51 mist Medical Squedron 

San V ~ o  dei Nomarni AS TT 
Sembach AB G E 

Page 4 





Scheduled 1993 Base Closure a 
USAF FIxED,),!EDICAL TREATMENT FACILITIES 

ST/ 
E!aserlocal'm CO Z(P]APO Rgn b!dlcal Unit Dmlgnalion - - 

LISTING BY M M R  COMMP.ND 

brksdale AFB 
Beale AFB 
Bergstmrn AFB '93 
Cannon AFB 
C a r s d l  AFB 'a 
Castle AFB 
Davis-Monthan AFB 
Qess AFB 
Eilswoi~h AFB 
FairchiM AFB 
F.E. Wanen AFB 
Gmnd Forks AFB 
Grifl'rss AFB 
H o l l m n  AFB 
Homestead AFB 
Howard AFB 
K.I. Sawyer AFB 
Lmg!ey AFB 
Lohng AFB 
Luke AFB 
MacDllI AFB 
McConnell AFB 
Minot AFB 
M e  AFB 
Mountaln Home AFB 
Myrtle Beach '93 
Nellis AF8 
ollun AF B 
Pope AFB 
Seymour Johnson AFB 
S a w  AFB 
Tyndall AFB 
Whileman AFB 
Wurtsrnilh AF B '93 

Brmks AFB 
Erhiards AFB 
€#in AFB 

5 2nd Medical Gmup 
2 9th Medkel Group 
5 GTtf, Medlcal Grocp 
4 27th Medical Grcy,  
5 Roberl L T h w n p w n  Hospllal 
2 93rd Medlcol Group 
4 355th Medicel Group 
5 %th Medical Group 
3 213th Medical Group 
1 9Znd Medlcal Group 
3 9Uih Medical Group 
3 319k U d k d  Group 
9 416th Medical Group 
4 49th Medical Group 
7 31 sl Medical Gmup 
31 24th Medlca\ Grow 
6 410th M d b l  G:Wp 
a 1slMedlcdGrwp 
9 42nd Medlcel Gnwp 
4 58th M e d a l  Gmup 
7 56th Medlcal Group 
3 ~54 th  IAedkal Grow 
3 5thMed)calGrwp 
7 347th Medical G r w  
1 366th Medkal Grow 
8 354th M ed!ca\ Grocp 
2 554% Medical Grwp 
3 Ehrllng Bequsl  Hosplld 
8 23rd Medical Group 
8 ~ U - I  Medical Group 
B 363rd Medical Grovp 
7 325th Medics! Group 
6 35lst IAedical Group 
6 379th Medkal Group 

ACC TOTAL 

T X 70235-5300 5 648th Medkal Squadron 
C A 93523-5300 2 650th Medkal G v  
FL 32542-5300 7 646th Medical Group 

Jan 9 3  

M A J  C W  MT F 
CV,D B i d s  +i- Code 
- - -  

ACC 
AC C 
AC G 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
AC C 
AGC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACG 
AGC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACC 
ACG 
ACC 

AFMC 4855 
AFCIC 15 m4 
AFMC 105 -15 1252 





Jan 93 

tnAJ oprr MT F 
ChlD Beds +I- m e  
- - - -  

ST/ .. .,-- co Z ~ P ~ A P O  Rgn Medlcal Unll D m ~ t l o n  

LISTING BY MAJOR C W M P  

ATC 
AT C 
AT C 
AT G 
AT C 
AT C 
AT C 
AT C 
AT C 

kWford Hall USAF M e d l d  
Wilford Hall USAF Medical 
47th M&1 Swadron 
3415th Medlcal S q u s d ~  
12th lAedcel Squadron 
64th l d d c e l  Squadron 
393th hledkal G W  
7 1st Medlcal Squadron 
~ 2 n d  Medlcal Squadron 

Center 
Center - Lackland AFB 

bckland AFB Annex 
hughlin AFB 
Cowry AFB 
Rendolph AFB 
Reese AFB 
Sheppard AFB 
Vance AFB 
!h,?!iams AFEl '93 

'ATC TOTAL 

Maxwell AFB A L 361 12-5300 '7 502d Medical Grwp 

AU TOTAL 

PACAF 
PACAF 
PACAF 
PACAf 
PAC AF 
PACAF 
PACAF 
PACAF 
PACAF 
PACAF 
PACAF 
P A G M  

Andersen AFB 
Elelson AFB 
Elmendorf AFB 
E l m e d r l  AFQ 
Hickam AFB 
Kadena A8 
Klmhae 
Kunsan AB 
Mlsawa AB 
Osan AB 
Yckota kB 
Yokota AB 

633rd Medical Group 
343rd Medtcal Grwp 
19th Aemrnedical Steglng night 
3rd Medkal Center 
15th Medcal Group 
18th Medcal Group 
658th USAF Con'ingency H o s W  
6th Medbl  Group 
432nd Medlcal Gro*~p 
51 sl Medbf Grwp  
37m Medlca l  Grcup 
21sl Aemrne&cal Sbglng Right 

PACAF TOTAL 

SPACE 15 12% 
SPACE O W  
SPACE 20 0670 

F L 32925-5300 7 45lh M e d b l  Group 
CO 80914-5300 3 2 l s l  Medlml Group 
C A 93437-5300 2 3 W I  Medical Group 

Patrfck AFB 
Pelersm AFB 
Vandenberg AFB 

AF SPACE C(",AMAND TOTAL 

USAFA 55 -10 0 8 5 7  
C 0 00840-5300 3 USAF Academj Hosplbl 

USAF ACADEMY TOTAL 

USAF Acedemy 



USAF FIXED MEDICAL TREATMENT FACIUTIES 

/&era A0 
Akbiam A 0  
Efitburg AB 
Gdmlorchen AB 
Hahn A J ~  '83 
Hdstebro 
Indrllc A8 
IraMlm AS 
lzrrir 
RAF Beniwalars '93 
RAF Chldtsends 
R# Lakerhea% 
RAF Uttle R l w l n g h  
RAF N o c h  Hall 
RAF Upper Heylord 
RAF U pwocd 
Ramstein A 6  
Ramstecn A B  
Rheln Main A 0  
San Wto da, Normanru AS 
%bac+l At3 
Soesterberg AB 
Spengdahlem A 8  
Torrejm AB '93 
W~shaden HSP 
W~esbadm HSP '93 

ZlPlAPO Rgn Mdical  Unft Dedgnefon 

USTINO BY MAJOR COMMAND 

7217th ABG Cllnk 
401st Mdkxd Squadron 
36th Medlcal Group 
36th Medlcal Squadron 
583rd Medcal Squadron 
010th US* C o n t l n g ~ q  Hospl!d 
39th TG Hospital 
7276th ABG Hospilal 
7241st ABG CUnk 
81sl TFW CCnk 
7274th kSi; CYnlc 
Nth hledkal Group 
87m VSAF ConHngency Haspid 
310ttr USAF Contingency HaspHal 
mh Medicel Group 
10th TFW CUnk 
18th Aeromedical Stsglng FQh! 
86th Medical Grwp 
435th Medlcal Squadron 
7275th ABG Cllnlc 
601st Medfcai S p a d m  
32nd Mdlcal S q u a d m  
52nd Mdlcal Squadrm 
HMnh Medlcal Squadron 
653rd USAF Conhgency Haspltal 
7100tfi CSW bkka l  Cmter 

USAFE TOTAL 

MAJ Q x ~  MTF 
CMD Beds 4- Ck& 

USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
US WE 
USAFE 
USWE 
USAFE 
USAFE 
U S M E  
USAFE 
USAF E 
USAFE 
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Avon Park, FL AmoM, TN 
Belle Fourche, SD Edwards AFB, CA 
Conrad, MT 
Dickinson, ND 
Forsylh, MT 
Gila Bend, AZ 
Holbrook, AZ 
La Junta, CO 
North Bay, CA 
Powel, WY 
Wilder, ID 

Page 10 

ACC ARJC 

MEDICAL AID STATIONS 

PAC AF SPACE 

Ft Kamehameha, HI Buuard Bay, MA 
Galena, AK Cheyenne I&, CO 
King Salmon, AK Falcon Am, CO 
Kdar, KS Onizuka Am, CA 
Okuma, JA Pelerson AFB, CO 
Shernya, AK Thule, GL 
Singapore Wwmera, AU 

Jan 93 

USAFE 

Araxos, GR 
Balklasir, TU 
Buchel. GE 
Ghedi, IT 
Hahn AB, GE 
KFeine Brogel, GE 
Fdemmingen, GE 
Mon\e Vergine, IT 
Moron, SF] 
Norvenich. GE 
Osk, NO 
Piriwlik. TU 
Pimasens. GE 
Rirnini. IT 
Tonejon. SP 
Vokel, GE 







BRAC 95 ARCHITECTURE 
GroupMemberships 

:REVIEW GROUP 

Chairman: Mr. Deutch (USD(A&T)) 

USAF: Dr Widnall (SECW*, Gen M.P.C. Cams (AFICV) 
USA: Mr Reeder (Under Secrekuy of the Army), Gen Peay (DCSA) 
USN: Mr. Danzis (Under Secretary of the Navy), Mr Nexnfakos 

plus JCS, Compt, PA&E, RA, GC, Env Sec, DLA 

* Until an Under Secretary is appoin.ted/confiied 

STEERING GROUP 

Chairman: Mr Gottbaum (ASD(ES),) , 

USAF: Mr Jim Boatright (!TAF/MlQ, AFBCEG Co-Chair** 
USA: Mr Owen (ASAIICE), MGen St-oup (DPAE) 
IJSN: Mr Nemfakos, MI .John Turnquist, Capt B. Buzzell 

plus Study Team Leaders from Mil Depts and joint groups plus 
representatives from JCS, Compt, PA&E, RA, GC, Env Sec, DLA 

** Not yet selected 

JOINT CROSS SERVICE WORKING GROUPS 

PRINCIPAL 
DEPOTS 

Chairman: Mr Klugh (DUSDQ) 

STUDY TEAM LEADERIALTERNATE 

Roy Willis 
USAF: Mr ~ o b  on, SES ( ~ / L G M )  Mr J.E. Delvecchio, SES (AFLGX) 
USA: Mr Eric Orsini, SES @ASA(LOG)) MGen Robison (ADCSJLOG) 
USN: Capt Moeller (BS AT) Lt Col Bush (BSAT) 

LABS - 
Chairman: Director, Anita Jones, DR&E Mr Craig Dorman 
USAF: Mr Jim Mattice, SES (SAGIAQ) Mr Don Campbell, SES (SAF/AQT) 
USA: Mr George Singley (DASAlR&T) Dr Richard Chait, Dir of Research 
USN: Mr Trick, GS-15 (BSAT) Capt Rose (BSAT) 



TQV 

Co-Chairman: Mr Lee Frame (OT&E,)/Mr Adolph (T&E) Mr Toomed Mr. John Bolino w USN:  Lt Gen (Ret) Howard Leaf (AF/T&E) BGen Francis C. Gideon (AFMC/DO) 
USA: Mr Walt Hollis DUSA (Ops Rsch) Mr John Gehrig, Dir, T&E Mgt Agency . 
USN: Mr Shiefer, SES-5 Cdr Evans 

UPT - 
Chairman: Mr Lou Finch (ASD(P&R)) Mr Mike Parmentier 
USAF: MGen G. Profitt (AETCIXO) MGen Tenoso (AFIXOO) 
USA: Todd Weiler, DASA(TNG) BGen Shinseki (DOT) 
USN: Capt B. Buzzell (BSAT) Capt Vandivort (BSAT) 

HOSPITALS 
Chairman: Dr Martin, ASD(HA)(-d) RAdm Koenig 
USAF: MGen Robert Buethe, Jr (AFEGH) BGen Peter Hoffman (AFMOAICC) 
USA: LGen Lanoue (SG) BGen Zajtchuk (SG) 
USN: Capt Golembieski (SG) Cdr DiLorenzo (SG) 

. CUMULATIVE ECONOMIC IMPACT . . 
Chairman: Mi- Bob Bayer, DASD(ER&BRAC)) Mr Mike Burger 
USAF: Mr Ken Reinertson (AF/CEV) Mr Dave Gasbeck (AF/CEV) 
USA: Mr Johnson (ASA/ILE) MGen Little (AESIM) 
USN: Mr Dave Wennergren, GM-14 Capt Ferguson 



AIR FORCE OSD/JOINT GROUP APPOINTEES 
to SUPPORT BRAC 95 PROCESS 

Review Group Principal: Dr Sheila Widnall (SecAF) * DSN 227-7376 
Alternate:: Gen Mike Carns (AFICV) DSN 225-791 1 

* Until an Under Secretary is appointedlconfirmed 

Steering Group Principal: Mr Jim Boatright, SES (SAF/MII) DSN 225-3592 
Alternate: BG Charles R. Heflebower (AFIPE) 

Joint Groups 

Depot Maint Principal: Mr Ronald L. Orr, SES (AF/LGM) DSN 227-2932 
Alternate: Mr J.E. Delvecchio, SES (AFLGX) DSN 227-8198 

Laboratories Principal: Mr Jim Mattice, SES (SAFIAQ) DSN 614-5301 
Alternate: Mr Don Campbell, SES (SAF/AQT) DSN 225-9826 

Principal: LTG (ret) Howard Leaf (AF/T&E) DSN 227-4774 
Alternate: Mr Carroll Jones, SES (AF/T&E) DSN 225-5619 

Hospitals Principal: MG Robert A. Buethe, Jr (AFISGH) DSN 297-4343 
Alternate: BG Peter F. Hoffman (AFMOAICC) DSN 297-1849 

UPT Principal: MG Glenn A. Profitt (AETCIXO) DSN 487-4527 
Alternate: MG Ed Tenoso (AF/XOO) DSN 225-9067 

Economic Principal: Mr Ken Reinertson (AF/CEV) DSN 225-8942 
Impact Alternate: Mr Dave Van Gasbeck (AFICEV) DSN 227-3322 



BRAC 95 POLICY, PROCELWRES, AUTHORITIES, AND RESPONSIBlWTIES 

Qv 
Goal 

Numerical 
Thresholds 

Activities in Leased 
Space 

Cross-Service 
Opportunities 

mv 

Changes to Previous 
Recommendations 

BRAC 95 Review 
Group 

Further reduce overall DoD domestic base structure by a 
minimum of 15 percent of DoD-wide plant replacement value 

Look for cross-service or intra-service opportunities to share 
assets and look for opportunities to rely on a single lviilitary 
Department for support 

Cominon date will be 30 Sep 94 for applicability of Public Law 
101-510 

NAF employees should not be considered in determining 
thresholds 

Activities in leased space are subject to Public Law 101-5 10 

USD (Acquisition and Technology) will issue guidance on 
applying this requirement (no suspense date) 

Where operationally and cost effective, DoD Components and 
BRPiC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups should strive to: 

retain in only one Service militarily unique capabilities used 
by two or more Services 

consolidate workload across the Services to reduce capacity 
assign operational units from more than one Service to a 

single base 

DoD components may propose changes provided such changes 
are necessitated by revisions to force structure, mission or 
organization, or by significant revisions to cost effectiveness 

Documentation must involve clear military value or significant 
savings and be based on the final criteria, the force structure 
plan, and the policy guidance for the BRAC 95 process 

Oversee the entire BRAC 95 process 

Chaired by USD(A&T). Members include a representative from 
each Military Department, the chairperson of the BRAC 95 
Steering Group, the chairpersons of each B W C  95 Joint Cross- 
Service Group, senior representatives from the Joint Staff, DoD 
Comptroller, Program Analysis and Evaluation, Reserve Affairs, 
General Counsel, Environmental Security, and DLA, and other 
members the chair considers appropriate 



BRAC 95 POLICY, PROCELIURES, AUTfIORITIES, AND RESPONSIBILJTIES 

QW 
BRAC 95 Review Authorities include, but are not limited to: 
Group (Continued) reviewing BRAC 95 analysis policies and procedures 

reviewing excess capacity analyses 
establishing closure or realignment alternatives and 

numerical excess capacity reduction targets 
reviewing BRAC 95 work products of DoD components 

and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups 
making recommendations to SECDEF including cross- 

service tradeoff recommendations and recommendations on 
submission of below-threshold actions 

BRAC 95 Steering 
Group 

BRAC 95 Joint 
C cross-service 

Groups 

Assist BRAC 95 Review Group in exercising authorities and 
review DoD Component supplementary guidance 

Chaired by ASD (Economic Security). Members include the 
study team leaders from the Military Departments, DLA, and 
each Joint Cross-Service Group, representatives from the Joint 
Staff', Comptroller, PA&E, RA, GC, Environmental Security, 
and other members the chair considers appropriate 

Established in five functional areas-- 
@ depot maintenance 

test and evaluation 
laboratories 
medical treatment facilities 
undergraduate pilot training 

and economic impact 

Five functional area groups will: 
determine the common support functions and bases to be 

addressed by each group 
establish guidelines, standards, assumptions, measures of 

merit, data elements, and milestone schedules for DoD 
component conduct of analyses 

oversee DoD Component cross-service analyses 
identify necessary outsourcing policies and make 

recommendations regarding these policies 
review excess capacity analyses 
develop closure and realignment alternatives and numerical 

excess capacity reduction targets for consideration in such 
analyses 

e analyze cross-service tradeoffs 



BRAC 95 POLICY, PROCEDURES, AI/THORITIES, AND RESPONSIBtWTIES 

BRAC 95 Joint Econolmic impact group will: 
Cross-Service elstablish guidelines for measuring economic impact and, if 
Groups (Continued) practicable, cumulative economic impact 

analyze DoD Component recommendations under those 
guidelines 

tievelop a process for analyzing alternative closures or 
realignments necessitated by cumulative economic impact 
considerations, if necessary 

Complete analytical design tasks and issue guidance to DoD 
Components, after review by BRAC 95 Review Group, no later 
than 3 1 Mar 94 

m o t  Maintenance: 
chaired by DUSD (Logistics) 
members include DASD (Economic Reinvestment and 

BRA C), D ASD (Production Resources), representatives from 
each Military Department, the Joint Staff, and DLA, and other 
members the chair considers appropriate 

Test and Evaluation: 
jointly chaired by Director, Test and Evaluation and 

Director, Operational Test and Evaluation 
members include DASD (ER&BRAC), representatives from 

each Military Department and Defense Research and 
Engineering, and other members the chair considers appropriate 

Laboratories: - 
chaired by Director, Defense Research and Engineering 
members include DASD (ER&BRAC), representatives from 

eacyh Military Department, T&E, and OT&E, and other 
members the chair considers appropriate 

Miilitarv Treatment Facilities: - 
chaired by the ASD (Health Affairs) 
members 'include DASD (ER&BRAC) , representatives from 

each Military Department, and other members the chair 
considers appropriate 

Undergraduate Pilot Training: - * chaired by ASD (Personnel and Readiness) 
@ members include DASD (ER&BRAC), representatives from 

each Military Department, and other members the chair 
considers appropriate 



BRAC 95 POOICY, PROCEDURES, AUTHORIT.ES, AND RESPONSIBIZLKKES 

BRAC 95 Joint Economic Impact: 
Cross-Service chaired by DASD (ER&BRAC) 
Groups (Continued) members include representatives from each Military 

Department and the Office of Economic Adjustment and other 
members the chair considers appropriate 

Coordination 

Selection Criteria 

Force Structure Plan 

Depot Maintenance 
Outsourcing and 
Industrial Base 
Considerations 

Joint Groups and DoD Components should coordinate with each 
other and should take into account other analyses or studies 
external to the BRAC process which may impact their 
deliberations 

BRA12 95 Review Group will recommend to the SECDEF 
whether an amendment to the selection criteria is appropriate no 
later than 31 Jan 94 

If SElCDEF approves amending the criteria, USD (Acquisition 
and Technology) will publish the proposed amendment in the 
Federal Register by 15 Feb 94 for a 30-day public comment 
period 

BRAC 95 Review Group will review public comments received, 
incorporate appropriate comments, and recommend the final 
criteria to the SECDEF no later than 31 Mar 94 

Pending issuance of the force structure plan in accordance with 
Public Law 101-510, DoD Components shall use the force table 
in the force structure plan promulgated by the SECDEF on 19 
Mar 91 

The final force structure plan shall be issued as soon as possible 
after final force decisions are made during the preparation of the 
FY 96 budget, but no later than 15 Dec 94 

Pending issuance of the final force structure plan, DoD 
Components shall use an interim plan to be issued by the 
Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff no later than 31 Jan 94 

USD (Acquisition and Technology) is currently analyzing depot 
maintenance outsourcing considerations and is assessing public 
ancl private industrial base capabilities 

Key policy decisions resulting from this review should be 
promulgated, if practicable, by 1 Mar 94 in order to maximize 
po:;sible efficiencies in depot maintenance infrastructure 



BRAC 95 POLICY, PROCEDURES, AllTHORITES, AND RESPONSIBlUUES 

w 
Criteria Measures1 DoD Components and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups 
Factors must develop and document one or more measureslfactors for 

applying each of the final criteria to base structure analyses 

Categories of Bases DoD Components and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups are 
- responsible for determining categories of bases but should avoid 

over-categorization in order to maximize opportunities for cross- 
service or intra-service tradeoffs 

Reserve Component 
Impacts 

COBRA Cost Model 

Community 
Preference 

w 
Release of 
Information 

DoD Components should look for opportunities to consolidate or 
relocate RC activities onto active bases to be retained and onto 
closirlg or realigning bases 

DoD Components must use the COBRA cost model to calculate 
the costs, savings, and return on investment of proposed 
closures and realignments 

DoD Components must document the receipt of valid requests 
received from communities expressing a preference for the 
closure of a military installation and the steps taken to give these 
requests special consideration 

Data. and analyses used by DoD Components to evaluate military 
installations for closure and realignment will not be released 
until the Secretary's recommendations have been forwarded to 
the 1995 Commission on 1 Mar 95 



- 
THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

W A S H I N G T O N .  D.C.  20301 

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 
CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 
UNDER SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE 
DIRECTOR, DEFENSE RESEARCH AND ENGINEERING 
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE 
COMPTROLLER 
GENERAL COUNSEL 
INSPECTOR GENERAL 
DIRECTOR, OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION 
ASSISTANTS TO THE SECRETARY O F  DEFENSE 
DIRECTOR, ADMINISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT 
DIRECTORS OF THE DEFENSE AGENCIES 

SUBJECT: 1995 B a s e  Realignments and Closures  (BRAC 95) 

Reduri nm +-k- 
- 

b a s e  
have ' 
can  'a 
c l o s u  
Publit  
and fc 
e l i m i r  
Consec 

I 
f u r t h e  
Guidan 
Guidan 
,replac( 

eded i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  th rough  
t o p  Defense p r i o r i t y .  W e  
t h e r e  are more r e d u c t i o n s  w e  
round o f - b a s e  rea l ignments  and 
1 of  c l o s u r e s  a u t h o r i z e d  under 
Irts t o  ba l ance  t h e  DoD base 
readiness th rough  t h e  
lcture,  are cr i t ica l .  
: 95 p r o c e s s  now. 

c o l l e c t i v e l y ,  t o  recommend 
n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  Defense 
uct ions .  The Defense 
'L5%4. reduct'ion-$%in. p l a n t -  9 
?d a minimum DoD-wide g o a l .  

S: i t r u c t u r e  and overhead c o s t s  
can on3 udies addres s  n o t  on ly  
s t r u c t c  - - - a u r A \ j ~ b  LO tne b a s e  s t r u c t u r e ,  b u t  a l s o  o p e r a t i o n a l  
and o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  changes, w i t h  a s t r o n g  emphasis on cross- 
s e r v i c e  u t i l i z a t i o n  of c:ommon suppor t  assets, 

The a t t a c h e d  guidance e s t a b l i s h e s  po l i cy ,  procedures ,  
a u t h o r i t i e s  and respons! ibi l i t ies  f o r  s e l e c t i n g  b a s e s  f o r  
realignment o r  c l o s u r e  under  P u b l i c  Law 101-510, as amended by 
P u b l i c  Law 102-190 and P u b l i c  Law 103-160, This  guidance 
supersedes  Deputy S e c r e t a r y  o f  Defense memoranda of  May 5, 1992, 
and a l l  o t h e r  O f f i c e  of  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of  Defense guidance i s s u e d  
regard ing  making recommendations f o r  t h e  1993 round of base  
real ignments  and c l o s u r e s .  n 

Qv 
Attachment 



1995 Base Realignments and Closures (BRAC 95) 
Policy, Procedures, Autlzorities arzd Responsibilities 

Purpose 

Part A, Title XXIX of Public Law 101-510, as amended by 
Public Law 102-190 and Public Law 103-160, establishes the 
exclusive procedures under which the Secretary of Defense may 
pursue realignment or closure of military installations inside 
the United States, with certain exceptions. The law established 
independent Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commissions to 
review the Secretary of Defense's recommendations in calendar 
years 1991, 1993 and 1995. 

The guidance herein establishes the policy, procedures, 
authorities and responsibilities for selecting bases for 
realignment or closure for submission to the 1995 Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission (the 1995 Commission). 

This guidance supersedes Deputy Secretary of Defense 
memoranda of May 5, 1992, and all other Office of the Secretary 

. -0'f'~efense Guidance for the 1993 round of closures. 

DoD Components must reduce their base structure capacity 
commensurate with approved roles and missions, planned force 
drawdowns and programmed workload reductions over the FYDP. For 
BRAC 95, the goal is to further reduce the overall DoD domestic 
base structure by a minimum of 15 percent of DoD-wide plant 
replacement value. Preserving readiness through the elimination 
of unnecessary infrastructure is critical to our national 
security. 

It is DoD policy to make max.imum use of common Support 
assets. DoD Components should, throughout the BRAC 95 analysis 

/ process, look for cross-service or intra-service opportunities to 
?\-----share assets and look for opportunities to rely on a single 
' Military Department for support. 

Applicability 

This guidance applies to those base realignment and closure 
recommendations which must, by law, be submitted to the 1995 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission (the 1995 
Commission) for review. This guidance also applies to 
recommendations which are forwarded to the 1995 Commission for 
review, though not recpired to be forwarded under the law. 



This guidance does not apply to implementing approved .I closures and realignments resulting from the recommendations of 
the 1991 and 1993 Defense Base Closure and  Realignment 
Commissions. 

Public Law 101-510, Numerical Thresholds 

Public Law 101-510 stipulates that no action be taken to 
close or realign an installation that exceeds the civilian 
personnel numerical thresholds set forth in the law, until those 
actions have obtained final approval pursuant to the law. The 
numerical thresholds established in the law require its 
application for the closure of installations with at least 300 
authorized civilian personnel. For realignments, the law applies 
to actions at installations with at least 300 authorized civilian 
personnel which reduce and relocate 1000 civilians or 50% or more 
of the civilians authorized. 

DoD Components must use a common date to determine whether 
Public Law 101-510 numerical thresholds will be met, For 
BRAC 95, the common date will be September 30, 1994. 
Nonappropriated fund employees are not direct hire, permanent 
civilian employees of thLe Department of Defense, as .defined by 
Public Law 101-510, and therefore should not be considered in 
determining whether the numerical thresholds of the law will be 

C 
met - 
Exceptions 

Public Law 101-510, as amended, does not apply to actions 
which: 

o Implement realignments or closures under Public Law 
100-526, relating to the recommendations of the 1988 Defense 
Secretary's Commission on Base Realignment and Closure (the 1988 
Commission) ; 

o Study or implement realignments 'or closures to which 
Section 2687 of Title 10, United States Code, is not applicable; 

o Reduce force structure. Reductions in force structure 
may be made under this exception even if the units involved were 
designated to relocate to a receiving base by the 1988, 1991, or 
1993 Commission; or 

o Impact any f:acilities used primarily for civil works, 
rivers and harbor projects, flood control, or other projects not 
under the primary jurisdiction or control of the Department of 
Defense. 



w Activities in Leased Space, 

DoD Component activities located in leased space are subject 
to Public Law 101-510, as amended. Additional guidance on how to 
apply this requirement will be issued by the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition and Technology. 

Policy Guidance 

Basis for Recommendations, 

Base realignment, closure or consolidation studies that 
could result in a recommendation to the 1995 Commission of a base 
closure or realignment must meet the following requirements: 

o The studies must have as their basis the Force 
Structure Plan required by Section 2903 of Public Law 101-510; 

o The studies must be based on the-final criteria for 
selecting bases for closure and realignment required by Section - 
2903; and 

o The studies must be based on analyses of the base 
structure by like categories of bases using: objective measures 
for the selection criteria, where possible; the force structure 
plan; programmed workload over the FYDP; and military judgement 
in selecting bases for c:losure and realignment. 

o The studies must consider all military installations 
inside the United States (as defined in the law) on an equal 
footing, including bases recommended for partial closure, 
realignment, or designated to receive units or functions by the 
1988, 1991 or 1993 Commissions. 

Cross-Service Opportunities 

DoD Components and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups 
should, where operationally and cost effective, strive to: retain 
in only one Service militarily unique capabilities used by two or 
more Services; consolidate workload across the Services to reduce 
capacity; and assign operational units from more than one Service 
to a single base. 

Chanqes to Previous Recommendations 

DoD components may propose changes to previously approved 
designated receiving base recommendations of the 1988, 1991 and 
1993 Commissions provided such changes are necessitated by 
revisions to force structure, mission or organization, or 
significant revisions to cost effectiveness that have occurred 



since the relevant commission recommendation was made- 
Documentation for such changes must involve clear military value 
or significant savings, and be based on the final criteria, the 
force structure plan and the policy guidance for the BRAC 95 
process. 

A ufhorities 

The BRAC 95 process must enhance opportunities for 
consideration of cross-service tradeoffs and multi-service use of 
the remaining infrastructure. Since BRAC 95 is the last round of 
closures authorized under Public Law 101-510, these efforts are 
critical to balancing the DoD base and force structures and to 
preserving readiness through the elimination of unnecessary 
infrastructure. Sharing authority among the Military 
Departments, Defense Agencies and the office of the Secretary of 
Defense is essential to sound decision making and taking 
advantage of available cross-service asset sharing opportunities. 
The authorities of the DoD Components' and the joint groups 
established by this policy guidance follow and are depicted in 
Appendix A. 

BRAC 95 Review Group 

w The Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology (USD(A&T)) will chair a senior level BRAC 95 Review 
Group to oversee the entire BRAC 95 process. The members of the 
BRAC 95 Review Group will be: a senior level representative from 
each Military Department; the chairperson of the BRAC 95 Steering 
Group; the chairperson(s) of each BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service 
Group; senior representatives from the Joint Staff, DoD 
Comptroller (COMP) , Program Analysis and Evaluation (PA&E) , 
Reserve Affairs (RA) , General Counsel (GC) , Environmental 
Security and the Defense Logistics Agency (DLA); and such other 
members as the USD(A&T) considers appropriate. The BRAC 95 
Review Group authorities include, but are not limited to: 
reviewing BRAC 95 analysis policies and procedures; reviewing 
excess capacity analyses; establishing closure or realignment 
alternatives and numerical excess capacity reduction targets for 
consideration by the DoD Components; reviewing BRAC 95 work 
products of the DoD Components and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service 
Groups; and making rec:ommendations to the Secretary of Defense, 
including cross-service tradeoff recommendations and 
recommendations on submission of below-threshold actions to the 
1995 Commission, 



w BRAC 95 Steering Group 

The Assistant Secretary of Defense for Economic Security 
(ASD (ES)  ) will chair a BRA.C 95 Steering Group of study team 
leaders from: the Military Departments; DLA; each Joint Cross- 
Service Group; representat.ives from the Joint Staff, COMP, PA&E, 
RA, GC and Environmental Security; and such other members as the 
ASD (ES) considers appropriate. The purpose of the BRAC 95 
Steering Group is to assist the BRAC 95 Review Group in 
exercising its authorities and to review DoD Component 
supplementary BRAC 95 guidance. 

BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups 

BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups are bereby~est.abl?is&e&in 
six areas with significant potential for cross-service impacts in 
BRAC 95. 

The purpose of the five functional area joint cross-service 
groups is: to determine the common support functi0.n~ and bases to 
be addressed by each cross-service'group; to establish-tlie" 
guidelines, standards, a.ssumptions, measures of merit, data 
elements and milestone schedules for DoD Component conduct of 
cross-service analyses of common support functions; to oversee 
DoD Component cross-service analyses of these common support 
functions; to identify necessary outsourcing policies and make 
recommendations regarding those policies; to review excess 
capacity analyses; to develop closure or realignment alternatives 
and numerical excess capacity reduction targets for consideration 
in such analyses; and to analyze cross-service tradeoffs. 

The purpose of the economic impact joint cross-service group 
is: to establish the guidelines for ;easuring economic impact 
and, if practicable, cumulative economic impact; to analyze DoD 
Component recommendations under those guidelines; and to develop 
a process for analyzing alternative closures or realignments 
necessitated by cumulative economic impact considerations, if 
necessary. 

BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups shall complete the 
analytical design tasks above and issue guidance to the DoD 
Components, after review by the BRAC 95 Review Group, no later 
than March 31, 1994. The gsi"?rWRAC.5.95 ~Joint~~Cr6ss~SeYv~ce'~Group~j. 

wFe8 

o @epot ,M-nance-: The group will be chaired by the 
Deputy Under ~eci-itaryTense for Logistics (DUSD (L) ) with 
members from each Military Department, the Joint Staff and DLA, 
and other offices as considered appropriate by the DUSD(L). The 
DASD(ER&BRAC) and the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Production Resources will also serve as members. 



o T e s t  and Evaluat ion:  The group w i l l  be j o i n t l y  c h a i r e d  
b y  t h e  Director ,  T e s t  and Evaluation (D,T&E)  and t h e  Di rec to r ,  
Operational Test  and Evaluat ion (D ,  OT&E) with members from each 
Mili tary Department, Defense Research and ~ n g i n e e r i n g  (DRLE), and 
other  o f f i c e s  a s  cons idered  appropr ia te  by t h e  chai rpersons .  The 
DASD(ER&BRAC) w i l l  a l s o  s e r v e  a s  a member. 

0 Laborator ies:  The group w i l l  be chaired by t h e  
Director,  Defense Research and Engineering (D, DR&E) with members 
frorri each M i l i t a r y  Department, T&E, OThE and o the r  o f f i c e s  a s  
considered appropr ia t e  by t h e  D,DR&E. The DASD(ER&BRAC) w i l l  
a l s o  serve  as a m e m b e r .  

o M i l i t a r y  Treatment F a c i l i t i e s  including Graduate 
Medical Education: The group w i l l  be chaired by t h e  A s s i s t a n t  
Secretary of Defense for Health A f f a i r s  (ASD(HA)) w i th  members 
from each M i l i t a r y  Depa1:tment and o t h e r  o f f i c e s  as considered 
appropriate  by ASD(HA) . The DASD(ER&BRAC) w i l l  a l s o  s e r v e  as a 
member. 

o Undergraduate P i l o t  Tralnfrig: The.group w i l l  be 
chaired by t h e  A s s i s t a n t  Sec re ta ry  of. Defense f o r  Personnel  and 
Readiness (ASD (P&R) ) wi th  members from each M i l i t a r y  Department 
and o the r s  a s  cons idered  appropr ia t e  by t h e  ASD(P&R).  The 
DASD(ER&BRAC) w i l l  a l s o  s e r v e  a s  a member. 

9 0 
Economic Impact: The group w i l l  be cha i red  by Deputy 

Assis tant  Secre tary  of Defense f o r  Economic Reinvestment and BRAC 
(DASD(ER&BRAC)) wi th  m e m b e r s  from each Mil i ta ry  Department, t h e  
Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) and o ther  o f f  ices as 
considered appropr ia t e  by the DASD(ER&BRAC). 

DOD Components 

T h e  S e c r e t a r i e s  of t h e  M i l i t a r y  Departments, t h e  D i r e c t o r s  
of t h e  Defense Agencies, and the Heads of o ther  DoD Components 
s h a l l  (without de lega t ron)  submit t h e i r  recommendations f o r  base  
realignments o r  c l o s u r e s  under Pub l i c  Law 101-510, as amended, t o  
t h e  Secretary of Defense. Recommendations and suppor t ing  
documentation s h a l l  be d e l i v e r e d  t o  t h e  Ass is tan t  Sec re ta ry  of  
Defense f o r  Economic S e c u r i t y  f o r  appropr ia te  process ing  and 
forwarding t o  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of Defense. 

Heads of DoD Components w i l l  designate  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s  t o  
serve on t h e  j o i n t  groups a s  descr ibed above. 



Coordination 

T h e  j o i n t  groups and DoD Components, i n  pursuing t h e i r  BRAC 
95 work, should c o o r d i n a t e  w i t h  each  o t h e r  and should t a k e  i n t o  
account o t h e r  ana lyses  o r  s t u d i e s  e x t e r n a l  t o  t h e  BRAC p r o c e s s  
which may impact t h e i r  d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  For example, t h e  T e s t  and 
Evaluat ion j o i n t  group shou ld  c o n s i d e r  input  from t h e  T e s t  and 
Evaluat ion Execut ive  Agent Board o f  D i r ec to r s .  

USD (A&T) -- Addi t iona l  Guidance 

The Under S e c r e t a r y  of Defense f o r  Acquis i t ion  and 
Technology (USD(A&T)) may i s s u e  such i n s t r u c t i o n s  a s  may be 
necessary:  t o  implement these p o l i c i e s ,  procedures, a u t h o r i t i e s  
and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s ;  t o  e n s u r e  t i m e l y  submission o f  work 
produc ts  t o  t h e  BRAC 95 Review Group and J o i n t  Cross-Service 
Groups, t h e  S e c r e t a r y  o f  Defense and t h e  1995  Commission; and, t o  
ensure  cons i s t ency  i n  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  s e l e c t i o n  c r i t e r i a ,  
methodology and r e p o r t s  t:o t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of Defense, t h e  1995 
Commission and the Congress.  .The a u t h o r i t y  and du ty  o f  t h e  
Sec re t a ry  .of Defense t o  i s s u e  r e g u l a t i o n s  under T i t l e  X X I X  of 
Pub l i c  Law 101-510, as amended, is  hereby de lega ted  t o  the  
USD (A&T) . The USD (A&T) s h o u l d  e x e r c i s e  t h i s  a u t h o r i t y  i n  
coord ina t ion  w i t h  o t h e r  DoD o f f i c i a l s  as appropr ia te .  

Se l ec t ion  C r i t e r i a  

The BRAC 95 R e v i e w  Group, c h a i r e d  by t h e  USD(A&T), w i l l  make 
a qe-commendation t o  ; theY,Secre ta ry  of .Defense *on whether %anq 
amendment::to - t h e  s e l e c t - i o n  .&~&aCsim%@hanw 
January<31,... 199$,2 If t h e  recommendation is t o  amend* t h e  
c r i t e r i a ,  t h e  recommendation w i l l  i n c l u d e  t h e  proposed amendment. 

I f  t h e . S e c r e t a r y  of Defense approves amending the criteria,  
USD(A&T) w i l l  p u b l i s h  t h e  proposed amendment i n  t h e  F e d e r a l  
R e g i s t e r  by February 15, 1994, f o r  a 30  day p u b l i c  comment 
pe r iod .  The BRAC 95 Review Group w i l l  review t h e  p u b l i c  comments 
received,  i n c o r p o r a t e  a p p r o p r i a t e  comments and make a 
recommendation t o  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of Defense on t h e  f i n a l  c r i t e r i a  
no l a t e r  t h a n  March 31, 1994. 

Force S t r u c t u r e  P lan  

The Chairman o f  th .e  J o i n t  Ch ie f s  of  S t a f f ,  i n  c o o r d i n a t i o n  
with  t h e  Under S e c r e t a r y  of Defense f o r  Po l icy  (USD (P) ) , t h e  
Under Sec re t a ry  of  Defense f o r  Acqu i s i t i on  and Technology 
( U S D ( A & T ) ) ,  t h e  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y  of Defense f o r  Reserve 
A f f a i r s ,  General  Counsel,  DoD Comptroller ,  Di rec tor  Program 



Analysis and Evaluation, and such other officials as may be (V appropriate, shall develop the force structure plan in accordance 
with Public Law 101-510, as amended, and submit it to the 
Secretary of Defense for approval. Pending issuance of the final 
force structure plan by the Secretary of Defense, DoD Components 
shall use an interim force structure plan to be developed and 
issued in accordance with the above coordination procedures by 
the Chairman of the Joint. Chiefs of Staff. f ~ & + & & & o ~  
~r&c&u,g,e~d*dariiaeas hg&& ansJanuaryf9 lam 
&@,&!I$+ Additional force s 11 be issued as 
soon as practicable after the FY96-FY01 Program Review is 
completed in the Summer of 1994. The&i.naIIWor~e~~str.u-c~t~ge,~~p~~an~ 
shall be issued as soon as possible after final force decisions 
are made during the preparation of the FY96 budget, but no later 

@uele~25+$%@1~99A% The interim and final force structure 
t include guidance on overseas deployed forces. 

Nominations 

- .  Public Law 101-510, as amended, requires that commissioners 
be nominated by the President no later than January 3, 1995, or 
the 1995 base closure process will be terminated. The Counselor 
to the Secretary of Defense and Deputy Secretary of.Defense will 
coordinate all matters relating to the Secretary's 
recommendations to the President for appointments to the 1995 
Commission. All inquires from individuals interested in serving 

1 on the Commission should be referred to the Counselor. 

Commission Support 

The Under Secretary of Defense for ~cquisition and 
Technology (USD(A&T)), .assisted by the Director of Administration 
and Management (D,A&M), will provide the Department's support to 
the 1995 Commission, 

Primary Point of Contact 

The USD(A&T) shall be the primary point of contact for the 
Department of Defense with the 1995 Commission and the General 
Accounting Office (GAO). Each DoD component shall designate to 
USD(A&T) one or more points of contact with the 1995 Commission 
and the GAO. The USD(ZL&T) shall establish procedures for 
interaction with the 1995 Commission and the GAO. 

Internal Controls 

The DoD Inspector General shall be available to assist the 
DoD Components in developing, implementing and evaluating 
internal control plans. 



~_D&&64T~)Wi~s~cdrrefit'1 y3Wna'lyz;ing.tdep.ot~~na intenan.ce4m 
Q~~sourc~mg~co~si~d~~ra~ons;Qg,a~nd~is~assess,ing~ p@licaand-:prlvatefe 
i~dust~ial~~ase~capabI3it,j..es~ ~.eY~~o~~cy,~decis'ion's~~res~l~i~nng~ 
~,som%thi~si~i.J'evi~w~Shou1.d~~b~~~promulgated, -*:if+ practicabl~;:~by~.* 
&arch~~q-a199~~, in order to maximize possible efficiencies in 
maintenance depot infrastructure. 

Procedures 

Record Keepinq 

DoD Components and joint groups empowered by this memorandum 
to participate in the BRAC 95 analysis process shall, from the 
date of receipt of this memorandum, develop and keep: 

o Descriptions of how base realignment and closure 
policies, analyses and recommendations were made, including 

- - .  minutes of all deliberative meetings; 

o All policy, data, information and analyses considered 
in making base realignment and closure recommendations; 

o Descriptions of how DoD Component recommendations met 
the final selection criteria and were based on the final force 
structure plan; and 

o Documentation for each recommendation to the Secretary 
of Defense to realign ox close a military installation under the 
law. 

Internal Controls 

DoD Components and joint groups empowered by this memorandum 
to participate in the BRAC 95 analysis process must develop and 
implement an internal control plan for base realignment, closure 
or consolidation studies to ensure the accuracy of data 
collection and analyses. 

At a minimum, these internal control plans should include: 

o Uniform guidance defining data requirements and 
sources; 

o Systems for verifying the accuracy of data at all 
levels of command; 



0 Documentation j u s t i f y i n g  changes made t o  da ta  rece ived  
from subord ina te  commands; 

0 Procedures t o  check t h e  accuracy of t h e  ana lyses  made 
from t h e  data ;  and 

0 An assessment b y  a u d i t o r s  of  t h e  adequacy of each 
i n t e r n a l  c o n t r o l  p l a n .  

Data C e r t i f i c a t i o n  

Pub l i c  Law 101-510, as amended, r e q u i r e s  s p e c i f i e d  DoD 
personne l  t o  c e r t i f y  t o  t h e  best of  t h e i r  knowledge and b e l i e f  
t h a t  informat ion provided  t o  t h e  Sec re t a ry  of  Defense o r  t h e  1 9 9 5  
Commission concerning t h e  c l o s u r e  o r  realignment of  a m i l i t a r y  
i n s t a l l a t i o n  is  a c c u r a t e  .and complete. 

DoD components s h a l l  e s t a b l i s h  procedures  and d e s i g n a t e  
a p p r o p r i a t e  pe r sonne l  t o  c e r t i f y  t h a t  d a t a  and in format ion  
c o l l e c t e d  f o r  u s e  i n  BRAC: 95 ana lyses  are a c c u r a t e  and complete 
t o  t h e  best of  t h a t  person ' s  knowledge and belief. DoD 
Components' c e r t i f i c a t i o n  procedures  should be inco rpo ra t ed  wi th  
t h e  r equ i r ed  i n t e r n a l  c o n t r o l  p l an .  Both are s u b j e c t  t o  a u d i t  by 
t h e  General Accounting O f f i c e ,  

F i n a l l y ,  S e c r e t a r i e s  o f  t h e  M i l i t a r y  Departments, D i r e c t o r s  
o f  Defense Agencies, and heads  of o t h e r  DoD Components must 
c e r t i f y  t o  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of  Defense t h a t  d a t a  and in fo rma t ion  
used i n  making BRAC 95 recommendations t o  the S e c r e t a r y  a r e  
a c c u r a t e  and complete t o  t h e  best o f  t h e i r  knowledge and belief.  

DoD Components and BRAC 95 J o i n t  Cross-Service Groups must 
develop one o r  more measures / fac tors  f o r  app ly ing  each  of t h e  
f i n a l  cri teria t o  base s t r u c t u r e  ana lyses .  While o b j e c t i v e  
measures / fac tors  are d e s i r a b l e ,  t h e y  w i l l  n o t  always be possible 
t o  develop. . Measures / fac tors  may also vary  f o r  d i f f e r e n t  
c a t e g o r i e s  of bases .  DoD Components and BRAC 95 J o i n t  Cross- 
Se rv i ce  groups must document t h e  measures / fac tors  used  f o r  each  
o f  t h e  f i n a l  c r i t e r i a .  

One of t h e  first s t e p s  i n  e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  base  s t r u c t u r e  f o r  
p o t e n t i a l  c l o s u r e s  o r  rea l ignments  must i nvo lve  grouping  
i n s t a l l a t i o n s  wi th  l i k e  miss ions ,  c a p a b i l i t i e s ,  o r  a t t r i b u t e s  
i n t o  ca t ego r i e s ,  and when app rop r i a t e ,  subca t ego r i e s ,  
Ca tegor iz ing  bases  is  t h e  necessary  l i n k  between t h e  f o r c e s  
desc r ibed  i n  t h e  Force  S t r u c t u r e  Plan,  programmed workload, and 
t h e  base s t r u c t u r e .  Determining c a t e g o r i e s  of bases  i s  a DoD 

w 



Component and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Group responsibility. 
DoD Components and BRAC 95 Joint Cross-Service Groups should 
avoid over-categorization in order to maximize opportunities for 
cross-service or intra-service tradeoffs. 

Reserve Component Impacts 

Considerable overall DoD savings can be realized through 
maximizing the use of Reserve component enclaves and through 
joint use of facilities by the Reserve components. However, 
these overall DoD savings may not be identified during the BRAC 
95 process. Consequently, DoD Components should look for 
opportunities to consolidate or relocate Reserve components onto 
active bases to be retained in the base structure and onto 
closing or realigning bases. 

DoD Components must complete Reserve component recruiting 
demographic studies required by DoD Directive 1225.7 to ensure 
that the impact on the Reserve components of specific closures 
and realignments are considered. - . - . . 

Cost of Base Realisnment Actions (COBRA) Cost Model 

J&$D.~Components - must-.luse. the COBRA- cost model- to -calculate .: 
&j-e2Fgos,t s, savings;,and &gq_t_urn on ,.investment of ,proposed closures -$ 

(I 9rid~realignmen6s.b The Army is executive agent for COBRA and model dm~rov~ments *. , b.,are2,~~lde,r,y~~fo 

Communitv Preference 

DoD Components must document the receipt of valid requests 
received from communities expressing a preference for the closure 
of a military installation under Section 2924 of Public Law 101- 
510. DOD components will also document the steps taken to give 
these requests special consideration. Such documentation is 
subject to review by the General Accounting O f f i c e ,  the 
Commission and the Congress. 

Release of Information 

Data and analyses used by the DoD Components to evaluate 
military installations for closure and realignment will not be 
released until the Secretary's recommendations have been 
forwarded to the 1995 Commission on March 1, 1995, unless 
specifically required by law. The 1995 Commission is required to 
hold public hearings on the recommendations. 

The General Accounting Office (GAO), however, has a special 
role in assisting the C:ommission in its review and analysis of 
the Secretary's recommendations and must also prepare a report 

-4 detailing the Department of Defense's selection process. As 



such, the GAO will be provided, upon request, with as much 
information as possible without compromising the deliberative 
process. The DoD Components must keep records of all data 
provided to the GAO. 

Dissemination of Guidance 

. DoD Components shall disseminate this guidance and 
subsequent policy memoranda as widely as possible throughout 
their organizations. The BRAC 95 Steering Group will review DoD 
Component supplementary guidance. 

Timelines 

The timelines described in this memorandum are depicted at 
Appendix B. 
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ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

A r r  

ACC 

ACC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AETC 

AFBCA 

AFBCA 

AFBCA 

AFBCA 

AFBCA 

AFBCA 

AFBCA 

Ar-  

!mi# 
AFDW 

IFMC 

YC 

BARKSDALE AFB L A  1 
BEALE AFB CA 1 
CANNON AFB NM 1 
D A V I S  MONTHAN AFB AZ 1 

DYESS AFB TX 1 
ELLSWORTH AFB SD 1 
FAIRCHILD AFB UA 1 
FRANCIS E. UARREN AFB UY 1 
G R I F F l S S  AFB NY 1 
HOLLOHAN AFB NM 1 
HOMESTEAD AFB F L  1 
K. I. SAUYER AFB M I  1 
LANGLEY AFB VA 1 
L I T T L E  ROCK AFB AR 1 
LORING AFB ME 1 
MACDILL AFB F L  1 
MINOT AFB ND 1 
MOODY AFB GA 1 
MOUNTAIN HOME AFB I D  1 
N E L L I S  AFB NV 1 

OFFUTT AFB NE 1 

POPE AFB NC 1 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB NC 1 
SHAU AFB SC 1 
UHlTEMAN AFB MO 1 

COLUMBUS AFB MS 1 
GOODFELLOW AFB TX 1 
KEESLER AFB MS 1 

LACKLAND AFB TX 1 
LAUGHLlN AFB TX 1 
LOURY AFB CO 1 
LUKE AFB AZ I 

MAXWELL AFB A L  1 
RANDOLPH AFB TX 1 
REESE AFB TX 1 
SHEPPARD AFB TX 1 

TYNDALL AFB F L  1 
VANCE AFB OK 1 
CASTLE AFB CA 1 
CHANUTE AFB I L  1 
ENGLAND AFB LA 0 
GEORGE AFB CA 0 

I R A  EAKER (BLYTHEVILLE) AFB AR 0 

MATHER AFB CA 1 
MYRTLE BEACH AFB SC 1 

PEASE AFB NH 0 
WRTSMITH AFB M I  1 
WILLIAMS AFB AZ 1 
BOLLING AFB DC 1 
ARNOLD AFB TN 1 

BROOKS AFB TX 1 
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AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFMC 

AFRES 

AFRES 

AFRES 

AFRES 

AFRES 

AFRES 

AFSOC 

AFSPC 

AFSPC 

AFCnP 

AFSPC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 
AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

ANG 

NGB 

NGB 

NGB 

NGB 

PAF 

PA F 

PA F 

P' 

EDWARDS AFB 

E G L l N  AFB 

HANSCOM AFB 

H I L L  AFB 

KELLY AFB 

KIRTLAND AFB 

LOS ANGELES AFB 

MCCLELLAN AFB 

MCCONNELL AFB 

NEWARK AFB 

ROBINS AFB 

TINKER AFB 

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB 

BERGSTROM AFB 

CARSWELL AFB 

DOBBINS ARB 

GRISSOM AFB 

O'HARE ]APT STATION 

WESTOVER ARB 

HURLBURT F I E L D  

CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN COMPLEX 

FALCON AFB 

ONIZUKA AFB 

PATRICK AFB 

PETERSON AFB 

VANDENBERG AFB 

ALTUS AFB 

ANDREWS AFB 

CHARLESTON AFB 

DOVER AFB 

GRAND FORKS AFB 

MALMSTROM AFB 

MARCH AFB 
MCCHORD AFB 

MCGUIRE AFB 

NORTON AFB 

PLATTSBURGH AFB 

SCOTT AFB 

TRAVIS AFB 

RICKENBACKER AGB 

BUCKLEY AGB 

MCENTIRE AGB 

O T I S  AGE 

SELFRIDGE AGB 

ANDERSEN AFB 

EIELSON AFB 

ELMENDORF AFB 

HICKAM AFB 

SHEMYA AFB 

US A I R  FORCE ACADEMY 

STATE CATCODE CLOSE-STAT 



AIR FORCE BASES CI,OSED AND TO BE CLOSED AS OF 8 SEP 93 

ORIG INTEIUM CURR AFBLDA CLOSURE EI'A. GSA AFBDA 
Chi[, ChlD Chm OL D m  NPL REG OF!: REG L O W O N :  

'QmRL 

'hmute AFB ATC AETC AFBDA*** B 30 Sep 93 5 CHI MW Rmtoul, lllino~s 

;eorge AFB TA C ACC AFBDA C 15Dec92 Y 9 SF SP Victorville, California 

ialhcr AFB ATC AETC AETC D 30Sep-93 Y 9 SF NW Sacramento. California 

.onon AFB MAC AMC AMC E 31Mar94 Y 9 SF SP Sm Bernadino. California 

'ease AFB SAC SAC AFBDA A 31 Mar 91 Y 1 BOS NE Porfsmouth, New Hampshire 

,crpstrorn AFB 

'amwell AFB 

AUc AFB 

hker AFB 

;ngland AFB 

;rissorn AFB 

aring AFB 

awry AFB 

.ichards-Gebaur AFB 

TAC 

SAC 

SAC 

SAC 

TAC 

SAC 

ATC 

TAC ' 

TAC 

t .  

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

AMC 

ACC 

AETC 

ACC 

ACC 

AFRES 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

AFBD A 

AFBDA 

AFBDA* 

ACC 

AETC 

ACC 

AFBD A 

AFRES 

30 Sep 93 

30 Sep 93 

30 Scp 95 

15 Dec 92 

15 Dec 92 

30 Sep 94 

30 Sep 94 

30 Sep 94 

31 Mar 94 

31 Mar 93 

30 Sep 94 

FW SW 

w SW 

SF NW 

FW SW 

NV sw 

CHI MW 

BOS NE 

F W  CE 

ATL SE 

ATL SE 

FW CE 

Austin, Texas 

Fort Wo* Texas 

M e r d  California 

Blytheville, Arkansas 

Alexandria, Louisiana 

Peru/Bunker Hill, Indiana 

Limestone, Maine 

Denver, Colorado 

Tampa, Florida 

Myrtle Beach, South Carolina 

Kansas CitylBeltonlGrandview. 

Missouri 

.~ckenbacker ANGB ANG ANG 'ANG R 30 Sep 94 5 CHI MW Columbus/Lockbourne, Ohio 

\'illiams AFB ATC AETC AETC S 30 Sep 93 Y 9 SF SP Tempe, Arizona 

Vurtsmith AFB SAC ACC . AFBDA . T 30 Jun 93 5 CHI MW Oscoda, Michigan 
. . 

OUND rn: 

lomestcad AFB TAC ACC ACC Y 31 Mar 94 Y 4 ATL SE Homestead. Florida . ' < F ' r , i  
: I Sawyer AFB SAC ACC . . WC Z 30 Sep 95 5 CHI CE Gwinn, Mlchigan 

, , . "1 

)'Hare Int'l Arpt AFF55.S AFRES AFRK5 ' NIA 30Sep 97 5 CHI CE Chicago. Illinois 

3riffiss AFB SAC- ACC ACC X 30 Sep 95 Y 2' NY NE Rome. New York 

$larch AFB SAC AMC AMC 1 A 31Mar96 Y 9 SF NW Riverside, California 

(ewark AFB AFLC AFhlC AFMC 214 30 Sep % 5 CHI SE Newark, Ohio 

'lansburgh AFB AhlC AMC AMC 3A 30Sep95 Y 2 NY NE Plansburgh, New York 

;entile AFS DLA DLA DLA**** 414 '97 (est) 5 CHI hl W Dayton. Ohio 

iE  HAS BEEN CLOSED *AMC is mission MAJCOM **ACC 1s mission MAJCOM 

mission command ****Defense Logistics Agency is major tenant. An4C is real esmle MAJCOhf 



P a g e  No. 1 
I o / n 6 / 9 3  

I NST-NAM STATE ACTION-YR 

F AJBT 

F DXEB 

F FTQW 

F FXSB 

F HPZW 

F MFJF 

F VNMH 

F ABAA 

F BRKR 

F FAKZ 

F JUBJ 

F JXP J 

F PNQS 

F HKRZ 

F BWKR 

F NKAK 

F FBNV 

F HXCZ 

F NUEX 

F VTNB 

F XHEA 

F YZJU 

F BAEY 

F HAYW 

F HUUA 

F ACJP 

F PCZP 

F PLXL 

F PRJY 

F RZJQ 

F SCEY 

F WMS J 

F SKKA 

F XDAT 

F XTBT 

F XUMU 

F CRWU 

F DPFM 

F GLEN 

F NTMU 

F TDKA 

F XQPZ 

F CEKT 

F SKX J 

F BXUR 
r FJXT 

JLWS W'' ASPR 

F DBEH 

F FTEP 

F FTFA 

ANCHORAGE I A P  AGS AK 

CLEAR AFS AK 

EIELSON AFB AK 

ELMENDORF AFB AK 

GALENA AIRPORT AFS AK 

K I N G  SALMON AIRPORT AK 

SHEMYA AFB AK 

ABSTON AGS AL 

BIRMINGHAM MAP AGS AL 

DANNELLY F I E L D  AGS AL 

GUNTER AFB ,A L 

HALL AGS 14 L 

MAXWELL AFB IIL 

FORT SMITH MAP AGS AR 

EAKER AFB AR 

L I T T L E  ROCK AFB FIR 

D A V I S  MONTHAN AFB P.2 

G I L A  BEND AFS A Z 

LUKE AFB AZ 

PHOENIX SKY HARBOR I A P  AGS A 2  

TUCSON I A P  AGS A Z 

WILLIAMS AFB A,Z 

BEALE AFB C A 

CASTLE AFB C/\ 

EDWARDS AFB C A 

FRESNO A I R  TERMINAL AGS C k  

GEORGE AFB CP, 

LOS ANGELES AFB C A 

MARCH AFB CA 

MATHER AFB C A 

MCCLELLAN AFB C A 

NORTH HIGHLANDS AGS C A 

NORTON AFB C A 
ONIZUKA AFB C A 

ONTARIO I A P  AGS C A 
TRAVIS AFB C A 

VAN NUYS AIRPORT AGS C A 

VANDENBERG AFB C A 

BUCKLEY AGB CO 

CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN AFB CO 

FALCON AFB CO 

LOURY AFB CO 

PETERSON AFB CO 

US A I R  FORCE ACADEMY CO 

BRADLEY I A P  AGS CT 

ORANGE AGS CT 

BOLLING AFB DC 

DOVER AFB DE 

NEW CASTLE COUNTY APT AGS DE 

AVON PARK AFS F L 

CAPE CANAVERAL AFS F L 

E G L I N  AAF 3 (DUKE F I E L D )  FL  

E G L I N  AFB F L 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

BRAC/PR/DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 

BRAC/DBCRC ONGO/RVRSL REALGNUP 

PR/DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR ONGOING REALGN UP 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DEFBRAC COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 

PRESS CANCELED CLOSE 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR ONGOING RELGNDN 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 

BRAC/PR/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNDN 

DEFBRAC ONGOING CLOSE/3-94 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

DEFBRACDBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 



P a g e  No. 2 

10 / n 6 / 9 3  

F KYJL 

F FTEV 

F LSGA 

F NVZR 

F SXHT 

F XLWU 

F FGWB 

F PRNG 

F QSEU 

F UHHZ 

F XDQU 

F KNMD 

F MKPP 

F YVEW 

F FFAN 

F VSSB 

F BXRH 

F QYZH 

F DCFT 

F DJDB 

F JLQN 

F DPNB 

F VDYD 

F LDXF 

F GUQE 

F PRQE 

F WE AS 

F AWUB 

F GAMH 

F KAFF 

F AXQD 

F DBHQ 

F MXRD f " '  
, 

F SPBN 

F YRLZ 

F YTPM 

F ZHAH 

F AJXF 

F P JMS 

F FKNN 

F NRCH 

F VVRK 

F LWRC 

F VGLZ 

F MBMV 

FMKM 

QJKL 

LTUY 

F MSQB 

F UEBL 

F ULY B 

HOMESTEAD AFB 

E G L I N  AAF 9 (HURLBURT F I E L D )  

JACKSONVILLE I A P  AGS 

MACDILL AFB 

PATRICK AFB 

TYNDALL AFB 

DOBBINS ARB 

MCCOLLUM AGS 

MOODY AFB 

ROBINS AFB 

SAVANNAH I A P  AGS 

HICKAM AFB 

KOKEE AFS 

WHEELER AFB 

DES MOINES I A P  AGS 

SIOUX C I T Y  MAP AGS 

BOISE A I R  TERMINAL AGS 

MOUNTAIN HOME AFB 

CAPITAL MAP AGS 

CHANUTE AFB 

GREATER PEORIA APT AGS 

0 HARE I A P  ARS 

SCOTT AFB 

FT WAYNE MAP AGS 

GRISSOM AFB 

HULMAN REGIONAL APT AGS 

FORBES F I E L D  AGS 

MCCONNELL AFB 

STANDIFORD F I E L D  AGS 

BARKSDALE AFB 

ENGLAND AFB 

HAMMOND AGS 

BARNES MAP AGS 

CARE CM) AFS 

HANSCOM AFB > 

%IS AGB 

WELLESLEY AGS 

UESTOVER ARB 

WORCHESTER AGS 

ANDREWS AFB 

MARTIN STATE AGS 

BANGOR AGS 

LORING AFB 

SOUTH PORTLAND AGS 

K. I. SAWYER AFB 

SELFRIDGE AGB 

W K KELLOGG REGIONAL APT AGS 

DULUTH I A P  AGS 

MINNEAPOLIS/ST PAUL I A P  ARS 

JEFFERSON BARRACKS AGS 

LAMBERT ST LOUIS I A P  AGS 

RICHARDS GEBAUR ARS 

ROSECRANS MEMORIAL APT AGS 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

93 DBCRC ONGOING REALGNDWN 

9 0 / 9 1 / 9 3  PR/DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALIGN 

93 DBCRC ONGOING REALIGHNUP 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGN 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-97 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 

PRESS PROPOSED REALGN 

PRESS PROPOSED REALGN 

PRESS PROPOSED REALGN 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 



P a g e  No. 3 

10 In4193 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM 

F YWHG 

F LRXQ 

F EEPZ 

F JVTE 

F MAHG 

F MDVL 

F JKSE 

F NZAS 

F ATNV 

F FJRP 

F TMKH 

F VKAG 

F EGYN 

F JFSD 

F KKGA 

F QJVF 

F NGCB 

F SGBP 

F RNGF 

F SZDT 

F AQRC 

F PTFL 

F CZQZ 

UHITEMAN AFB 

ALLEN C THOMPSON F I E L D  AGS 

COLUMBUS AFB 

GULFPORT/BILOXI MAP AGS 

KEESLER AFB 

KEY F I E L D  AGS 

GREAT FALLS I A P  AGS 

MALMSTROM AFB 

BADIN AGS 

CHARLOTTE/DOUGLAS I A P  AGS 

POPE AFB 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 

CAVALIER AFS 

GRAND FORKS AFB 

HECTOR F I E L D  I A P  AGS 

MINOT AFB 

LINCOLN MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AGS 

OFFUTT AFB 

NEU BOSTON AFS 

PEASE AGS 

ATLANTIC C I T Y  MAP AGS 

MCGUIRE AFB 

CANNON AFB 

HOLLOMAN AFB 

KIRTLAND AFB 

MO 

MS 

US 

MS 

MS 

IY s 
l4T 

I IT  

CIC 

hl C 

N C 

NC 

ND 

NID 

HI) 

NI) 

Nt:. 

N E: 

NH 

NH 

N J 

N J  

NM 

NM 

NM 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

REFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

DEFBRAC COMPLETE 

DBCRC 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC 

ONGOING 

ONGOING 

REAL I GNUP 

REALGNUP 

REALGNUP 
LKTC 

RKMF 

UCTL 

wzvs 
JREZ 

KBHT 

RVKQ 

TH WA 

UML H 

VBDZ 

WHAY 

UKVB 

EUBC 

HUSA 

PBXP 

RRTC 

NLZG 

WAAR 

WY TD 

ZHTV 

AGGN 

UWY K 

XHZG 

XTLF 

YZEU 

MFWM 

TQKD 

JLSQ 

I N D I A N  SPRINGS AFS 

N E L L I S  AFB 

RENO CANNON I A P  AGS 

TONOPAH AFS 

G R I F F I S S  AFB 

HANCOCK F I E L D  AGS 

NIAGARA FALLS I A P  ARS 

PLATTSBURGH AFB 
ROSLYN AGS 

SCHENECTADY AIRPORT AGS 

STEWART I A P  AGS 

SUFFOLK COUNTY AIRPORT AGS 

CAMP PERRY AGS 

GENTILE AFS 

MANSFIELD LAHM MAP AGS 

NEWARK AFB 

RICKENBACKER AGB 

SPRINGFIELD BECKLEY MAP AGS 

TOLEDO EXPRESS APT AGS 

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB 

ALTUS AFB 

TINKER AFB 

TULSA I A P  AGS 

VANCE AFB 

U I L L  ROGERS WORLD APT AGS 

KINGSLEY F I E L D  AGS 

PORTLAND I A P  AGS 

GREATER PITTSBURGH I A P  AGS 

PRESS 

DBCRC 

PRESS 

DBCRC 

PROPOSED 

ONGOING 

PROPOSED 

ONGOING 

REALGN 

REALGNUP 

REALGN 

REAL I GNDN 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/97 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-96 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALIGN 

PR/DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGN 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 

DEFBRAC ONGOING REALGN 





Page No. 1 

10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC 

F AJBT 

F DXEB 

F FTQW 

F FXSB 

F HPZW 

F MFJF 

F VNMH 

F ABAA 

F BRKR 

F FAKZ 

F .II ---- IR.1 

F JXPJ 

F PNQS 

F HKRZ 

F BWKR 

ANCHORAGE IAP AGS 

CLEAR AFS 

EIELSON AFB 

ELMENDORF AFB 

GALENA AIRPORT AFS 

KING SALMON AIRPORT 

SHEMYA AFB 

ABSTON AGS 

BIRMINGHAM MAP AGS 

DANNELLY FIELD AGS 

GlJuTE!? .AFB 

HALL AGS 

MAXWELL AFB 

FORT SMITH MAP AGS 

EAKER AFB 

F NKAK LITTLE ROCK AFB 

F FBNV DAVIS MONTHAN AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

BRAC/PR/DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed t ransfer  o f  KC-135s from Closing Pease 

AFB, NH t o  Wurtsmith, Plattsburg, Carswelt, 

F a i r c h i l d  and Eaker AFBs. 

1990 Press Release recmended  Closure. 

91 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Complete December 15, 1992). 

Directed ret i rement o f  assigned B-52s and t rans fe r  

o f  assigned KC-135s t o  other Act ive or  Reserve 

Component un i t s .  

ONGO/RVRSL REALGNUP 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed movement o f  the 27th Tact ica l  A i r  Suppt 

Sq (OV-10) from Closing George AFB, CA and 

re locat ion of  the 41st E lect ron ic  Combat Sqdn 

(EC-130H) t o  Bergstrom AFB, TX (See 1991 DBCRC). 

1990 Press Release ind icated realignment. No 

spec i f i cs  given. 

1991 DBCRC: 



'age No. 2 
10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC 

F HXCZ GILA BEND AFS 

i WUEX LUKE AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

F VTNB PHOENIX SKY HARBOR IAP AGS AZ 

F XHEA TUCSON IAP AGS AZ 

F YZJU WILLIAMS AFB AZ 91 

F BAEY BEALE AFB 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

Directed the 41st E lect ron ic  Combat Squadron t o  

remain a t  Davis-Monthan (See 1988 DEFBRAC). 

Di rected 12th A i r  Force Headquarters, 12th TAC 

I n t e l  l i gence Squadron and the 602nd Tact ica l  Ai r 
Control Center Squadron t o  relocate t o  

Davis-Monthan AFB from Closing Bergstom AFB, TX. 

PR/DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1990 Press Release ind icated 
Realignment/Reduction. No speci f ics .  

DBCRC 

1991 DBCRC: 

Transfer F-16s from p a r t i a l l y  closed MacDill AFB, 

FL t o  Luke AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

1991 closure of Carsuel l  d i rected t ransfer  o f  

43628 t o  Dyess AFB, TX. This ac t ion  t ransfers the 

fab r i ca t ion  funct ion o f  436TS t o  Luke AFB, AZ. 

This avoids dup l i ca t ion  of t h i s  t r a i n i n g  funct ion 

u i t h i n  ACC. 

COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 1991 DBCRC: 
Directed Closure. Closed Sep 30, 1993. 

Directed t ransfer  of Aircrew Training Research 

F a c i l i t y  t o  Orlando, F lor ida (USN). 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR ONGOING REALGN UP 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed movement o f  the 323rd F ly ing Training 

Wing from Closing Mather AFB t o  Beale AFB (See 

1991 DBCRC). 

1991 DBCRC: 

Reversed 88 DEFBRAC decision and d i rected movement 

o f  323rd FTW t o  Randolph AFB, TX rather than Beale 

AFB. 



Page No. 3 

10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F DESR CASTLE AFB 

F FSPM EDWARDS AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

1993 DBCRC: 

The 1991 OSD recomnendation f o r  Mather AFB, CA 

d i rec ted  movement o f  the 940 A i r  Refueling Group 

(AFRES) wi th  KC-135 a i r c r a f t  t o  McClellan AFB, CA. 

The 1993 ac t ion  i s  t o  move 940ARG t o  Beale AFB, CA 

t o  save 821.2M i n  MILCON. This w i l l  include 

movement o f  0 m i l i t a r y  and 243 c i v i l i a n  personnel. 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1995) 

Transfer assigned 8-52 t o  K.I.Sawyer AFB, M I .  

Transfer KC-135s t o  other Act ive or Reserve 

Component un i ts .  

Transfer B-52 and KC-135 Combat Crew Trng Missions 

t o  F a i r c h i l d  AFB, CA. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Redirects movement of Cast le 's 8-52 Combat Crew 

Training mission from F a i r c h i l d  AFB, WA t o  

Barksdale AFB, LA. Also red i rec ts  KC-135 t r a i n i n g  

from F a i r c h i l d  t o  ALtus AFB, OK. Projected 

savings i f  819.2M. 

Movement o f  personnel t o  ALtus: 668 M i l  and 38 

Civ. 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1990 Press Release indicated realignment. No 

speci f ics  given. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed consol idat ion of the 4950th Test Wing 

from Wright-Patterson AFB, OH wi th  the A i r  Force 

F l i g h t  Test Center a t  Edwards AFB as a r e s u l t  of 

the t ransfer  of the 160th A i r  Refueling Group and 

the 970th Tact ica l  A i r l i f t  Group t o  

Wright-Patterson AFB from the Closing Rickenbacker 

A i r  Guard Base, OH. 



Page No. 4 

10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC l NST-NAM STATE ACTION-YR 

F HAYW FRESNO AIR TERMINAL AGS C A 

F HUUA GEORGE AFB CA 88 

ACJP LOS ANGELES AFB 

PCZP MARCH AFB 

ACTION-SRC 

DEFBRAC 

PRESS 

ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed Closure. (Complete December 15, 1992). 

Di rected t ransfer  o f  35th Tact ica l  Trng Wg and 

37th Tact ica l  Fighter Ug (F-4EE/G) t o  Mountain 

Home AFB, ID. 

Move the 27th Tact ica l  A i r  Support Squadron 

(OV-ID) t o  Davis-Monthan AFB, AZ. 

CANCELED CLOSE 1990 Press Release: 

Recomnended Closure. Act ion not  followed through 

i n  e i the r  1991 Defense Report o r  1991 DBCRC. 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR ONGOING RELGNDN 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed move of The A i r  Force Audit Agency (AFAA) 

from Closing Norton AFB, CA t o  March AFB (See 1991 

DBCRC) . 
Directed the t ransfer  of three squadrons o f  the 

63rd M i l i t a r y  A i r l i f t  Wing and the 445th M i l i t a r y  
A i r l i f t  Wing (AFRes) from Closing Norton AFB, CA 

t o  March AFB. Remaining squadron goes t o  McChord 

AFB, WA. 

Gives opt ion of moving A i r  Force Audio Visual 

Service Center from Closing Norton FB t o  March AFB 

or  re ta in ing  a t  Norton AFB. Reconmends re ta in ing  

Norton AFB fami ly  housing fo r  personnel assigned 

t o  March AFB. 

1991 DBCRC: 
D i rec ts  realignment o f  the 45 A i r  Force Audit  

Agency manpouer authorizat ions from Closing Norton 

AFB, CA t o  National Capitol  Region (Show a t  

Bo l t i ng  AFB fo r  purpose o f  t h i s  report)  t o  support 

a l i g m n t  o f  AFAA i n t o  Secretar iat.  Supports 

t ransfer  o f  remaining 139 AFAA manpower 

authorizat ions t o  March AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Di rects  inac t i va t ion  o f  22ARW. KC-10 ac t i ve  and 



Page No. 5 

10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F PLXL MATHER AFB 

PRJY MCCLELLAN AFB 

STATE ACT I ON-Y R ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

reserve associate squadrons & a i r c r a f t  re locate t o  

Travis AFB, CA. SU A i r  Defense Sector remains in 
cantonment pending outcome o f  North American A i r  

Defense (NORAD) study and possible t ransfer  t o  

ANG. 445AU (AFRES), 452ARU (AFRES), 163RG (ANG), 

AF Audit Agency, and Media Center w i l l  remain and 

base rever ts  t o  a reserve base. Cost t o  r e a l i g n  

i s  8134.8M fo r  R O I  of 2 years. 

Net Personnel changes: 3222 M i l  Out and 174 Civ 

In. 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed Closure inc lud ing hospi ta l  (See 1991 

DBCRC). Comptete Sep 30, 1993. 

Transfers the 323rd F ly ing  Training Uing t o  Beale 

AFB, CA. Transfers the 940th A i r  Refuel ing Group 

(AFRes) t o  McCLellan AFB, CA i f  the local  

au thor i t i es  do not e lec t  t o  operate Mather as an 

a i rpor t .  

1991 DBCRC: 

D i rec ts  realignment o f  the 940th A i r  Refueling 

Group t o  McCLellan AFB. 

Retains the 323rd F ly ing  Training Uing Hospital  as 

an annex t o  McClellan AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Redirects 940th A i r  Refueling Group movement from 

McClellan AFB, CA t o  Beale AFB, CA t o  save $21.2M 

i n  MILCON. 

BRAC/PR/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNDN 1988 DEFBRAC: 

D i rec ts  t ransfer  of the 940th A i r  Refueling Group 

(AFRes) from Closing Mather AFB, CA to  McClellan 

AFB, CA i f  loca l  au thor i t i es  do not  e lec t  t o  use 

Mather as an a i r p o r t  (See 1991 DBCRC). 



Page No. 6 

10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F RZJQ NORTH HIGHLANDS AGS 

F SCEY NORTON AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DEFBRAC 

1990 Press release ind icated realigrment. No 

speci f ics  given. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rects  t ransfer  of the 940th A i r  Refueling Group 

from Closing Mather AFB, CA t o  McClellan AFB. 

Di rects  re ten t ion  of the  Mather hospi ta l  as an 

annex t o  McClel l an  AFB. See 1988 DEFBRAC. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Redirects movement of 940th A i r  Refueling Group, 

that  was scheduled t o  go from Mather AFB t o  

McClellan as a resu l t  o f  1991 DBCRC, t o  Beale AFB, 

CA. The u n i t  w i l l  temporari ly move t o  and operate 

out o f  temorary f a c i l i t i e s  a t  McCleltan u n t i l  

Beale f a c i l i t i e s  are ready. Projected savings o f  

$21.2M i n  MILCON. 

NOTE: AF recomnended c losure t o  OSD. OSD d i d  not 

forward AF closure recomnendation due t o  

cumulative economic impact. DBCRC added f o r  

consideration on 24 March but  d i d  not recomnend 

closure. 

ONGOING CLOSE/3-94 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed Closure. (Scheduled Mar 31, 1994). 

Complex issues involved. 

Transfers three squadrons o f  the 63rd M i l i t a r y  

A i r l i f t  Wing and the 445th M i l i t a r y  A i r l i f t  Wing 

(AFRes) (C-141, C-21, and C-12) t o  March AFB, CA. 

Transfers the remaining squadron (C-141) t o  

McChord AFB, WA. 

The A i r  Force Inspect ion and Safety Center 

t ransfers t o  K i r t l a n d  AFB, NM. 

The A i r  Force Audit Agency t ransfers t o  March AFB, 

CA (See March AFB f o r  1991 DBCRC change-45 of 184 

manpower authorizat ions moved t o  National Capitol  

Region, res t  t o  March AFB). 



Page No. 7 
10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC INST-NAM 

F UMSJ ONIZUKAAFB 

F SKKA ONTARIO IAP AGS 

F XDAT TRAVIS AFB 

XTBT VAN NUYS AIRPORT AGS 

XUMU VANDENBERG AFB 

CRW BUCKLEY AGB 

DPFM CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN AFB 

GLEN FALCON AFB 

NTMU LOWRY AFB 

TDKA PETERSON AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACT I ON-SRC 

DBCRC 

ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC gives op t ion  o f  moving A i r  Force Audio 

Visual Service Center t o  March AFB or re ta in ing  a t  

Norton AFB, recomnends B a l l i s t i c  M iss i le  O f f i c e  

remain a t  Norton AFB and recomnends re ta in ing  

Norton AFB m i l i t a r y  fami ly  housing fo r  personnel 

assigned t o  March AFB. 

ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 OSD Recomnendation: 

Establ ish Travis AFB as the Uest Coast M o b i l i t y  

Base. Transfer of KC-10 a i r c r a f t  and ac t i ve  and 

reserve associate squadrons from March AFB, CA 

realigrment t o  Travis AFB, CA. Personnel movement 

i n t o  Travis: 774 M i l  and 112 Civ. 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 1988 DEFBRAC: 

DBCRC 

Directed re locat ions of major u n i t s  and re la ted  

support a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the 3330th Technical 

Training Wing t o  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  at  

Sheppard, Keesler, Goodfellow and Lowry AFBs. (See 

1991 DBCRC). 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1994). 

Directed that  a l l  t r a i n i n g  be red is t r ibu ted  t o  

remaining tech t rng  cntrs. 

Directed tha t  the 1001st Space System Squadron, 

Defense Finance and Accounting Service and the A i r  

Force Reserve Personnel Center remain open i n  

cantonement area as proposed by DoD. 

ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

XQPZ US AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

CEKT BRADLEY IAP AGS 

SKXJ ORANGE AGS 

BXUR BOLLING AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

FJXT DOVER AFB DE 

JLWS NEW CASTLE COUNTY APT AGS DE 

ASPR AVON PARK AFS F L 

DBEH CAPE CANAVERAL AFS FL 

FTEP EGLIN AAF 3 (DUKE FIELD) FL 

FTFA EGLIN AFB FL 90/91 

F KYJL HOMESTEAD AFB 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC 

Directed t rans fe r  of the  36th A e r d i c a l  

Evacuation Squadron and the 77th and 78th Aer ia l  

Port Squadrons from Closing Richards-Gebaur AFB, 

MO t o  Peterson AFB, CO. 

ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed t rans fe r  of 45 A i r  Force Audit Agency 

manpower authorizat ions from Closing Norton AFB, 

CA t o  National Capitol  Region (Shown as B o i i i n g  

AFB for  t h i s  report)  t o  support alignment o f  AFAA 

t o  Secretar iat.  Remaining 139 authorizat ions from 

Norton AFB t o  t ransfer  t o  March AFB, CA. 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1990 Press Release ind icated realignment. No 

speci f ics  given. 

DBCRC 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rects  the transfer o f  one squadron each o f  

A/OA-10s from Closing England AFB, LA t o  McChord 

AFB, WA and E g l i n  AFB. 

ONGOING REALGNDWN 1993 DBCRC: REALIGN DOH 

The 31st Fighter Wing w i l l  inact ivate.  F-16s w i l l  
remain temporari ly assigned t o  Moody AFB, GA and 

Shaw AFB, SC. The Inter-American A i r  Forces 

Academy w i l l  move t o  Lackland AFB, TX. The AF 

Water Survival Schoot w i l l  be temporarily located 

a t  Tyndall AFB, FL. The 301st Rescue Squadron, 

AFRES and the 482nd FW (AFRES) w i l l  remain a t  

Homestead AFB i n  Reserve cantonment area(s). The 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM STATE ACTION-YR 

F FTEV EGLlN AAF 9 (HURLBURT FIELD) FL 

F LSGA JACKSONVILLE IAP AGS F L 

F NVZR MACDILL AFB FL 90/91/93 

SXHT PATRICK AFB 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

NORAD a l e r t  a c t i v i t y  w i l l  a lso remain. The 726th 

A i r  Control Squadron w i l l  relocate t o  Shaw AFB. 

The Naval Securi ty Group w i l l  consol idate wi th  

other U.S. Navy uni ts .  

NOTE: The Do0 recomnendation was t o  Close. The 

C m i s s i o n  voted t o  r e t a i n  the reserve forces a t  

Homestead. 

3860 M i l i t a r y  and 136 C i v i l i a n  pos i t ions w i l l  

move. 

PR/DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALIGN 1990 Press Release indicated realignment. No 
spec i f i cs  given. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed rea l igment  and p a r t i a l  Closure. 

Close the a i r f i e l d .  Transfer the a i r c r a f t  t o  Luke 

AFB, AZ. 

Move the Jo in t  C m n i c a t i o n s  Support Element 

(JCSE) t o  Charleston AFB, SC. 
The remainder of MacDiLl becomes an admin is t ra t ive 

base. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Cancels move of JCSE from MacDill t o  Charleston 

AFB, SC and r e t a i n  a t  MacDill as Long as the 

a i r f i e l d  i s  non-DoD operated. 

Operation o f  the a i r f i e l d  w i l l  be taken over by 

the Department of Comnerce or another Federal 

agency. 

NOTE: DoD recomnended re locat ing the reserve 

u n i t s  from Homestead AFB, FL t o  MacDill. This was 

not supported by DBCRC. 

253 M i l i t a r y  and 37 C i v i l i a n s  w i l l  be retained a t  

MacDill ra ther  than move. 

1993 OSD Recomnendation: 

The 301st Rescue Squadron, AFRES, w i l l  move from 

Homestead AFB, FL t o  Patr ick. 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC INST-NAM 

F XLUU TYNDALL AFB 

F FGUB DOBBINS ARB 

F PRNG MCCOLLUM AGS 

F QSEU MOODY AFB 

F UHHZ ROBINS AFB 

F XDQU SAVANNAH IAP AGS 

F KNMD HICKAM AFB 

F MKPP KOKEE AFS 

F YVEU WHEELER AFB 

F FFAN DES MOINES IAP AGS 

F VSSB SIOUX CITY MAP AGS 

F BXRH BOISE AIR TERMINAL AGS 

F QYZH MOUNTAIN HOME AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

FL 93 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC ONGOING REAL IGHNUP 1993 DBCRC: 

The AF Water Survival School w i l l  be temporari ly 

moved from Homestead AFB, FL t o  Tyndall. 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 DBCRC: 
Due t o  the R e a l i g m n t  o f  Homestead AFB, FL the 

F-16s from the  31st Fighter Wing w i l l  remain 

temporari ly assigned a t  Moody and Shau AFB, SC. 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 1990 Press Release indicated realignment. ir'a 
spec i f i cs  given. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Gained management respons ib i l i t i es  from Closing 

Newark AFB, OH t o  include f l i g h t  contro l  

instrunents (22), ground c o m n i c a t i o n s  

e lect ron ics (9) and airborne e lect ron ics (46 

pers). 

77 C i v i l i a n  pos i t ions gained. 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 
Directed real ign ing the remaining F-46s from 

Realigned Mountain Home AFB, ID t o  the Idaho and 

Nevada A i r  National Guard. 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGN 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed movement of the 35th Tact ica l  Tra in ing 

Wing and the 37th Tact ica l  Fighter Wing (F4-E/G) 

from Closing George AFB t o  Mountain Home AFB. 

In order t o  make room di rected movement o f  the 

366th Tact ica l  Fighter Wing (F-11A/E) from 



Page No. 11 

10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

DCFT CAPITAL MAP AGS 

DJDB CHANUTE AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

Mountain Home AFB t o  Cannon AFB, NM. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Reversed some act ions o f  the 1990 DEFBRAC. 

Realigned the  F-4Gs t o  the  Idaho and Nevada ANG 

and deactivated the 35th Tact ica l  Training Wing. 

Maintain the 41st E lect ron ic  Combat Squadron a t  

Davis-Monthan AFB. 

Realign the EF-111 from Mountain Home t o  Cannon 

AFB, NM. Establ ish a Composite Uing a t  Mountain 

Home AFB. 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE/9-93 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1993) 

Directed rea l ign ing  o f  major u n i t s  and re la ted  

support a c t i v i t i e s  of the 3330th Technical 

Training Uing t o  e x i s t i n g  technical t ra in ing  

centers a t  several Locations(examp1es of types o f  

t ra in ing  as shown); 

Sheppard AFB, TX (See 1991 DBCRC) - 52 courses 

including a i r c r a f t  engine, propulsion, 

maintenance, and aircrew l i f e  support t ra in ing.  

Keesler AFB, MS - 22 courses including avionics 

and weather equipment maintenance, 

weather-sate1 li t e  system, and 

photo- in terpretat ion t ra in ing .  

Lowry AFB, CO (See 1991 DBCRC) - 45 courses 

including miss le support-equipment 

maintenance, in tercont inenta l  b a l l i s t i c  missle 

maintenance-officer, and cryogenic-operations 

t ra in ing.  

Goodfellow AFB, T X  (See 1991 DBCRC) - 25 courses 

inc lud ing f i r e  f i gh t ing ,  f i r e  t ruck operations 

and maintenance, and f u e l  inspect ion 

t ra in ing.  

1993 DBCRC: Redirect 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F JLQN GREATER PEORIA APT AGS 

F DPNB 0 HARE IAP ARS 

F VDYD SCOTT AFB 

F ATQZ FT UAYNE MAP AGS 

F CTGC GRISSOM AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

F LDXF HULMAN REGIONAL APT AGS I N  

F GUQE FORBES FIELD AGS KS 

F PRQE MCCONNELL AFB KS 93 

F WEAS STANDIFORD FIELD AGS 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

Redirects movement of 16 Metals Tech NDI and A/C 

Structura l  Maintenance t r a i n i n g  courses from 

Sheppard AFB ( p r i o r  recomnendation), TX t o  NAS 

Memphis, TN. School w i l  move wi th  the Navy t o  NAS 

Pensacola, FL. Savings pro jected a t  S17.5M. 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-97 1993 DBCRC: RECOMMENDED CLOSURE (SEC 2984 
PL-101-510) 

Accepted C i t y  of Chicago proposed closure and 

movement o f  928AG (AFRES) and 126ARU (ANG) t o  

Greater Rockford Ai rpor t ,  1L (Or other s i t e  ss 

accepted by SECAF). Unso l i c i ted  move w i l l  e n t a i l  

approx 8361M i n  costs t o  move. The proposal 

states tha t  the C i t y  o f  Chicago must finance the 

e n t i r e  move as wel l  as replacement o f  f a c i l i t i e s  

and environmental cleanup. The C i t y ' s  proposal 

also impacts an Army reserve u n i t  t h a t  must e i the r  

be moved o r  housed a t  Chicago OtHare. I f  

condit ions are not met, DBCRC maintains that  the 

u n i t s  should remain in  place. 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 1991 DBCRC: 
Directed Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1994). 

Directed retirement o f  assigned EC-135s, 

inac t i va t ion  o f  the 305th A i r  Refueling Wing, and 

the t ransfer  o f  the KC-135s t o  the A i r  Reserve 

Component ( i n  a cantonement area). 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 DBCRC: 
11 KC-135s from El lswor th AFB, SD move t o  

McConnell. 

Net Personnel movement o f  +263 M i l  and + I1  Civ. 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F AUUB BARKSDALE AFB 

F GAMH ENGLAND AFB 

KAFF 

AXQD 

DBHQ 

MXRD 

SPBN 

YRLZ 

YTPM 

ZHAH 

AJXF 

P JMS 

FKNN 

HAMMOND AGS 

BARNES MAP AGS 

CAPE COD AFS 

HANSCOM AFB 

OTIS AGB 

UELLESLEY AGS 

UESTOVER ARB 

UORCHESTER AGS 

ANDREUS AFB 

MARTIN STATE AGS 

BANGOR AGS 

STATE ACTION-YR 

LA 91/93 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed t ransfer  of assigned B-52s from Closing 

Carswell AFB, TX t o  Barksdale AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Closure o f  KI Sawyer AFB, M I  and red i rec t  of 

Castle B-52s t o  Barksdale AFB, TX. Also as a 

r e s u l t  o f  the establishment of the  East Coast 

M o b i l i t y  Base a t  McGuire AFB, NJ, the 19 KC-10s 

w i l l  move t o  McGuire. I n  addit ion, as a resu l t  of 

the Castle AFB, CA Redirect the Combat Crew 

Training Squadron (6-52s) or ig ina i i 'y '  i i i i e i d d  t e  

t ransfer  t o  Fa i rch i ld  AFB, MA w i l  t ransfer  t o  

Barksdale. 

Net personnel movement of +625 M i l  and -39 Civ 

DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE12-92 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Complete Deceder 15, 1992). 

Di rected r e d i s t r i b u t i o n  of one squadron each of 

A/OA-10s t o  E g l i n  AFB, FL and McChord AFB, UA. 

Directed retirement o f  remaining assigned a i r c r a f t  

inc lud ing the 23rd Tact ica l  Fighter Uing. 

PRESS PROPOSED REALGN 1990 Press Release ind icated realignment. No 

spec i f i cs  given. 

PRESS PROPOSED REALGN 1990 Press Release indicated realignment. No 

spec i f i cs  given. 

PRESS PROPOSED REALGN 1990 Press Release indicated realignment. No 

spec i f i cs  given. 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F NRCH LORING AFB 

F VVRK SOUTH PORTLAND AGS 

F LURC K. I. SAWYER AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

ME 91 

F VGLZ SELFRIDGE AGB M I  

F MBMV U K KELLOGG REGIONAL APT AGS M I  

F FMKM DULUTH IAP AGS MN 

F QJKL M I N N E A P O L I S / S T P A U L I A P A R S  MN 

F LTUY JEFFERSON BARRACKS AGS MO 

F MSQB LAMBERT ST LOUIS IAP AGS MO 

F UEBL RICHARDS GEBAUR ARS MO 91 

F ULYB ROSECRANS MEMORIAL APT AGS MO 

F YWHG WHITEMAN AFB MO 91 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1994). 

Directed t ransfer  of assigned B-52s t o  K.I.Sawyer 

AFB, M I  and dispersal o f  KC-135s t o  Act ive and A i r  

Reserve Component Units.  

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed t ransfer  o f  B-52s from Closing Cast le 

AFB, CA t o  K.I.Sauyer AFB. 

Di rected t ransfer  of B-52s ii;oii CC:osing Loring 

AFB, ME t o  K.I.Sauyer AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: Close 

D i rec ts  closure of K.I.Sawyer AFB, M I .  410BU 

deactivates, B-52Hs t rans fe r  t o  Barksdale AFB, LA. 

Cost t o  close i s  9143.6M and R O I  i s  one year. 

Personnel movements a re  out: 2354 M i l  and 351 

Civ. 

DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-94 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1994). 

Directed transfer o f  the 442nd Tact ica l  Fighter 

Wing t o  Uhiteman AFB, MO. 

Directed t ransfer  o f  the 36th Aeromedical 

Evacuation Squadron and the 77th and 78th Aer ia l  

Port Squadrons t o  Peterson AFB, CO. 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed t ransfer  o f  the 442nd Tact ica l  Fighter 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC INST-NAM STATE ACT1 O N j R  

F LRXQ ALLEN C THOMPSON FIELD AGS MS 

F EEPZ COLUMBUS AFB MS 

F JVTE GULFPORT/BILOXI MAP AGS MS 

F MAHG KEESLER AFB MS 88/91 

F MDVL KEY FIELD AGS MS 

F JKSE GREAT FALLS IAP AGS MT 

F NZAS MALMSTROM AFB MT 

F ATNV BAD IN AGS NC 

F FJRP CHARLOTTE/DOUGLAS IAP AGS NC 

F TMKH POPE AFB NC 91 

F VKAG SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 

F EGYN CAVALIER AFS 

F JFSD GRAND FORKS AFB 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

Uing from Closing Richards-Gebaur AFB, MO t o  

Uhiteman AFB. 

REFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed real ign ing 22 courses ( inc lud ing avionics 

and weather equipment maintenance, 

weather-satel l i t e  system , and 

photo- in terpretat ion t ra in ing)  from Closing 

Chanute AFB, I L  t o  Keesler AFB. Other courses t o  

Sheppard (521, Goodie i io i  (25), ezd 

Loury (45 )  AFBs. (See 1991 DBCRC). 

1991 OBCRC: 

Directed a l l  technical t r a i n i n g  from Closing Lowry 

AFB, CO be red is t r ibu ted  t o  the remaining 

technical t r a i n i n g  centers or relocated t o  other 

locations. 

DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 OBCRC: 

Directed rea l  igrment o f  one A/OA- 10 squadron each 

t o  Pope AFB and t o  Shaw AFB from the Closing 

Myr t le  Beach AFB. 

OBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 OSD Reconendation: 
Closure recomnendation of G r i f f i s s  AFB, NY d i rec ts  

movement of KC-135 a i r c r a f t  i n t o  Grand Forks AFB, 

ND. Also, 0-10s move t o  El lsworth AFB, SD. 

Personnel movement i n  are: 320 M i l  and 10 Civ. 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F KKGA HECTOR FIELD IAP AGS 

F QJVF MINOT AFB 

STATE ACT I ON-Y R 

F NGCB LINCOLN MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AGS NE 

F SGBP OFFUTT AFB NE 

F RNGF NEW BOSTON AFS NH 

F SZDT PEASE AGS NH 88 

F AQRC ATLANTIC CITY MAP AGS 

F PTFL MCGUIRE AFB 

F CZQZ CANNON AFB 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 DBCRC: 
G r i f f i s s  AFB, NY closure recomnends re locat ion of 

8-52Hs t o  Minot AFB, ND. Movement o f  personnel 

i n t o  Minot: 315 M i l  and 3 Civ 

DEFBRAC 

DBCRC 

COMPLETE CLOSE/3-91 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed Closure. (Complete March 31, 1991). 
Directed transfer of KC-135s t o  Uurtrmith, Eaker, 

Carswell and F a i r c h i l d  AFBs. (See 1991 DBCRC f o r  
Closures a t  Uurtsmith, Carswell and Eaker AFBs.) 

Directed the 132nd A i r  Refueling Squadron (ANG) 

remain w i t h i n  i t s  current cantonement area. Un i t  

w i l l  need t o  be relocated i f  i n s t a l l a t i o n  i s  not 

operated as an a i r f i e l d .  

ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 DBCRC: 
Establ ish as East Coast M o b i l i t y  Base. Act ive and 

Reserve Force un i t s  remain. Move the 19 KC-10s 

from Barksdale AFB, LA t o  McGuire. Also move the 

requ is i te  nunber o f  KC-135 t o  McGuire t o  establ ish 

the east coast m o b i l i t y  base. Net personnel move 

t o  MGuire i s  1460111 M i l  and 231 Civ. 

NOTE: DoD recomnended major realigrment o f  

McGuire t o  reserve base status and establishment 

of Plattsburgh AFB, NY as East Coast M o b i l i t y  

Base. 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed move of the  366th Tact ical Fighter Wing 

(F-11A/E) from Closing George AFB, CA t o  Cannon 

AFB t o  co l locate a l l  U.S. based F - I l l  wi th a 

s i m i l a r  mission a t  a s ing le  base. 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F KURD HOLLOMAN AFB 

F MHMV KIRTLAND AFB 

F LKTC INDIAN SPRINGS AFS 

F RKMF NELLIS AFB 

F UCTL RENO CANNON IAP AGS 

F UZVS TONOPAH AFS 

F JREZ GRIFFISS AFB 

F KBHT HANCOCK FIELD AGS 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed rea l ign ing  the EF-111s from Realigning 

Mountain Home AFB, ID t o  Cannon AFB. 

DEFBRACIPRESS ONGOING REALGNUP 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Di rects  t ransfer  of the A i r  Force Inspect ion and 

Safety Center from Closing Norton AFB, CA t o  

K i r t l a n d  AFB. 

PRESS 

DBCRC 

PRESS 

DBCRC 

1990 Press Release ind icated realignment. No 

speci f ics  given. 

PROPOSED REALGN 1990 Press Release ind icated r e a l i g m n t .  No 

speci f ics  given. 

ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 

Directed real ign ing the  remaining F-4Gs from 

Realigning Mountain Home AFB, I D  t o  the Idaho and 

Nevada A i r  National Guard. 

PROPOSED REALGN 1990 Press Release ind icated realignment. No 

speci f ics  given. 

ONGOING REALIGNDN 1993 DBCRC: Major Realignment 

Deactivate of 416BW. B-52H t ransfer  t o  Minot AFB, 

ND and Barksdale AFB, LA. KC-135 t ransfer  t o  

Grand Forks AFB, ND. 485 Eng I n s t a l l a t i o n  Group 

relocates t o  H i l l  AFB, UT. 

The NE A i r  Defense Sector remains pending North 

American A i r  Defense (NORAD) study, and transfers 

t o  ANG. Rome Labs remain. ANG operates 

f a c i l i t i e s  i n  standby s tatus t o  support 10 I n f  

Light D i v i s i o n  from FT Drum. A minimum essential  

a i r f i e l d  w i l l  be operated by a contractor  on an 

"as needed, on c a l l "  basis. Only the stand-alone 

laboratory and the ANG mission w i l l  remain. 

Personnel movements include 3579 M i l  out and 944 

Civ out. 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F RVKQ NIAGARA FALLS IAP ARS 

F THWA PLATTSBURGH AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

UMLH ROSLYN AGS NY 

VBDZ SCHENECTADY AIRPORT AGS NY 

WHAY STEWART IAP AGS NY 

WKVB SUFFOLK COUNTY AIRPORT AGS NY 

EUBC CAMP PERRY AGS OH 

HUSA GENTILE AFS OH 93 

PBXP MANSFIELD LAHM MAP AGS 

RRTC NEWARK AFB 

NLZG RICKENBACKER AGB 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING CLOSE/9-95 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed t ransfer  o f  KC-135s from Closing Pease 

AFB, NH t o  Wurtsmith, Carswell, Eaker and 

Plattsburg AFB. (See 1991 DBCRC fo r  other bases.) 

DBCRC 

DBCRC 

1993 DBCRC: Close 

Close Plattsburgh and red is t r ibu te  assets as 

appropriate. 

Net personnel movement out i s  2095 M i l  and 352 

Civ. 

ONGOING CLOSE/97 1993 DBCRC: Close 

I n  associat ion w i th  Defense Logis t ics  Agency 

actions, close except f o r  space required t o  

operate the Defense Switching Network. Relocate 

the Mission o f  the Defense Electronics Supply 

Center t o  the Defense Construction Supply Center, 

Columbus, OH. 

(Note 93 M i l  and 2805 Civ personnel from OESC move 

out.) 

ONGOING CLOSE/9-96 1993 DBCRC: Close 

Newark AFB, OH closes. Cost t o  close i s  831.3M 

with R O I  o f  8 years. Workload transfers t o  other 

depots or p r i v a t e  sector.  Personnel movement out: 

92 M i l  and 1679 Civ. 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALIGN 1991 OBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1994). 

Transfer o f  the 160th A i r  Refueling Group and the 

907th Tact ical A i r l i f t  Group t o  Wright-Patterson 

AFB, OH. 

Consolidate the 4950th Test Wing from 
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SVCCD UIC STATE ACTION-YR 

F UAAR SPRINGFIELD BECKLEY MAP AGS OH 

F UYTD TOLEDO EXPRESS APT AGS OH 

F ZHTV URIGHT-PATTERSON AFB OH 90/91/93 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

PR/DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGN 

Uright-Patterson AFB w i th  the A i r  Force F l i g h t  

Test Center a t  Edwards AFB, CA. 

1993 DBCRC: Redirect 

Change 1991 recomnendation from closure t o  

real ign. 121ARU (ANG) and 160ARG (ANG) remain i n  

place in  a separate cantonement area rather than 

move t o  Ur ight  Patterson AFB, OH. The 907AG 

(AFRES) continues re locat ion t o  Ur ight  Patterson 

AFB, OH. 4950 TW goes from Uright-Patterson t o  

Edwards AFB, CA as d i rec ted  by the 1991 

Comnission. Projected s ~ i i i g ~  i s  tl?.7!!. 
Rickenbacker Por t  Au thor i t y  operates the a i r p o r t  

and the ARC u n i t s  become tenants. 

1990 Press Release ind icated realignment. No 

speci f ics  given. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected the t rans fe r  of the 160th A i r  Refueling 

Group and the 907th Tact ica l  A i r l i f t  Group t o  

Uright-Patterson AFB from the Closing Rickenbacker 

A i r  Guard Base. 

Consolidate the 4950th Test Wing from 

Wright-Patterson AFB with the A i r  Force F l i g h t  

Test Center a t  Edwards AFB, CA. 

Directed real ign ing environmental and occupational 

toxicology research from Fort Detrick, MD (USA) 

and biodynamics research from Fort Rucker, AL 

(USA) t o  be co l lac ted  w i th  the Armstrong Medical 

Laboratory a t  Uright-Patterson AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Redirects RESERVE force s t ructure (121st A i r  
Refueling Uing-ANG, and 160th A i r  Refueling 

Group-ANG) from Rickenbacker t o  stay in-place 
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SVCCD UIC INST-NAM 

F AGGN ALTUS AFB 

XHZG 

XTLF 

Y ZEU 

MFLJM 

TQKD 

JLSQ 

SHYQ 

ZAUA 

EQDF 

SAE J 

TULR 

DKFX 

TINKER AFB 

TULSA IAP AGS 

VANCE AFB 

WILL ROGERS WORLD APT AGS 

KINGSLEY FIELD AGS 

PORTLAND IAP AGS 

GREATER PITTSBURGH IAP AGS 

HARRISBURG OLMSTED IAP AGS 

UILLOU GROVE ARS 

COVENTRY AGS 

NORTH SMITHFIELD AGS 

QUONSET STATE AIRPORT AGS 

CHARLESTON AFB 

F PSTE MCENTIRE AGB 

F RDRD MYRTLE BEACH AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

except f o r  907AG (AFRES). Total personnel loss o f  

522 Civ. 

DBCRC ONGOING REALIGNUP 1993 DBCRC: 
Relocate the KC-135 Combat Crew Training mission 

from Castle AFB, CA ra ther  than t o  F a i r c h i l d  AFB, 

UA. Act ion i s  p a r t  o f  the F a i r c h i l d  AFB Redirect. 

668 M i l  and 38 Civ personnel gained. 

DEFBRAC ONGOING REALGN 1990 Press Release ind icated r e a l i g m n t .  No 
spec i f i cs  given. 

DBCRC/DBCRC CANCEL 91 REDIRECT 1991 DBCRC: 
Di rected the movement of the Comnunications 

Support Element from P a r t i a l l y  Closing MacDill 

AFB, FL t o  Charleston AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Redirects JCSE t o  s tay  in-place a t  MacDill AFB, 

FL. Projected savings i s  825.6M from MILCON. 

PRESSIDBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE/3-93 1990 Press Release ind icated Closure. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. (Completed Mar 31, 1993). 

Redis t r ibute a l l  assgnd a i r c r a f t  t o  other Act ive 

and Reserve Component un i ts .  

Directed tha t  one a c t i v e  A/OA-10 squadron each be 
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SVCCD UIC 

F VLSB SHAWAFB 

F FXBM ELLSWORTH AFB 

STATE ACT ION-YR 

F LUXC JOE FOSS FIELD AGS SD 

F ANZY ARNOLD AFB TN 

F PSXE MCGHEE TYSON AIRPORT AGS TN 

F PYKL MEMPHIS IAP AGS TN 

F BKTZ NASHVILLE METROPOLITAN APT AG TN 

F BJHZ BERGSTROM AFB T X  90/91/93 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

real igned t o  Shaw AFB and Pope AFB. 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected realignment of one each A/OA-10 squadron 

t o  Shaw AFB and Pope AFB as a r e s u l t  o f  Closing 

Myr t le  Beach AFB. 

DBCRC 

1993 DBCRC: 

D i rec ts  temporary beddown o f  2xF-16 squadrons from 

Homestead AFB, FL base ciosurs. 

The 726th A i r  Control Squadron w i l l  move from 

Homestead AFB, FL t o  Shaw. 

F-16s from the 31st Fighter Wing a t  Homestead w i l l  
remain temporari ly assigned a t  Shaw. 

ONGOING REALIGN 93 DBCRC: 

El lsworth AFB ef fected i n d i r e c t l y  by closure o f  

K . 1  .Sawyer AFB,MI. 6-16s move t o  El lswor th from 

Grand Forks AFB, ND due t o  movement o f  KC-135s t o  

Grand Forks from K.I.Sawyer. Also, 11 KC-135s 

would move t o  McConnell AFB, KS. 

Net Personnel moves are +240 M i l  and-I Civ. 

PR/DBCRC/DBCRC SAME AS 91 REALIGN 1990 Press Release ind icated Closure. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected closure. (Scheduled Sept 30, 1993) 

Di rected r e t i r i n g  assigned RF-4s and deact ivat ion 

of the 67th Tact ica l  Reconnaissance Wing. 

Regional Corrosion Control F a c i l i t y  t o  remain i f  

economical and the A i r  Force Reserve u n i t s  t o  

remain i n  a cantonment area i f  the base i s  
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SVCCD UIC INST-NAM 

F CNBC BROOKS AFB 

F DDPF CARSWELL AFB 

STATE ACT ION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC 

converted t o  a c i v i l i a n  a i rpor t .  

Di rected the 12 AF Headquarters, 12th Tact ica l  

In te l l i gence  Squadron and the 602nd Tact ica l  A i r  

Control  Squadron t o  re locate t o  Davis-Monthan AFB, 

AZ. 

Di rected the 712th A i r  Support Operations Center 

Squadron be relocated t o  Fort Hood, TX (USA). 

1993 DBCRC: 

Comnission d i d  not  accept DoD reconmendation t o  

re locate reserve forces from the cantonement area 

t o  Carsweii AFB, TX. 7%:h Fighter Squadron 

(AFRES) and 924th Fighter Group (AFRES) w i l l  
remain i n  cantonement area u n t i l  a t  least  the end 

o f  1996. Close o r  re locate the Regional Corrosion 

Control  F a c i l i t y  by September 30, 1994 unless 

c i v i l i a n  a i rpor t  au thor i t y  assumes respons ib i l i t y  

f o r  operating and maintaining t h a t  f a c i l i t y  before 

tha t  date. 

ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 
Di rected several realignments t o  Brooks AFB from 

U.S.Army Laboratories as follows; 

Laser b ioef fects  research from Letterman Army 

I n s t i t u t e  of Research, Pers id io  o f  San 

Francisco, CA. 
Microwave b ioe f fec ts  research from Ual ter  Reed 

I n s t i t u t e  o f  Research, Washington, D.C. 

Heat Physiology research from U.S.Army I n s t i t u t e  

o f  Envirormental Medicine, Natick, MA. 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR ONGOING REALIGNUP 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Di rected t ransfer  o f  KC-135s from Closing Pease 

AFB, NH to  Eaker, Uurtsmith, Fai rch i ld ,  Ptattsburg 

and Carswell AFB. (See 1991 DBCRC f o r  other 

bases. ) 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected closure. (Scheduled Sep 30, 1993). 
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SVCCD UIC I NST-NAM 

F FNWZ DYESS AFB 

F ELAW ELDORADO AFS 

F FWJH ELLINGTON FIELD AGS 

F HSKD GARLAND AGS 

F JCGU GOODFELLOU AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGN 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGN 

Directed t ransfer  o f  assigned B-52s t o  Barksdale 

AFB, LA. 

Di rected t ransfer  o f  assigned KC-135s t o  the A i r  

Reserve Component ( i n  a cantonement area). 

Directed the t ran fe r  o f  the 436th Strategic  

Training Squadron t o  Dyess AFB, TX. 

Directed ex is t ing  AFRES u n i t s  remain i n  a 

c a n t o m n t  area. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Changes t ransfer  of 436TS fabr i ca t ion  funct ion 

irom Dyess t o  Liike AFB, AZ and the 436TS 
maintenance t r a i n i n g  funct ion t o  H i l l  AFB, UT. 

Rest o f  the 436TS continues t o  move t o  Dyess AFB, 

TX. Also, Carsuell w i l l  rever t  t o  Navy contro l  

with movement of Nqvy Reserve u n i t s  from NAS 

Dallas, Detro i t ,  Memphis and Ceci l  Field. (Net 
Mavy Personnel movement i n t o  Carswell i s  1487 M i l  

and 1493 Civ.) 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed re locat ing the 436th Strategic  Training 
Squadron from Closing Carswell AFB, TX t o  Dyess 

AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

A L L  functions of 436TW no longer move in, some go 

t o  H i l l  AFB, UT and some go t o  Luke AFB, AZ. Net 

Loss of 23 M i l .  

1988 DEFBRAC: 

Directed realignment o f  25 courses ( including f i r e  

f ight ing,  f i r e  t ruck operat ion and maintenance, 

and fue l - inspect ion t ra in ing)  from Closing Chanute 

AFB, IL. Other technical t ra in ing  courses also 
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F MBPB KELLY AFB 

F MNUA LA PORTE AGS 

F MPLS LACKLAND AFB 

F MXDP LAUGHLIN AFB 

F TYMX RANDOLPH AFB 

F UBNY REESE AFB 

F VNVP SHEPPARD AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

DBCRC 

DBCRC 

DBCRC 

real igned t o  Sheppard (52), Keesler (221, and 

Lowry (45) AFBs. (See 1991 DBCRC). 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected tha t  a l l  technical t r a i n i n g  from Closing 

Lowry AFB, CO be red is t r ibu ted  t o  the remaining 

technical t r a i n i n g  centers o r  r e l o c a t d  t o  other 

locat ions. 

Directed the r a l i g m n t  o f  the fue ls  t r a i n i n g  from 

Goodfellow AFB t o  Sheppard AFB, TX and the 

r e a l i g m n t  o f  the technical t r a i n i n g  f i r e  course 

t o  Goodfellow AFB uniess a s e t i s f l c t n r y  and 

cos t -e f fec t i ve  contract  can be arranged. 

ONGOING REALIGN 1993 DBCRC: 
Gained 15 support equipment maintenance personnel 

from Closing Newark AFB, OH. 

ONGOING RELIGNUP 1993 DBCRC: 
Inter-American A i r  Forces Academy w i l l  be 
relocated from Homestead AFB, FL t o  Lackland f o r  a 

ne t  gain o f  129 M i l  and 22 Civ personnel. 

ONGOING REALGNUP 1991 DBCRC: 
Directed movement o f  323rd F ly ing Training Uing 

from Closing Mather AFB t o  Randolph AFB rather 

than t o  Beale AFB as d i rected by 90 DEFBRAC. 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR RCMD REALGN 1988 DEFBRAC: 

Di rected re locat ion o f  52 classes ( inc lud ing 

a i r c r a f t  engine, propulsion, maintenance, and 
aircrew l i f e -suppor t  t ra in ing )  from Closing 

Chanute AFB, I L  t o  Sheppard AFB. Also relocated 

classes t o  Keesler (22), Goodfellow (25), and 

Lowry (45) AFBs. (See 1991 DBCRC). 

1991 DBCRC: 
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SVCCD UIC 

F KRSM HILL AFB 

F USE5 SALT LAKE C I T Y  IAP AGS 

F MUHJ LANGLEY AFB 

F CVVM RICHMOND IAP AGS 

F CURZ BURLINGTON IAP AGS 

F GJKZ FAIRCHILD AFB 

STATE ACT ION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

Directed tha t  a1 1 technical t r a i n i n g  from Closing 

Loury AFB, CO be red is t r ibu ted  t o  the remaining 

technical t r a i n i n g  centers o r  relocated t o  other 

locations. 

Directed the realignment of the fue ls  t r a i n i n g  

from Goodfeltow AFB, TX t o  Sheppard AFB and the 

r e a l i g m n t  o f  the technical t ra in ing  f i r e  course 

t o  Goodfellow AFB unless a sa t i s fac to ry  and 

cos t -e f fec t i ve  contract  can be arranged. 

1993 DBCRC: Redirect 

1988 Chanute AFB c ios i i re  directed class 

relocation; new recamendation moves 16 Metals 

Tech Non-Destructive Inspect ion and A i rc ra f t  

St ructura l  Maintenance t r a i n i n g  courses t o  Naval 

A i r  Station, Memphis, TN ( ra ther  than t o  Sheppard) 
and than move w i th  them t o  NAS Pensacola, FL. 

Obviates t17.5M i n  MILCON a t  Sheppard AFB, TX but  

w i l l  requi re $16.4 MILCON a t  Pensacola. 

PRESS/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1990 Press Release ind icated r e a t i g m n t .  No 
spec i f i cs  given. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Moves 436 TS maintenance and t ra in ing  funct ion 

from Chanute closure (1988 act ion) t o  H i l l  AFB, 

UT. Also moves 9 o p t i c a l  instruments personnel t o  

H i l l  from Closing Neuark AFB, OH and moves the 

485th Engineering I n s t a l l a t i o n  Group from 

Realigning G r i f f i s s  AFB, NY t o  H i l l  

Net personnel gains are 420 M i l  and 244 Civ. 

BRAC/DBCRC/DBCR ONGOING REDIRECT 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Transfers KC-135s o f  the 509th A i r  Refueling 

Squadron from Closing Pease AFB, NH t o  Wurtsmith, 
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10/06/93 

SVCCD UIC 

F GXTN FWR LAKES AGS 

F PQUY MCCHORD AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR 

VZBT 

HTUX 

HTUV 

XGFG 

PJVY 

LYBH 

DPEZ 

GHLN 

AJJY 

SPOKANE IAP AGS U A 

GEN BILLY MITCHELL FIELD W I  

GEN MITCHELL IAP ARS W I  

TRUAX FIELD AGS U 1 

SHEPHERD FIELD AGS (EUVRA) WV 

YEAGER AIRPORT AGS W 

CHEYENNE MAP AGS WY 

FRANCIS E. WARREN AFB WY 

ANDERSEN AFB GU 93 

ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

Plattsburg, Eaker, Carswell and F a i r c h i l d  AFBs. 

(See 1991 DBCRC f o r  other bases.) 

1991 DBCRC: 

Di rected t ransfer  of B-52 and KC-135 Combat Crew 

Tra in ing missions from Closing Castle AFB t o  

F a i r c h i l d  AFB. 

1993 DBCRC: 

Redirects t ransfer  of Combat Crew Training t o  
Barksdale AFB, LA f o r  8-52 and Al tus AFB, OK f o r  

KC-135 instead o f  t o  Fairthi!d. 
Net personnel loss (never ac tua l l y  moved) i s  -1181 

M i l  and -98 Civ. 

DEFBRAC/DBCRC ONGOING REALGNUP 1988 DEFBRAC: 
D i rec ts  t rans fe r  o f  one squadron o f  C-141s from 

Closing Norton AFB, CA t o  McChord AFB. Three other 

squadrons go t o  March AFB, CA. 

DBCRC 

1991 DBCRC: 

D i rec ts  t ransfer  o f  one squadron each of A/OA-10s 

from Closing England AFB, LA t o  E g l i n  AFB, FL and 

McChord AFB. 

ONGOING NAVY+UP 1993 DBCRC: 

Di rected Closure o f  NAS Agana, GU and movement of 

a i r c r a f t ,  personnet and associated equipment t o  

Andersen. Navy housing a t  NAS Agana t o  be 
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TUMR PUERTO RlCO IAP AGS 

DJCI VAN NUYS, AGS 

MLRV KULlS AGB 

ZJXD UURTSMITH AFB 

STATE ACTION-YR ACTION-SRC ACTION-STA ACTION-SUM ACTION-DTL 

retained t o  support Navy personnel uho relocate t o  

Andersen. Net ga in of Navy personnel i s  1920 M i  1 

and 321 Civ. 

BRAC/DBCRC COMPLETE CLOSE/6-93 1988 DEFBRAC: 
Directed realignment o f  KC-135's from Closing 

Pease AFB, NH t o  Carswell Fa i rch i ld ,  Eaker, 

Plattsburgh and Uurtsmith AFBs. 

1991 DBCRC: 

Directed Closure. Complete Jun 30, 1993. 

Directed t ransfer  o f  the KC-135's t o  the A i r  

Reserve Component and the retirement o f  the 

B-52Gs. 

Directed inac t i va t ion  o f  the 379th Bombardment 

Ui ng . 

ZQEL YOUNGSTWN MAP ARS 





FINAL DRAFT 

HEARING OF MAY 21, 1993 

21. Motions Passed 

1. I move that the Commission consider Fort Lee, VA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

2. On March 29, 1993, the Commission voted to add Presidio of 
Monterey Lanquase 1:nstitute (DL11 , CA, to the list of proposed 
additions to the Secretary's list for closure or realignment. 

The POM Annex/Fort Ord, CA, is a subinstallation of Presidio 
of Monterey and was included in the Secretary of Army's 
recommendation re: Presidio of Monterey for closure. 

In order to clarify for the record that the intent of the 
Commission was and is to consider POM Annex/Fort Ord for 
closure or realignment, I move that the Commission confirm its 
intention to consider POM Annex/Fort Ord, CA, as a proposed 
addition to the Sr?cretaryts list of military installations 
recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

3. I move that the C:ommission consider Fort Monroe, VA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recclmmended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

4. I move that the Commission consider Fort Gillem, G A ,  as 5 

proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
-I installations recommended for closure or realignment. 
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Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 

Motion to amend/table motion: 

Motion made by: McPhearson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart/Bowman 
Vote for: Stuart, Byron, Courter, McPherson, Cox, Bowman 

(6) 
Vote against: Johnson (1) 

I move that the Co~nmission consider the previously deferred 
and tabled motion om Fort Gillem, GA; specifically I move that 
the Commission consider Fort Gillem, GA, as a proposed 
addition to the Secretary's list of military installations 
recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Stuisrt, Johnson, Courter, Cox, Bowman (5) 
Vote against: Byron, McPherson (2) 

5. I move that the Commission consider Marcus Hook, U.S. Army 

Qv Reserve Center, PA, as a proposed addition to the Secretary's 
list of military installations recommended for closure or 
realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Stuart, Johnson, Courter , McPherson, Bowman (5) 
Vote against: Byron, Cox (2) 

6. I move that the Commission consider NSY Norfolk and Defense 
Distribution Depot, Norfolk, VA, as proposed additions to the 
Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

~otion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Cox/Stuart 
Vote for: Stuart, Courter, McPherson, Cox (4) 
Vote against: Byron, Johnson (2) 
Recused: Bowman (1) 

7. I move that the Commission consider NSY Portsmouth, ME, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations rec:ommended for closure or realignment. 
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Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Stuart, Byron, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, 

Cox (6) 
Vote against: (0) 
Recused: Bowman ( 1) 

8. I move that the Commission consider NSY Lonq Beach, CA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Stuart, Byron, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, 

Borntan (6) 
Vote against: Cox (1) 

9. I move that the Commission consider NAS Oceana, VA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recornmended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Stuart, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, Cox, 

Bohrlnan (6) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 

10. I move that the Conunission consider MCAS Beaufort and NAVHOSP 
Beaufort, SC, as proposed additions to the Secretary's list of 
military installatyions recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Stuart, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, Cox, 

Bowman (6) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 

11. I move that the Commission consider NAS Miramar, CAI as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Stuart, Byron, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, 

Bowman (6) 
Vote against: ( 0 )  
Recused: Cox (1) 
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12. I move that the Colnmission consider MCAS Tustin, CAI as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for realignment. 

Motion made by: Bowman 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Stuart, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, Bowman (5) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 
Recused: Cox (1) 

13. I move that the Commission consider NAS Corpus Christi and 
NAVHOSP Cor~us Christi, TX, as proposed additions to the 
Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

14. I move that the Conunission consider NAVSTA Inqleside, TX, as 
a proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Una~~imous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

15. I move that the Conunission consider NAVSTA Pascaqoula, MS, as 
a proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

16. I move that the Cc~mmission consider NAVSTA Everett, WA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against:; (0) 
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17. I move that the Commission consider NAVHOSP Great Lakes, IL, 
as a proposed addition to the Secretaryfs list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Byroln, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, Cox, 

Bowman (6) 
Vote against: (0) 
Recused: Stuart (1) 

18. I move that the Commission consider Ship Parts Control Center, 
Mechanicsburq, PA, as a proposed addition to the Secretary's 
list of military installations recommended for closure or 
realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Stu<art, Byron, Courter, McPherson (4) 
Vote against: Johnson, Cox, Bowman (3) 

19. I move that the Commission consider NESEC Portsmouth, VA, as 
a proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made k~y: McPherson 
Motion secondbed by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unainimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

20. I move that the Commission consider NAF Martinsburq, W, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

21. I move that the Commission consider NAF Johnstown, PA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Bowman 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against.: (0) 
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w 
22. I move that the Commission consider NRC/AFRC, Chicowee, NMCRC 

Lawrence and NRC Ouincy, MA, as proposed additions to the 
Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Stuart, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, Cox, 

Bowman (6) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 

23. I move that the Cornmission consider Naval Ordnance Station, 
Locisville, KY, as a proposed addition to the Secretaryf s list 
of military installations recommended for closure or 
realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

24. I move that the Commission consider NAS Memphis, TN, for a 
proposed increase in the extent of realignment recommended by 
the Secretary and/or as a proposed addition to the Secretary's 
list of military installations recommended for closure; I 
further move that the Commission consider NAVHOSP Millinqton, 
TN, as a proposed addition to the Secretaryf s list of military - 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

25. I move that the Commission consider Fort McPherson, GA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Bowman 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Stuart, Courter, Cox, Bowman (4) 
Vote against: Byron, Johnson, McPherson (3) 

26. I move that the Commission consider Plattsbursh AFB, NY, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military .r installations recommended for closure or realignment. 
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Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

27. I move that the Commission consider Fairchild AFB,  WA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Stua.rt, Johnson, Courter, McPherson, Cox, 

Bowman (6) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 

28. I move that the Com,mission consider Grand Forks AFB, ND, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion secondled by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

29. I move that the commission consider Tinker AFB and Defense 
Distribution Depot, Oklahoma City, OK, as proposed additions 
to the Secretary's list of military installations recommended 
for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: Cox/Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

3 0 .  I move that the Commission consider RPC Tinker AFB (LSBA-IPC 
Oklahoma Citv) Oklahoma City, OK, as a proposed addition to 
the Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against.: (0) 
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31. I move that the Commission consider Warner-Robins AFB, RPC 
Warner-Robins (LSBA-IPC Warner-Robins) and Defense 
Distribution Depot, Warner-Robins, GA, as proposed additions 
to the Secretary's list of military installations recommended 
for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by:: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

32. I move that the Commission consider Kellv AFB, RPC Kelly AFB 
JLSBA-IPC San Antonio) and Defense Distribution Depot, San 
Antonio, TX, as proposed additions to the Secretary's list of 
military installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Cox 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Stuart, Courter, McPherson, Cox, Bowman (5) 
Vote against: Byron, Johnson (2) 

33. I move that the Commission consider NADEP North Island and 

'UP  Defense Distribution Depot, San Dieqo, CAI as proposed 
additions to the Secretary's list of military installations 
recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

34. I move that the Commission consider NADEP Cherry Point and 
Defense Distribution Depot, Cherrv Point, NC, as proposed 
additions to the Secretary's list of military installations 
recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

35. I move that the Commission consider NADEP Jacksonville and 
Defense Distribution Depot, Jacksonville, FL, as proposed 
additions to the Secretary's list of military installations 
recommended for c!losure or realignment. 
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Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

36. I move that the Commission consider MCLB Albany and Defense 
Distribution Depot, Albany, GA, as proposed additions to the 
Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: ( 0 )  

37. I move that the Co:mmission consider MCLB Barstow and Defense 
Distribution Depot, Barstow, CA, as proposed additions to the 
Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 

1-' Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against:: ( 0 )  

38. I move that the Commission consider Red River Army Depot and 
Defense Distribut:ion Depot, Red River, TX; Anniston Army Depot 
and Defense Distribution Depot, Anniston, AL; Tobvhanna Army 
Depot, PA; Seal Beach. Naval Weapon Station, CA; and Air Force 
Loqistics Center, (laden, UT as proposed additions to the 
Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Cox 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

39. I move that the  omm mission consider Defense construction 
Supply Center (DCSC) and Defense Information Technoloqy 
Services Oraanization (DITSO) fRMBA Columbus), Columbus, OH, 
as proposed additions to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 
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Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

40. I move that the Commission consider Defense Contract 
Manasement District Northeast, MA, as a proposed addition to 
the Secretary's list of military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion secondeid by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

41. I move that the Commission consider Defense Distribution 
De~ot, McClellan AFB, CA, and Naval Depot, San Dieqo, CAI' as 
proposed additions to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recoltmended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

42. I move that the r om mission consid.er DITSO Denver (RMBA 
Denver), CO; AIPC Chambersburq (MIPA Chambersburq), PA; AIPC 
Huntsville [MIPA Huntsville), AL; and DITSO Cleveland (RMBA 
Cleveland), OH as proposed additions to the Secretary's list 
of military installations recommended for closure or 
realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

43. I move that the Commission consider Gentile AFB, OH, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

Q l I  
Naval Depot, Sal? Diego, CAI is the same thing as Motion # 3 3 .  
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B. Motions Failed 

1. I move that the Commission consider Fort Leonard Wood, MO, as 
a proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Stuart, Johnson, Bowman (3) 
Vote against: Byron, Courter, McPherson, Cox (4) 

2. I move that the Commission consider NSB New London, CT, for a 
proposed increase in the extent of realignment recommended by 
the Secretary and/or as a proposed addition to the Secretary's 
list of military installations recommended for closure; I 
further move that the Commission consider NAVHOSP Groton, CT, 
as a proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations reco~nmended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Johnson, Cox (2) 
Vote against: Byron, Courter, McPherson, Bowman (4) 
Recused: Stuart (1) 

3. I move that the C:omrnission consider McChord AFB, WA, as a 
proposed addition to the Secretary's list of military 
installations recommended for closure or realignment. 

Motion made by: Cox 
Motion seconded by: No second 
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16. McGuire AFB, N J  
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 1, 2, 3, and 4 and, therefore; that the Commission reject the 
Secretary's recommendation on McGuire AFB, and, instead, adopt the following 
recommendation: Retain McGuire AFB as an active installation. The 438th and 514th . - 1  7 - 2  --- Airi~rr; w ~ l y s ,  th2 l?Oth Air ~~-fueling Group tANG), and the 108th Air Refueling Wing 
(ANG) will remain at McGuire AFB. Move the 19 KC-10 aircraft from Barksdaie AFB to 
McGuire AFB. Move the requisite number of KC-135 aircraft to establish the East 
Coast Mobility Base at McGuire AFB. The C-130 913th Airlift Group (AFRES) remains at 
Willow Grove NAS, PA. The commission finds this recommendation is consistent with 
the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Bowman, Cox, McPherson, Courter, Stuart, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 

17. Grand Forks AFB, ND 
I move to withdraw Grand Forks AFB, ND, from further consideration by the Commission. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 
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18. Griffiss AFB, NY 
I move that the commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Griffiss AFB, New York, is recommended for realignment. The 416th Bomb Wing will 
inactivate. The B-52H aircraft will transfer to Minot AFB, North Dakota, and 
Barksdale AFB, Louisiana. The KC-135 aircraft from Griffiss AFB will transfer to 
Grand Forks AFB, North Dakota. The 485th Engineering Installation Group at Griffiss 
AFB will relocate to Hill AFB, Utah. 

The Northeast Air Defense Sector will remain at ~riffiss in a cantonment area pending 
the outcome of 2 NOPAD sector consolidation study. If the sector remains it will be 
transferred to the Air National Guard (ANG). Rome Laboratory will remain at Griffiss 
AFB in its existing facilities as a stand-alone Air Force laboratory. A minimum 
essential airfield will be maintained and operated by a contractor on an "as needed, 
on call1! basis. The ANG will maintain and operate necessary facilities to support 
mobility/contingency/training of the 10th Infantry (Light) Division located at Ft. 
Drum, New York, and operate them when needed. Only the stand-alone laboratory and 
the ANG mission will remain. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

19. Fairchild AFB, WA 
I move to withdraw Fairchild AFB, WA, from further consideration by the Commission. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 
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20. March AFB, CA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: March 
AFB, California, is recommended for realignment. The 22nd Air Refueling Wing will 
inactivate. The KC-10 (Active and Associate Reserve) aircraft will be relocated to 
Travis AFB, California. The Southwest Air Defense Sector will remain at March in a 
cantonment area pending the outcome of a NORAD sector consolidation study. If the 
sector remains it will be transferred to the Air National Guard (ANG). The 445th 
Airlift Wing Air Force Reserve (AFRES) , 452nd Air Refueling Wing (AFRES) , 163rd 
Reconnaissance Group (ANG) (becomes an Air Refueling Group), the Air Force ~udit 
Agency, and t'ne iviedia C e ~ t e r  (from Nort-on AFB, ~alifornia) will remain and the base 
will convert to a reserve base. Additionally, the Army Corps of Engineers Unit, the 
US Customs Aviation Operation Center West, and the Drug Enforcement Agency aviation 
unit will remain. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

21. Plattsburqh AFB, NY 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from criteria 2 and 4 and, therefore, the Commission adopt the following 
recommendation: Close Plattsburgh AFB and transfer the KC-135s to McGuire AFB, New 
Jersey. The Commission finds that this recommendation is consistent with the force 
structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Bowman, Cox, McPherson, Courter, Stuart, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: Byron (1) 
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2 2 .  K.I. Sawyer AFB,  M I  
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: K.I. 
Sawyer AFB, Michigan, is recommended for closure, The 410th Wing will inactivate. 
B-52H aircraft will transfer to Barksdale AFB, Louisiana. The Air Force will retire 
its B-52G aircraft instead of implementing the previous Base Closure Commission 
recommendation to transfer those aircraft from Castle AFB, California, to K.I. Sawyer 
AFB. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: 3~%~.:lan 
73te for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

23. Homestead AFB, FL 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 1 and 3 for the military value of this strategically located base 
and criterion 4 for costs to move the 482d Fighter Wing and operate MacDill AFB and 
criterion 6 for economic impact, and, therefore, that the commission reject the 
Secretary's recommendation on Homestead AFB, Florida, and, instead, adopt the 
following recommendation: Realign Homestead AFB with the following actions. 
Inactivate the 31st Fighter Wing; all F-16s from the 31st Fighter Wing will remain 
temporarily assigned to Moody AFB, Georgia, and Shaw AFB, South Carolina; move the 
Inter-American Air Forces Academy to Lackland AFB, Texas; temporarily relocate the 
Air Force Water Survival School to Tyndall AFB, Florida. Future disposition of the 
Water Survival School is dependent upon efforts to consolidate its functions with the 
United States Navy. Relocate the 726th Air Control Squadron to Shaw AFB. 
Consolidate the Naval Security Group with other US Navy units. Close all DoD 
activities and facilities, including family housing, the hospital, commissary, and 
base-exchange facilities. All essential cleanup and restoration activities 
associated with Hurricane Andrew will be completed. The 482d F-16 Fighter Wing and 
the 301st Rescue Squadron (AFRES) and the North American Air Defense alert activity 
will remain in cantonment areas. The Commission finds this recommendation is 
consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 
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Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

24. MacDill AFB, FL 
(a) I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated 
substantially from final criteria 1, 3 and 4 and, therefore, that the commission 
reject the Secretary's recommendation on ~acDill AFB, Florida, and, instead, adopt 
the following recommendation: Retain the Joint Communication Support Element at 
X K - .  I- l , ,Dil l  - as leng 2 s  the airfield is non-DoD operated. Retain the 482nd at Homestead 
AFB, FL. Operation of the airfield at MacDill will be taken over by the Department 
of Commerce or another Federal agency. The Commission finds this recommendation is 
consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

(b) Motion, second and unanimous voice vote to suspend voting after Cox voted. 
Resumed after McPherson returned to room and completed. 

25. Chanute AFB, IL 
Motion to defer voting until discussion on NAS Memphis. 

Motion made by: Courter 
Motion seconded by: Bowman/Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 
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26. Castle AFB, CA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Redirect the B-52 and KC-135 Combat Crew Training mission from Fairchild AFB, 
Washington to Barksdale AFB, Louisiana (B-52) and Altus AFB, Oklahoma (KC-135). 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

OIHare International Airport, Air Reserve Station, Chicaqo, IL 
(a) First motion: 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 2 and 4 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the 
Secretary's recommendation on OfHare and, instead, adopt the following 
recommendation: Close OfHare ARS as proposed by the City of Chicago and relocate the 
assigned Air Reserve component (ARC) units to the Greater Rockford Airport, or 
another location acceptable to the Secretary of the Air Force (in consultation and 
agreement with the receiving location), provided the City of Chicago can demonstrate 
that it has the financing in place to cover the full cost of replacing facilities 
(except for FAA grants for airfield facilities open to the public), environmental 
impact analyses, moving, and any added costs of environmental cleanup resulting from 
higher standards or a faster schedule than DoD would be obliged to meet if the base 
did not close, without any cost whatsoever to the federal government, and further 
provided that the closure/realignment must begin by July 1995 and be completed by 
July 1997. Chicago would also have to fund the cost of relocating the Army Reserve 
activity, or leave it in place. If these conditions are not met, the units should 
remain at OtHare International Airport. The Commission finds this recommendation is 
consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
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(b) Motion to amend to change second date to "199811: 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 

(c) Vote on motion, as amended: 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 2 and 4 and, therefore, that the commission reject the 
Secretary's recommendation on OtHare and, instead, adopt the following 
recommendation: Close O'Hare ARS as proposed by the City of Chicago and relocate the 
assigned Air Reserve component (ARC) units to the Greater Rockford Airport, or 
another location acceptable to the Secretary of the Air Force (in consultation and 
agreement with the receiving location), provided the City of Chicago can demonstrate 
that it has the financing in place to cover the full cost of replacing facilities 
(except for FAA grants for airfield facilities open to the public), environmental 
impact analyses, moving, and any added costs of environmental cleanup resulting from 
higher standards or a faster schedule than DoD would be obliged to meet if the base 
did not close, without any cost whatsoever to the federal government, and further 
provided that the closure/realignment must begin by July 1995 and be completed by 
July 1998. Chicago would also have to fund the cost of relocating the Army Reserve 
activity, or leave it in place. If these conditions are not met, the units should 
remain at OfHare International Airport. The Commission finds this recommendation is 
consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Vote for: Bowman, Cox, McPherson, Courter, Stuart, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: Byron 

(d) Later motion to revise: 
[Intro: On Friday, we voted to recommend that OfHare Air Reserves Station be closed 
and relocated provided the City of Chicago demonstrated that it had the financing to 
cover, among other things, the full cost of replacing facilities "except for FAA 
grants for airfield facilities open to the public.ln We included that exception to 
make clear that we did not intend to deprive a community to which OfHare ARS is 
relocated of FAA grants for which it would otherwise be entitled. To ensure that our 
intent is clear: 
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I move that the phrase I1(except for FAA grants for airfield facilities open to the 
public)" be revised to read as follows: I1(except for FAA grants for airport planning 
and development that would otherwise be eligible for Federal financial assistance to 
serve the needs of civil aviation at the receiving locati~n).~~ 

[The entire recommendation now reads: 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 2 and 4 and, therefore that the Commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on OfHare and, instead, adopt the following recommendation: Close 
OfHare ARS as proposed by the City of Chicago and relocate the assigned Air Reserve 
Component (ARC) units to the Greater Rockford Airport, or another location acceptable 
to the Secretary of the Air Force ( In  censultation and agreement with the receiving 
location), provided the City of Chicago can demonstrate that it has the financing in 
place to cover the full cost of replacing facilities (except for FAA grants for 
airport planning and development that would otherwise be eligible for Federal 
financial assistance to serve the needs of civil aviation at the receiving location), 
environmental impact analyses, moving, and any added costs of environmental cleanup 
resulting from higher standards or a faster schedule than DoD would be obliged to 
meet if the base did not close, without any cost whatsoever to the federal 
government, and further provided that the closure/realignment must begin by July 1995 
and be completed by July 1998. Chicago would also have to fund the cost of 
relocating the Army Reserve activity, or leave it in place. If these conditions are 
not met, the units should remain at OfHare International Airport. The Commission 
finds this recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan and final 
criteria.] 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 
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2 8 .  R i c k e n b a c k e r  A i r  N a t i o n a l  Guard B a s e ,  OH 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: The 
121st Air Refueling Wing (ANG) and the 160th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will move into 
a cantonment area on the present Rickenbacker ANGB, and operate as a tenant of the 
Rickenbacker Port Authority (RPA) on RPA1s airport. The 907th Airlift Group (AFRES) 
will realign to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio as originally recommended. The 4950th 
Test Wing will still move to Edwards AFB, California. There is no recommendation by 
the Secretary of Defense or the Commission to move the 178th Figher Group; it will 
stay at Springfield Municipal Airport, ohio. 

Xotion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

9. N e w a r k  AFB, OH 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Newark AFB, Ohio, is recommended for closure. The Aerospace Guidance and Metrology 
Center (AGMC) depot will be closed; some workload will move to other depot 
maintenance activities including the private sector. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

3 0 .  M c C l e l l a n  AFB, CA: Kelly AFB, TX: T i n k e r  AFB, OK and Warner-Robins AFB, GA 
(a) I move that the Commission withdraw, McClellan AFB, California; Kelly AFB, 
Texas; Tinker AFB, Oklahoma; and Warner-~obins AFB, Georgia, from further 
consideration by the commission. 
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Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
No vote. 

(b) I move to amend the motion to delete the names Kelly, Tinker and Warner-Robins. 
Amended motion reads: I move that the Commission withdraw McClellan, AFB, CA, from 
further consideration by the Commission. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Bowman, Cox, McPherson, Courter, Byron, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: Stuart jlj 

( c )  I move that the  omm mission withdraw Kelly AFB, Texas, from further consideration 
by the Commission. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

(d) I move that the Commission withdraw Tinker AFB, Oklahoma, from further 
consideration by the Commission. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

(e) I move that the Commission withdraw Warner-Robins AFB, Georgia, from further 
consideration by the Commission. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 
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31. Mather AFB, CA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Redirect the 940th Air Refueling Group (AFRES) with its KC-135 aircraft to Beale AFB, 
California vice McClellan AFB, California. Because of the rapidly approaching 
closure of Mather AFB, the 940th will temporarily relocate to McClellan AFB, while 
awaiting permanent beddown at Beale AFB. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

32. Carswell AFB, TX 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Transfer the fabrication function of the 436th Training Squadron (formerly 436th 
Strategic Training Squadron) to Luke AFB, Arizona and the maintenance training 
function to Hill AFB, Utah. The remaining functions of the 436th Training Squadron 
will still relocate to Dyess AFB, Texas. Final disposition of the base exchange and 
commissary will depend on the outcome of the Congressionally nandated base exchange 
and commissary test program. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Byron 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

i- 
33. Norfolk Naval Shipyard, VA.. 

I move that mmission yard, Virginia, from further 
considerflCommiss1o 
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support to other naval air stations, including Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS), 
Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii Disestablish the Naval Air 
Reserve Center. needed for multi-service use. The 
commission finds this with the force structure plan and 
final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Cox 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

54. Naval air Station (NAS) Aqana, Guam 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that the  omm mission 
adopt the following recommendation: Close Naval Air Station (NAS) Agana. Move 
aircraft, personnel and associated equipment to Anderson AFB, Guam. Retain housing 
at NAS Agana necessary to support Navy personnel who have relocated to Anderson AFB. 
The Commission finds this recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan 
and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Bowman, McPherson, Courter, Stuart, Byron, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: (0) 
Recused: Cox (1) 

55. Naval A i r  Facilit Y (NAF),/dway Island 
I move that the Commission ind that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the for e structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the f llowing recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: Close 
Naval Air Facility (NAF), Midway Island. 

Motion made by: McP a Motion seco ded by:iJohnson 
Vote for: U animous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 
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66. Naval Air Facility, Martinsburq, WV 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 1, 5 and, therefore, that the Commission adopt the 
following Naval Air Facility, Martinsburg, West Virginia. The 

is consistent with the force structure plan and 
final criteria. 

Motion e by: Bowman 
by: Stuart 

A Vote against: (0) 

CL f,~ f<qstrom AiB, Tx 
fa) I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated , , 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria 1, 2 and 4, and, 
therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's recommendation on Bergstrom 
AFB, Texas, and, instead, adopt the following recommendation: Bergstrom cantonment 
area will remain open and the 704th Fighter Squadron (AFRES) with its F-16 aircraft 
and the 924th Fighter Group (AFRES) support units (AFRES) remain at the Bergstrom 
cantonment area until at least the end of 1996. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Motion to withdraw motion made by: Johnson 
Vote for withdrawal: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against withdrawal: (0) 

(b) I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria 1, 2 and 4, and, 
therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's recommendation on Bergstrom 
AFB, Texas, and, instead, adopt the following recommendation: Bergstrom cantonment 
area will remain open and the 704th Fighter Squadron (AFRES) with its F-16 aircraft 
and the 924th Fighter Group (AFRES) support units (AFRES) remain at the Bergstrom 
cantonment area until at least the end of 1996. Close or relocate the Regional 
Corrosion Control Facility at Bergstrom by September 30, 1994, unless a civilian 
airport authority assumes the responsibility for operating and maintaining the 
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facility before that date. The Commission finds this recommendation is consistent 
with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

i- 

68. Naval Traininq Center (NTC), orlado, FL, and Naval Hospital Orlando, FL 
I move that the Commission find at the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criterion 2 and 4 and therefore, that the Commission reject the 
Secretary's recommendation on NT Orlando, and, instead, adopt the foiiowing 
recommendation: NTC Orlando wi 1 remain open. The commission finds this 
recommendation is consistent wi h the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: 

i; 
T O n d  

69. Naval Traininq Center (NTC), brlando, FL 
I move that the Commissio d that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the fo tructure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the wing recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: Close 
the Naval Training Center ) ,  Orlando, and relocate certain personnel, equipment 
and support to NTC Great and other locations, consistent with DoD training 
requirements. Dispositio major tenants is as follows: Recruit Training Command 
relocates to NTc Great La the Nuclear Power School and the Nuclear "A" School 
relocate to the Submarine 01 at the Naval Submarine Base (NSB), New London; 
Personnel Support Detac elocates to NTC Great Lakes; Service School Command 
relocates to Great Lake 1 Dental Clinic relocates to Great Lakes; Naval 
Education and Training Management Support Activity disestablishes. 

Motion made by: John on 
Motion seconded by: cPherson 
Vote for: Bowman, Co , McPherson, Courter, Byron, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: (0) 1 
Recused: Stuart 
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90. Defense Electronics Supply Center (DESC) (Gentile AFS), Dayton, OH 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the of the Secretary of Defense: Close 
the Defense Electronics AFS), Dayton, ~hio, and 
relocate its mission to Center (DCSC), Columbus, 
Ohio. 

Motion made by: Stuart 
~otion seconded by: Byr 
Vote for: Unanimous (7 
V o t e  against: ( 0 1  4 

91. Gentile Air Force Station, Dayton. OH 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criterion 1 and, therefore, that the Commission adopt the following 
recommendation: Close Gentile Air Force Station, Dayton, Ohio, except for space 
required to operate the AUTODIN Switching Center. The Commission finds this 
recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

92. Defense Clothing Factory, Philadelphia, PA 
I move that the Commission find that the ~ e c s  tary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan ' nd final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommen tion of the Secretary of Defense: Close 
the Defense Clothing Factory, relocate the ersonnel supporting the flag mission, and 
use existing commercial sources to procure he Clothing Factory products. i 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 
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93. Defense Loqistics Services Center and Defense Reutilization and Marketinq Service, 
Battle Creek, MI 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criterion 4 and, therefore, that the commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on the Defense Logistics Services Center and Defense Reutilization and 
Marketing Service, Battle Creek, Michigan, and, instead, adopt the following 
recommendation: The Defense Logistics Services Center and Defense Reutilization and 
Marketing Service, Battle Creek, Michigan, remains open and located in Battle Creek. 
The Commission finds this recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan 
and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Byron 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

94. Defense Contract Manaqement District Midatlantic ( D C ~ M )  and Defense Contract 
Manaqement District Northcentral (DCMDNL 
I move that the Commission find that the Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure pl criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recomm the Secretary of Defense: 
Disestablish Defense Contract Management atlantic (DCMDM) and Defense 
Contract Management District Northcentral d relocate the missions to DCMD 
Northeast, DCMD South and DCMD West. 

Motion made by: Cox 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

,.sf 
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95. Defense Contract Manaqement District West, d e q u n d o ,  CA 
I move that the Commission cretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criterion 2. ~h mission rejects the Secretary's 
recommendation on Defense C nt District West, El Segundo, CAI and, 
instead, adopts the followi n: Relocate the Defense Contract 
Management District West, E o Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Los Angeles, 
CAI or Navy space obtained land for space between the Navy and the 
Port AuthoritylCity of Long mission finds this recommendation is 
consistent with the force s d final criteria. 

Motion made by: ~ohns& 
Motion seconded by: 

Vote against: (0) 
Stuart Vote for: Unanimous (7) 

96. Defense Distribution Depot Letterkenny, PA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criterion 1 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on the Defense Distribution Depot Letterkenny, Pennsylvania, and, 
instead, adopt the following recommendation: The Defense Distribution Depot 
Letterkenny, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania remains open. The Commission finds this 
recommendation to be consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Cox 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

97. Defense Distribution Depot Charleston, SC 
I move that the Commission fi d that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the rec mmendations of the Secretary of Defense on Defense 
Distribution Depots in Char eston, South Carolina (DDCS); Oakland, California (DDOC); 
and Pensacola, Florida (DD i I?). 
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Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

, 
[The Secretary's recommendations are as follows: r" 

(a) DDCS: Disestablish Defense Distribution Depot CharJeston, SC (DDCS), and 
relocate the mission to Defense Distribution Depo;t.'Jacksonville, FL (DDJF). 
Slow moving and/or inactive materiel remaining at' DDCS at the time of the 
realignment will be relocated to available stoxage space within the DoD 
Distribution System. ,' 

(b) DDOC: Disestablish Defense Distrib~tion ~epdt Oakland, CA (DDOC), and 
relocate the primary mission to Defense Distribution Depot Tracy, CA 
(DDTC), Defense Distribution Depot Sharpe, CA (DDSC), and Defense 
Distribution Depot San Diego, CA (DDDGr. Slow moving or inactive materiel 
remaining at DDOC at the time of closure will be relocated to other 
available storage space within the.DoD Distribution System. 

(c) DDPF: Disestablish Defense ~istri$fhtion Depot Pensacola, FL (DDPF), and 
relocate the mission to Defensebistribution Depot Jacksonville, FL (DDJF). 
Slow moving and/or inactive materiel remaining at DDPF at the time of the 
disestablishment will be rekocated to available storage space within the 
DoD Distribution System.) 

98.  Defense ~istribution Depot Tooele, UT 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criterion 2 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on the Defense Distribution Depot Tooele, Utah, and, instead, adopt 
the following recommendation: Disestablish Defense Distribution Depot Tooele, Utah 
(DDTU). Relocate the depot's function/materiel to Defense Distribution Depot Red 
River, Texas (DDRT). Any remaining materiel will be placed in available space in the 
DoD Distribution System. Change the recommendation of the 1988 Commission regarding 
Pueblo Army Depot, CO, as follow: instead of sending the supply mission to Tooele 
Army Depot, UT, as recommended by the 1988 Commission, relocate the mission to a 
location to be determined by the Defense Logistics Agency. The Commission finds this 
recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 
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Motion made by: Cox 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

99. Naval Air Station (NAS), Memphis, TN (re: NATTC) 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Relocate the Naval Air Technical Training Center to NAS Pensacola, Florida. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Cox, McPherson, Courter, Stuart, Byron, Johnson (6) 
Vote against: Bowman (1) 

;Chanute AFB, IL 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 

J from final critera 4 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on Chanute AFB, Illinois, and, instead, adopt the following 
recommendation: As part of the closure of Chanute AFB, Illinois, consolidate the Air 
Force's 16 Metals Technology, Non-Destructive Inspection, and Aircraft Structural 
Maintenance training courses with the Navy at Naval Air Station (NAS) Memphis, 
Tennessee, and then move with the Navy to Pensacola. The Commission finds this 
recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Bowman 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 
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101. National Capital Reqion 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the recommendation of the Secretary of Defense to realign and 
relocate Navy National Capital Region activities. 

Motion made by: McPherson 
Motion seconded by: Johnson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

102. Naval Supply Center (NSC) Charleston, SC 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 1 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on Naval Supply Center (NSC) Charleston, and, instead, adopt the 
following recommendation: Partially disestablish Naval Supply Center (NSC) 
Charleston, South Carolina, and retain the facilities and personnel appropriate for 
the continued support of Navy activities in the Charleston, South Carolina, area. 
The Commission finds this recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan 
and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Bowman 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) 
Vote against: (0) 

103. Naval Supply Center (NSC) Oakland, CA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from final criteria 1, 3 and 6 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the 
Secretary's recommendation on Naval Supply Center (NSC) Oakland, and, instead, adopt 
the following recommendation: Naval Supply Center (NSC) Oakland, California, remains 
open. The Commission finds this recommendation is consistent with the force 
structure plan and final criteria. 



FINAL DRAFT 

115. Public Works Center (PWC) San Francisco, CA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Disestablish the Public Works Center (PWC) San Francisco. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 

116. Western Enqineerinq Field Division, Naval Facilities Enqineerinq Command (NAVFAC), 
San Bruno, CA 
I move that the Commission find that the Secretary of Defense did not deviate 
substantially from the force structure plan and final criteria and, therefore, that 
the Commission adopt the following recommendation of the Secretary of Defense: 
Realign the Western Engineering Field Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
(NAVFAC), San Bruno, California. Retain in place necessary personnel, equipment and 
support as a Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Engineering Field Activity under the 
management of the Southwestern Field Division, NAVFAC, San Diego, California. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: Stuart 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 

117. OtHare International Airport, Air Reserves station, Chicaqo, IL 
[See Motion 27 (d) . ] 

118. Data Center Consolidation Plan 
I move that the commission find that the Secretary of Defense deviated substantially 
from criteria 2 and 3 and, therefore, that the Commission reject the Secretary's 
recommendation on the DoD-wide Data Center Consolidation Plan, and, instead, adopt 
the following recommendation: Disestablish the 43 DISA information processing 
centers listed below: 
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Navy Sites 
NSC Charles ton,  SC 
AS0 Ph i l ade lph ia ,  PA 
NCTS Pensacola,  FL 
NAWC WD China Lake, CA 
FISC San Diego, CA 
FACSO P o r t  Hueneme, CA 
TRF Bangor, WA 
NAS Brunswick, ME 
NAS Mayport, FL 
EPN-RC New Orleans ,  LA 
BUPERS Washington, DC 
NCTS Washington, DC 
NCTAMS EASTPAC P e a r l  

Harbor, H I  
NAVDAF Corpus C h r i s t i ,  

NSC Puget Sound, WA 
NSC Norfolk,  VA 
NAWC AD Patuxent  River ,  MD 
NAWC WD P o i n t  Mugu, CA 
NSC P e a r l  Harbor, H I  
NAS Whidbey I s l a n d ,  WA 
TRF Kings Bay, GA 
NAS Key W e s t ,  FL 
NAS Oceana, VA 
NCTAMSLANT Norfolk,  VA 
NCTS N e w  Orleans, LA 
CRUITCOM Ar l ing ton ,  VA 
NARDAC San Francisco,  CA 
NCCOSC San Diego, CA 

TX 

Marine Corps Sites 
MCAS Cherry P o i n t ,  NC RASC Camp Lejeune,  NC 
RASC Camp Pendleton,  CA MCAS E l  Toro, CA 

Air Force Sites 
CPSC San Antonio, TX 7 t h  CG,  Pentagon, VA 
AFMPC Randolph AFB, TX 

Defense ~oqistics AqencY Sites 
IPC B a t t l e  Creek, M I  IPC Ogden, UT 
IPC ~ h i l a d e l p h i a ,  PA IPC Richmond, VA 

Defense Information Systems Aqency Sites 
DITSO I n d i a n a p o l i s  IPC, I N  
DITSO Kansas C i t y  IPC, MO 
DITSO Columbus Annex (Dayton) ,  OH 
RMBA Cleveland, OH 
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Consolidate the information processing center workload at the following 16 
megacenters: 

Recommended Meqacenter Locations 

Columbus, Ohio 
Ogden, Utah 
San Antonio, Texas 
Rock Island, ~llinois 
Montgomery, Alabama 
Denver, colorade 
Warner-Robins, ~eorgia 
Huntsville, Alabama 

Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania 
Dayton, Ohio 
St. Louis, Missouri 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
Jacksonville, Florida 
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 
San Diego, California 
Sacramento, California 

The Commission finds this recommendation is consistent with the force structure plan 
and final criteria. 

Motion made by: Johnson 
Motion seconded by: McPherson 
Vote for: Unanimous (7) [voice vote] 
Vote against: (0) 
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GRlFFlSS AFB 
1 < 

SITE 
ITEM COBRA 

MILCON* 46.0 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

OTHER COSTS 
ClV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
TDY TRAVEL 
PROGRAM MGT (AFBDA) 
COMM INFRASTRUCTURE 
MIL PCS 
TRAINING & RECRUITING (AFRES) 
MINOR CONSTRUCTIONIPICKLING 
MlSC 0 & M PROJECTS 
HAP 

SURVEY DELTA 

* NOTE: INCLUDES 485 EIG AT HILL AT $13.5M. 
ALTERNATE BEDDOWN AT $6.OM REDUCES COST $7.5M 



GRlFFlSS AFB MILCON 

A4INOT AFB ( ACC COSTS) $.M 
FROM GRiFFiSS 

FY 94 
UPGRADE B-52 APRONrrAXlWAY 5.700 -~ ~ 

CONV MUNITIONS STORAGE AREA 2.350 
AGE CORROSiON CNTL FA CiLITY 1.200 
B-52 PHASE DOCK WIAMU 5.500 
PYLONILAUNCH MAlNT FACILITY 1.050 
PLANNING & DESIGN 1.422 
TOTAL 17.222 

GRAND FORKS AFB (AMC COSTS) $.M 

FROM GRlFFlSS AND MiNOT 
FY 94 
ADAL BLDG 621 (SQUADRON OPS) .350 
ADAL BLDG 622 (FABRICATION SHOP) .500 
ADAL BLDG 605 (CORROSION CONTROL) 1.500 
PLANNING & DESIGN .212 
TOTAL 2.562 

WESTOVER ARB (AFRES COSTS) $M 
FROM GRlFFiSS 

FY 95 
ADAL AFRES OPS .750 
ALTER AFRES OPS & TNG .480 
PLANNING & DESIGN .I 40 
TOTAL 1.341 

HILL A FB (AFMC COSTS) $.M 
FROM GRlFFlSS 

FY 94 
ALTER GRP HQ FAC .t 5 OTHERS 12.400 
PLANNING & DESIGN 1.116 
TO TA L 13.51 6 

G RlFFlSS A FB (AFMC COSTS) $M 
AT GRlFFlSS (ROME LAB) 

FY 94 
UTILITY METERSIFENCING - ROME LAB .720 
ALTER COMBINED SUPPORT BLDGS 3.800 
ALTER BLDGS 106,119,120,302 .504 
PLANNING & DESIGN .452 
TOTAL 5.476 

MCCONNELL AFB (AMC COSTS) $bJ 
FROM ELLS WORTH AFB 

FY 94 
SiM FA ClLiTY 
MISC INTERIM FACILITIES .500 
PLANNING AND DESIGN .108 
TOTAL 1.308 



ITEM COBRA DELTA 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

f \ 

K.1 SAWYER AFB 
1 \ 

SITE 
SURVEY 

79.7 
76.1 

155.8 

OTHER COSTS 
CIV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
TDY TRAVEL 
PROGRAM MGT (AFBDA) 
COMM INFRASTRUCTURE 
MIL PCS 
TRAlNlNG & RECRUITING (AFRES) 
MlSC 0 & M 
HAP 



BARKSDALE AFB - (ACC COSTS) $.M 
FROhf K.I.SA WYER INC GRlFFlSS 6-52s 

FY 94 
INERTISUPPORT EQUIP STORAGE 2.500 
ABOVE GROUND STORAGE 1.400 
BOMB ASSY FACILITY .470 
CMU OPERATIONS FACILITY 1.600 
2 BAY B-52 DOCK 9.200 
ALTER SUPPLY WAREHOUSES .780 
ADAL A/C SHOPS .330 
PLANNING & DESIGN i .465 
TOTAL 17.745 

K.I. SAWYER AFB MILCON 

FA1RCI-ill.D A FB (ACC COSTS) 
FROh4 Kl SAWYER 

f'Y 94 -- 
INERT EQUIPMENT STORAGE FACILITY 1.050 
F'LANNING AND DESIGN .095 
TOTAL 1.145 

K.I. SAWYER AFB MILCON 

PLATEBURGH AFB (AMCIAFRES COSTS) 
FROM BARKSDALE 

FY 94 
ADAL GRP HQ 
FAMILY SUPPORT CENTER 
FUEL SYSTEMS MAINT DOCK 
CORROSlON CONTROL FA ClLlTY . . 7-- F, -,- f i r . .  m ,  nn 
HL I L=n rL I S I I V I  DLUU 

ALTER COMP MEDICAUDENTAL 
KC-I 0 COMBS FACILITY 
AlRCRA FT MAINTENANCE HANGAR 
ALTER KC-I0 SQD OPS/AMU 
SQ OPS FAC 
PLANNING & DESIGN 
TOTAL 

MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING 
PLANNING & DESIGN 
TOTAL 

TOTAL 



ITEM COBRA DELTA 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

OTHER COSTS 
CIV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
TDY TRAVEL 
PROGRAM MGT (AFBDA) 
COMMUNICATIONS 
TRAINING & RECRUITING (AFRES) 
MISC 0 & M 



HOMESTEAD AFB MILCON 

SHAWAFB (ACC COSTS) !jXJl 
FR0II.I HOMESTEAD 

FY 94 
CONST OPSIMANT FAC - 726 ACS 8.500 
PLANNING & DESIGN ,765 
TOTAL 9.265 

LACK'LAND AFB (ATCCOST) $.M 
FROhf HOMESTEAD 

IAAFA DORMITORY 7.200 
IAAFA VOQ 4.250 
PLANNING & DESIGN 1.368 
TOTAL 16.568 

KELLY AFB (ATC COSTS) 
FROM HOMESTEAD 

FY 95 
IAAFA INSTRUCTOR FAC 
IAAFA SMALL ACFT HANGAR 1.600 
ALTER IAAFA NOSE DOCKS .840 
IAAFA ARMORYISTORAGE FAC* .400 
*CAMP BULLIS 
PLANNING & DESIGN .373 
TOTAL 4.51 3 

PEN.SA COLA NAS (ATC COSTS) $.M 
FR0.V HOMESTEAD VIA TYNDALL 

FY 96 
NAVYIAF WATER SURVIVAL SCH 1.400 

MACDILL AFB (AFRES COSTS) $lJ 
FROM HOMESTEAD (A FRES) 

FY 94 
ALTER VARIOUS FACILITIES 
FUEL SYSTEMS MAlNT DOCK 3.500 
WING HQ & MED ADMlN FACILITY 3.100 
PLANNING & DESIGN .720 
TOTAL 8.720 

PATRICK AFB (AFRES COSTS) $M 
FROM HOMESTEAD (AFRES) 

FY 95 
O&T/SQ OPS FACILITY 
PARARESCUE TNG FACILITY 
C-130 SCHEDULED MAINT HANGAR 
CORROSION CONTIFUEL CELL FACILITY 
SURVIVAL EQUIPMENT SHOP 
AEROSPACE GROUND EQUIP FACILITY 
GENERAL PURPOSE AVIONICS 
PLANNING & DESIGN 
TOTAL 

PLANNING & DESIGN ,126 
TOTAL 1.526 
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MCGUIRE AFB 
L J 

SITE 
ITEM 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

OTHER COSTS 
ClV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
TDY TRAVEL 
MAINTENANCE STANDS 
COMMUNICATIONS SWITCH 
PROGRAM MGT (AFBDA) 
COMM INFRASTRUCTURE 
MIL PCS 
HAP 
MlSC 0 & M PROJECTS 

COBRA SURVEY DELTA 



AFB MILCON 
AT PLATTSBURGH AFB 

PROJECT REQUEST 
DESCRIPTION COBRA TOTAL DELTA 

ADAL Renovate B-100 21 AF HQ 
Construct C-141 Sq Ops/AMU 
Construct C-741 Sq Ops/AMU 
Constrg~ct Aerial Trans Supt Fac 
ADAL Flight Simulator 8-2640 (7.2) 
Renovate 6-108 Support Gp Admin 
ADAL I3APCON 
ADAL 13-2622 Base Supply 
Relocate Cryogenic Storage 
Demo Alert Shelterlfence 
ADAL hnobility Ctr t o  Aiftl Spt Faci 

AMOS, CCE, TALCS, MPC 
ADAL El-2785 Dock 4 
ADAL El-2785 Dock 3 
ADAL F-TD B-2012 
Vehical Refuel Shop 
Construct POL Storage 
Upgrade 3 Dorms (Pickled) 
ADAL El-2622 SP Facility 

Extend New York Road 
ADAL Hospital 1 Dental (13.8) 
Hospital WRM 
Upgracle HTHW System 
Comm Ducts 
Corrosions Hangar 
BOS T ~ i i  
Fleet Service 
PLANNING & DESIGN 
p- - 

TOTAL. 87.300 83.985 (3.31 6 )  

NOTES: ' TOTAL COST = 7.500 (5.700 + 1.800 Conjunctively Funded) 
" TOTAL COST = 7.800 (5.700 + 2.100 Conjunctively Funded) 

PROJECT REQ 
DESCRIPTION COBRA TOTAL, DELTA 

Construct MFH (120 units) 67.400 16.512 -50.888 
PLANNING & DESIGN 6.000 1.486 -4.514 
MFH TOTAL 73.400 17.998 -58.039 

NOTE: * TOTAL REQUIREMENT = 19.2 
(17.998 From McGuire + 2.93 From Barksdale) 
(120 Units froin McGuire + 20 Units from Barksdale = 
140 Units ?=?a!) 

McGUlRE AFB MILCON CANTONMENT AREA 

PROJECT REQ 

DESCRIPTION COBRA TOTAL 
IsolateIUpgrade Util ity System 3.350 
Alter Bil l~t ingIMWR Facilrties 3.000 
Alter Base Support Facilities 1.700 
AFRES Consol~dated Club 1.500 
Alter Facilities for Conversion 0.600 
ADAL Reserve Ops & Tng 5.500 
Cantonment Area 25.460 
BOS Tail 5.1 50 
Plannins & Design 2.080 1.409 

DELTA 

TOTAL 32.690 17.059 15.632 

MlLCON TOTAL 156.6 119.0 -37.6 
1 

---7 rf ! 5 , ,  



ITEM 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

COBRA 
SITE 

SURVEY 

OTHER COSTS 
CIV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
TDY TRAVEL 
PROGRAM MGT (AFBDA) 
COMM INFRASTRUCTURE 
MIL PCS 
TRAINING & RECRUITING (AFRES) 
MlSC 0 & M PROJECTS 

DELTA 



PROJECT REQ 
DESCFi IPTION COBRA TOTAL DELTA 
Alter BOS Facilit ies 3.1 50 
Alter B C W e h i c l e  OpsIMaint 1 .OOO 
Alter Gate, Security Fence, Iso Utilities 3.000 
Alter Medical Training Facility 0.860 
Cantonment Area 5.000 
BOS Tail 0.800 
~ l a n n i n s  & Desiqn -- 0.500 0.721 

TOTAL 6.300 8.731 2.431 
MARCH AFB MILCON 

A T TRA VIS 
PROJE.CT 

Const KC-10 Hgr & MX Complex 
Const KC-1 0 S q  OpsIAMU 
Const KC-1 0 Sq Ops/AMU 
Const AFRES S q  Ops 
Const KC-1 0 Simulator 6.600 
Demoljsh Lrg  ACFT MX Docks 
Const Ramp Light ing 
Const Hydrant Fueling Sys 
(1 9 hyclrant) 
ADAL 131dg P3 COMBS 

TOTAL 
COBRA REQ DELTA 

14.200 (1 4.200) 
6.800 9.500 (2.700) 

9.500 (9.500) 
4.600 (4.600) 

5.200 1.400 ConstruMil i tFan~ Housing 26.000 37.700 (11.700 
2.150 (2.150) (260 Units) 
1.250 (1.250) Lanci Purchase (58 acres) 0.700 (0.700) 

24.400 19.000 5.400 PLANNING & DESIGN 3.000 3.393 0.393 

4.100 2.000 2.100 TOTAL 29.000 41.793 12.793 

Construct Dormitory, 128 Person 6.900 5.500 
Construct Child Development Center GRAND TOTAL 2.550 (2.550) 
Hospital WRM Storage 2.400 (2.400) 
ADAL Vehicle Maintenance Facility 1.550 (1.550) 
ADAL Electrical Dist System 5.000 5.000 0.000 
Telephone Duct  Facility 1.300 (1.300) 
Vehicle Refuel Shop 0.800 0.000 0.800 
Jet Fuel Storage 0.500 0.000 0.500 
PLANNING & DESIGN 5.000 7.749 2.749 
BOS Tail 8.300 

TOTAL 68.400 93.849 25.449) 



ITEM 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

\ 

WILLOW GROVE 
1 

COBRA 

OTHER COSTS 
ClV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
COMMUNICATIONS 
TRAINING & RECRUITING (AFRES) 
MlSC 0 & M 

SITE 
SURVEY DELTA 

NOTE: * COBRA ASSUMED NO MOVE/PCS COSTS BECAUSE DISTANCE 
~ TO MCGUIRE < 50 MILES 



WILLOW GROVE MILCON 

MCGUlRE AFB (AFRES COSTS) $.M 
FROM WILLOW GROVE 

ALTER C-130 GPISQD OPS 1 .OO 
ALTTER MP.!E?T!AV!C)E\JICS SIIOPS 0.60 
PLAN & DESIGN 
TOTAL 



REDIRECTS 

BERGSTROM 
- 924 FGR04 FS MOVES 
- BERGSTROM TO CARSWELL 

MATHER 
- 940 ARG MOVES 
- MCCLELLAN TO BEALE 

RlCKENBACKER 

- 121 ARW REMAINS AT RICKENBACKER 
- CANTONNIENT AREA 

CASTLE 
- 8-52 CCTS TO BARKSDALE VlCE FAIRCI-IILD 
- KC-135 CCTS TO ALTUS VlCE FAIRCHILD 



( 

BERGSTROM AFB 

ITEM 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

COBRA 
SITE 

SURVEY 

OTHER COSTS 
CIV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRANSPORTATION 
COMMUNCATIONS 
TRAINING & RECRUITING (AFRES) 



BERGSTROM AFB MILCON 

CARS WEL L A FB (AFRES COSTS) 
FROM BERGSTROM AFB 

$.M 

ALT 10 AF HQ 
c n n  ~ D C I A  rml I 
UUU VI  J l H l W l U  

FUEL SYSTEMS MX DOCK 
PLANNING & DESIGN 
TOTAL 



MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

MATHER AFB 
J 

940 ARG - MCCLELLAN TO BEALE 

COBRA 

OTHER COSTS 
CIV (PCS, RIF, ETC) 
TRAVEL &TRANSPORTATION 
COMMUNICATIONS 
TRAINING & RECRUITING (AFRES) 
MlSC 0 & M PROJECTS 

SITE 
SURVEY DELTA 

* NOTE: ASSUMED NO MOVINGIPERSONNEL COSTS BECAUSE DISTANCE 
FROM MCCLELLAN TO BEALE < 50 MILES 



MCCLELLAN AFB MILCON 

BEALE AFB ((AFRES COSTS) 
REDIRECT FROM MA THER 

FY 95 
ADAL OPSnNG FAC 

P.LT GP HC! 
ADD RES MED TNG FAC 

ADD FOR RES SEC POL 
PLANNING & DESIGN 
TOTAL 



ITEM COBRA 
SITE 

SURVEY DELTA 

MILCON 
OTHER 
TOTAL 

OTHER COSTS 
MISC 0 & M 



RICKENBACKER AGB 

RICKENBACKER AGB ((AFRES COSTS) $M 
REDIRECT FROM BRAC 91 

FY 94 
JET FlJEL STORAGE COMPLEX 9.00 
ALT COMM FACILITY .42 
ALT COMP SUPTIORG MX 1.05 
ALT SHOPS .43 
SITE PREP .31 
ALT SQ OPS FAC .42 
FUEL CELL MX DOCK .88 
PLANNING & DESIGN 1.13 
TOTAL 13.63 



ITEM 

OTHER 
TOTAL 

f 

CASTLE AFB 

COBRA DELTA 

NOTES: * PROGRAMMED IN BRAC 91. 
** OTHER COSTS PROGRAMMED IN BRAC 91 AND ASSUMED TO 

BE SIMILAR FOR EITHER BEDDOWN. 



CASTLE AFB MILCON 

BARK'SDALE AFB -- (ACC COSTS) $M 
REDIFIECT FROM FAIRCHILD 

FY 94 
ADAL FLT TNG FAC 1.850 
ADAL ACADEMICS FAC 1.750 
ALT 8-52 SIM BLDG 5 8 0  
8-52 FLT SIM FAC 6.500 
ADAL TARGET INTEL VAULT .650 
STUDENT OFFICER QUARTERS 2.950 
PLANNING & DESIGN 1.285 

TOTAL 15.565 

ALTUS .AFB (ATC COSTS) $M 
REDIRECT FROM FAIRCHILD 

F'f 95 --- 
EiUILD SIM ACADEMIC FAC 10.800 
BUILD FLY TNG ACADEMIC FAC 1.700 
HECONFIG APRON & HYDRANT FAC 7.900 
BUILD TRANSIENT OFFICERS DORM 9.500 
PLANNING & DESIGN 2.691 
TOTAL 32.591 

CONSTR MIL FAM HOUSING (233UNITS) 23.300 
LAND ACQUISITION (50 ACRES) .I 45 
P,LANNING & DESIGN 2.097 
TOTAL 25.397 

MlSC REDIRECT COSTS 

HlLL A F B  (ACC COSTS) !JhJ 
FROM CARS WEL L A FB 

436 TS FACILITIES AT  HILL .300 
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the invitation to give the Commission a last 

overview of Air Force efforts in selecting bases to close, and to respond to some of the issues 

that have been raised. I suppose I should say I'm pleased to be here, but I'm really not. It's 

not your Commission, a hard-working and effective group for whom I have the greatest 

respect. It's the subject. 

Closing the bases that I have personally spent most of my career building up is a 

painful matter. The Air Force has a base structure second to none, with good, even excellent, 

facilities, in good shape. We are not selecting the "worst" bases for closure, because there 

aren't any. We are choosing those which, under today's radically changed circumstances, 

have the least military value. 

The Air Force base structurle exists to support its force structure. We cannot afford to 

thin out our units to keep bases occupied and open. In fact, one of the steps we took in 

preparation for our deliberations in 1993 was a searching, hands-on study of base capacity, 

conducted by a team from headquarters with a great many on-site visits. 

I want to emphasize that the Air Force strongly supports the Secretary of Defense's 

recommendations. These recommendations are the result of a very comprehensive analysis. 

It was based on the eight DOD Criteria, with emphasis on military value, and was carefully 

coordinated within the DoD. Now, after going through an extensive review process with the 

Commission and the public, which has brought out a variety of different views, we remain 



convinced that the Secretary of Defiense's recommendations represent the best way to reduce 

our base structure consistent with the declining forces provided for in the Defense Force 

'I structure Plan. 

Let me briefly review the Air Force process, which is formally embodied in the 

Internal Control Plan (ICP). The h~eart of this process was the Base Closure Executive Group 

(BCEG), consisting of 13 General Officers and Senior Executive Service civilians. They 

came from a number of functional areas and had a wide range of expertise. The BCEG 

oversaw the whole data collection and analysis process, and worked closely with the Secretary 

in developing his recommendations,. 

As required by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act, OSD established eight 

w criteria for evaluating bases for the FY 93 Commission. The Air Force developed over 160 

subelements, or data points, to be used in its analysis of bases. In addition, an additional 11 

subelements were identified specific to depot operations. Data for each subelement were 

collected from bases, verified by major commands, and re-checked at headquarters. At each 

step, each item was personally cerlified by the responsible officer. Air Force auditors looked 

at this process and concluded that it was highly accurate - less than 1% error rate. Of course, 

we recognize that this means that there were some errors, but we corrected them promptly 

upon discovery. 

The BCEG placed bases in categories according to primary function (flying, depot, 



etc.). Sixteen were excluded from further consideration because they had unique capabilities 

or were in geographically essential locations. Twenty were in categories excluded due to 

(rJ lack of excess capacity. The capacity study I referred to previously, combined with the DoD 

Force Structure Plan, led us to conc:lude that we did have excess capacity in the flying 

category, operations subcategory. This excess was primarily driven by force structure 

changes, i,e., bomber reductions arid the 1991 Commission's rejection of our 

recommendation to close Moody Am. Therefore, we identified an excess capacity of four to 

five large aircraft bases and one sniall aircraft base. 

One of the excluded categories, bases whose primary mission is hosting Air Force 

Material Command product divisicrns and laboratories, has drawn some questions. There are 

three reasons why no product division bases are recommended for closure. First, there is no 

V significant change in the budget, employment, or organization planned in this area, so 

consolidations would produce few savings. Second, since virtually everyone would have to 

be transferred and re-housed elsewhere, the current bases would be so costly to close that 

none would pay off within 20 yea.rs. Finally, we cannot relocate the product centers without 

also moving the Federally Fundecl Research and Development Centers (FFRDC7s) which 

support them. Alternatively, the corporate Air Force would have to figure out another means 

of acquiring the technical contractor support that the FFRDCs now provide. We will be 

looking at the product division bases again in 1995. In the meantime, we plan to do 

considerable preparatory work. 



We should point out that A i r  Reserve Component (ARC) bases were evaluated 

differently from active duty bases. ARC bases do not readily compete against each other, as 

'Ill ,uJ 
these units enjoy a special relationship with their respective states and local communities. In 

fact, relocating Guard units across state boundaries is not a practical alternative. Careful 

consideration must be given to the recruiting needs of these units. Moreover, the DoD Force 

Structure Plan used during BRAC 93 did not significantly reduce ARC force structure. Thus, 

there was little apparent excess capacity in the ARC base structure. Because of these 

considerations, ARC units were evaluated only to see if there might be cost effective 

realignments onto active installations, or onto other ARC bases. 

- 

The data for each subelement were analyzed by the BCEG. They questioned data, 

called for additional research when not satisfied with it, and in some cases made their own 

judgements about it. Then they color-coded the subelements for six of the eight DoD criteria 

red, yellow or green. Green was for "keep," red for "close," and yellow in between. For 

criteria N and V we used actual numbers instead of colors. After analyzing all the data and 

the subelement codings, the BCECi color coded the same six DOD criteria for each base 

under consideration. Then they assigned the bases in the large and small aircraft categories to 

one of three groups, in increasing order of desirability for retention. In the categories with 

few bases, they simply provided the Secretary with a chart showing the color coding for each 

criterion for each base, with actual numbers for criteria IV and V. Installations with Air 

Mobility Wing basing potential were further analyzed with a set of subelements reflecting 



both specific suitability for that mission and for geographic location - one each in the East 

and the West. Mobility requirements precluded making this an open competition regardless 

"I' 'I11 of geographic location. 

Acting Secretary Donley met a number of times with the BCEG before he finally 

completed his recommendations for bases to close or realign. His recommendations are based 

on the force structure plan, the Air Force capacity analysis, the base groupings and color 

coding of the eight criteria by the K E G ,  and his own best judgement. The bases selected 

for closure came from the lowest group in the category, or the lowest bases based on color 

codings of the eight criteria, as applicable. The Secretary of Defense approved all of those 

recommendations except the closulre of McClella,n AFB, California. 

I'd like to comment at this point on some objections that have been raised to this 

process. The General Accounting Office generally agreed with the process, but has observed 

that the decisions could not always be reconstructed. We acknowledge that their comment 

may be correct in some instances, but we have no reservations about the process. We 

designed a process that allows professional judgement to have a bearing on the outcome. In 

coding subelements, aggregating them for each of the eight criteria, and finally in grouping 

the bases by relative value, the BCEG members necessarily used some judgement. For 

example, all factors are not equal in value, and bases are not sufficiently similar that a point 

scale will compare them adequately. Assignment of numerical weights is in itself an exercise 

in judgement, despite the appearance of mathematical exactness. 



Someone in the process has to be responsible for assuring that a point scale doesn't 

produce bizarre results. A flying base with atrocious weather, for example, could be at the 

9 iiw top of the "flying-small aircraft" list based on its twin runways, excellent facilities, and 

proximity to a Navy range that is actually available only occasionally. There is no such base; 

this is just an example of the real problems that point systems can produce. 

A great deal of experience and seasoned judgment are needed to assure that the values 

are proper, and nuances are given adequate consideration. The BCEG supplied this judgment, 

and on a clearly accountable basis. It included a wide range of expertise, at a very senior 

level. The Secretary knew exactly who color coded items and grouped bases. He could, and 

did, question the responsible parties, the BCEG members, directly. He didn't have to send 

someone to research "who did that., and what does it mean." 

We have some concerns about the point systems devised by the Commission Staff. 

The version of the depot base system they showed us, for example, gave flying, an important 

but secondary activity, twice as many points as depot operations. In any point system, 

assumptions and subjective judgements underlie the numbers. We didn't agree with some of 

them in the depot system, and couldn't figure out where some others come from. Even 

though the numbers are only a numerical expression of a series of judgements, they convey a 

false sense of precision that can overwhelm wise decision-making. We hope that the 

Commission will not put too muc:h emphasis on point systems, but will rely on its best 

judgement after considering all the evidence that has been placed before it. 



The communities near bases being considered by the Commission, as well as your 

staff, have raised many issues about the color coding of specific data subelements at 

individual bases. We have responded to them in writing, and it would serve no purpose for 

me to repeat our reasoning and conclusions for each one. I welcome your questions, 

however, and will do my best to answer them. 

Where we corrected errors as a result of community and Commission staff input, we 

rechecked to see if any of the base groupings changed as a result. None did. This illustrates 

a key point, not always well understood: An error in one of 160 data points is not decisive. 

It is unlikely to change the overall result. The data points aren't like 160 traffic lights in a 

row, any one of which can stop traffic. They are more like the lights on a parallel-wired 

@Qw Christmas tree. A few can change: color or wink out without changing the appearance of the 

tree. 

Now let me turn to some of the more significant concerns that have been raised about 

our recommendations. The subelement ratings, numbers, and analysis underlying our 

recommendations is contained in 'Volume V of the Secretary of Defense's report to the 

Commission. They have been arrtplified, and on occasion corrected, in numerous discussions 

and exchanges with you and your staff. In many cases, we have provided formal written 

inputs to the Commission. Rather than go over our reasoning process and recommendations 

again, I'd like to respond just to the major points that have been raised. These fall into four 



groups: basing an East Coast Air Mobility Wing, and closing or realigning two other large 

aircraft bases in the Northeast; issut:s involving the two large aircraft bases recommended for 

~ l l l  
closure by the Secretary of Defense, and two others added by the Commission for study; 

analysis of the depot structure and methods of reducing excess capacity; and Reserve basing 

issues. I'll take them up in that ortier. 

EAST COAST AIR MOBILITY WING BASING 

The issues arise from the Air Force selection of Plattsburgh AFB as the East Coast 

base for an Air Mobility Wing. IIhe Secretary of Defense approved our recommendations to 

realign Griffiss AFB, New York, by removing the active flying mission and to realign 

McGuire AFB, New Jersey, to the Reserve forces. The Commission added Plattsburgh to the 

9u1W list of bases for study, so all three are candidates either for the mobility base or for 

closure/realignment. 

There have been some heated allegations that the Air Force has not been objective in 

selecting Plattsburgh for the Air Mobility Wing and the other two bases for realignment. 

That just isn't so. I want to reassure the Commission that the Air Force dealt with these 

three bases equitably and on a level playing field. We did not start with a prejudgment in 

favor a particular base, or skew the data to show Plattsburgh was best or one of the others 

worse. We did make some mistakes, but we corrected them as quickly as they were 

discovered and the correct data ascertained. 



Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New Ylork. Many of the issues raised concerning the relative 

merits of Plattsburgh and Griffiss rest on misunderstandings, selective quotation, discovery of 

w old but corrected errors, and a few valid points. None of them change the fact that 

Plattsburgh is the best location for lthe East Coast Air Mobility Wing, and Griffiss and 

McGuire are not. At the outset, I acknowledge that intuitively Griffiss would seem to have 

an edge - the necessity to keep the Rome Laboratory open, and to provide for contingency 

transportation of troops from the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum. In our 

recommendations we have provided least-cost solutions for both of these matters. At the 

same time, Plattsburgh is much richer in airfield infrastructure specific to an Air Mobility 

Wing, including an extraordinarily large parking ramp. The bottom line is that the 

construction cost to bed down a Mobility Wing is $200 million greater at Griffiss than at 

Plattsburgh. 

We did discover that our data for community encroachment on the approachldeparture 

areas at Plattsburgh AFB needed c:orrection. Based on a careful review of the situation, the 

BCEG concluded that commercial development in Accident Potential Zone I1 north of the 

base required a change in rating for that two data points, relating to present and future 

community encroachment, from Green to Yellow. There is more development there than we 

would like to see, but it will not adversely affect flying operations for the Air Mobility Wing. 

The overall rating was reviewed in light of these corrections, and it did not change. 

We have had considerable difficulty working through the welter of charges to establish 



the aircraft parking capacity and fuel storage capabilities of the two bases. Our certified data 

for aircraft parking is 156 KC 135-equivalent spaces for Plattsburgh and 63 for Griffiss. A 

'WJI' "use all the concrete" plan tendered by the Griffiss community is unworkable. It puts planes 

everywhere there is concrete in an effort to reach 83 spaces, the approximate number needed 

for the Air Mobility Wing. Some of the concrete is so deteriorated, however, that heavy 

aircraft cannot be parked on it. Some of the "parking spots" were on taxiways, in front of 

hangars, or so close to other aircraft that operations would be both inefficient and expensive. 

There has been a great deal of controversy over fuel storage and resupply at 

Plattsburgh. I'll skip the numbers and point out -the significance: none. None of the bases 

have fuel storage for more than a few weeks in a major contingency. All can be resupplied 

911lklllY with ample fuel to respond to one. Plattsburgh is normally supplied by pipeline from a large 

tank farm at Port Douglas, 18 miles away, that receives its supplies by barge up the 

Champlain Canal. The canal is closed five to six months a year. At present, Port Douglas 

can supply most of the fuel Plattsburgh would normally need during that time, and normal 

resupply by rail and road would nuke up for any actual shortfall. There are existing unused 

tanks at Port Douglas available for lease at reasonable cost that would bring winter storage 

capacity near to requirements. If emergency requirements develop, as in a contingency, the 

base could be supplied directly by rail or truck. 

Griffiss Air Force Base. The Griffiss community has not made a serious challenge to the 



Air Force's analysis which placed Ciriffiss in Group 3, or least desirable for retention, among 

the large aircraft bases. Instead, the community has focused on questioning the superiority 

'11 l l l l l r  of Plattsburgh over Griffiss as the location for the East Coast Air Mobility Wing. As I stated 

above, none of the reevaluations that the Air Force has conducted since March 15 change the 

fact that Plattsburgh is better suited to support this wing. To recap the key points, Plattsburgh 

has a much larger usable ramp. Its multiple pump system and the configuration of its 

hydrants allows for refueling more aircraft in a given period of time than Griffiss. The flying 

time from Griffiss to the European theater is approximately 42 minutes greater than from 

Plattsburgh. Finally, the construction cost to beddown this wing at Griffiss is $200 million 

greater. 

Despite the excess of large (aircraft bases and Griffiss' nonselection for the East Coast 

Air Mobility Wing, the Air Force recognizes the value of certain features of this base. We 

plan to continue utilizing them. Accordingly, we have recommended that the Rome 

Laboratory remain at Griffiss, and that the airfield be maintained on a low cost standby basis 

to support deployments of the 10th Mountain Division at Fort Drum. The Air National Guard 

will assume responsibility for the Air Defense Sector, in a cantonment area. 

McGuire Air Force Base. The McGuire community has argued that the base has too much 

military value to close. This overlooks the fact that by converting McGuire AFB to a 

Reserve base, McGuire will remain available to support contingency mobilizations. However, 



the lower operations tempo associated with a Reserve base will relieve the problems 

associated with operating in the miclst of New York/New JerseyPhiladelphia air traffic 

YCIIII~V 
congestion. The community questioned the extent of that congestion. In response, the Air 

Force reevaluated its data and confirmed that McGuire operations are constrained by air 

traffic delays. In addition, the Federal Aviation Administration reports that McGuire traffic 

adversely affects civil aviation. It underlies the principal approach route to Philadelphia 

International Airport, often delaying commercial aircraft in holding patterns or requiring 

circuitous routing. As air traffic in the Northeast continues to grow, congestion problems will 

increase for both civil and military traffic. It is impossible to overlook the fact that adding a 

large number of heavy aircraft to McGuire will only add to the problem. It may even make 

efficient operation of an Air Mobility Wing impossible. 

The concern has been exprczssed that splitting the 438th and 514th Wings will lead to 

a less capable airlift system. At present, the 514th, a Reserve Associate Wing, supplies 

ground and air crews to fly and maintain aircraft assigned to the 438th, an active duty wing. 

As part of the realignment, the 51,4th is to receive its own aircraft. This, in conjunction with 

the Plattsburgh wing, will enhance the surge capability on the East Coast. 

The McGuire area is an outstanding recruiting base for all Guard and Reserve units, 

and conversion of the runway to ii civil airport should provide jobs. It will also help meet a 

long-stated FAA requirement for joint use of McGuire as a reliever for the congested airports 

in the Philadelphia region. 



LARGE AIRCRAFT BASES 

~IIII~H The Secretary of Defense recommended closure of K.I. Sawyer AFB, Michigan, and 

realignment of March AFB, California, to the Air Reserve Component. Grand Forks Air 

Force Base, in North Dakota, and F'airchild AFB, Washington, were added by the 

Commission as bases that might be closed instead. In addition, we recommended transferring 

the Combat Crew Training Schools for the B-52 and KC-135 from Castle AFB, California to 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana, and Altus Air Force Base, Oklahoma, respectively. The 

1991 Commission recommended that these missions be transferred to Fairchild. Under the 

Air Force force structure changes, Fairchild would become a major tanker base. It was a 

potential location for the West Coast Air Mobility Wing Base, but we found that Travis Air 

Force Base, California was a super-ior location for that mission. 

PW 
Grand Forks. There were seven large aircraft bases ranked in Group 3, the lowest group, for 

the bomber mission. The same bases, except Malmstrom, also ranked in Group 3 for the 

tanker mission. We decided not to recommend Grand Forks AFB, Minot AFB, and 

Malmstrom AFB for closure, for the reasons given by the Acting Secretary of the Air Force 

in his statement to the Commission in March: 

The Air Force must maintain Minuteman 111 basing flexibility due to uncertainty with 

respect to START 11. Under the START I1 treaty, the United States and Russia 

committed to significantly reduce nuclear warheads. While the treaty is a tremendous 



achievement in reducing nuclear force levels, its entry into force requires START I to 

be in effect. Under the Lisbon Protocol to START I, Ukraine, Belarus, and 

Kazakhstan must individually accede to START I and to the Nonproliferation Treaty 

as non-nuclear states. Because of the national decision-making processes necessary 

before all accede to the required treaties, it is possible that START I1 will not become 

binding on the US for some time. Therefore it is appropriate for the US to move 

purposefully to implement the treaty, but not for it to prematurely foreclose militarily 

effective options in the event that reform in the former Soviet Union is set back. This 

places a premium on maintaining US options, within prudent treaty planning, for 

missile launch facilities. This requires the retention of four missile bases, one of 

which is Grand Forks AFB. - 

~II' It is not clear when these uncer~nties will be resolved, but it is obviously better to defer 

the issue of closing missile bases 10 1995. Moreover, under the ABM Treaty Grand Forks is 

the only place where the United States is permitted to deploy an anti-ballistic missile system. 

Again, in the current state of uncertainty about US relations with the other nuclear powers 

and successor powers, it would not be wise just yet to abandon the possibility of an ABM 

system by closing Grand Forks. 1.n the meantime, it is more economical to retain an 

aircraft/missile base that must remain open for missiles than to maintain an aircraft-only base. 

As you know, our excess capacity is "four to five" large aircraft bases. If we had not 



decided to retain all three aircrafthissile bases, one of them would have been recommended 

for closure, based on large aircraft force structure. Accordingly, if the Commission should 

TlIlH* 
decide to close Grand Forks, it should be in addition to the four large aircraft bases whose 

closure we have already proposed. If we must lose an aircraft/missile base, we would find 

other means of basing its aircraft force structure. 

The K.I. Sawyer community has questioned the wisdom of collocating two legs of the 

nuclear triad on one base, such as Grand Forks. Bombers and ICBMs have been collocated 

for decades. Collocation does not significantly raise the potential payoff of an enemy first 

strike. Survivability of the ICBM forces is accomplished by widely dispersed, hardened silos 

and control centers. Bombers are not fixed in place like ICBMs. Their survivability is based 

on varying levels of alert readiness and dispersal. Since collocation does not increase the 

PIW benefit to an enemy from a first strike, i t .  cost effectiveness and operational efficiency 

become dominant considerations. 

K.I. Sawyer. The K.I. Sawyer co~nmunity has argued that K.I. Sawyer was not considered for 

other missions. On the contrary, K.I. Sawyer was evaluated for its capability to support a 

mobility mission, and for a small aircraft mission. It did not meet the geographical 

requirements for an East Coast mobility mission, and did not compare favorably against the 

current small aircraft bases for capability to support a fighter mission. Specifically, the 

weather conditions are detrimental to year-round fighter operations; there are inadequate 

ranges within flying distance for fighter training; and there are too few low level training 



routes to support a fighter mission. For example, the community expressed an interest in the 

F- 11 1 mission. The F- 11 1's are based at Cannon AFB, New Mexico. In addition to 

%ll# 
excellent flying weather, Cannon has a newly-expanded 70,000 acre range only 20 miles 

away. Clearly there would be no basis to close Cannon in favor of K.I. Sawyer. In fact, all 

of the current fighter bases, except perhaps Homestead with its terrible hurricane damage, are 

better suited to the fighter mission than K.I. Sawyer. 

Fairchild. Fairchild is essential to the U.S. warfighting posture in the Pacific. It has 

significantly greater military value than the bases recommended by DoD for closure. Without 

extremely compelling reasons, a Group 2 base should not be selected for closure over a 

Group 3 base. As a tanker base, it supports our _major Pacific contingency response (e.g., 

OPLAN 5027 - Defense of Korea) and it also has a unique weapon storage area (WSA). The 

VilW WSA will continue to be used, with aircraft coming from other bases to pick up munitions 

when needed. Beyond these direct. contributions for contingency operations, it has significant 

value for peacetime training. These operations depend heavily on a Northwest tanker base to 

satisfy regional tanker requirements. Major deployment refueling routes pass very close to 

Fairchild. The base infrastructure (ramp, hydrants, facilities, large conventional munitions 

storage area) is excellent for large tanker and bomber beddowns. Some have advocated K.I. 

Sawyer to fill this role. However, it would not be an attractive location, since it is much 

farther from the major west coast deployment corridors than Fairchild and would not satisfy 

Northwest regional tankerJreceiver requirements. 



In a recent public announcement, the Air Force stated its intention to create a large 

KC-135 air refueling wing at Fairchild AFB. This requires relocation of the B-52H aircraft. 

w Air Launched Cruise Missiles (ALCMs) and Advanced Cruise Missiles (ACMs) will remain 

in igloos at Fairchild uniquely configured for them, while the gravity nuclear weapons and 

conventional munitions will most likely be moved elsewhere. Storage for nuclear cruise 

missiles will remain critical through 1998, when we can expect some decrease in 

STRATCOM's cruise missile requirement. Conventional munitions will be co-located with 

the bombers. If necessary, the aircraft would fly into Fairchild and load cruise missiles. 

Then they would stage from Fairchild or rotate them to other locations for operations. 

March Air Force Base. March AFB, near Riverside, California, was recommended for 

realignment to the Air Reserve Component. Like McGuire AFB, it is located in an area of 

YlW heavy air traffic congestion, and its future operational use is significantly constrained. 

However, also like McGuire, its proximity to an extremely large population center (the Los 

Angeles basin) makes it an ideal location for Reserve recruiting. Keeping the airfield 

operating allows the Air Force to continue to accommodate airlift operations for Army and 

Marine forces responding to natural disasters or contingencies. 

Concern has been expressed by our mobilization customers that a Reserve base cannot 

respond swiftly to short-notice deployments. All the ramp space, facilities, and trained 

personnel will be in place to meet all deployment requirements. An active-duty mobile aerial 

port squadron from Travis Air Force Base, California, has been tasked to deploy units from 



March. It will train and exercise with the Marines to assure deployment capability is ready at 

all times. 

~IW 

We are aware of Commission studies on relocating Marine Corps helicopter units, with 

over 3700 active duty personnel, on to March AFB. The Air Force plans to close down the 

March AFB hospital, commissary, I3X, and other functions associated with supporting active 

duty personnel once the base converts to Reserve status. Should the Marine units relocate to 

March, these support functions would be required. The Marine unit would be the largest 

active duty organization on base, and should become the host service. This would mean 

transferring March AFB from the Department of the Air Force to the Department of the 

Navy. The Air Reserve Component units would-remain at March in a cantonment area. 

AIR FORCE DEPOT STRUCTURE 

A number of questions have arisen about the Air Force depot structure. The Secretary 

of Defense did not adopt the Air Force recommendation to close McClellan AFB, California. 

He did approve the closure of Newark Air Force Base, Ohio. We expect to privatize the 

majority of its operations and relocate the remainder to other locations. The Commission 

elected to place four of the five major depot bases, Kelly AFB, Texas; Robins AFB, Georgia; 

Tinker AFB, Oklahoma, and McCl~ellan on the list of bases for study (Only the tactical 

missile workload at Hill Air Force Base, Utah was included on the study list). 



As stated in my June 14, 1993 letter, the Air Force disagrees with 1987 baseline used 

by the Commission's staff to compute excess depot capacity. Using this baseline significantly 

overestimates excess capacity, since it does not account for personnel and facility reductions 

accomplished between 1987 and 1991. We agree with the Secretary of Defense that none of 

our major depots should be selected for closure at this time. 

The Air Force had to consider its depots primarily in the context of Air Force 

requirements, and to rate them only in comparison with each other. The major obstacle to 

closing depots is cost to close, Criterion IV. Four of our five major depots (Air Logistics 

Centers) cannot be closed without transferring the workload, at a cost in the vicinity of $1 

billion at each one. There is not enough saving in base operating support (BOS) to pay back 

this cost in, literally, a hundred years. It is more cost effective, at least until long term 

P W  requirements are better defined, to continue reducing depot excess capacity by downsizing in 

place. This involves personnel reductions and mothballing or disposing of excess facilities 

and equipment. This may involve accepting some inefficiency in facility use, but the cost is 

negligible compared to the cost of transferring workload. 

Our initial analysis indicated one major depot, McClellan, could be closed and 

payback achieved in 19 years. Further analysis showed that McClellan's workload will be 

declining over the next six years. Some of the weapon systems it supports are declining in 

numbers to the extent that contracting out or relocation will become cost effective. Since 

substantially less workload will have to be transferred if closure occurs in 1999, the cost to 



close McClellan is around $428 million, not the $1 billion anticipated for the other four. The 

payback period after 1999 is only two years. Based on these results, the Secretary of the Air 

Force determined McClellan was the only major Air Force depot that was reasonable to 

consider for closure or realignment. 

As you can see, this decision could be deferred until 1995 and still achieve closure by 

1999. That would allow McClellan to compete with other depots in the DOD system to 

determine which ones are the most effective. McClellan could well win the right to stay open 

in that competition, based on workloads transferred from other Service depots. It wouldn't be 

eligible if it were slated for closing, even though the closing would still be years away. 

Therefore, we hope you will put closing McClellan, or any of the major depot bases, on hold 

until 1995. 

On the other hand, if you believe that one major Air Force depot must be closed, it 

should be McClellan. Based on 0u.r analysis, the others are cost-prohibitive to close at this 

time. As you know, Criterion IV is part of the "military value" to which the Secretary of 

Defense directed us to give priority. The staggering cost to close contributes to a high 

military value rating for the other Sour depots compared to McClellan, though there are a 

number of other factors as well. For example, the others all have active or Reserve flying 

missions and the capacity to increase those missions. 

More to the point, a list must be capable of implementation. A billion dollar closure 



cost would extremely difficult to deiil with in the severely strained defense budget. 

Therefore, if the Commission chooses to recommend closure of a major Air Force depot this 

W P  
year, it should be McClellan. Not only can closure be accommodated within DOD cost and 

payback guidelines, but it was also the lowest ranked of the five major depot bases. 

Newark Air Force Base. As stated earlier, the Secretary of Defense approved the Air Force's 

recommendation to close Newark AFB. While Newark is not an Air Logistics Center, the Air 

Force considers it a depot since its primary workload is depot level maintenance 

(overhaulhepair). Newark, like McClellan, ranked low in the Air Force's initial depot 

analysis and was identified by the Secretary of the Air Force as a closure/realignment 

candidate. Newark does not have an airfield and is not a traditional Air Force Base. Its 

capability to handle other major Ait. Force missions is almost nonexistent. Instead, it is a 

(III# stand-alone, highly technical, indusltrial plant that is operated predominantly by a civilian 

work force, and is conducive to conversion to the private sector. 

We expect a small portion of the workload to be transferred from Newark AFB to 

other Air Force locations, thus making more efficient use of those facilities. The privatization 

of the Newark facility could be a model for future efforts to convert organic work/facilities to 

the private sector. A private contractor could bring other types of workload to Newark. This 

would increase its capacity utilization and lead to lower costs. Additionally, military 

personnel support costs are elimina.ted under the privatized concept. 



I have already replied to the Commission concerning the community's proposal that 

Newark remain open and become a DoD center, relocating other DoD work there. This 

proposal has been discussed at various times, including during the BCEG's discussions on 

how to reduce excess depot capacity. The proposal appears to have merit even though there 

is no data proving it would be more. cost effective. The major drawback is difficulty in 

implementation. For example, the Navy has been reluctant to relocate the bulk of their 

guidance workload. They currently use their own facilities and private contractors, and are 

quite satisfied with this arrangement. Moving workload from a private contractor into a DoD 

operation would be extremely diffic:ult without strong evidence that the contractor is not 

meeting the requirement andlor DoD can accomplish it at less cost. It also would be 

inconsistent with the current administration's initiative to privatize DoD workload wherever 

reasonable to do so. 

AIR RESERVE FORCE BASE ISSUES 

O'Hare Reserve Base, Illinois. The City of Chicago proposed closure of the Reserve base at 

O'Hare International Airport and transfer of the two Air Force units to Rockford, Illinois at 

the sole expense of the City of Chicago. This action was recommended to the Commission 

on the condition that the entire expense be borne by non-Federal funds. 

The Air Force has no military requirement to move out of O'Hare Reserve Base, nor 

is there any economic benefit from doing so. The recruiting base for the units will be at least 



somewhat diminished by a move to a smaller city, and the payback period would be infinity. 

This move is a City of Chicago initiative, serving very little military or Federal purpose. 

Thus, the move can be justified under the eight DOD criteria only if the City of Chicago, or 

other non-Federal government sources, pay the entire cost. 

I want to emphasize how important it is that other non-DoD sources of Federal funds, 

such as those programmed by the Ff:deral Aviation Administration, not be tapped to pay for 

any part of this transfer. In addition, it is our position that the City must also pay any added 

cost of environmental remediation arising out of their acquisition of the property. DoD will 

pay for cleanup as required by Federal and state law, on its priority schedule. If the City 

needs to have remediation accomplished sooner than DoD priorities will permit, or to higher 

standards than otherwise required by law, it will have to bear the cost. It cannot be 

reimbursed later on for this work by the Air Force. 

The Air Force fully supports the recommendation of the Secretary of Defense, and is 

prepared to work with the City of Chicago to achieve its implementation under the conditions 

the Secretary has specified, should the Commission approve the recommendation. 

Springfield Municipal Airport, Ohio. We provided you with information on the increased 

cost of moving the 178th Fighter Group from Springfield, Ohio, to Wright-Patterson Air 

Force Base. This information was based on our site surveys, done after March 15, and shows 

that the move is not cost effective. The estimates on which our recommendation was based 



were in error. While we can make :no recommendations to the Commission after March 15, 

we would expect the Commission would also find this move no longer justified. 

l rw '  

MacDill Air Force Base, Florida. Under the DoD recommendations, the Air Force Reserve 

unit formerly at Homestead would move to MacDill and be converted to KC-135s, more of 

which are needed in the Southeastelm U.S. The Department of Commerce (National 

Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration) has already relocated some aircraft from 

Miami International Airport to MacDill. Commerce would like to remain at MacDill and has 

forwarded a request to SECDEF requesting transfer of the airfield from DoD to Commerce. 

Since there appears to be no current interest in local operation of MacDill as a civil 

airfield, we warmly endorse the Cclmmerce initiative. It will minimize the cost of operating 

Qlhw the Reserve KC-135 wing and the Joint Communications Support Element (JCSE), which we 

recommended stay in place at MacDill as a redirect request from the 1991 Commission 

recommendation. We will, of course, pay our fair share of the operating cost to Commerce. 

We will also endorse its request for an OMB waiver of the requirement to pay fair market 

value for the property. Should any hitch develop in Commerce's plans, the Air Force 

Reserve would temporarily operate: the airfield on a limited basis for its requirements and the 

JCSE. However, we would still seek another potential ownerloperator. The Air Force does 

not wish to readdress the 1991 Commission recommendation that the airfield close as a 

military airfield; we simply want to ensure a smooth transition of ownership. 



The 482nd is not moving fro'm Homestead to MacDill just to operate the airport. 

Homestead is recommended for closure in no small part because of the overwhelming cost of 

WIP rebuilding. MacDill was clearly the. best location in the area to beddown the 482nd, and we 

needed more tankers in the Southeast. It is a much more cost-effective location, especially 

with the Department of Commerce operating the airfield, than Homestead is, or is likely to be 

for many years. 

Homestead Air Force Base. The Air Force reviewed Team Miami's presentation to the 

Commission. Team Miami is an ativocacy group with the goal of returning Reserve units to 

Homestead AFB. Its presentation includes several errors, and is based on a number of faulty 

assumptions. Errors range from misidentifying bombing ranges to claiming inaccurate cost 

savingdoperating expenses at Homestead and MacDill Air Force Bases. As a result, Team 

'Qlnf Miami's position on AFRES operaling costs is wrong. It will cost the Air Force much more 

to operate from Homestead than MacDill. Their argument does not withstand scrutiny when 

compared to the Air Force closure process analysis. 

Bergstrom AFB, Texas. The Secretary of Defense recommended transfer of the 924th Fighter 

Group (AFRES) from Bergstrom PiFB, Texas, to Carswell AFB, Texas. The Austin 

community has forwarded a report to the Commission espousing the consolidation of the Air 

Force Reserve's 301st Fighter Wing, currently located at Carswell, with the 924th Fighter 

Group at Bergstrom. This community plan would be in place of the DoD's proposal to 

consolidate the 924th Fighter Group with other Reserve and Guard units at Carswell. The 



community's proposal to relocate the 301st Fighter Wing cannot be considered under current 

law, since the Secretary of Defense did not recommend Carswell for realignment and the 

V 
Commission did not include it on the list of additional bases to be studied. Retaining the 

924th Fighter Group alone at Bergstrom would require greater MILCON expenditures than 

the entire cost of consolidating both units at Carswell. It would also forego millions in annual 

recurring savings from consolidation at Carswell. 

The proposed consolidation iit Carswell AFB has full DoD, Carswell community, and 

FAA support. It will provide unique opportunities for training and efficiencies and is cost 

and operationally effective. We are satisfied that there is room at Carswell for both units and 

for activities proposed by other services to be relocated there. 

CONCLUSION 

Since March 15th, we have been inundated by the Commission, Congress, and the 

public with an overwhelming number of requests for data and further clarification of the 

rationale for our closure and realignment recommendations. Although this has kept many of 

us extremely busy, I firmly believe that this scrutiny is important and that the process should 

be as open and public as possible. 

I would not suggest that thr: process of arriving at recommendations is totally 

quantifiable, because it isn't. The Secretary chartered the BCEG, a group of experienced 



individuals drawn from many different functional areas, to apply their knowledge and 

judgement in a structured analytical process to assist him in arriving at his closure and 

w 
realignment recommendations. Beciwse the job they did can't be reduced to simple numbers, 

public review and questioning is vital to ensuring the credibility and larger public support of 

the eventual Commission recommendations. 

I stated at the outset that closing bases is a painful experience. Unfortunately, as our 

budget and manpower continue to decline, further closures and realignments will be required. 

I am fully aware of the economic impacts to individuals and communities at large when bases 

close. Economic impacts, though highly visible, were only one of the eight DoD criteria that 

we were required to consider in developing our recommendations. Our primary responsibility 

was to base our recommendations on the Force Structure Plan and the DoD criteria, with 

411, emphasis on military value. 

In finalizing its recommendations, we trust that the Commission will remember that 

we did a very comprehensive analysis and, after withstanding intense scrutiny, the Secretary 

of Defense's recommendations still make sense and achieve the downsizing mandated by the 

Force Structure Plan in a cost effective manner. 
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SECDEF: 

1. QUESTION: Do you plan on accepting the proposal by the Secretary of Commerce 
for a no-cost transfer of the operation of the airfield at MacDill AFB, FL to the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Association (NOk4)? 

RESPONSE: I would support that. 



SECDEF: 

w 2. QUESTION: Are the denlographics available in the Standard Metropolitan Statistical 
Area of Dallas FT. Worth to support the recruitment of 10,000 plus service veterans and/or 
civilians whose skills are directly transferrable to military aviation occupational specialties? 
Please describe your methodology to ascertain. 

RESPONSE: This question was previously answered by the OSD staff. 



3. QUESTION: The COBRA figure for privatizing Newark AFB in place did not 
address any aspect of transitioning the workload to contractor operation. What is the cost of 
transitioning the workload to contractor operation, and will it save money? 

RESPONSE: We estimate the transition cost to be approximately $1.9M (FY94$). 
Based on our analysis the closure of Newark AFB and the privatization of most of its 
workload will save money and will be cost effective. 



4. QUESTION: What is the Air Force plan for transitioning the Minuteman ICBM 
guidance repair workload that is presently done at Newark AFB? Presently, Newark is the w only facility that can accomplish this work. 

RESPONSE: We are evaluating three options for this workload; a. privatize, b. 
interservice, and c. contract out. WI=. are confident this workload can be satisfactorily 
accomplished by one or more of these options. 



5. QUESTION: It appears that the Air Force did not develop a clear transition plan 
for the privatization of Newark AFB? It appears high risk - what is your operational and 
economic risk assessment? 

RESPONSE: The recommendation to privatize the Newark workload in place was 
based on a cost estimating model. Transition planning is still in its formative stages and 
cannot be completed until final decisions are reached regarding interservicing, contracting out, 
and privatization in place. 

There appears to be adequate capability within the DOD and the commercial sector to 
assume the Newark workload within a reasonably short transition period. In addition, force 
reductions and improved system anti component reliability have put us in a positive support 
posture. Therefore, we assess operational and economic risk to be acceptable. 



6. QUESTION: What is the annual cost to contract for the total Newark workload 

w including contract administration? 

RESPONSE: The COBRA estimate for annual contract costs was $68.09M. Program 
management and contract administration is estimated to be $0.43M. 



7. QUESTION: Does the capability to accept the entire Newark workload presently 

w exist in the commercial sector? If not, how long will it take to develop such a capability? 

RESPONSE: The commercral sector does have the capability to accept the entire 
Newark workload at this time. A recent meeting to discuss this issue was attended by 
approximately fifty contractors. While only one contractor expressed an interest in assuming 
the entire Newark workload, many individual and teamed contractors expressed interest in 
parts of the workload. The Navy also stated that they could accept much of the workload. 



8. QUESTION: The Newark facility has approximately 1.7M DPAH. What is the 

w commercial capacity? What is the commercial cost per labor hour? 

RESPONSE: AFMC does not know the total capacity of the commercial sector to 
perform AGMC workloads. However, we received many favorable responses to our request 
for information from individual and teamed contractors. Based on these responses, we are 
confident that there is sufficient commercial capacity and enough interest in this work to 
achieve the benefits of competition. 

At this time, we cannot state the commercial cost per labor hour. This will become 
known as we progress through the formal competition/contracting process. 



What is the impact of the Air Force's force structure announcement on the current 
basing strategy and the 1993 base-closure process? Specifically ... 

9. QUESTION: If Fairchiltl is to become one of the primary tanker bases, what are 
the plans for the weapons storage area? Will the munitions be transferred out, or will they be 
used in place by units deploying in'? 

RESPONSE: In a recent force structure public announcement, the Air Force stated 
its intention to create a large KC-135 air refueling wing at Fairchild AFB. The large number 
of KC-135 aircraft would require relocation of the B-52H aircraft. Air Launched Cruise 
Missiles (ALCMs) and Advanced Cruise Missiles (ACMs) will remain in the igloos at 
Fairchild, while gravity nuclear weapons and conventional munitions will most likely be 
moved elsewhere. Storage for nuclear cruise missiles will remain critical through 1998 when 
we can expect some decrease in STRATCOM7s cruise missile requirement. Until then, we 
need 42 wide-door cruise missile storage igloos to hold the required missiles and their 
launchers. There are a total of 13  wide door igloos at Fairchild, 16 at Barksdale and 13 at 
Minot. Additionally, since plans call for conventional bombers to conduct missions directly 
from CONUS bases initially, conventional munitions will be co-located with the bombers. If 
necessary, the Air Force would fly aircraft into Fairchild and load cruise missiles. Then we 
would stage from Fairchild or rotate them to other locations for executions. 



10. QUESTION: The force-structure announcement generally reflected several 1993 
DoD closure and realignment recommendations, but did not show deactivation of the 31 st 
FW from Homestead, closure of Newark AFB, or realignment of the Springfield ANG, OH to 
Wright-Patterson AFB, OH. Please elaborate. 

RESPONSE: The 27 May '33 force structure announcement addressed the SECDEF's 
12 Mar 93, Base Closure/Realignme!nt recommendation only if there was expanded 
information from that released in the DoD Report/& Force News Release. The information 
was included to make the announcement as comprehensive as possible by showing the total 
base impact should the closure/realignment recommendations become final. All previously 
announced information on the DoD recommendations remains valid. Rationale on the specific 
questions follows: 

a. The 12 Mar 93 Air Force News Release contained the recommendation to inactivate 
the 31st Fighter Wing, so it wasn't readdressed in the 27 May 93 announcement. However, 
the actual number of Homestead AFB, FL, aircraft involved in the recommended closure was 
included because the numbers weren't included in the 12 Mar 93 Air Force New Release. 

b. The Newark AFB, OH, cl.osure wasn't readdressed in the 27 May 93, announcement 
because there wasn't any additional information to that released on 12 Mar 93. 

c. The Air Force deleted the Springfield AGS, OH, F-16 unit move to Wright - 
Patterson AFB, OH, from the annoilncement because it appears that after site surveys, this 
relocation is no longer cost effective. The Commission was notified of this situation. 



11. QUESTION: You have provided Air Force comments on the majority of opposing 
community comments and concerns Would you care to elaborate on any today, other than 
what you have already provided previously or in your testimony thus far? 

RESPONSE: Yes, I included additional comments in my written statement dated 
June 17, 1993 (Atch 1, pp. 15, 22, 25)  



12. QUESTION: You have seen correspondence from the Commission regarding the 
Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) treaty and its relationship to potential closure of Grand Forks 
AFB, ND. Would the relationship of the ABM site preclude closure of Grand Forks AFB 
andlor its attached ICBM missile field now or during the 1995 round of the base closure 
process? 

RESPONSE: In my 17 Jun 93 testimony to the Commission (Atch 1, pg 14), I 
commented on the effect of this proposed closure and the ABM treaty. I would like to 
expand on that answer. The ABM treaty would not preclude closure of Grand Forks AFB. A 
major provision of the treaty limits deployment of ABM systems to one site located either 
around the nation's capital or centered within a group of ICBM silo launchers. If the base is 
closed and all silo launchers are eliminated, the US would have the right to relocate the US 
ABM system to the nation's capital, not to another ICBM base or some other location. If we 
eliminate all the ICBM silo-launchers in the deployment area and chose not to relocate the 
ABM system, the ABM treaty is unclear whether the US may leave the ABM system in 
place without dismantling it or reactivate it someday. The existence of the ICBM launchers 
was a sine qua non for the initial deployment of the ABM system there pursuant to Article 
111. But, a review of the negotiating record would be required to determine whether the US 
would still have a right to an ABM system there. In any case, the US could seek explicit 
agreement of the Treaty Patties to have an ABM system there. 



13. QUESTION: The Air Force indicated an excess of between four and five 
large aircraft bases. If the Commission elects to recommend closure of the Grand Forks 
Missile field, should the rest of the base be considered as one of four or one of five large- 
aircraft bases to close or realign? 

RESPONSE: It should be considered one of five large aircraft bases to close or 
realign. 



14. QUESTION: Congress~nan Boehlert forwarded an Air Mobility Command 

w MILCON estimate for Griffiss AFB that totalled over $SOOM. This seems an excessive cost 
to bring an operational base up to a new mission. Would you address this high cost estimate, 
in particular the $66.OM for approxi~nately 600,000 square yards of aircraft parking ramp and 
$137.OM for about 1,270 military family housing units? Could you explain the "drag costs", 
rationale? 

RESPONSE: The MILCON cost estimates for Griffiss AFB were addressed in my 
Jun 18, 1993 letter to the Commission (Atch 2). 



15. QUESTION: Please explain why, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Air 
Force, it is too early to close one of four active missile fields and thus bring the number of 
total ICBM silos to 550? 

RESPONSE: The response to this question was provided in a SAF/MII 20 May 93 
response to the DBCRC (Atch 3). 



16. QUESTION: Given the winter fuel situation and the Accident Potential Zone 

w (APZ) II encroachment violations at Plattsburgh AFB, do you feel that this base was the 
correct choice as the East Coastal Mrobility Base? 

RESPONSE: Yes, the Air Force remains firmly convinced that Plattsburgh AFB is 
the best base for the east coast Air Mobility Wing. Please refer to the SAF/MII letters dated 
June 11, 1993, and June 12, 1993, to DBCRC (Atch 4) for additional details in regard to their 
operation. 



17. QUESTION: The Commission staffs independent evaluation of Air Force- 
provided data as related to criteria I, 11, and I11 indicate that Griffiss AFB is a strong bomber 
base. Obviously the Base Closure Executive Group saw some key detrimental elements that 
resulted in the Secretary's recommendation to realign Griffiss. Can you elaborate on those 
elements or the final decision? 

RESPONSE: Griffiss has capably served as an effective bomber base for a number 
of years. When we compared Griffiss with all of the other bases in its category using all of 
the subelements of the eight DoD criteria, it ranked in the lowest grouping of bases and, thus, 
became a candidate for closure/realignment. Given we had 4 to 5 more large aircraft bases 
than we needed to support the approved Defense Force Structure Plan, Griffiss AFB was 
recommended for realignment. Griffiss is not a bad bomber base but it isn't as good as the 
bomber bases we have retained. 



18. QUESTION: If Fairchild AFB were closed instead of Griffiss A m ,  would the 
Air Force make Griffiss AFB a tanker base, or a B-52 base instead of Minot as is currently 
projected? 

RESPONSE: The Air Force does not support the closure of Fairchild AFB. If forced 
to accept the loss of Fairchild, the Air Force would have to reevaluate the beddown of the 
force structure. Griffiss would most likely retain its bombers and tankers until final force 
structure decisions are made. Minot would still retain the intended bomber mission since 
bomber-ICBM bases are more cost effective than bomber-only bases. The Air Force intends 
to develop Plattsburgh as the Northeast Air Mobility wing with both tanker and airlift assets. 
Therefore, there would be no compelling need to develop a tanker operation at Griffiss. The 
hypothetical loss of Fairchild would not alter mobility wing plans. 



20. QUESTION: The Air Force is currently converting all MM 11 silos at Malmstrom 
to MM III. Considering the actual number of MM III missiles in the inventory, why do you 
think this is necessary? 

p m '  
RESPONSE: The underlying question is: how many ICBM bases and corresponding 

silos should we maintain--four bases for a total of 650 silos or three bases for a 500 silo 
total? In the spirit of the START I and I1 treaties we've been drawing down our 1000 missile 
Minuteman ICBM fleet since October 1992. Initially, we planned to consolidate our 
remaining land based, single warhead, Minuteman In ICBMs into three bases (500 silos). 
Given the world situation as it then existed, we felt this was the right number of ICBMs to 
maintain deterrence. Today, given the planned deactivation of Peacekeeper (FY2000-2003) 
coupled with the continuing uncertainty in the former Soviet Union, the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction to other countries &fiscal realities, we believe it is prudent to 
consider preserving some additional silos for land based ICBMs. Preserving these national 
assets--silos--instead of destroying them will allow us to relook the mix of our nuclear Triad 
forces and settle upon the most cost effective and militarily sound force structure for the 
future while we await the final outcome of the CIS drawdown. Preserving these silos also 
allows us time to examine another use for them. Perhaps a defensive, not offensive mission. 
Again, we need this time to assess and examine the world situation to insure we do the right 
thing. Given all the changes, both to the world and our own nuclear force structure, we 
should strive to maintain the best possible nuclear deterrence in today's fiscally constrained 
environment. 



21. QUESTION: What will happen with the aerial port at McGuire if the base is 
realigned as an AFRES installation? 

VIIW RESPONSE: The existing aerial port facility at McCuire AFB will be retained 
although operated at a reduced posture by ARC personnel. The ARC personnel which will 
remain at McGuire AFB will include two oversized aerial port squadrons which, upon 
activation, will operate either the McGuire AFB aerial port facility or deploy to some other 
operating location. 



22. QUESTION: During Desert ShieldfDesert Storm, McGuire AFB processed 
several thousand passengers and tons of cargo and mail destined for the Middle East. How 
does the Air Force envision meeting these requirements if McGuire is realigned as a Reserve qw installation? 

RESPONSE: While the remaining Reserve aerial port facility will be able to process 
some cargo upon activation, much of the peacetime and wartime cargo previously handled at 
McGuire will be shifted to Dover AFB, Delaware with the McGuire AFB realignment. 
Westover AFB, Massachusetts will also be activated to accommodate additional wartime 
cargo. Most northeast U.S. military passenger service is handled through Philadelphia 
International although a portion of this service will also be shifted to Dover AFB and 
Westover AFB. Upon activation, McGuire reservists will also support limited passenger 
operations if tasked in place 



23. QUESTION: The Air Force has recommended the closure of McClellan AFB and 
Newark AFB. What impact would the closure of a second large air logistics center have on 
the Air Force's depot-maintenance capability? 

RESPONSE: The most devastating impact would be on the Air Force budget because 
of the extremely high cost of closing a second A r  Logistics Center. Second would be the 
extensive disruption to the Air Force's depot maintenance capability by closing two large Air 
Logistic Centers simultaneously. It would likely take up to 10 years to return to a normal 
operation. Moving the individual work loads would be phased over a six year period; 
however, not all moves could be accomplished concurrently and there would be a period of 
time where the equipment being moved would be unusable. Since approximately 85% of the 
engineers, item managers, maintenance workers, and management personnel would not 
transfer to the new location (based upon previous experience), new workers would have to go 
through extensive retraining in order to function efficiently at their new position. This 
reduction in capability would result in increased interim production support costs to stockpile 
spares necessary to maintain operational capability. Learning curve effects plus the loss of 
corporate management knowledge of the weapon system and repair process would adversely 
affect production and quality for an interim period until it could be reacquired. Since planning 
is seldom perfect, there undoubtedly would be weapon system readiness impacts. 



24. QUESTION: The Air Force plans to decommission the non-destructive inspection 
facility at McClellan if the base is closed. What provisions has the Air Force made to retire 
the small nuclear reactor at the facility, and has the costs been included in the COBRA 

h w estimate? Also, McClellan has a cold-proof facility for stress testing of the F- 11 1 aircraft. If 
McClellan is closed, and with the F - i l l  remaining in the inventory, will the stress testing still 
be required; if so, where will it be done? 

RESPONSE: 

a. The Air Force has reviewed the requirements for the non-destructive inspection 
facility (including the nuclear reactor) at McClellan and has determined that the testing can be 
accomplished using other methods at the remaining ALCs. It would not be cost effective to 
reconstruct this facility at a new location or to maintain it at McClellan as an enclave. The 
facility can not be decommissioned until a disposal source for high level radioactive materials 
is identified by DOE. Until that time, a $900K per year maintenance cost will be incuned. 
This cost was included in the AFMC data submission to Air Staff for the COBRA model. 
When a DOE disposal source is identified, the estimated cost for total decommissioning will 
be approximately $50 million (includes environmental cleanup costs). 

b. The cold-proof facility is required to support the F-111 aircraft. It is the only test 
capable of detecting specific types of stress fractures in the airframe. Presently the F- 11 1 is 
subjected to structural testing during every second Program Depot Maintenance (PDM) cycle 
(approximately every 2500 flying hours). If McClellan is closed and the F - i l l  aircraft 
remains in the active inventory beyond 1999, then the cold-proof facility will have to be 
duplicated at the location selected to perform the PDMs on the F-111. The cost to replace the 
cold-proof facility is approximately $15 million. 



25. QUESTION: The 301st Rescue Squadron realignment to Patrick is in support of 
an active-duty mission to support Space Shuttle launches. Are there any cost savings or 
operational concerns for moving the unit back to Homestead AFB? 

JllJlr 
RESPONSE: The 301st Rescue Squadron's current mission is combat search and 

rescue with a secondary mission of shuttle support. Currently the 41st and 71st Rescue 
Squadrons, both active-duty squadrons stationed at Patrick AFB, have primary responsibility 
for shuttle support missions. Prior to Hurricane Andrew, the Reserve aircraft from the 301st 
would deploy temporarily from Homestead to Patrick to augment the shuttle support forces. 
The 301st will maintain a shuttle support role in either location. 

The significant DoD costs associated with the 301st Rescue Squadron beddown are 
military construction and recurring base operating costs at Patrick versus Homestead. Below 
is a cost summary of various scenarios: 

ACTION: MILCON RECURRING BOS 

301st remains at Patrick $14.8M 

301st at Homestead $62.93M 
(no other unit) 



26. QUESTION: The DoD recommendation for O'Hare Air Reserve Station 
specified that the move had to be made at no expense to the federal government, yet the 
request from the City of Chicago only referenced no costs to DoD, Please clarify. 

9 llllrr 
RESPONSE: This question was answered in the Department of the Air Force 

Analysis and Recommendations (Volume V), March 1993 (Excerpt, Atch 5). Also, please 
refer to pages 22 and 23 of the Air Force Statement dated June 17, 1993 (Atch 1). 



27. QUESTION: All the proponents and opposition groups for the O'Hare Air 
Reserve Station desire that the units stay within Illinois. Would either the 928th Airlift Group 
(AFRES) or the 126 Air Refueling Group (ANG) be placed more in jeopardy during further 

Plu force structure draw downs if in between moves? 

RESPONSE: At this time neither of these units are scheduled for reductions. 
However, we cannot insure that future reductions will not affect these units. 



28. QUESTION: Acting Secretary Donley sent a letter to the Commission notifying 
us of the offer by The Department of Commerce to operate the MacDill AFB, FL runway. 
Does that offer, if accepted, provide a viable alternative to the proposed MacDill AFB 

qll[~l(/SP redirect and thus obviate the need to relocate the 482nd FW (AFRES) to MacDill to operate 
the runway? 

RESPONSE: The 482nd is not moving from Homestead to MacDill just to operate 
the airport. Homestead is recommended for closure, in no small part because of the awesome 
cost of rebuilding. All units previously assigned to Homestead will be relocated, including 
AFRES units. When we decided to convert the 482nd to tankers, MacDill became an 
optimum location. It is a much more cost-effective location, especially with the Department 
of Commerce operation of the a i~ ie ld ,  than Homestead is, or is likely to be for many years. 



29. QUESTION: If the Commission elects to retain the 482nd FW (AFRES) at 
Homestead as a realignment in Lieu of the proposed closure, should that unit retain its existing 
weapon system (F-16) or convert to KC-135s as in the proposed redirect related to MacDill 

~ I R W  AFB? Who should pay the additional costs for bedding down KC-135s at Homestead? 

RESPONSE: 

a. The Air Force position is to convert the 482nd F W  to tankers and move this unit to 
MacDill AFB as a BRAC realignment proposal. For many years the Air Force has tried to 
locate additional tanker assets in the Southeast US in order to fix a chronic tanker shortfall in 
that region. After the devastation of Homestead and subsequent re-examination of MacDill, 
the Air Force saw an opportunity to help the regional tanker problem at a significantly 
reduced cost over rebuilding Homestead AFB for fighters. If the Commission should elect to 
retain the 482 FW (AFRES) at Homestead, it would need to convert the unit to KC-135s. 
This would not be a good location for KC-135s. 

b. Since new facilities would be required to beddown either mission at Homestead, 
we would recommend that BRAC funds pay for the total beddown costs. 



30. QUESTION: You have provided the Commission new information regarding the 
proposed relocation of the A r  National Guard unit at Springfield, Ohio to Wright-Patterson 
AFB and in fact did not include that realignment in the May 28 announcement. Should the 
Commission regard that particular aspect of the proposed Rickenbacker ANGB as no longer 
cost or mission effective? 

RESPONSE: The Air Force provided information on the increased cost of moving the 
178th Fighter Group from Springfield, Ohio, to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. this 
information was based on our site surveys, done after March 15, and shows that the move is 
not cost effective. the estimates on which our recommendation was made were in error. While 
we can make no recommendations to the Commission after March 15, we would expect the 
Commission would also find this move no longer justified. 



31. QUESTION: DoD concluded there is adequate space at the Carswell cantonment 
area to support both the Air Force and Navy proposals of operating 186 aircraft. DoD also 
concluded that moving the 924th from Bergstrom to Carswell will be cost effective and will 
result in operational efficiencies. Please address the Austin community position which 
illustrates that operating 186 aircraft from Carswell's cantonment would degrade operational 
readiness, increase operational costs and unnecessarily increase risk." 

RESPONSE: In a SAFIMFI, 16 Jun 1993, response to the DBCRC (Atch 6), the Air 
Force responded to the Austin community position as put forth in their May 25, 1993 report. 



32. QUESTION: The Austin community provided data to show that DoD could save 
about $57 million in MILCON by leaving the 924th FG at Bergstrom. If this is true, 
shouldn't consideration be given to the Austin community suggestion, especially since a 

w commitment was made to leave the 924th at Bergstrom until at least 1996 if the city 
committed to moving its municipal airport to Bergstrom? 

RESPONSE: In a SAFfMII, 16 Jun 1993, response to the DBCRC, the Air Force 
provided the answer to this question (Atch 5). 



33. QUESTION: Since there seems to be many uncertainties surrounding the 
consolidation of 186 reserve aircraft from the Air Force, Navy, Army, Marines, Coast Guard, 
etc., at Carswell AFB, would leaving the 924th at Bergsuom give the Air Force some w flexibility should Carswell prove to be overcrowded once all reserve units are in place?" 

RESPONSE: In a SAFIMII, 16 Jun 1993, response to the DBCRC, the Air Force 
provided the answer to this question (Atch 6). 



34. QUESTION: The City of Chicago group requested relief on the time 
constraints for the Chicago 0' Hare Air Reserve Station realignment, which was 
recommended to begin in 1995 and be completed by 1997. The public law would allow w' closure to continue through 1999. Is there a specific reason that the move must be completed 
by 1997? 

RESPONSE: Public law mandates a no later than summer 1995 begin date, but we 
could be flexible on the completion date. However, we would like to keep to begin to end 
dates as close as possible. By law, the action must be completed by the summer of 1999. 
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Mr. Den Uorden 
Lle fense  B a s e  C l .osur -e  orltl licali.cjmaent-. Commission 
1 7 0 0  North Moorc Street, S u i t e  1425 
Ar l i . nc j ton  VA 2 2 2 0 9  

Dear Mr. Borden 

This responds to your q u e s t i o n s  of 2 8  May 93, r e g a r d i n g  
information contained in the A i r  Force's 2 7  May 93 force s t r u c t u r e  
congressional notification. 

a .  QUESTION: D i d  a n y  b a s i n g  actions in the 27 May 9 3  
notification change data from S e c t i o n  111: T h e  Force S t r u c t u r e  
and I m p l e m e n t a t i o n  P l a n  ( A t c h )  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  of  Defense Base 
Closure and R e a l i q n m e n t  Report, March 1 9 9 3 ?  

b. ANSWER: The A i r  Reserve Component fighter numbers 
for FY 95 a n d  FY 9 7  would be r e d u c e d  by 7 8  aircraft. T h i s  is n 
result of the downsizing of the number of aircraft from 2 4  t o  18 
a t  7 u n i t s ;  the proposed conversion of an 18 P M  F-15F/R u n i t  to 
B - 1 B s ;  a n d  the 1993 DOD recommendation to c l o ~ e  Homestead A F D ,  FL, 
r e l o c a t e  t h e  A i r  Force Rese rve  u n i t  t-o MacDill AFB, FL, a n d  
convert tlle u n i t  from 18 F-lGA/B to 10 KC-135R aircraft. No other 
data was a f f e c t e d .  

c .  QUESTION: Would  a n y t h i n g  in the 2 7  May 93 
notification affect the COBRA d a t a ?  

d .  ANSWER:  No. 

If y o u  have any further questions, please let me know. 

Sincerely 

JAMES F. BOA'I'RIGI-IT 
D e p u t y  A s s i c t a n t  Secretary of  the  Air Force 
(Installations) 

1 A t c h  
Section 111: T h e  Force 
Structure and I r n p l e n ~ e n t a t i o n  Plan 
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No. 248-93 
(703) 695-0660 ( m e d i a )  
(703) 697-3189 ( c o p i e 9 )  
(703) 6 9 1 - 3 7 3 7  (public(industry) 

AIR FORCE ANNOUNCES PORCE STRUGTORE CHANGES 

The A i r  Force  today announced s e v e r a l  farce structure, r e a l i g m e n c .  and 
management actions to increase efficiency, adjust to budget  deawnds,  and modernize 
the air r s t j g r v a  componenr. 

Actions associated with the Secretary af Deiense'r Harch 12, 1993, Base 
C l o s u r e  and Reclignment R e c o m e n d a t i o n e  are addressed, to expand on the i n fo rma t ion  
provided in the  Ksrch 1993 DOD Sase C l o s u r e  and Realignment R e p o r t .  The number of 

President's Suaget. These a c t i o n s  are n o t  final dacirionr until anacted into law 

3 
rn*npow@t authorizatfond and aircraft in this snnounccrncnt r e f l e c t  the E?! 199h amended 

411, , a m i d  to l ~ t o  1993). The timing of these actions will vary depending upon r n i r ~ i o n  

#' 
requirements. Planned a c t i o n e  a r a  described with manpower impac t s  a t  a f f e c t e d  
installations, A a e p a r a t e  pa r ag raph  is devoted to each 1993 base closure 
recommendation ~ n d  catrespanding manpower impact.  J 

Decisions on the follawina proposed basing actions will he m d s  o n l y  a f t e r  the 
a p p r o p r i a t e  environmentai e t u d i e s  have been completed. In reference to manpower 
outhorizatione. full-time military means active duty mi l i t a ry  or a c t i v e  guardIraserve 
parftionrr drill m a a n n  Air Forcr  Reservo or Air National Guard positions; and 
c i v i l f a n s  monne Eederal civil rarvice or Air RoserralCuard t echnic ian  positions. 

For additional f a f o r m t i o n ,  c o n t a c t  the Air Force Press Desk. Major 3erbara 
Claypool or Major Monica Aloisio. 695-966L. 



\ This announcement addresses actions associated with the Fiscal Year (FY) 1994 Amended 
I I I ~  President's Budget (APB), planned force structure actions, and actions associated with the 1993 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment process. 

a. The majority of the announcement addresses force s&cture, realignment, and 
management actions required to correspond to the FY 1994 APB, to achieve operational 
efficiencies, adjust to fiscal constraints, modernize the Air Reserve Component, and make Air 
Force organizational changes. 

- .  . , . . ' 

.b:" The AZ Force is also providing -information -for those -installations- where it is planning . . . - :- . 
major force structure/orga.nizational changes. Some of these planned actions will require an 
extensive environmental process ,fiat will commence as soon as possible. 

c. Actions associated with the Secretary of Defense's March 12, 1993, Base 
Closure/Realignment recommendations are addressed, if there was expanded information from 
that released in the DoD Report. Although these proposed actions will not be final until the 
1993 Base Closure and Realignment process is completed (mid to late 1993), we have included 
this information to make this announcement as comprehensive as possible. The timing for 
approved realignment actions will vary depending upon mission requirements; however the Air 
Force remains sensitive to the economic impact of the transition on the communities. 

A majority of the actions are described with associated manpower authorization impacts, if 
available. The manpower impacts at each base are expressed first as the actual impact for the 
specific actions being announced, and then as the cumulative change. A separate paragraph is 
devoted to each 1993 Base Closure recommendation and corresponding manpower impact. The 

4 III* number of manpower authorizations and aircraft in the base closure paragraph reflect the more 
resuictive FY 1994 APB. 

Decisions on the following proposed basing actions will be made only after the appropriate 
environmental analyses have been completed. None of these actions exceed the thresholds 
established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990. In reference to 
manpower authorizations, full-time military means active duty military or Active GuardBeserve 
positions; drill means Air Force Reserve (AFR) or Air National Guard (ANG) positions; and 
civilian means federal civil service or Air Reserve/Guard technician positions. 

Three Air Force initiatives will occur on October 1, 1993: (1) Air Mobility Command 
(AMC) will transfer its remaining C-130 assets to Air Combat Command (ACC). This transfer 
allows ACC to better integrate combat forces in support of theater commanders and it enables 
AMC to concentrate its assets to support the mobility portion of "Global Reach-Global Power." 
(2) Air Combat Command will transfer its KC-135 aircraft (except for the aircraft at Mountain 
Home AFB, Idaho) to AMC in order to consolidate air refueling assets under one command. 
(3) The Air Force plans to realign its intelligence community by standardizing organizations and 
decentralizing tactical intelligence assets in order to provide warfighting commanders timely and 
comprehensive intelligence. On October 1, 1993, the Air Force Intelligence Command will be 
redesignated as a field operating agency (FOA), and the Air Force Intelligence Support Agency 
(Washington DC) will inactivate, merging its operations under the newly created FOA. The 
FOA, located at Kelly AFB, Texas, will utilize existing resources and facilities, and report 
directly to the Air Force Assistant Chief of Staff for Intelligence. This action does not involve 
major organizational moves or manpower impacts. 



Alabama 

- Birmingham Airport, Ala. - The 117th Reconnaissance Wing ( M G )  will become the 
117th Air Refueling Wing when it begins converting from 18 RF-4C to 10 KC-135R 
aimaft  in late 1994. This action results in an increase of 50 full-time military, and a 
decrease of 149 drill and 22 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Dannelly Field, Ala. - Two ations are being announced: (1) The 187th Fighter Group 
(ANG) will modernize by converting from 18 F-16- to 18 F-16C/D aircraft in late 1993. 
There is no manpower impact on the F-16 modernization. (2) The 187th Fighter Group will 
convert from 1 C-130H to 1 C-26B aircraft in late 1993. This action results in a decrease 
of 3 full-time military, 10 drill, and 6 civilian manpower - . ' :t6 , , ... - 

- Maxwell AFB, Ala. - TWQ actions are being announced: (1) As part of the Air Force's 
"Year of Training" initiative, four Air Force professional educatiodtraining programs will 
relocate to Maxwell AFB: Officer Training School from Lackland AFB, Texas; and Chapel 
Service Support School, Paralegal Specialists School, and First Sergeant's Academy from 
Keesler AFB, Miss. The relocations will begin in late 1993, and result in an increase of 
106 full-time military and 19 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) Beginning in late 1993, 
Headquarters Standard Systems Center will receive 58 full-time military and 20 civilian 
manpower authorizations to correct manpower shortages in program management areas. 
These actions result in a net increase of 164 full-time military and 39 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Alaska 

- Elmendorf Am, Alaska - Two actions are being announced: (1) Two E-3BlC aircraft 
were permanently assigned to the 3rd Wing in early 1993. This action resulted in an 
increase of 60 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) As part of the 
air defense alert reduction, the 3rd Wing will transfer its alert operation currently at Galena 
Airport, Alaska, to Elmendorf AFB in mid-1993. This action results in an increase of 49 
full-time military manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 109 
full-time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Galena Airport, Alaska - Detachment 2, 3rd Wing will transfer alert operations 
(2 F-15C/D aircraft) from Galena Airport to Elmendorf AFB, Alaska, in mid-1993. The 
detachment and associated supporting units at Galena Airport will inactivate. This is part of 
the air defense alert reduction which was brought about by geopolitical and fiscal realities. 
A contract caretaker force will preserve Galena Airport as a weatherlemergency divert 
airfield and to support random alert operations and military exercises. This action results in 
a decrease of 311 full-time military and 12 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Arizona 

- Holbrook Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Ariz. - Detachment 2, 99th Elemonic Combat 
Range Group will inactivate, and the site will close in late 1993. The inactivation is a 
result of reduced mtegic training requirements, low utilization rates, and operating 
restrictions. This action eliminates 51 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 



- Davis-Monthan AFB, Ariz. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 355th Wing 
will lose 12 A-1 OA aircraft in mid-1 993, and the Air Force cancelled a programmed 
increase of 3 OA-1OA aircraft scheduled for late 1992. These actions are due to reduced 

(r training quiremenu,  caused by the retirement of A/OA-1OA aircraft and ANG and AFR 
units converting to other types of aircraft, and result in a decrease of 305 full-time military 
and 6 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 355th Wing will gain a fighter squadron 
with 15 A-1OA and 9 OA-1OA aircraft in mid-1993. This' action results in an increase of 
657 full-time military and 13 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) In late 1993, the 71st 
Special Operations Squadron (AFR) will change its mission to air rescue and become the 
305th Rescue Squadron. There is no manpower impact. These actions result in a net 
increase of 352 full-tirne military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- - - -- - I  - - - -  - r 
4 - - . --% + : .. ---' . . ' - 

- Luke AFB, Ariz. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 58th Fighter Wing is 
adjusting the number of its-q-15E training aircraft due to a planned increase in training 
requirements. This resulted in minor F-15E aircraft adjustments in 1992 and the cancellation 
of an announced reduction of 4 F-15E aircraft scheduled for mid-1993, leaving Luke AFB 
with 28 F-15E aircraft. This force structure adjustment results in a decrease of 21 full-time 
military manpower authorizations. (2) The 944th Fighter Group (AFR) will reduce from 24 
to 18 F-16CP aircraft in late 1993 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter 
force structure plan. This action results in a decrease of 105 drill and 31 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 21 full-time military, 105 drill, and 
31 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) In a "Year of Training" initiative, the Air Force is 
consolidating its active duty and Air Reserve Component F-16CD training at Luke AFB, 
Ariz. This action may involve some adjustments to the series (blocks) of aircraft currently 
assigned to the base. 

Tucson International Airport, Ariz. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 162nd 
fl Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 17 F-16AB aircraft in late 1993 due to reduced F-16NB 

training requirements. The training reduction results from several actual or programmed unit 
conversions to F-16CP or other type aircraft. This action results in a decrease of 19 full- 
time and 114 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 162nd Fighter Group will convert 
from 1 C-130B to 1 C-26B aircraft in late 1993. This action results in a decrease of 4 full- 
time military, 9 drill, and 6 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net 
decrease of 23 full-time military, 9 drill, and 120 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Arkansas 

- Harrison Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Ark. - Air Combat Command will activate 
Detachment 4, 99th Electronic Combat Range Group in early 1994. The site will activate 
because of a planned increase in mining requirements in this part of the United States. 
This action results in a manpower requirement of 65 full-time military and 2 civilian 
authorizations. 

- Little Rock AFE3, Ark. - Five actions are being announced: (1) In mid-1993, the 314th 
Airlift Wing wiU gain 6 C-130E aircraft. This action results in an increase of 247 full-time 
military and 9 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The Air Force will transfer all of Air 
Mobility Command's (AMC) C-130 aircraft, and Little Rock AFB, to Air Combat Command 
(ACC) on October 1, 1993. This transfer allows ACC to better integrate combat forces in 
support of theater commanders and it enables AMC to concentrate its assets to support the 
mobility portion of "Global Reach-Global Power." There is no manpower impact. (3) The 



relocation of the 1st Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron from Pope AFB to Little Rock AFB 
will slip to late 1994, instead of mid-1993. (4) The 507th Joint Training Squadron, which 
supports the Joint Readiness Training Center (JRTC) at Ft Chaffee Ark, will realign to 
Barksdale AFJ3, La, and Fon Polk, La. This realignment is driven by the Army's decision 
to relocate JRTC to Ft Polk, LA., in mid-1993 and results in the decrease of 49 full-time 
military and I civilian manpower authorizations. (5) The 2nd Mobile Aerial Port Squadron 
will inactivate and a portion of its personnel will begin departing in late 1993. A mobility 
missiodcapability will be retained within the existing aerial port squadron as an aerial 
delivery flight. This action results in a decrease of 159 full-time military and 1 civilian 
manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 39 full-time military and 
7 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- .  - - .. - . - I . I 1  - - .  - .-  I -4 .- .. 0 ; , - , - .- a ' -. - 

California ' .  
1. 

- Beale AFB, Calif. - 

a. Five actions are being announced: (1) In a continuing initiative to match the Air 
Force's organizational structure with shrinking force structure and unit realignments, the Air 
Force will inactivate 2nd Air Force on July 1, 1993; however, the flag will transfer to Air 
Education and Training Command. Second Air Force's current operational responsibility 
will realign among the other Air Combat Command numbered air forces. This action results 
in the decrease of 15 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 9th 
Wing lost 3 KC-135Q aircraft in early 1993, resulting in a decrease of 52 full-time military 
and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 9th Wing's KC-135Q aircraft will transfer 
to Air Mobility Command (AMC) on October 1, 1993. There is no manpower impact. (4) 
In a follow-on action, the 9th Wing will lose its remaining 12 KC-135Q aircraft and 
inactivate the 350th Air Refueling Squadron. This action is part of an Air Force initiative 
to consolidate most of AMC's KC-135 aircraft at three bases; and reinforces the basic Air 
Force leadership philosophy of "One Base, One Wing, One Boss." The timing of the action 
has not been finalized, however, the action will result in a decrease of 345 full-time military 
and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. (5) The Air Force Combat Ammunition Center 
relocated to Beale AFB fiom Sierra h y  Depot, Herlong, Calif., in late 1992. This action 
resulted in an increase of 33 full-time military manpower authorizations. These actions 
result in a net decrease of 379 full-time military and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. 

b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations, the 
940th Air Refueling Group (AFR) and its 10 KC-135E aircraft would relocate fiom Mather 
AFB, Calif., to Beale AFB-versus the 1991 Commission's recommendation to relocate to 
McClellan AFB, Calif. Because of the rapidly approaching closure of Mather AFB, the 
940th Air Refueling Group will temporarily relocate to McClellan AFB while awaiting 
permanent beddown at Beale AFB. This action would result in an increase of 864 drill and 
239 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Channel Island Air National Guard Station, Calif. - Due to fscal constraints and a 
shrinking force srmcrure, the 146th Airlift Wing (ANG) will reduce from 16 to 12 C-130E 
aircrafr beginning in mid-1993. This action results in a decrease of 11 full-time military, 
150 drill, and 33 civilian manpower authorization. 



Los Angeles AFB, Calif. - The Air Force Space and Missile Center is increasing its 
workload in space programs. This action results in an increase of 286 full-tirne military and 
73 civilian manpower authorizations, which will be completed by late 1993. 

March AFB, Calif. - 
a. Three actions are being announced: (1) Fifteenth d;ir Force (AF) will integrate its 

functions into Air Mobility Command's other remaining numbered air forces, and on July 1, 
1993, will transfer its flag to Travis AFB, Calif., replacing 22nd AF. This action results in 
a decrease of 101 full-time military and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) Due to 
fiscal constraints and decreasing requirements, the Air Force is reducing and realigning its 
operational support -aircraft fleet. As a result,. the 459th-&lift Squadron will. inactivate-in . . - - 
mid-1993, with the 4 C-12F and 4 C-21A aircraft being redistributed to other units. This 
action results in a decrease "of 34 full-tirne military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 
(3) The 37th Mobile Aerial Port Squadron (AFR) will inactivate in mid-1993. This action 
results in a decrease of 131 drill and 4 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions 
result in a net decrease of 135 full-time military, 131 drill, and 18 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations, the 
22nd Air Refueling Wing would inactivate, and its 19 KC-1OA aircraft and the 79th Air 
Refueling Squadron (AFR Associate) would realign to Travis AFB, Calif. This action 
would result in a decrease of 928 full-time military, 383 drill, and 117 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

McClellan Am, Calif. - Five actions are being announced: (1) Due to fiscal constraints 
and decreasing requirements the Air Force is reducing and realigning its operational support 
aircraft fleet. As a result, Detachment 1, 652nd Support Group will inactivate in mid-1993 
and its 4 C-21A aircraft will be redistributed to other units. This force structure action 
results in a decrease of 19 full-time rnilitary manpower authorizations. (2) Base closures, 
budget constraints, and reductions in wartime support requirements in the engineering and 
installation mission will result in manpower reductions at the 1849th Electronics Installation 
Squadron beginning in late 1993. This reduction results in a decrease of 182 full-time 
military and 9 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) Headquarters Air Rescue Service will 
inactivate in mid-1993 and its functions will be realigned to Headquarters Air Combat 
Command, Langley AFB, Va., and a new United States Air Force Combat Rescue SchooI at 
Nellis AFB, Nev. This action results in a decrease of 103 full-tirne military and 9 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (4) The 55th Weather Reconnaissance Squadron and its 4 
WC-135B aircraft will transfer from Air Mobility Command to Air Combat Command on 
October 1, 1993. There is no manpower impact. (5) The Air Force is planning to realign 
the 55th Weather Reconnaissance Squadron and its WC-135B aircraft from McClellan AFB 
to Offutt AFB, Neb. This action takes advantage of consolidating aircraft with the same 
type airframe/engines and crew qualification requirements. The timing of the relocation has 
not been fmalized, however, the action will result in a decrease of 174 full-time military and 
4 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 478 full-tirne 
military and 22 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Norton AFB, Calif. - The Ballistic Missile Office is cancelling the Peacekeeper Rail 
Garrison and Small Intercontinental Ballistic Missile programs. This action results in a 
decrease of 322 full-time rnilitary and 119 civilian manpower authorizations between now 
and late 1993. 



- Travis AFB, Calif. - '  

a. Air Mobility Command will transfer the 15th Air Force (AF) flag to Travis AFB, 
Calif., on July 1, 1993. The 22nd AF flag will transfer to Dobbins Air Reserve Base, G a  
This action results in an increase of 7 full-time military and a decrease of 8 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations, 19 
KC-1OA aircraft and the 79th Air Refueling Squadron (AFR Associate) would realign from 
March AFB, Calif., to Travis AFB. This action would result in an increase of 928 full-time 
military, 383 drill and 117 civilian manpower authorizations. - .". ... _ -- - - - - -  ---.. - . .- - A_. n -- .- , . 
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- Vandenberg AFB, Calif. - Four actions are being announced: (I) On July 1, 1993, Air 
Force Space Command wilT activate 14th Air Force. Air Force Space Command's five 
space launch, space surveillance, space warning and satellite control wings and groups will 
report to this new numbered air force. This action results in an increase of 80 full-time 
military manpower authorizations. (2) Two "Year of Training" initiatives involve 
Vandenberg AFB. Undergraduate Space Training and Enlisted Space Operations Training 
will realign from Lowry AFB, Colo., beginning in mid-1993. This action results in an 
increase of 37 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) Large and 
Small Missile Maintenance Training will realign from Chanute AFB, Ill., beginning in rnid- 
1993. This action results in an increase of 31 full-time military and 17 civilian manpower 
authorizations. Both actions are part of the Air Force's efforts to colocate all space and 
missile training at Vandenberg A m .  These actions result in a net increase of 148 full-time 
military and 24 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) Twentieth Air Force (AF) will 
transfer to F.E. Warren AFB, Wyo., in late 1993. The transfer locates 20th AF on an 
AFSPACECOM installation hosted by a subordinate wing. Manpower numbers have not 

(I been finalized: however, it will involve approximately 80 authorizations. 

Colorado 

- Buckley Air National Guard Base, Colo. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 
140th Fighter Group (ANG) will reduce from 24 to 18 F-16C/D aircraft in late 1993 in 
order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter force smcture plan. This action results 
in a decrease of 3 full-time military, 65 drill, and 19 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) 
The 200th Airlift Squadron (ANG) will receive 1 C-26B aircraft in late 1993, resulting in an 
increase of 2 drill and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 200th Airlift Squadron 
will lose 2 CT-43A in mid-1993 due to budget constraints and reduced team travel. This 
actions results in a decrease of 14 full-time military and 8 civilian manpower autho~izarions. 
These actions result in a net decrease of 17 full-time military, 63 drill, and 26 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

Peterson AFB, Colo. - Four actions are being announced: (1) The Air Force continues 
to downsize the management structures of several major commands in response to the 
overall force suucture drawdown and budget constraints. As a result, Headquarters Air 
Force Space Command (AFSPACECOM) and its Combat Operations Staff will lose 55 full- 
time military manpower authorizations in 1994 and 1995. (2) In an unrelated action, 
Headquarters AFSPACECOM will transfer 35 full-time military manpower authorizations to 
Vandenberg AFB, Calif., to facilitate the activation of 14th Air Force. (3) Due to fiscal 
constraints and a shrinking force structure, the 302nd Airlift Wing (AFR) will lose 4 
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C-130E aircraft in mid-1993 and convert 4 of its C-130E to C-130H aircraft in late 1993. 
This action results in a decrease of 121 drill, and 43 civilian manpower authorization. 
These actions result in a net decrease of 90 full-time military, 121 drill, and 43 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (4) The 1991 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission's recommendation to close Richards-Gebaur Ah Reserve Station, Mo., resulted 
in the realignment of the 36th Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron (AFR), the 77th Aerial 
Port Squadron (AFR), and the 78th Aerial Port Squadron. (AFR) to Peterson AFB. Due to 
fscal constraints and reduced wartime requirements, the Air Force will inactivate these units 
in mid-1993 instead of realigning the units to Peterson AFB. 

United States Air Force Academy, Colo. - The Academy will begin receiving the Air 
" ? "Force's new Enhanced 'Flight-*S&ener (T-3A). aircraftz-in. mid-E994.- *-It-will reckive-26 of -' :- - . -- 

the T-3A aircraft over the ensuing 9 months and eventually eliminate its 45 T-41C aircraft. 
There is no manpower impact. 

Connecticut 

- Bradley International Airpon, Corn. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 103rd 
Fighter Group's (ANG) conversion from 18 A-1OA to 18 F-16CD aircraft is programmed 
for mid-1994 instead of mid-1993. (2) The 103rd Fighter Group will lose 1 C-12F aircraft 
in late 1993. This action results in a decrease of 3 drill manpower authorizations. 

Florida 

Eglin AFB, Fla. - Four actions are being announced: (1) Beginning in mid-1993, the 
9th Special Operations Squadron is programmed to receive an additional 6 HC-130NP 
aircraft. This increase is a result of the Air Force's drawdown from overseas, and results in 
an increase of 249 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) Due to 
fiscal constraints and decreasing requirements, the Air Force is reducing and realigning its 
operational support aircraft fleet. As a result, Detachment 3, 46th Test Wing will inactivate 
in mid-1993 and its 4 C-21A aircraft will be redistributed to other units. This action results 
in a decrease of 19 full-time military manpower authorizations. (3) The United States Air 
Force Warfare Center will receive 1 F-15E test aircraft in mid-1994. This action results in 
an increase of 21 full-time military manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net 
increase of 251 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) The 1991 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission recommended the transfer of one 
England AFB, L a ,  A-1OA squadron to Eglin AFB. Due to fiscal constraints and to meet 
reductions in the Air Force's fighter force structure plan, the Air Force retired the aircraft. 

- Homestead AFB, Fla - Three DoD 1993 Base Closure recommendations affect force 
structure at Homestead Am: (1) The 31st Fighter Wing's 60 F-16C/D aircraft would 
remain temporarily assigned to Moody AFB, Ga. (42 aircraft) and Shaw AFB, S.C. (18 
aircraft). (2) The 301st Rescue Squadron's (AFR) 4 HC-130NP and 8 HH-60G aircraft 
would be permanently assigned to Patrick AFB, Fla. (3) The 482nd Fighter Wing's (AFR) 
18 F16A/B aircraft would be permanently assigned to MacDill AFB, Fla. 

- - - ?  - . . 

- Hurlburt Field, Fla - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 1st Special Operations 
Wing will lose 1 MH-60G aircraft in late 1993 and 2 MC-130E aircraft in early 1994. 
These actions result in a decrease of 160 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower 



authorizations. (2) The 1st Special Operations Wing's receipt of.3 additional MH-53J 
aircraft in early 1993 has been delayed, due to the number of aircraft in the fleet's ongoing 
service life extension modification programs. 

Jacksonville International Airport, Fla. - Two actions are being announced: (1) In rnid- 
1993, the 125th Fighter Group (ANG) will terminate home station alert operations. This is 
part of the ANG air defense force alert reduction, which was brought about by geopolitical 
and fiscal realities. This action results in a decrease of 4 drill and 30 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 125th Fighter Group will convert from 1 C-130H to 1 C-26B 
aircraft in late 1993. This action results in a decrease of 3 full-time military, 10 drill, and 
6 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 3 full-time 

-&tary, 14 drill, anct.36 civilian.cmanpower-authorizations. -- - - - - - -  -cr- ,' --. . , 

- MacDill AFB, Fla. - One of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations 
is to close Homestead AFB, Ha., and to permanently realign the 482nd Fighter Wing's 
(AFR) 18 F-16A/B aircraft to MacDill AFB, Fla. This action would result in an increase of 
1,228 drill and 233 civilian manpower authorization. However, in late 1993, the 482nd 
Fighter Wing (AFR) will become the 482nd Air Refueling Wing when it begins converting 
from 18 F-16A/B to 10 KC-135R aircraft. This action results in a decrease of 278 drill, but 
an increase of 86 civilian manpower authorizations. The unit's conversion to KC-135R 
aircraft is an Air Force modernization action that is programmed to occur regardless of the 
1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission's recommendation. 

- Patrick AFB, Fla. - 
a. Two actions are being announced: (1) The 301st Rescue Squadron (AFR), 

temporarily assigned from Homestead AFB, Fla., will receive 1 additional HC-130N/P 
aircraft in late 1993. This action results in an increase of 33 drill and 11 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 2nd Combat Communications Group and its subordinate squadrons 
will inactivate, beginning in mid-1993. This action is due to the reduced combat 
communication requirements driven by overall force structure/manpower reductions and Air 
Combat Command's effort to more closely link its combat communications units with those 
they support. This action results in a decrease of 676 full-time military and 20 civilian 
manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 676 full-time military, 
an increase of 33 drill, and a decrease of 9 civilian manpower authorizations. 

b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations, the 
301st Rescue Squadron (AFR) and its 4 HC-130N/P and 8 HH-60G aircraft would 
permanently realign to Patrick AFB, H a  This action would result in an increase of 397 
drill and 144 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Tyndall AFB, F l a  - The 325th Fighter Wing will convert its remaining 24 F-15AB to 
24 F-15CD aircraft in late 1993. There is no manpower impact. 

- Dobbins Air Reserve Base (ARB), Ga - Four actions are being announced: (1) The Air 
Force Reserve will transfer its 14th Air Force (AF) flag to Air Force Space Command and 
receive the 22nd AF flag from Air Mobility Command on July 1, 1993. There is no 
manpower impact. (2) The 116th Fighter Wing (ANG) will reduce from 24 to 18 F-15A/B 



aircraft in late 1993 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter force saucture 
plan. This action results in a decrease of 1 full-time military, 73 drill, and 25 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (3) The 116th Fighter Wing will receive 1 C-26B aircraft in late 
1993, resulting in an increase of 2 drill and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) As part 
of the Air Force's decision to transfer heavy bombers to the Air National Guard and Air 
Force Reserve, the Air Force is planning to relocate the !16th Fighter Wing to Robins AFB, 
Ga., and convert the unit to B-1B aircraft. The actual number of aircraft, timing, personnel 
impacts, and funding requirements have not been finalized. 

- Moody AFB, Ga. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The Air Force continues to 
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plan and program for a composite wing at Moody AFB. The objective is to be a wing 
- -> . ..--- -.- composed of .two F-16 squadronsi-an NQA-lO-squ-a&~n;-an&~.C-~30~squadTo~:~we -- - .& 

of the base overloading caused by the temporary beddown of the 42 F-16CD aircraft from 
Homestead AFB, Fla, the' Air Force will not be able to bring in the A/OA-10 squadron any 
earlier than 1994, after redistribution of the 42 F-16CP aircraft. We anticipate completing 
the Environmental Impact Analysis Process for the composite wing by mid-1993. (2) In 
preparation for receipt of the composite wing's other aircraft, the 347th Fighter Wing will 
immediately begin the transfer of 12 F-16C/D aircraft from Moody AFB, and subsequent 
inactivation of the 70th Fighter Squadron. This action results in a decrease of 327 full-time 
military and 5 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 71st Air Control Squadron will 
relocate from MacDill AFB, Fla., in early 1994. This action results in an increase of 113 
full-time military manpower authorizations. With the addition of the AJOA-1OA and C-130E 
aircraft, and creation of the composite wing, there will be an increase in population from the 
base's pre-Hurricane Andrew population. 

Robins AFB, Ga. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 19th Air Refueling 
Wing lost 4 KC-135R aircraft in early 1993 and will lose 2 KC-135R aircraft in mid-1993. 
These actions result in a decrease of 103 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 5th Combat Communications Group will gain 121 full-time military 
and 2 civilian manpower authorizations and activate the 54th Combat Communications 
Squadron and the 5th Combat Communications Support Squadron in mid-1993. This is part 
of Air Combat command's' effort to more closely link its combat communications units with 
those they support. (3) The Air Force will begin the environmental impact analysis process 
(EIAP) for planned force structure and organizational changes at Robins AFB. As part of 
the Air Force's decision to transfer heavy bombers to the Air National Guard and Air Force 
Reserve, the 116th Fighter Wing (ANG), currently located at Dobbins Air Reserve Base, 
Ga., would relocate to Robins AFB and convert to B-1B aircraft. The 19th Air Refueling 
Wing's remaining KC-135R aircraft would relocate, however, the Air Force will evaluate 
assigning KC-1OA Waft to Robins AFB. The actual number of aircraft, timing, personnel 
impacts, and funding requirements for these actions have not been fmaked. These force 
suucture actions coupled with the addition of the Joint Surveillance and Target Attack Radar 
System (JSTARS) mission will result in an increase to the base's aggregate population. 

Hawaii 

- Hickam AFB, Hawaii - Two actions are being announced: (1) The Air Force continues 
to downsize the management structures of several major commands in response to the 
overall force structure drawdown and budget constraints. As a result, Headquarters Pacific 
Air Forces and its Combat Operations Staff will lose 24 full-time military and 1 civilian 
manpower authorizations between 1993 and 1995. (2) Base closures, budget constraints, and 



a reduction in wartime support requirement in the engineering and installation mission will 
result in manpower reductions at Detachment 1, 1845th Engineering Installation Group, 
beginning in late 1993. This reduction results in a decrease of 3 full-time military and 39 
civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 27 full-time 
military and 40 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Idaho 

- Mountain Home AFB, Idaho - The 366th Wing's receipt of 3 E-3B/C aircraft has been 
delayed indefinitely due to the real world contingency commitments. The 366th Wing will .- - _ __  _ / _  _ _  cantinue to be-supported by E-3B/Gdxraft,from other--units. .. .-. - , - -. <.A-  - - 1  .._ --.--- - 

- Wilder Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Idaho - Detachment 5, 99th Electronic Combat Range 
Group will inactivate, and thi site will close in mid-1994. The inactivation is a result of 
reduced strategic training requirements, low utilization rates, and operating resmctions. This 
action eliminates 46 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Illinois 

- Capital Municipal Auport, Ill. - The 183rd Fighter Group (ANG) will reduce from 24 to 
18 F-16AB aircraft in late 1993 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter force 
structure plan. This action results in a decrease of 3 full-time military, 65 drill, and 19 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Scott AFB, Ill. - Seven actions are being announced: (1) The Air Force continues to 
downsize the management structures of several major commands in response to the overall 
force structure drawdown and budget constraints. As a result, Headquarters Air Mobility 
Command and its Combat Operations Staff will lose 108 full-time military and 38 civilian 
manpower authorizations between 1993 and 1995. (2) Air Force Communications Command 
will be redesignated the Air Force Command, Control, Communications, and Computer 
Agency (AFC4A) in mid-1993. There is no manpower impact. (3) Beginning in late 1993, 
AFC4A, the Communication Systems Program Office, and Detachment 1, Communication 
System Center will receive additional manpower authorizations to correct manpower 
shortages in program management areas resulting in a net increase of 39 full-time military 
and 32 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) Due to fiscal constraints and decreasing 
requirements, the Air Force is reducing and realigning its operational support aircraft fleet. 
As a result, the 375th Airlift Wing will gain 2 C-21A aircraft in mid-1993. This force 
structure action results in an increase of 6 full-time military manpower authorizations. (5) 
As part of the Air Force's "Year of Training" initiative, the 375th Flying Training 
Squadron's formal C-21A training and its 4 C-21A aircraft will transfer to Air Education 
and Training Command and relocate to Keesler AFB, Miss., in late 1993. This action 
results in a decrease of 9 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (6) The 
Air Force Rescue Coordination Center will transfer to Langley AFB, V a ,  in mid-1993, in 
order to realign it with its headquarters, Air Combat Command. This action results in a 
decrease of 38 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (7) Air Force 
Operational Test and Evaluation Center (AFOTEC), Detachment 1, will inactivate by late 
1994 resulting in consolidation of manpower and programs at Headquarters AFOTEC, 
Kirtland AFB, N.M. The relocation of the current detachment staff results in the decrease 



of 58 full-time military and 21 civilian manpower authorizations.. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 168 full-time military and 29 civilian manpower authorizations. 

v1111111 
Indiana 

- Fort Wayne Municipal Airport, Ind. - The 122nd Fighter Wing (ANG) will reduce from 
24 to 18 F-16CD aircraft in late 1993 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter 
force structure plan. This action results in a decrease of 4 full-time military, 65 drill, and 
19 civilian manpower authorizations. 

-- - - -, - Ghsorn AFB, Ind: - Due' to=;fiscal constraints and  decreaSing-requirements, the:Air-.Force --.-: - - .- .- .: 
will accelerate the retirement of its KC-135A aircraft. As a result of the KC-135A 
retirement, the 305th Air Rqfueling Wing's KC-135R aircraft departure will be accelerated, 
to realign KC-135R aircraft to bases losing KC-135A aircraft. The aircraft drawdown 
should be completed by mid-1993. 

Kansas 

- McConnell AFB, Kan. - 

a. Four actions are being announced: (1) As part of the Air Force's decision to transfer 
heavy bombers to the Air National Guard and Air Force Reserve, the 184th Fighter Group 
(ANG) will convert from its 48 F - 1 6 0  to 10 B-1B aircraft and become the 184th Bomb 
Group. The 184th Fighter Group will begin drawdown of F-16CP aircraft in late 1993 and 
begins receiving B-1B aircraft in mid-1994, and its F-16CP training mission will be 
assumed by the 58th Fighter Wing at Luke A m ,  Ariz. This action results in a decrease of 
107 full-time military, 121 drill, and 67 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 184th 
Fighter Group will lose 1 C-12.J aircraft in late 1993. This action results in a decrease of 3 
drill manpower authorizations. (3) The 384th Bomb Wing will transfer 4 B-1B aircraft 
beginning in mid-1994. This action results in a decrease of 129 full-time military and 3 
civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 236 full-time 
military, 124 drill, and 70 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) The Air Force will begin 
the environmental impact analysis process (EIAP) for planned force snucture changes at 
McComell AFB. As part of an Air Force initiative to consolidate most of Air Mobility 
Command's (AMC) KC-135 aircraft at three bases, the EIAP will look at establishing a 
large KC-135 air refueling wing at McComell AFB. The large number of KC-135 aircraft 
would require relocation of the remaining active duty B-1B aircraft. These force structure 
actions would cause base ownership to transfer from Air Combat Command to AMC. The 
actual number of aircraft, timing, personnel impacts, and funding requirements have not been 
finalized. 

b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations and 
Air Force programming actions, the 28th Air Refueling Squadron's 11 KC-135R aircraft 
would realign from Ellsworth AFB, S.D., to McComefl AFB. This action would result in 
an increase of 236 full-time military and 5 civilian manpower authorizations. 



Kentucky 

- Richmond Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Ky. - Detachment 8, 99th Electronic Combat 
91kfiF Range Group will inactivate, and the site will close in early 1994. The inactivation is a 

result of reduced strategic training requirements, low utilization rates, and operating 
restrictions. This action eliminates 61 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Louisiana 

a. Eight actions are b&hg announced. (1) The 2nd Wing will lose 3 KC-135Q aircraft 
beginning in mid-1993. This action results in a decrease of 52 full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 2nd Wing's KC-135A/Q aircraft will transfer to 
Air Mobility Command (AMC) on October 1, 1993. There is no manpower impact. (3) On 
April 15, 1991, it was announced that Barksdale AFB would receive 6 additional KC-135A 
aircraft, one in 1994 and five in 1995; however, due to fiscal constraints and a shrinking 
force structure, the Air Force will retire the KC-135A aircraft instead. (4) The 2nd Wing 
will receive an additional 8 B-52H aircraft beginning in late 1993. This action results in an 
increase of 539 full-time military and 15 civilian manpower authorizations. (5) Due to 
fiscal constraints and decreasing requirements the Air Force is reducing and realigning its 
operational support aircraft fleet. As a result, Detachment 3, 2nd Operations Group will 
inactivate in mid-1993, with its 5 C-21A aircraft being redistributed to other units. This 
action results in a decrease of 21 full-time military manpower authorizations. (6) The 507th 
Joint Training Squadron, which supports the Joint Readiness Training Center at Ft Polk 

Y I Ark., will realign from Little Rock AFB, Ark., to Barksdale AFB in mid-1993. This 
realignment results in an increase of 19 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (7) In a follow-on KC-135 action, the Air Force plans to transfer the 2nd 
Wing's remaining 14 KC-135Q aircraft and inactivate the 71st Air Refueling Squadron. 
This action is part of an Air Force initiative to consolidate most of AMC's KC-135 aircraft 
at three bases; and reinforces the basic Air Force leadership philosophy of "One Base, One 
Wing, One Boss." The timing of the relocation has not been finalized; however, it will 
result in a decrease of 398 full-time military and 8 civilian manpower authorizations. These 
actions result in a net increase of 87 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (8) As part of the Air Force's decision to transfer heavy bombers to the Air 
National Guard and Air Force Reserve, the 46th Fighter Training Squadron (AFR) will 
become a B-52H Associate Reserve unit when it converts its 15 A-1OA aircraft in late 1993. 
Because of the recent decision to make this an Associate Reserve unit, the active 
dutylreserve personnel impacts have not been finalized. 

b. Three DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations affect Barksdale AFB: 
(1) The 458th Operations Group, its 19 KC-1OA aircraft, and the 98th Air Refueling Group 
(AFR Associate) would realign to Plattsburgh A m ,  N.Y. This action would result in a 
decrease of 668 full-time military, 436 drill and 99 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) 
The 2nd Wing would receive a total of 13 B-52H aircraft from Griffiss AFB, N.Y. and 
K. 1. Sawyer AFB, Mich. This action would result in an increase of 570 full-time military 
and 15 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) Because of the overall reduction in B-52 
aircraft and the large number of B-52H aircraft being assigned to the 2nd Wing, the B-52 
Combat Crew Training mission would realign from Castle AFB, Calif., to Barksdale Am--  



versus Fairchild AFB, Wash.--beginning in 1995. This action would result in an increase of 
363 full-time military and 26 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions would result 
in a net increase of 265 full-time military, but a decrease of 436 drill and 58 civilian 

"Q 1411 manpower authorizations. 

, .. 
Maine 

- Ashland Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Maine - Due to fiscal constraints and reduced 
utilization, the Air Force is accelerating the closure. It will close in mid-1993 instead of 

.- 9 
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- Bangor International Airport, Maine - Detachment 1, 102nd Fighter Wing (ANG, Otis 

Air National Guard Base, h s . )  will begin alert operations in mid-1993 with its F-15A/B 
aircraft. The unit relocated due to the closure of Loring AFB, Maine. There is no 
manpower impact. 

- Loring AFB, Maine - The 1991 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
recommended that Loring AFB's B-52G aircraft transfer to K. I. Sawyer AFB, Mich. 
Instead, due to fiscal constraints, the Air Force will retire the aircraft. 

Maryland 

- Andrews AFB, Md. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 89th Airlift Wing will 
retire its 3 C-137B aircraft in mid-1993; however, it will receive 1 C-20H aircraft in mid- 
1994. This action results in a decrease of 94 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower 

-1 authorizations. (2) The 459th Airlift Wing (AFR) will receive an additional 4 C-141B 
aircraft in late 1995. There is no manpower impact. 

Massachusetts 

- Barnes Municipal Auport, Mass. - The 104th Fighter Group's (ANG) conversion from 
18 A-1OA to 18 F-16CD aircraft is programmed for early 1994 instead of mid-1993. 

- K. I. Sawyer AFB, Mich. - 
a. Two actions are being announced: (1) The 410th Bomb Wing will lose 5 B-52H 

aircraft beginning in late 1993. This action is not base closure related, and results in a 
decrease of 160 full-time military and 5 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) Due to fiscal 
constraints, the Air Force is accelerating the retirement of its KC-135A aircraft. As a result, 
the departure of the 46th Air Refueling Squadron's aircraft should be completed by 
September 1993. 

- 

b. As a result of the DoD 1993 Base Closure recommendations, K. I. Sawyer AFB 
would lose its remaining B-52H aircraft, and the 410th Bomb Wing and its associated 



support units would inactivate. This action would result in a decrease of 2,354 full-time 
military and 351 civilian manpower au@orizations. 

d @  - Selfiidge Air National Guard Base, Mich. - Four actions are being announced: (1) The 
127th Fighter Wing (ANG) will reduce from 24 to 18 F-16AB aircraft in late 1993 in order 
to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter force structure plan. This action results in a 
decrease of 3 full-time military, 65 drill, and 19 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 
127th Fighter Wing will convert from 1 C-130B to 1'C-26B aircraft in late 1993. This 
action results in a decrease of 4 full-time military, 9 drill, and 6 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (3) The 191st Fighter Group (ANG) will become the 191st Airlift Group 

8 . -  --" f 
when it begins converting from 18 F-16A/B to 8 C-130E aircraft in mid-1994. This action 

- - -- 3 .  

" "results imt decreaie-;*of 1 -fuF;time 'nTilitary, 140 drill, -and 80 civilian- manpowef - - . - . ----- 
authorizations. (4) The 29th Mobile Aerial Port Squadron (AFR) will inactivate in mid- 
1993. With the 927th Air Refueling Group's (AFR) conversion from C-130E to KC-135E 
aircraft, and the downsizing of the Air Force, there is no longer a need for the unit. This 
action results in a decrease of 126 drill and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. These 
actions result in a net decrease of 8 full-time military, 340 drill, and 108 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Mississippi 

- Keesler AFI3, Miss. - Six actions are being announced: (1) Second Air Force, 
responsible for Air Education and Training Command's (AETC) technical training, will 
activate on July 1, 1993. This action results in an increase of 56 full-time military and 31 
civilian manpower authorizations. (2) As part of the Air Force's "Year of Training" 
initiative the 375th Flying Training Squadron's (Scott AFB, Ill.) formal C-21A training and 
its 4 C-21A aircraft will realign under AETC at Keesler AFB in late 1993. This action 
results in an increase of 20 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) 
Another "Year of Training" initiative relocates the Chapel Service Support School, Paralegal 
Specialists School, and First Sergeant's Academy to Maxwell AFB, Ala., as part of the Air 
Force's consolidation of professional educaaon/training programs. The organization 
realignments begin in late 1993, and result in a decrease of 16 full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations. (4) Beginning in late 1993, the 1872nd Training 
Development and Evaluation Squadron will receive additional manpower authorizations to 
correct manpower shortages in communication mining areas. This action results in an 
increase of 8 full-time military manpower authorizations. (5) The 403rd Airlift Wing (AFR) 
will gain 1 WC-130E in late 1993. This action results in an increase of 52 drill and 49 
civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 68 full-time 
military, 52 drill, and 80 civilian manpower authorizations. (6) On July 1, 1993, the 
Keesler Training Center will become the 81st Training Wing. The training center is being 
changed to a numbered wing to more accurately reflect the traditional Air Force 
organizational structure. There is no manpower impact with this organizational change. 

Montana 

- Conrad Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Mont. - Due to fiscal constraints .and reduced 
utilization, the Air Force is accelerating the closure. It will close in mid-1993 instead of 
mid- 1994. 



Malmstrom A m ,  Mont. - The 43rd Air Refueling Wing will.lose 4 KC-135R aircraft in 
mid-1993. This action results in a decrease of 67 full-time military and 2 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

Nebraska 1 
- Offutt AFB, Neb. - Four actions are being announced: (1) The 55th Wing will lose 4 

EC-135UJ aircraft in late 1993 as the Navy's E-6A aircraft begin assuming the airborne 
command post mission. This action results in a decrease of 215 full-time military and 3 

. . civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 55th Wing will also lose its two C-135B aircraft 
--  x ---:, a<:--- >:-iri mid-1993. This 'action-results -in- a decrease-of-56 full-time: mllita~+-ma~pawcr, - , , . .. , .- , . A,,,,- .-.-.., _. 

authorizations. (3) Due to fscal constraints and decreasing requirements the Air Force is 
reducing and realigning itsUaperational support aircraft fleet. As a result, the 55th Wing will 
lose 3 C-21A aircraft in mid-1993. This action results in an decrease of 9 full-time military 
manpower authorizations. (4) In an effort to consolidate aircraft with similar type 
airframelengines and crew qualification requirements, the Air Force is planning to realign the 
55th Weather Reconnaissance Squadron and its 4 WC-135B aircraft from McClellan AFB, 
Calif., to Offutt AFB. The timing of the relocation has not been finalized, however, the 
action will result in a increase of 173 full-time military and 4 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 107 full-time military, but an 
increase of 1 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Nevada 

- Nellis AFB, Nev. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 57th Fighter Wing will 
Ww gain an additional 10 F-4G aircraft in late 1993. This action results in an increase of 508 

full-time military and 10 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The Air Force is cancelling 
the 57th Fighter Wing's announced drawdown of 3 F-15E aircraft in mid-1993 and adding 1 
F-15E test aircraft in mid-1994. These force structure actions result in a net increase of 21 
full-time military manpower authorizations. (3) The Air Force will establish the United 
States Air Force Combat Rescue School at Nellis AFB in mid-1993. The School wiU 
provide advanced aircrew training, tactics development, and testing for combat search and 
rescue. This action results in an increase of 45 full-time military and 5 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 574 full-time military and 15 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

New Jersev 

Atlantic City International Airport, NJ .  - In mid-1993, the 177th Fighter Group (ANG) 
will terminate home station alert operations. This is part of the ANG air defense force alert 
reduction, which was brought about by geopolitical and fiscal realities. This action results 
in a decrease of 4 drill and 30 civilian manpower authorizations. 

McGuire AFB, NJ. - Three DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations affect 
McGuire AFB: (1) The 438th Airlift Wing would inactivate and 36 C-141B aircraft would 
realign to Plattsburgh AFB, N.Y. This action would result in-a decrease of 2,167 full-time 
military and 324 civilian manpower authorizations. The 514th Airlift Wing (AFR Associate) 
would remain as a unit equipped with 14 C-141 aircraft. (2) Twenty-first Air Force would 



realign to Plattsburgh A m .  This action would result in a decrease of 88 full-time military 
and 14 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 913th Airlift Group (AFR) and its 12 
C-130E aircraft would realign to McGuire AFB from Willow Grove Air Reserve Station, Pa. 
This action would result in an increase of 1,055 drill and 195 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions would result in a net decrease of 2,255 full-time military, an 
increase of 1,055 drill, and a decrease of 143 civilian manpower authorizations. 

New Mexico 

- Kirtland AFB, N.M. - Three actions are being announced: (1) As a result of the 
- - -- -"inactivation -of Detachment --IT&. Force Operational2est.anUvalu&oa Center-(AFOTEC), . 

at Scott AFB, Ill., manpower and programs will be consolidated at Headquarters, AFOTEC 
by late 1994. This action fqsults in an increase of 58 full-time military and 21 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) The 542nd Crew Training Wing will receive 2 MC-130E 
aircraft in early 1994 due to increased MC-130 training requirements. This action results in 
an increase of 125 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 150th 
Fighter Group (ANG) will convert from 1 C-130B to 1 C-26B aircraft in late 1993. This 
action results in the decrease of 4 full-time military, 9 drill, and 6 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 179 full-time military, a decrease of 
9 drill, and an increase of 18 civilian manpower authorizations. 

New York 

Griffis Am, N.Y. - 
a. Two actions are being announced: (1) Budget constraints and a reduction in wartime 

support requirement in the engineering and installation mission will result in manpower 
reductions at the 485th Engineering Installation Group beginning in late 1993. This action 
results in a decrease of 207 full-time military and 40 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) 
The 509th Air Refueling Squadron will lose 6 KC-135R aircraft beginning in early 1993. 
This action results in a decrease of 103 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 310 full-time military and 42 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

b. Three DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations affect G r f i s  AFB: 
(1) The 485th Engineering and Installation Group would realign to Hill AFB, Utah. This 
action would result in a decrease of 304 full-time military and 342 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 416th Bomb Wing would inactivate and its 10 B-52H aircraft would 
realign to Barksdale AFB, La., and Minot AFB, N.D. This action would result in a 
decrease of 1,306 full-time military and 88 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 509th 
Air Refueling Squadron would realign its 13 KC-135R aircraft to Grand Forks AFB, N.D. 
This action would result in a decrease of 445 full-time military and 21 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions would result in a net decrease of 2,055 full-time military and 
45 1 civilian manpower authorizations. 



- Plattsburgh AFB, N.Y. - &Od , 

a. The 380th Air Refueling Wing began replacing 22 of its 28 KC-135Q aircraft with 
~ I I  11 19 KC-135R aircraft in early 1993. This action results in a decrease of 52 full-time 

",& 
q3 

military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. / 
b. Three DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recom&endations affect Plattsburgh AFB: 

(1) The 458th Operations Group, its 19 KC-1OA aircraft, and the 98th Air Refueling Group 
(AFR Associate) would realign from Barksdale AFB, La., to Plattsburgh AFB. This action 
would result in an increase of 668 full-time military, 436 drill, and 99 civilian manpower 

.- authorizations. (2) Thirty-six C-141B aircraft would realign from McGuire AFB, N.J., to 
- - .  i;-'-Plattsburgh Af=Br==-This actiorwjould- result-in an .increase -0f 2,169' full-time and,- 139 - - 

civilian manpower authorizations. (3) Twenty-first Air Force would realign from McGuire 
AFB, N.J. to Plattsburgh AFB. This action would result in an increase of 88 full-time 
military and 14 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions would result in a net 
increase of 2,925 full-time military, 436 drill, and 252 civilian manpower authorizations. 

North Carolina 

- CharlotteDouglas International Airport, N.C. - The 145th Airlift Group (ANG) will 
modernize by converting from 12 C-130B to 12 C-130H aircraft beginning in mid-1993. 
This action results in an increase of 1 full-time military, but a decrease of 4 drill and 20 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

Pope AFB, N.C. - Six actions are being announced: (1) Actions continue in the 
development of the 23rd Wing. The Air Force previously announced that the 23ni Wing 
would receive 24 A/OA-1OA aircraft, 18 F-16CP aircraft, the 1st Aeromedical Evacuation 
Squadron (AES) would transfer, and a portion of the 624th Combat Conuol Squadron's 
personnel would transfer. These actions result in an increase of 913 full-time military and 
38 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In addition to these previously announced actions, 
the 23rd Wing will gain the 317th Airlift Wing's 28 C-130E Adverse Weather Aerial 
Delivery System aircraft in mid-1993; however, the 23rd Wing will lose 8 C-130E aircraft 
in mid-1993, leaving the 23rd Wing with 36 C-130E aircraft. This action results in a 
decrease of 349 full-time military and 9 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) In mid-1993, 
personnel from the 3 17th Airlift Conuol Squadron (ALCS) will realign to Charleston AFB, 
S.C., to robust the 437th ALCS; and the United States Air Force Mobility Center will also 
realign to Charleston AFB. These two actions result in a net decrease of 82 full-tirne 
military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) The 317th Airlift Wing will inactivate 
in mid-1993; however, the Air Mobility Command's 624th Airlift Support Group will remain 
at Pope AFB to support joint training and deployment operations from the Ft BraggPope 
AFB complex. This action results in a decrease of 141 full-time military and 13 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (5) The relocation of the 1st Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron 
(AES) to Little Rock AFB has been slipped to late 1994 instead of mid-1993. The 
previously announced force structure actions, combined with these additional acrions, result 
in a net increase of 341 full-time military and 9 civilian manpower authorizations. (6) 
Although timing has not been finalized, the Air Force plans to reassign 8 of the 23rd 
Wing's C-130E aircraft to another location. This action would resuit in a decrease of 306 
full-time rnilitary and 8 civilian manpower authorizations. 



North Dakota 

- Dickinson Radar Bomb Scoring Site, N.D. - Detachment 19, 99th Electronic Combat 
Range Group will inactivate, and the site will close in mid-1994. The inactivation is a 
result of reduced strategic training requirements, low utilization rates, and operating 
restrictions. This action eliminates 101 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- Grand Forks AFB, N.D. - 

a. The 319th Bomb Wing will transfer 6 B-1B aircraft beginning in mid-1994. This 
- ; &tion resu7.6 in' a decrease -of 192 'full-time rnilitsry and 6 -civilian--manpower authorizations. 

b. Two DoD 1993 ~ a s e ~ C l o s u r e  realignment recommendations affect Grand Forks AFB: 
(1) Grand Forks AFB would receive 27 additional KC-135R aircraft from Griffiss AFB, 
N.Y., and Minot AFE3, N.D. This action would result in an increase of 877 full-time 
military and 32 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 319th Bomb Wing's remaining 
B-1B aircraft would realign to Ellsworth AFB, S.D. This action would result in a decrease 
of 609 full-time military and 23 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions would 
result in a net increase of 268 full-time military and 9 civilian manpower authorizations. 
These force structure actions would cause base ownership to transfer from Air Combat 
Command to Air Mobility Command, however, timing of the base transfer would not be 
finalized until after the base closure and realignment process is completed. The actual base 
transfer would not have a manpower impact. 

- Minot AFB, N.D. - 

a. The 906th Air Refueling Squadron will convert from 18 KC-135A to 14 KC-135R 
aircraft in mid-1993. This action results in a decrease of 67 N1-time military and 2 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

b. Two DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations affect Minot AFB: (1) 
The 906th Air Refueling Squadron's 14 KC-135R aircraft would realign to Grand Forks 
AFB, N.D. This action would result in a decrease of 430 full-time military and 11 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) The 5th Bomb Wing would receive additional 8 B-52H 
aircraft from Griffiss AFB, N.Y. This action would result in an increase of 606 full-time 
military and 18 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions would result in a net 
increase of 176 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Ohio - 
- Rickenbacker Air National Guard Base (ANGB), Ohio - 

a. The 40th Aerial Pon Squadron (AFR) will inactivate in mid-1993. When the 907th 
Airlift Group (AFR) relocates its C-141B aircraft to Wright-Patterson A m ,  Ohio, in mid- 
1993, it will not need the 40th Aerial Port Squadron since Wright-Patterson AFB already 
has an AFR aerial port squadron. This action results in a decrease of 129 drill and 2 
civilian manpower authorizations. 



b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations, the 
realignment of the 121st Air Refueling Wing's 1 C-26B aircraft to Wright-Patterson AFB, 
Ohio, would be cancelled since the proposal is to leave the 121st Air Refueling Wing at 
Rickenbacker ANGB. 

- Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio - 

a. Three actions are being announced: (1) The Air Force continues to downsize the 
management structures of several major commands in response to the overall force structure 
drawdown and budget constraints. As a result, Headquarters Air Force Materiel Command 

, will lose 389 -full-time military and 249 civilian manpower authorizations between 1993 and .- - . -  - - - .  
" 1995. '(2) Due to-fiscd constraints-and 'decreasing req~irements;lthe-~&=Fdr&.@%ucin~-- - -- .- - -.- - 

and realigning its operational support aircraft fleet. As a result, Detachment 2, 645th 
Logistics and Operations Group will gain 2 C-21A aircraft in mid-1993. This force 
suucture action results in an increase of 7 full-time military manpower authorizations. (3) 
To streamline command, control, communications, and computer (C4) functional areas, 
certain acquisition activities will be transferred from Air Force Command, Control, 
Communications, and Computer Agency to Air Force Materiel Command in mid-1993. 
There is no manpower impact. These actions result in a net decrease of 382 full-time 
military and 249 civilian manpower authorizations. 

b. As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations the 
realignment of the 121s  Air Refueling Wing's 1 C-26B aircraft f ~ o m  Rickenbacker Air 
National Guard Base (ANGB), Ohio, to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio, would be cancelled 
since the proposal is to leave the 121s Air Refueling Wing at Rickenbacker ANGB. 

VI)Ul 
- Youngstown Municipal Purport, Ohio - The 910th Airlift Group (AFR) will receive an 

additional 4 C-130H aircraft in late 1993. There is no manpower impact. 

Oklahoma 

- Tinker AFB, Okla - Six actions are being announced: (1) Beginning in late 1993, 
Headquarters Communications Systems Center will receive 14 full-time military and 28 
civilian manpower authorizations to correct manpower shortages in program management 
areas. (2) The 552nd Air Control Wing's transfer of 3 E-3BIC aircraft to Mountain Home 
AFB, Idaho, has been delayed indefinitely due to the real world contingency commitments; 
however, the 552nd Air Control Wing lost 1 E-3BIC in early 1993. This action resulted in 
a decrease of 74 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 552nd 
Air Control Wing will lose 1 C-135E aircraft in mid-1993, resulting in a decrease of 48 
full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) The 3rd Combat 
Communications Group will receive an additional 120 full-time military and 2 civilian 
manpower authorizations and activate the 34th Combat Communications Squadron and the 
3rd Combat Communications Support Squadron in mid-1993. This is part of Air Combat 
Command's effort to more closely link its combat communications units with those they 
support. (5) Due to Air Mobility Command ( A M 0  changes in its cargo route structure, 
AMC inactivated Detachment 1, 60th Airlift Wing (enroute maintenance), in early 1993. 
This action resulted in a decrease of 50 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (6) In a related action, the Air Logistics Center downsized its aerial port 
function because of the reduced AMC airlift traffic. This action resulted in a decrease of 



153 full-time military manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 
191 full-time military, but an increase of 27 civilian, manpower authorizations. 

* ,I# - Vance AFB, Okla. - The 71st Flying Training Wing will begin receiving the first of its 
36 T-1A aircraft in mid-1994. There is no manpower impact. 

Oregon 

- Portland International Airport, Ore. - Two actions are being announced. (1) In rnid- 
1993, Detachment 1, 142nd Fighter Group (ANG) will terminate its alert operations (2 

- F-IS AD aircraft) at McCherd -Wash:.: This: 5. part oE-be- W G  -air--defense force -alert ' 
reduction, which was brought about by geopolitical and fiscal realities. This action results 
in a decrease of 18 full-tirhe military, an increase of 14 drill, and a decrease of 25 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) The 142nd Fighter Group's (ANG) 114th Fighter Squadron, 
located at Kingsley Field, Ore., will lose 2 F-16- aircraft in late 1993 due to reduced 
F-16A/B air defense training requirements. This action results in a decrease of 2 full-time 
military and 13 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 
20 full-time military, an increase of 14 drill, and a decrease of 38 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Pennsylvania 

- Willow Grove Air Reserve Station, Pa. - As a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base 
Closure realignment recommendations, the 913th Airlift Group (AFR) and its 12 C-130E 
aircraft would realign to McGuire AFE3, N.J. This action would result in a decrease of 

%IIIY) 1,085 drill and 314 civilian manpower authorizations. 

South Carolina 

- Charleston AFB, S.C. - Two actions are being announced. (1) As a result of the 
mission realignment and inactivation of the 317th Airlift Wing at Pope Am, N.C., 
Charleston AFB will receive the United States Air Force Mobility Center and additional 
personnel for the 437th Airlift Control Squadron. These actions will take place in mid- 
1993, and result in an increase of 82 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 437th Airlift Wing will lose 4 C-141B aircrafl beginning in early 
1994. This action results in a decrease of 249 full-time military and 21 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 167 full-time military and 14 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Shaw AFB, S.C. - 

a. The 363rd Fighter Wing will lose 18 F-16CD aircraft and inactivate one of its 
fighter squadrons in rnid-1993 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter force 
structure plan. This action results in a decrease of 593 full-time military and 8 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

b. Two DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations affect Shaw AFB: (1) 
The 726th Air Control Squadron would permanently transfer to Shaw AFB, S.C. This 



action would result in an increase of 258 full-time military and 5. civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) Homestead AFB 's 18 F- 16CD aircraft would remain temporarily 
assigned to Shaw AFE3 until the redismbution of these aircraft. 

* Id 
South Dakota 

- Ellsworth AFB, S.D. - Two actions are a result of one of the DoD 1993 Base Closure 
realignment recommendations and Air Force programming actions: (1) The 28th Air 
Refueling Squadron's 11 KC-135R aircraft would realign to Mccomell AFB, Kan. This 
action would result in a decrease of 331 full-time military and 11 civilian manpower 

--->- authorizatidrfs.~~{2) The~28th Bomb Wing would receive.additiona1 B-1B aircraft from Grand - - , 
Forks AFB, N.D. This action would result in an increase of 503 full-time rnilitary and 10 
civilian manpower authoriza6ons. These actions would result in a net increase of 172 full- 
time military but a decrease of 1 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Tennessee 

- Nashville Municipal Airport, Tern. - Due to f ~ c a l  constraints and a shrinking force 
structure, the 118th Airlift Wing (ANG) will reduce from 16 to 12 C-130H beginning in 
mid-1993. This action results in a decrease of 11 full-time military, 150 drill, and 33 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

Texas - 
wv - Bergstrom AFB, Texas - 

a. The 924th Fighter Group (Am) will modernize by converting from 18 F-16AfB to 
18 F-16CP aircraft beginning in late 1993. There is no manpower impact. 

b. As a result of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations, the 
cantonment area at Bergstrom AFB would close and the 924th Fighter Group (AFR) and its 
F-16 aircraft would realign to Carswell AFB, Texas. As a result of this recommendation, 
Headquarters 10th Air Force would relocate; however, the timing and relocation site would 
have to be finalized after the base closure and realignment process is completed. These 
actions would result in a net decrease of 1,187 drill and 624 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Brooks AFB, Texas - The Air Force Human Systems Center is increasing its workload 
for its Human Systems Program Office. This action results in an increase of 46 full-time 
military and 46 civilian manpower authorizations, which will be completed by late 1993. 

- Carswell AFB, Texas - Two DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations b* 
affect Carswell AFB: (1) With the recommended closure of the cantonment area at 
Bergstrom AFB, Texas, the 924th Fighter Group (AFR) with 18 F-16C/D aircraft would 

civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 136th Airlift Wing (ANG) and its 8 C-130H 
aircraft would realign to Carswell AFB as a result of the DoD 1993 Base Closure 

: pbh idrpf  realign to Carswell AFB. This action would result in an increase of 1,054 drill and 334 

recommendation to close Naval Air Station Dallas, Texas. This action would result in an 



increase of 49 full-time military, 910 drill, and 182 civilian manpower authorization. These 
actions would result in a net increase of 49 full-time military, 1,964 drill and 516 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

- Dyess AFB, Texas - Seven actions are being announced: (1) It was previously 
announced (April 15, 1991) that Dyess AFB would receive 6 additional KC-135A aircraft in 
1994; however due to fiscal constraints and a shrinking force structure, the Air Force will 
retire the KC-135A aircraft instead. (2) The 96th Wing began converting from its 16 
KC-135A to 15 KC-135Q aircraft in late 1992. This action results in a decrease of 18 full- 
time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 96th Wing's KC-135Q 
aircraft will transfer to Air Mobility Command (AMC) on October 1, 1993. There is no 

- ' .  ., .- manpower impact. (4)-The A 2  Force will transfer Air ,Mobility Command's (AMC),Cn13D 
aircraft to Air Combat Command (ACC) on October 1, 1993. This transfer allows ACC to 
better integrate combat force9 in support of theater commanders and it enables AMC to 
concentrate its assets to support the mobility portion of "Global Reach-Global Power." This 
action will result in the inactivation of the 463rd Airlift Wing, and reassigning of its 
units/assets to the 96th Wing. The 463rd Airlift Wing's inactivation will result in the loss 
of 30 full-time military and 6 civilian manpower authorizations. (5) The 1st Mobile Aerial 
Port Squadron will inactivate and a portion of its personnel will begin departing in mid- 
1993. A mobility mission/capability will be retained within the existing aerial port squadron 
as an aerial delivery flight. This action results in a decrease of 133 N1-time military and 4 
civilian manpower authorizations. (6)  In a follow-on KC-135 action, the Air Force plans to 
transfer the 96th Wing's 15 KC-135Q aircraft and inactivate the 917st Air Refueling 
Squadron. This action is part of an Air Force initiative to consolidate most of AMC's 
KC-135 aircraft at three bases; and reinforces the basic Air Force leadership philosophy of 
"One Base, One Wing, One Boss." The timing of the relocation has not been finalized; 
however, it will result in a decrease of 384 full-time military and 12 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (7) The Air Force also plans to assign an additional 8 B-1B aircraft to the 
96th Wing. This action replaces the aircraft dedicated to the 96th Wing's B-1B mining 
mission. The timing of the action has not been finalized; however, it will result in an 
increase of 301 full-time military and 8 civilian manpower authorizations. These actions 
result in a net decrease of 264 full-time military and 15 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Goodfellow AFB, Texas - On July 1, 1993, the GoodfeUow Training Center will become 
the 17th Training Wing. The training center is being changed to a numbered wing to more 
accurately reflect the traditional Air Force organizational smcture. There is no manpower 
impact with this organizational change. 

- Hondo Municipal Auport, Texas - The 1st Flight Screening Squadron will begin 
receiving the Air Force's new Enhanced Flight Screener (T-3A) aircraft in mid-1993. It will 
have 28 T-3A aircraft by early 1994; and in mid-1994 it will lose its 50 T-41A aircraft. 
There is no manpower impact. 

Kelly AFB, Texas - Two actions are being announced: (1) Beginning in late 1993, 
Headquarters AFIC will receive additional manpower authorizations to correct manpower 
shortages in communications engineering installation program management areas. This 
action results in an increase of 11 full-time military manpower authorizations. (2) The Air 
Force plans to realign its intelligence community by standardizing organizations and 
decentralizing tactical intelligence assets in order to provide warfighting commanders timely 
and comprehensive intelligence. On October 1, 1993, the Air Force Intelligence Command 
will be redesignated as a field operating agency (FOA), and the Air Force Intelligence 



Support Agency will inactivate, merging its operations under the .newly created FOA. The 
FOA, located at Kelly AFB, will utilize existing resources and facilities. This action does 
not involve major organizational moves or manpower impacts. 

Lackland AFB, Texas - 
a. Three actions are being announced: (1) As pan of the Air Force's "Year of 

Training" initiative, Officer Training School will relocate to Maxwell AFB, Ala., in late 
1993. This action is part of an effort to consolidate professional educatiorduaining programs 
at Maxwell AFB. This action results in a decrease of 90 full-time military and 19 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) Another "Year of Training" initiative is the transfer of Inter- 
American Air Forces Academy (IAAFA) from -Air Combat-Commmd*m.-Air -Training- . - 
Command in mid-1993. There is no manpower impact. (3) As pan of the closure of 
Lowry AFB, Colo., the Air'Rorce announced that it would relocate the 3320th Corrections 
Squadron to Lackland AFB. In order to avoid the cost of building a facility at Lackland 
AFB, the Air Force will inactivate the 3320th and send its prisoners to Navy brigs. 

b. As a result of the DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendation to close 
Homestead AFB, Fla., IAAFA would permanently transfer to Lackland AFB. This action 
would result in an increase of 129 full-time military and 22 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

LaughIin AFB, Texas - The 47th Flying Training Wing will begin receiving the first of 
its 39 T-1A aircraft in mid-1993. There is no manpower impact. 

Randolph AFB, Texas - Four actions are being announced: (1) Nineteenth Air Force, 
responsible for Air Education and Training Command's (AETC) flying training, will activate 
on July 1, 1993. This action results in an increase of 90 full-time military and 10 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) As a result of the realignment of fighter and mobility f o m l  
flying training units, AETC will begin expanding its headquarters staff in mid-1993. This 
action results in an increase of 195 full-time military and 55 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (3) Beginning in late 1993, Headquarters AETC will receive additional 
manpower authorizations to correct manpower shortages in communications engineering 
installation program management areas. This action results in an increase of 22 full-time 
military manpower authorizations. (4) Due to fiscal constraints and decreasing requirements 
the Air Force is reducing and realigning its operational support aircraft fleet. As a result, 
the 12th Flying Training Wing will gain 1 C-21A aircraft in mid-1993. This action results 
in an increase of 2 full-time military manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net 
increase of 309 full-time military and 65 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Reese AFB, Texas - The 64th Flying Training Wing will gain an additional 7 T-IA 
air& beginning in mid-1993, giving the Wing a total of 35 T-1A aircraft. There is no 
manpower impact. 

Sheppard AFB, Texas - On July 1, 1993, the Sheppard Training Center will become the 
82nd Training Wing. The training center is being changed to a numbered wing to more 
accurately reflect the traditional Air Force organizational structure. There is no manpower 
impact with this organizational change. 



Utah - 
- Hill AFB, Utah - 

v4 Ill* a. Two actions are being announced: (1) The 419th Fighter Wing (AFR) will 
modernize by converting from 24 F-16AB to 24 F-16CD aircraft beginning in mid-1994. 
There is no manpower impact. (2) The 388th Fighter wkg will lose 18 F-16Cp aircraft in 
early 1994 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter force structure plan. This 
action results in a decrease of 215 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

b. Two DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendations affect Hill AFB: (I) 
The 485th Engineering and Installation 'Group would.-realign from Griffss AFB, N.Y., to 
Hill AFB. This action would result in an increase of 304 full-time military and 342 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (21 The maintenance training function of the 436th Training 
Squadron would realign from Dyess AFB, Texas, to Hill AFB. This action would result in 
an increase of 10 full-time military manpower authorizations. These actions would result in 
a net increase of 314 full-time military and 342 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Vermont 

- Burlington International Airport, Vt. - Two actions are being announced: (1) In mid- 
1993, the 158th Fighter Group (ANG) will terminate home station alert operations. This is 
part of the ANG air defense force alert reduction, which was brought about by geopolitical 
and fscal realities. This action results in a decrease of 4 drill and 30 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 158th Fighter Group will convert from 1 C-12F to 1 C-26B aircraft 
in late 1993. This action results in a decrease of 1 drill and an increase of 1 civilian 

q JI manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 5 drill and 29 civilian 
manpower authorizations, 

Virginia 

- Langley AFB, Va. - Five actions are being announced: (1) The Air Force continues to 
downsize the management structures of several major commands in response to the overall 
force structure drawdown and budget constraints. As a result, Headquarters Air Combat 
Command (ACC) and its Combat Operations Staff will lose 174 full-time military and 50 
civilian manpower authorizations between 1994 and 1995. (2) Headquarters Air Rescue 
Service will inactivate in mid-1993 and its headquarters functions will be realigned to 
Headquarters ACC. This action results in the increase of 58 full-time military and 4 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (3) The Air Force Rescue Coordination Center will transfer to 
Langley AFB in mid-1993 in order to realign it with its headquarters, ACC. This action 
results in an increase of 38 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) 
The USAF Doctrine Center will activate in mid-1993 resulting in an increase of 16 full-time 
military and 4 civilian manpower authorizations. (5) As part of ACC's effort to reorganize 
its combat communications missions, the 1st Communications Group will gain 26 full-time 
military and 1 civilian manpower authorization in mid-1993. These actions result in a net 
decrease of 36 N1-time military and 40 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Richmond International Airport, Va. - The 192nd Fighter Group (ANG) will reduce from 
24 to 18 F-16C/D aircraft in late 1993 in order to meet reductions in the Air Force's fighter 



force structure plan. This action results in a decrease of 3 full-time military, 65 drill, and 
19 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Wil l  Washineton 

Fairchild AFB, Wash. - Three actions are being anno&~ced: (1) The 141st Air Refueling 
Wing (ANG) wiU retire its C-12J aircraft in mid-1993. This action results in a decrease of 
3 drill manpower authorizations. (2) On April 15, 1991, it was announced that Fairchild 
AFB would lose 2 KC-135R aircraft in 1993, receive 5 additional KC-135R aircraft in 1995, 
and receive 3 B-52H aircraft in 1994; however, the Air Force has cancelled all three actions. 
(3) 'The Air 'Force will &gin the environmental impact analysis process (EIAP). for planned 
force structure changes at Fairchild AFB. As part of an Air Force initiative to consolidate 
most of Air Mobility C o h a n d ' s  KC-135 aircraft at three bases, the E I M  wil l  look at 
establishing a large KC-135 air refueling wing at Fairchild AFB. The large number of 
KC-135 aircraft would require relocation of the B-52H aircraft. These force s a u m  
actions would cause base ownership to transfer from Air Combat Command to Air Mobility 
Command. The actual number of aircraft, timing, personnel impacts, and funding 
requirements have not been finalized. 

- McChord AFB, Wash. - In mid-1993, the 142nd Fighter Group (ANG, Portland IAP, 
Ore.) will terminate alert operations (2 F-lSA/B) at McChord AFB. This is part of the 
ANG air defense force alert reduction, which was brought about by geopolitical and fiscal 
realities. There is no manpower impact at McChord AFB. 

Wvoming 

qld - Cheyenne Municipal Airport, Wyo. - The 153rd Airlift Group (ANG) will modernize by 
converting from 8 C-130B to 8 C-130H aircraft beginning in mid-1993. This action results 
in a decrease of 2 drill and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- F. E. Warren AFB, Wyo. - F. E. W m n  AFB becomes an Air Force Space Command 
(AFSPACECOM) base on July 1, 1993. Twentieth Air Force (AF), with responsibility for 
the Air Force's Intercontinental Ballistic Missile force, will transfer from Vandenberg AFB, 
Calif., to F. E. Warren AFB in late 1993. Manpower numbers have not been finalized; 
however, it will involve approximately 80 authorizations. 
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AIR FORCE ANNOUNCES FORCE S T R U C W  CSANGES ! 

The Air Force today announced several force structure and rearignment a c t i o n s  
required to achieve the fiscal 1994 amended President's Budget, achieve efficiencies, 
adjust to fiecal constraints or modernize the reserve component. 

Information has also been included that clarifies the 1993 Base Closure and 
Realignment act ion8 where there was a difference between the Air Fogce-announced 
Secretary of Defense recommendations and the rec~nrmendations made by the Base Closure 
Commission. 

Decisions on the following proposed basing actions will be made only a f t e r  the 
appropriate environmental studies have been completed. In reference to manpower 
authorizaticns. full-time military means active duty military or a c t i v e  guardlreserve 
positions; drill means A i r  Force Reserve or A i r  National Guard positions; and 
civilians means federal civil service or Air ReservejGuard technician positions. 

For additional information, contact  the A i r  Force Press Desk, Major Monica 
Aloisio or Major Mary Feltault, 695-0640. 
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Alaska 

- Eielson AFB, Alaska - The 210th Rescue Squadron (RQS) ( A N G ) ,  
Kulis Air National Guard Station, Alaska, w i l l  establish a 
rescue detachment w i t h  1 BH-60G aircraft at Eielson AFB i n  
e a r l y  1994. The unit will provide search and rescue and range 
support t o r  the E i e l s o n  range complex. This action results in 
8 of the 210th RQS's f u l l - t i m e  military manpower 
authorizations being stationed at E i e l s o n  AFB. 

- Elmendorf AFB, Alaska - Three actions a r e  being announced: 
(1) The 3rd Wing transferred 1 C-12F aircraft in mid-1993. 
This action results in t h e  loss of 2 full-time military 
nunpower authorizations. (2) The 11th Air Control  Wing is 
transferring o p e r a t i o n  of t h e  Alaskan Rescue Coordination 
Center (RCC) to the 176th Composite Group, Kulfs Air National 
Guard S t a t i o n ,  Alaska. The transfer consolidates Air Force 
day-to-day rescue operations under the Alaska A i r  National 
Guard, The RCC will remain at Elmendorf AFB, w i t h  ANG 
personnel filling active duty positions through attrition. 
This action will result in the transfer of 12 full-time el 
military authorizations to tho ANG. ( 3 )  As part of the a i r  
defense alert reduction,  t h e  3rd Wing will transfer its alert 
operation, currently at King Salmon Airport ,  Alaska, to 
Elmendorf AFB in mid-1994. This act ion results in an increase 
of 26 full-time military manpower authorizations. These 

WP actions result in a net  increase of 24 full-time military 
manpower authorizations. 

- King Salmon Airport, Alaska - Detachment 5 ,  3rd Wing, will 
transfer alert operations ( 2  F-15C/D aircraft) f r o m  King 
Salmon Airport to Elmendorf Apg, Alaska, in mid-1994. The 
detachment and associated supporting units at King Salmon 
Airport will inactivate. This is part of the air defense 
alert reduction which was brought about by geopolitical and 
f i s c a l  realities. A cantract caretaker force will preserve 
King Salmon Airport a8 a weather/emergency divert airfield, 
and to  support random alert operations and military exercises. 
This act ion results in a decrease of 281 full-time military 2 9 b  

Ta-r R t and 15 C civilian manpower authorizations. 
4 - - - Kulis Air National Guard Station (ANGS),  Alaska - The 210th 

Rescue Squadron (RQS) will establish a detachment, with 1 eli- 
60G aircraft, a t  E i e l s o n  AFB, Alaska i n  early 1994. The 
detachment will provide search and rescue and range support 
for t h e  Eielson range complex. This action results in an 
increase of 15 full-time military and a decrease of 15 d r i l l  
manpower authorizations a t  Kulis ANGS, and 8 of t h e  210th 
RQSrs full-time military manpower authorizations being 
stationed at Eielson AFB. 



Arizona 

- Luke AFB, Ariz. - Three actions are being announced: (1) 
The 58th Fighter Wing will gain an additional 25 F-16C/D 
aircraft beginning in mid-1994. The increase is a result of a 
"Year of Training" initiative t h a t  consolidates a c t i v e  duty 
and Air Reserve Component F-16C/D training at Luke AFB. This 
action results in an increase of 491 full-time military and 13 
civilian mainpower authorizations. (2) The 58th Fighter Wing 
will gain 5 F-15E aircxaft (3 in late 1993 and 2 in early 
1994) to meet increased training requirements. Once the 
t sa in ing  surge is over, the 5 aircraft will transfer to other 
units. There is no manpower impact. (3) In another 
consolidation initiative, the Air Force will transfer its F- 
15E initial qualification training from Luke AFB to Seymour 
Johnson AFB, N . C . ,  beginning in late 1994. This action 
r e s u l t s  in the lass of 33 F-15E aircraft, and a decrease of 
781 full-time military and 16 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net decrease of 290 
full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Tucson International Airport, Ariz. - Two actions are being 
announced: (1) ~arlier this year, the 162nd Fighter Group 
(FG) established the F-16A/B International Military Training 
(IMT) School in order to fulfill Air Force Foreign Military 
Sales ( F W )  t r a i n i n g  obligations for the F-16A/B. To meet the 
IMT training requirement, the 162nd FG retained 10 F-16A/B 
aircraft. Training costs w i l l  be reimbursed by the FMS 
customers. This action results in an increaee of 481 full-time 
military, 102 drill, and 103 civilian manpower authorizations. 
(2) The Air National Guard and Air Force Reserve Teat  Center 
will replace 3 of i ts  F - ~ ~ A / B  aircraft with  3 F-16C/D aircraft 
in early 1994. Declining F-16A/B t e s t i n g  requirements and 
increasing early-model F-16C/D testing requirements 
necessitate this change. There is no manpower impact. 

Arkansas I - Little Rock AFB, Ark. - Xn mid-1993, the A i r  Force began 
modernizing its active duty C-130E fleet by r e p l a c i n g  eight of 
t h e  314th Airlift Wing's C-130E aircraft with e i g h t  new C-130H 
aircraft. There is no manpower impact. 

California I 
- Beale AFB, Calif. - On May 27th, 1993, the Air Force 
announced that the 350th Air Refueling Squadron (ARS) will 
lose its KC-135Q aircraft and inactivate. As part of this 
action, the 350th ARS will lose 2 of i t s  12 KC-135Q aircraft 
in mid-1994. This action results in a decrease of 34 full- 
time military manpower authorizations. 



- March AFB, Calif. - Two actions are being announced: (1) 

V The 22nd Air Refueling Wing will replace its 4 T-38A aircraft 
with 4 C-12F aircraft in late 1993 as part of Air Mobility 
Command's KC-IO/KC-135 Companion Trainer Program (CTP). Air 
Mobility Command is replacing its T-37/T-38 CT aircraft w i t h  
t h e  C-1ZF aircraft because the C-12F aircraft has more modern 
avionics and weather equipment, and provides consistency in 
training that directly relates to copilot operational duties 
i n  the primary aircraft. There is no manpower impact. ( 2 )  
In January 1994,  t h e  22nd Air Refueling Wing will be replaced  
by the 722nd Air Refueling Wing. The 722nd Air Refueling Wing 
will inactivate when the wing's KC-1024 aircraft depart. The 
1993 Base Closure Law directed the departure of the KC-1OA 
aircraft and the inactivation of the 22nd Air Refueling Wing; 
however, the wing's flag will transfer to McConnell AFB, Xan., 
i n  order to  preserve the wing's proud heritage. There is no 
manpower impact. 

- McCleIlan AFB, Calif. - The 4 WC-135B stationed at McClellan 
AFB will depart, and the 55th Weather Reconnaissance Squadron 
will inactivate in late 1993. There is no change to the 
associated manpower authorization loss announced on M a t . 7 ,  
1993. 

- Travis AFB, Cal i f .  - Two actions are being announced: 
As a result of t h e  1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
actians, Travis AFB will receive 10 KC-1OA aircraft i n  late 
1994. The Air Force plans to base 24 KC-IOA aircraft at 
Travis AFB; however, the timing of the arrival of the 

"' 7% 
remaining 14 aircraft has not been finalized, Basing 24 KC- 
10A will result in an increase of 856 full-time military, 537 
drill, and 192 civilian manpower authorizations, instead of 
the manpower numbers announced by the Air Force on May 27, 
1993. ( 2 )  Travis AFB will receive 4 C-12F aircraft i n  l a t e  
1994 as part of Air Mobility Command's KC-lO/KC-135 Companion 
Trainer Program (CTP). Air Mobility Command is replacing i t s  
T-37/T-38 CT aircraft w i t h  t h e  C-12F aircraft because the C- 
12F aircraft has more modern avionics and weather eqpipment, 
and provides consistency in training that directly relates to 
copilot operational duties in the primary aircraft. T h i s  
action results i n  an increase of 4 full-time military 
authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 860 
full-time military, 537 drill, and 192 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 
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Colorado 

- Falcon AFB, Colo. - A i r  Force Space Command activated 
the Air Force Space Warfare Center (USAFSWC) at Falcon AFB on 
November 1,  1993. The USAFSWC is the focal point for 
space application efforts through the operation of space 
simulation and wargame modeling, operational testing, tactics 
development, and integration of space systems into exercises 
and w a r  plans. Many of the manpower positions transferred 
from existing organizations at Petergon AFB, Colo:, and Falcon 
AFB; however, t h e  number of additional authorizat~ons from 
outside Peterson and Fa lcon  ATBs results i n  an increase of 
43 full-time military and 10 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Connecticut 

- Bradley International Airport, Conn. - Two actions are being 
announced: ( I )  On 27 May, 1993, the Air Force announced the 
loss  of the 103rd Fighter  Group's ( A N G )  C-12F aircraft. The. 
C-12F aircraft will be replaced by a C-26B aircraft in late 
1993. This act ion results in t h e  retention of 3 drill 
manpower authorizations. (2) The 103rd F i g h t e r  Group's mid- 
1994 conversion from A/OA-IOA ta F-16C/D aircraft is postponed 
indefinitely. The DoD "bottom-up review" guidance to further  
reduce fighter force structure will free later model F-16C/D 
aircraft t o  c o n v e r t  some ARC units from older F-16A/B 
aircraft. T h i s  minimizes the number of F - ~ ~ A / B  aircraft that 

'CI will require over $2 million per aircraft in service life 
extensions, engine upgrades, and avionics modifications. 
Converting F - ~ ~ A / B  u n i t s  to F-16C/D aircraft precludes the 
conversion of some A/QA-IOA units, Retention of these vital 
assets will ensure A i r  Force capability to d i r e p t l y  support 
the ground commander in a wide range of c o n v e n t i o n a l  
contingencies. 

Florida 

- Eglin AFB, F l a .  - The 9th Special  Operations Squadron's 
(SOS) receipt of an additional 6 Hc-~SON/P aircraft in l a t e  
1993 has been delayed. The BC-130N/P aircraft will remain at 
their overseas locat ion until their replacement aircraft are 
ready -- anticipate a two year slip. The 9th SOS did receive 
1 HC-l30N/P aircraft in mid-1993 giving it 11 BC-130N/P 
aircraft. 

- Homestead AFB, F l a .  - Ae a result of the 1993 Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment actions, oome of the Air Force's March 
12, 1993, and May 27 ,  1 9 9 3 ,  announcement information has 
changed. The 30lst Rescue Squadron (AFR} with 5 B C - ~ ~ ~ N / P  and 
8 HH-6OG aircraft, t h e  482nd Fighter Wing (AFR) w i t h  18 F- 
1 6 A / ~  aircraft, and the A N G r s  North American air defense alert 
activity will relocate to Bomestead AFB in a cantonment area 
upon completion of c o n s t r u c t i o n ;  and the 482nd Fighter Wing's 
convers ion  from F-16A/B to KC-135R aircraft is cancelled. 



There is no change  to t h e  recommendation to inactivate the 
31st Fighter Wing, or relocate the Inter-American Air Forces 
Academy, 726th A i r  Control Squadron, and t h e  A i r  Force Water 
Survival School. 

- Hurlburt Field, Fla. - Beginning in mid-1994, the 16th 
Special Operations Wing will receive 3 additional MC-130H 
aircraft. T h i s  force s t r u c t u r e  action results i n  an increase 

0 
of 184 full-time military and 4 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- MacDill RFB, Fla. - Two actions are being announced: (1) As ,,otP~ 
a result of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 4 
actions, some of the A i r  Force's March 12, 1993, and May 27, 
1993, announcement inf omation has changed: (a )  The 482nd 
Fighter Wing (AFR) and its F-16A/B aircraft will not realign 
from Homestead AFB, Fla.! to MacDill AFB. The unit will 
remain at Homestead AFB ln a cantonment area. (b) The Joint 
Communication Support Element will remain at MacDill AFB as 
long as the airfield i s  non-DoD operated. ( c f  Operation of 
t h e  airfield at MacDill AFB will be taken over by the 
Department of Commerce or another federal agency. (2) The 
56th F i g h t e r  Wing will be replaced by t h e  6 t h  A i r  Base wing in 
January 1994. This numerical change brings forward the 
heritage of one of the ~ i r  Force's original  twenty winge, 
while the change from Fighter Wing to Air Base Wing reflects 
the loss of the flying mission. There is no manpower impact. 

- Patr ick  AFB, Fla. - As a result of the 1993 Defen,se Base 
Closure and Realignment actions, some o f  the Air Force's March 
12, 1993, and May 27, 1993, announcement information has 
changed. The 301st Rescue Squadron [AFR) and its RC-130N/P 
and BH-60G aircraft will temporarily realign from Homestead 
AFB, Fla., to P a t r i c k  AFB in a permanent change of station 
status until fac i l i t i e s  at Homestead AFB are ready. 

Georgia I - Moody AFB, Ga. - Two actions are being announced:, (I) The 
A i r  Force has recently completed t h e  composite wing 
environmental impact analysis process. The next major step in 
the wing's development is the receipt of 12 A-1OA and 6 OA-10A 
aircraft in mid-1994, followed by 8 C-130E aircraft. In late 
1993, the 347th Fighter Wing will reduce  the number of its 
permanently assigned F-16C/D aircraft by 6 ,  leaving the wing 
w i t h  36 F-16C/D aircraft .  These composite wing actions result 
in an increase of 791 full-time military and 19 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) In order to meet seductions in 
the A i r  Force's fighter force structure plan, the two 
Homestead AFB, Fla,, squadrons temporarily assigned to Moody 
AFB will inactivate. 



- Robins AFB, Ga. - Two actions are being announced, ( 1 )  The 

w 19th Air Refueling Wing will replace its T-37B a i r c r a f t  w i t h  2 
C-12F a i r c r a f t  i n  la te  1993 as par t  of Air Mobility Command's 
KC-10/KC-135 Companion Trainer Program (CTP). Air Mobility 
Command is replacing its T-37/T-38 CT aircraft with the C-12F 
aircraft because the C-12F aircraft has more modern avionics 
and weather equipment, and provides consistency in training 
that directly relates to copilot operational duties in the 
primary aircraft. T h i s  action results i n  an increase of 3 
f u l l - t h e  military authorizations. (2) On May 27, 1993 ,  the 
A i r  Force announced t h a t  it was initiating t h e  environmental 
impact analysis process that will evaluate assigning KC-1OA 
aircraft to Robins AFB and relocating the KC-135R aircraft* 
The A i r  Force is no l onge r  considering assigning KC-IOA 
aircraft at Robins AFB; however, it plans to r e t a i n  a KC-135R 
u n i t .  

3 
- Scott AFB, 111. - Two actions are being announced: ( I )  In 
mid-1993, the Air Force Flight Standards Agency (FSA) began 
relocating its personnel from the Air ~taffic Services Center 
(ATSC) at Scott AFB, to Andrews AFB, Md. This move eliminates 
t h e  ATSC, and consolidates the agency's personnel c u r r e n t l y  
located at Randolph APB, Texas, Scott AIB, I ,  and i n  
Arlington, Vs. Consolidating these elements wrthin the 

V National Capital Region will better posture the FSA to 
represent A i r  Force interests as  airspace systems undergo 
dramatic changes over the next  decade. This action results in 
a decrease of 73 full-time military manpower authorizations, 
(2) Beginning in late 1993, the 375th ~irlift Wing will 
receive 4 additional C-12F aircraft in order to meet a C-12F 
training surge. The increased t ra in ing  supports A i r  Mobility 
Command's KC-lo/~C-135 Companion Trainer Program (CTP). Air 
Mobility Command is replacing its T-37/T-38 CT aircraft with 
the C-12F aircraft because the C-12F aircraft has more modern 
avionics and weather equipment, and provides consistency in 
training that directly relates to copilot operational duties 
in the primary aircraft.  his action results in an increase 
of 8 full-time military authorizations. These actions result 
in a net decrease of 65 full-time military manpower 
authorizations, 

- McConnell AFB, Kan. - ~ i v e  actions are being announced: (1) 
The 384th AR5 w i l l  replace its T-38A aircraft  w i t h  4 C-12F 
aircraft in late 1993 as part of Air Mobility Command's 
KC-10/XC-135 Companion Trainer Program (CTP). A i r  nobility 
Command is replacing i t s  T-37/T-38 CT aircraft w i t h  the C-12F 
a i rc raf t  because the C-1ZF aircraft has more modern avionics 
and weather equipment, and provide5 consistency in training 
that directly relates to copilot operational duties in t h e  



primary aircraft. This ac t i on  results in an increase of 2 
full-time military authorizations. (2) On January 1, 1994, 
the installationts ownership w i l l  transfer from A i r  Combat 
Command (ACC) to Air Mobility Command ( A M C ) .  This action is a 
result of the plan to change the base's primary mission from 
long range bombing (ACC) t o  a i r  refueling ( A M C ) .  There is no 
manpower impact. ( 3 )  The 22nd A i r  Refueling Wing will stand- 
up at McConnell AFB in January 1994,  replacing t h e  384th Bomb 
wing as the installation host. The 384th Bomb Wing becomes 
t h e  384th Bomb Group and remains at McConnell AFB until the 
bombers depart. This action is part of an ongoing Air Force 
initiative to reduce the number of wings and reinforce the 
basic Air Farce leadership philosophy of "One Base, One Wing, 
One Boss." There is no manpower impact. ( 4 )  On May 27,  1993, 
the Air Force announced that as a result of a DoD realignment 
recommendation, McConnell AFB would receive 11 KC-135R 
aircraft.  As part of this action, the 384th Air Refueling 
Squadron will receive 4 of these aircraft in early 1994. This 
action results in an  increase of 72 full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations. (5) On 27 May, 1993, it was 
announced that the 184th Fighter Group (ANG) would lose its 
C-12J aircraft in mid-1993; however, the Air Force cancelled 
t h e  action. T h i s  resulted in the retention of 3 drill 
manpower authorizations. These act ions  result in a net 
increase of 7 4  full-time military and 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Louisiana I - Barksdale AFB, La. - Four actions are being announced: (1) 
On October 1, 1993, the 2nd Wing was redesignated as the 2nd 
Bomb Wing. T h i s  action is a result of the October 1, 1993, 
transfer of the 2nd Wing's KC-135 aircraft from Air Combat 
Command to Air Mobility Command, leaving the 2nd Wing with 
only one type of aircraft. An organization normally has more 
than one type of aircraft to be designated as a Wing. There 
is no manpower impact. ( 2 )  The 1 4  KC-135Q aircraft assigned 
to the 71st Air Refueling Squadron will begin departing in 
early 1994 ,  and the squadron will inactivate in mid-1994. 
There is no change to the associated manpower authorization pwf" l o a s  announced on May 27 ,  1993. ( 3 )  As a result  of the 1993 6 Defense Base Closure and ~ealignment actions, Barksdale AFB 
will lose 10 KC-1OA aircraft in late 1994; however, the timing 
of the departure of the remaining 9 aircraft has not been 
finalized. There is no change to the associated manpower 
authorization loss announced on May 2 7 ,  1993. ( 4 )  The Air 
Force is modifying its May 27 ,  1993, announcement on the 46th 
Fighter Training Squadron becoming a 3-52H Associate Reserve 
unit. Inatead of becoming an Associate Resertre unit ,  it will 
be unit equipped with 8 8-528 aircraft. This action result* @ in an increase of 397 drill and 136 civilian manpower 
authorizations. we anticipate the standup of the unit before 
the end of the year. 



Maryland I 
'111) - Andrews AFB, Md. - Two actions are being announced: ( I )  Due 

to decreasing operational support airlift (OSA) requirements, 
the ~ i r  Force is eliminating its C-12F OSA aircraft fleet. 
The aircraft will be used in Air Mobility Command's KC-lO/KC- 
135 Companion Trainer Program. As a result, the 458th Airlift 
Squadron will lose its 6 C-12F aircraft in late 1993. This 
action results in a decrease of 12 full-time military manpower 
authorizations. (2) The ~ i r  Force Flight  standard^ Agency 
(FSA) began relocating to Andrews AFB, Md,, in mid-1993. This 
move consolidates the agency's personnel currently located at 
Randolph AFB, Texas, Scott AFB, Ill., and in Arlington, Va. 
Consolidating these elements within the National Capital 
Region will better posture the FSA to represent Air Force 
interests as airspace systems undergo dramatic changes over 
the next decade. This action results in an increase of 101 
full-time military and 20 civilian manpower authorizations. 
These actions result in a net increase of 89 full-time 
military and 20 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Barnes Municipal Airport, Mass. - The 104th Fighter Group's 
( A N G )  early 1994 conversion from A/OA-1OA to F-16C/D aircraft 
is postponed indefinitely. The DoD "bottom-up review" 
guidance to further reduce fighter force structure will free 
later model F-16C/D aircraft to convert some ARC units from 
older F-16A/B aircraft. This minimizes the number af F - ~ ~ A / B  
aircraft that will require aver $2 million per aircraft in 
service life extensions, engine upgrades, and avionics 
modifications. converting F-16A/B units to the F-16C/D 
aircraft precludes t h e  conversion of some A/OA-1OA units. 
~etcntion of these vital assets will ensure Air Force 
capability to directly support the ground commander in a wide 
range of conventional contingencies. 

Michf gaa 

- p B ~ P L  
K. I. Sawyer AFB, Mich. - The 410th Bomb Wing's drawdown of 

5 B-52H aircraft will begin in mid-1994 instead of late 1993. 

- Columbus AFB, M i s s .  - As a result of the Air Force decieion 
to transfer Basic Fighter Training to undergraduate pilot 
training (UPT) wings, Columbus AFB began receiving i t s  1 4  AT- 

CU 
388 aircraft in mid-1993. The transfer allows future fighter 
pilots to begin their transition at the base where they just 
completed UPT. This action results in an increase of 50 full- 
time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. 



Montana 

- Malmstrom AFB, Mont. - The 43rd Air Refueling Wing will 
replace i t s  4 T-38A aircraft with 2 C-12F aircraft in late 
1993 as part  of Air Mobility Command's KC-10/KC-135 Companion 
Trainer Program (CTP). Air Mobility Command is replacing i t s  
T-37/T-38 CT aircraft w i t h  the C-12F aircraft because the C- 
12F aircraft bas more modern avionics and weather equipment, 
and provides consistency in training that directly relates to 
copilot operational duties in the primary aircraft. This 
action results i n  a decrease of 6 full-time military manpower 
authorizations. 
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Nebraska 
I 

- Offutt AFB, Neb. - On May 27, 1993, t& Air Force announced 
that the 55th Wing would receive 4 WC-135B aircraft. The A i r  
Force has  since determined t h a t  only 3 a ircraft ,  designated 
OC-135B's, w i l l  be required to perform the Open Skies treaty 
mission, and that the first aircraft w i l l  arrive i n  late 1993 .  
As a resul t  of the reduced number of aircraft, Offutt AFB's 
revised manpower will on ly  increase by 115 f u l l - t i m e  military 
and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Hew Jersey 

.I McGuire AFB, N.J. - Two actions are being announced: ( 1 )  As 

fmv a result  of  the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
actions, m e  of the Air Force's March 12, 1993, and May 27, 
1993, announcement information has changed: (a) The 438th 
Airlift Wing and all of its C-141B aircraft and 2 l s t  Air Force 
will remain at McGuire AFB. (b) The 514th Airlift Wing (AFR) 
will remain at McGuire AF'B as an associate u n i t  instead of 
becoming unit equipped. (c) The 913th ~irlift Group (AFR) and 
its C-130E aircraft will not transfer from Willow Grove Air 
Reserve Station, Pa., to McGuire AFB. ( d )  McGuire AFB w i l l  
seceive 19 KC-lOA aircraft from Barksdale AFB, La., w i t h  the 
first 10 aircraft arriving in late 1994. The Air Force plans 
to eventually base 24 KC-1OA aircraft at McGuire AFB; however, 
t h e  t iming of t h e  arrival of the remaining 14 aircraft has not 
been finalized. Basing 24 KC-1OA will result in an increase 
of 855 f u l l - t i m e  military, 537  drill, and 192 civilian 
manpowet a u t h o r i z a t i o n s .  The manpower changes announced on 
May 27,  1993, are cancelled. (2) McGuire AFB w i l l  receive 3 
C-12F aircraft in late 1994 as part of Air Mobility  command'^ 
XC-lO/KC-135 Companion Trainer  Program (CTP). A i r  Mobility 
Command is replacing its T-37/T-38 CT aircraft with the C-12F 
aircraft because the C-12F aircraft has more modern avionics 
and weather equipment, and provide. consistency in training 
that directly relates to copilot operational duties in the 
primary aircraft. This action results in an increase of 6 
full-time military authorizations. These actions result in a 
net increase of 861 full-time military, 537 drill, and 192 
civilian manpower authorizations. 



New Mexico 

- Holloman AFB, N.M. - As a result of the Air Force decision 
to transfer Basic Fighter Training to undergraduate p i l o t  
t r a i n i n g  (UPT) wings, Holloman AFB began transferring its 30 
AT-388 aircraft in mid-1993. The transfer allows f u t u r e  
fighter pilots to begin t h e i r  transition a t  t h e  base w h e r e  
they just completed UPT. T h i s  action results i n  a decrease of 
95 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations, 

- Plattsburgh AFB, N.Y. - Three actions are being announced: 
( I )  As a result of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment actions, Plattsburgh AFB will now close, The 
closure associated manpower, organizational, and force 
structure changes contained in t h e  Air Force's March 12, 1993, 
and May 27, 1993, announcement are cancelled. (2) The 380th 
Air Refueling Wing will replace its 3 T-37B aircraft with 2 C- 
12F a i rcraf t  in late 1993 as part of Air Mability Command's 
KC-10/KC-135 Companion Trainer Program (CTP). Air Mobility 
Command is replacing its T-37/T-38 CT aircraft w i t h  t h e  C-12F 
aircraft because the C-12F aircraft has more modern avionics 
and weather equipment, and provides consistency in training 
that directly relates to copilot operational duties in the 
primary aircraft. There is no manpower impact. ( 3 )  The 380th 
Air Refueling Wing will replace its remaining 6 KC-135Q 

WJ, 
aircraft w i t h  6 KC-13ST aircraft in l a t e  1993, and transfer 6 
KC-135R aircraft beginning in late 1993. This action results 
in a decrease of 107 full-time m i l i t a r y  and 1 civilian 
manpower authorizations* 

Horth Carolina \ 

- Pope AFB, N.C. - The Air Force has finalized its plans to 
relocate 8 C-130E aircraft from the 23rd Wing. The aircraft 
will depart in mid-1994, leaving t h e  wing w i t h  28  C-130E 
Adverse Weather Aerial Delivery System aircraft.  There is no 
change to the associated manpower authorization loss announced 
on May 27 ,  1993. 

- Seymour Johnson AFB, N . C .  - Four actions are being 
announced: (I) The 4th Wing will lose 6 F-15E aircraft 
beginning in late 1993. The aircraf t  will primarily be used 
to m e e t  increased training requirements at Luke AFB, Ariz. 
This action results in a decrease of 100 full-time military 
manpower authorizations. (2) The Air Force will transfer its 
F-ISE initial qualification training from Luke AFB to Seymour 
Johnson AFB, N.C., beginning in late 1994.  This action 
results in a gain of 28 F-15E aircraft and an increase of 781 
full-time military and 16 civilian manpower authorizations. 
(3) The initiative to assign the majority of Air Force KC-IOA 
aircraft to two large air mobility bases w i l l  result in the 
transfer of Seymour Johnson AFBts KC-1OA aircraft. Ten KC-IOA 



aircraft will depart in late 1994; however, the timing of the 
departure of t h e  r e m a i n i n g  9 aircraft has not been finalized. 

u' The departure of all of the KC-1OA aircraft results in a 
decrease of 610 full-time m i l i t a r y ,  426 drill, and 92 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (4) Due to t h e  loss of t h e  KC-1OA 
aircraft, the 916th Air Refueling Group (AFR) will receive 10 
KC-135R aircraft and became unit equipped instead af being an 
Associate Reserve unit, The timing has not been finalized. 
T h i s  action results in an increase of 352 drill and 170 
civilian manpower authorizations. These  actions result in a 
net increase of 71 full-time military, a decrease of 74 drill 
and an increase of 94 civilian manpower authorizatione, 

North Dakota I - Grand Forks AFB, N.D. - Three actions are being announced: 
(1) The 319th Air Refueling Wing will replace its T-38A 
aircraft with 6 C-12F aircraft in late 1993 as part of Air 
Mobility Command's KC-10/KC-135 Companion Trainer Program 
( C T P ) .  A i r  M o b i l i t y  Command i s  replacing i t s  T-37/T-38 CT 
aircraft with the C-12F aircraft  because the C-12F aircraft 
has more modern avionics and weather equipment, and provides 
consistency in training that directly relates to copilot 
operational duties i n  t h e  primary aircraft. This action 
results in an increase of 5 full-time military authorizations. 
(2) On May 27 ,  1993, the A i r  Force announced that as a result PBCRC 
of a DoD 1993 Base Closure realignment recommendation, Grand 
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Forks AFB would receive 27 KC-135R aircraft. As part of t h i s  
action, the 319th Air Refueling Wing will begin receiving 14 
of these aircraft in early 1994. This ac t ion  results in an 
increase of 270 full-time military and 5 civilian manpower 
authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 275 
full-time military and 5 civilian manpower authorizations. 
( 3 )  The 321st Missile Wing becomes the 321st Missile, Group in 
March 1994, The 321st Missile Group will remain a tenant a t  
Grand Forks AFB. This action i s  part of an ongoing Air Force 
initiative to reduce the number of wings andseinforce the 
basic A i r  Force leadership philosophy of "One B a s e ,  O n e  Wing, 
One Boss," There is no manpower impact. 

- Minot AFB, N . D .  - Two actions are being announced: (1) As a > O @ x  
result of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and ~ e a l i g m n t  
actions, t h e  14 KC-135R aircraft aesigned to t h e  906th Air 
Refueling Squadron will begin departing in early 1994,  and the 
squadron will inactivate in mid-1994. There is no change to 
t h e  associated manpower authorization loss announced, on May 
27,  1993. ( 2 )  The 91st ~ i s s i l e  Wing becomes the 91st Missile 
Group in March 1994 .  The 91st Mis~ile Group w i l l  remain a 
tenant at Minot AFB. This action is part of an ongoing A i r  
Force initiative to reduce the nu&er of wings and reinfosce 
t h e  basic Air Force leadership philosophy of "One Base, One 
Wing, One Boss." There i s  no manpower impact. 



- Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio - Due to decreasing operational 
support airlift (OSA) requirements, the ~ i r  Force is 
eliminating i t s  C-12F OSA aircraft fleet. The aircraft will 
be used in Air Mobility Command's K C - ~ O / K C - ~ ~ ~  Companion 
Trainer  Program. As a r e s u l t ,  the 645th Air Base Wing will 
lose its 6 C-12F aircraft in l a t e  1993. This a c t i o n  r e s u l t s  
i n  a decrease of 12 full-time military manpower 
authorizations. 

Oklahoma 

- A l t u s  AFB, Okla. - As a result of the 1993 Defense Base >(3*c 
Closure and Realignment d e c i s i o n  to redirect t h e  KC-135 combat - 
crew t r a i n i n g  mission from F a i r c h i l d  AFB, Wash*, to A l t u s  AFB, 4 
the 457th Operations Group's 22 KC-135R aircraft w i l l  begin 
depart ing  i n  l a t e  1993 .  However, in late  1994, A i r  Education 
and Training Command w i l l  begin r e p l a c i n g  t h e  4 5 7 t h  Operations 
Group's operational aircraft with 24 KC-135R t r a i n i n g  
a i r c r a f t .  This a c t i o n  results i n  an increase  of 18 full-time 
military manpower a u t h o r i z a t i o n s .  

- . Tinker AFB, Okla. - The 507th Fighter Group (AFR) will 
became t h e  507th  A i r  Refueling Group when it beg ins  converting 
from 24 F-16A/B to 10 KC-135R aircraft in mid-1994, This 
action results in a decrease of 170 drill and 92  c i v i l i a n  
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manpower authorizations. The Air Force is considering other 
AFR actions a t  Tinker AFB t h a t  would r e t a i n  t h e  current number 
of manpower authorizations. 

- Willow Grove A i r  Reserve Station (ARS), Pa. - AS a result o f  
Dnw the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment a c t i o n s ,  t h e  A i r  

Force's March 12, 1993, and May 27, 1993, announcement 
information has changed. The 913th Airlift G r o u p  (AFR) and 
i t s  C-130E aircraft will not transfes from Willow Grove ARS t o  
McGuire AFB, N.J. 

South Carolina 

- Shaw APB, N.C. - The 363rd F i g h t e r  Wing will be replaced by 
the 20th Fighter Wing in January 1994. T h i s  action retains 
the heritage of one of the Air Force's original twenty wings. 
There is na manpower impact. 



South Dakota I v - Ellsworth AFB, S.D. - As a resul t  of the 1993 Defense B a s e  D&cPC 
Closure and Realignment actions, the 11 KC-13SR aircraft  .CZb 
assigned to the 28th Air R e f u e l i n g  Squadron w i l l  begin 
depart ing i n  mid-1994, and the squadron will inactivate in a 
l a t e  1 9 9 4 ,  There is no change to the associated manpower 
authorization loss announced on May 2 7 ,  1993. 

Texas I 
Bergstrom AE'B, Texas - As a result of the 1993 Defense Base C 

Closure and Realignment and numerous fighter force structure 
changes, some of the Air Force's March 12, 1993, and May 27, 
1993, announcement information has changed: (a) The 924th 
Fighter Group (AFR) with its E-16A/B aircraft will remain at 
Bergstrom AFB in a cantonment area until at least the end of 
1996. (b) The 924th Fighter Group's conversion from F-16A/B 
to F-16C/D aircraft is indefinitely postponed. (c) Tenth Air 
Force ( A F R )  will remain a.t Bergstrom AFB. 

- Carswell AFB, Texas - As a result of the  1993 Defense Base DRcf2c - - Closure and Realignment a c t i o n s ,  some of t h e  Air Force's March 
12, 1993, and May 27, 1993, announcement information has 
changed. The 924th Fighter Group (AFR) with its  F-16 aircraft 
will not realign from Bergstxom AFB, Texas, t o  Carswell AFB. 

- Randolph AFB, Texas - Two actions are being announced: ( 1 )  
As a result of the Air Force decision ta transfer Basic 
Fighter Training to undergraduate pilot training (UPT) wings, 
Randolph AFB will receive B AT-38B aircraft in late  1993 .  The{ a 
transfer will allow future f i g h t e r  pilots to begin their 
transition at the base where they just completed UPT. This 
act ion resulted in an increase of 41 full-time military and 15 
civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In mid-1993, the A i x  
Force Flight Standards Agency (FSA) began relocating its 
Instrument Flight Center (IFC) located at Randolph AFB, to 
Andrews AFB, Md. This IndVe eliminates the IFC, and 
consolidates the agency's personnel currently located at 
Randolph AFB, Texas, Scott AFB, Ill., and i n  Arlington, Va. 
Consolidating these elements within the National Capital 
~egion will better posture the FSA to represent Air Force 
i n t e r e s t s  as airspace systems undergo dramatic changes over 
the next decade. T h i s  action r e s u l t s  in a decrease of 10 
full-time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. 
These actions result in a net increase of 31 f u l l - t h e  
military and 13  c i v i l i a n  manpower authorizations. 

C Sheppard AFB, Texas - As a result of  the Air Force decision 
t o  transfer Basic Fighter Training to undergraduate p i l o t  
training (UPT) wings, Sheppard AFB will receive 8 AT-388 
aircraft in late 1993. The transfer will allow future fighter 

@3 

p i l o t s  to begin t h e i r  transition at the base where they just 
completed UPT. This action resulted in an increase of 1 4  
full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. 



Washington 

- Fairchild AFB, Wash. - Five actions are being announced: 
( 1 )  The 453rd Operations Group will replace its T-378 aircraft 
with 6 C-12F aircraft in late 1993 as part of Air Mobility 
Command's KC-10/XC-135 Companion Trainer Program (CTP). Air 
Mobility Command is replacing i t s  T-37/T-38 CT aircraft with 
the C-12F aircraft because the C-12F aircraf t  has more modern 
avionics and weather equipment, and provides consistency in 
training that directly relates to copilot operational d u t i e s  
in the primary aircraft, This a c t i o n  resu l t s  i n  an increase 
of 7 full-time military authorizations. ( 2 )  The 453rd 
Operations Group will begin replacing 17 of its 26 KC-135R 
aircraft with 20 KC-135T aircraft in early 1994, This action 
is the f i r s t  in a series that w i l l  establish a large tanker 
wing a t  Fairchild and results in an increase of 52 f u l l - t i m e  

loee 4 B-S2H aircraft beginning in late 1993. This act ion 
results in a decrease of 81 full-time military and 1 civilian 
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military manpower authorizations. (3) The 92nd Bomb Wing will 

e 
manpower authorizations. ( 4 )  On July 1, 1994, the 
installation's ownership will transfer from Air Combat Command 
(ACC) to Air Mobility Command (AMC). This action ia a result 
of the plan to change the base's primary miss ion  from long 
range bombing (ACC) to air refueling (AMC). There is no 
manpower impact, ( 5 )  On May 27, 1993, the Air Force 
announced the retirement of t h e  141st Air Refueling Wing's 
(ANG) C-12J aircraft, The C-12J a ircraf t  w i l l  be replaced by 
a C-268 aircraft in l a t e  1993. This action r e s u l t s  in the 
retention of 3 drill manpower authorizations. These actions 
result i n  a n e t  decrease of 22  full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations. 
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Li\,fh.IEDUTE RELEASE February 28,1994 (7031697-5737@ublic/indusuy) 

AIR FORCE ANNOUNCES FORCE STRUCTUR33 CIfitYGES 

The Air Force today announced force structure actions necessary to meet the fiscal year 
1995 Administration's budget request; achieve eficiencies; adjust to fiscal constraints; modernize 
the Reserve Component; or make Air Force organizational changes. The Administration's budget 
request incorporates guidance from the D e p m e n c  of Defense Bottom-Up Review and outlines 
the timirig of some moves reqQired by the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment actions. 
As a result of the Bottom-Up Review, the Air Force is making reductions in the overall force 
structure. 

This announcement explains the force structure draw down of active duty and reserve 
component personnel and weapons systems. Additionally, the Air Force has deleted funding for 
150 Minuteman launch facilities and 24 B-52H abcrait., Any additional actions concerning future 
bomber force smcture will be determined after completion of the Nuclear Postun Review. 
Decisions regarding missile launch facilities will be determined by the 1995 Base Closure and 
ReaIignment Commission. 

Actions other &an those that implement the 1993 Base Closure recommendations do not 
exceed the thresholds established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990. 
Decisions on my proposed actions will be made only after the appropriate environmental analyses 
bave been completed and the Clean Air Act conformity requirements have been met 

In reference to manpower authorization, full-time military means active duty military or 
GuardReserve positions; drill means Air Force Reserve (AFR) or Air National Guard (AIG) 
positions; and civilian means federal civil service or Air ReservelGuard technician positions. 
Since the Air ReservclGuard technicians hold both drill and federal civil service positions, they are 
counted in both drilt and civilian manpower authorizations. 

For additional information, contact the Air Force Press Desk, Major Mary Feltault or 
Captain Mary W o n ,  (703) 695-0640. 
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announced conversion of the 117th 
1334aircraft is amended--instead the 

J 1994. The revised manpower impact 
decrease of 263 drill and 46 civilian 

manpower authorizations. k- 5 

- Dannelly Field. Ala. - The 187th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose aircraft in 
mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 33 drill, and 7 civilian manpower I/ authorizations. 

- Eareckson Air Station, Alaska - The Cobra Dane Radar will terminate operations and the / 16th Space Surveillance Squadron will inactivate in mid-1994. This action is a result of budget / 
constraints and a reduced threat; however, other methods remain to ensure adequate warning to 
sustain nuclear deterrence. This results in a decrease of 34 full-time military manpower w authorizations. 

Eielson AFB, Alaska - a e actions are being announced: (1) The 354th Fighter Wing 
will gain an additi&.&'% GA:~O& craft in mid-1994, This action, which is part of the Air =' .' Force A/OA-1OA restructure, results in an increase of 150 fu l l - t imerol~gp and 3 civilian 

d manpower authorizations. (2) The 354th Fighter Wing will l o d ~ - 1 6 w i r c r a f t  in mid- , 

1994, resulting in a decrease of 81 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 
th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will modernize by convening born 8  KC-^@ 8 

KC-1 R a' craft in mid-1995. This results in a decrease of 8 drill and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net increascof 69 fuU-time military, and a \ 

decrease of 8 d?!! and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. cS / 
-z 

Arizona 

are being announced: (1) The 355th Wing will :< 

aircraft beginning in mid-1994. This action, due to 
' 

nu, results in an increase of 69 full-tim 
e 3 56th Fighter Squadron will replace 

h. This action, which is part of an Air Force AnA-1OA 
f 6 full-time military manpower authorizations. (3) The 355th 

ircraft in mid-1994. This action is a result of an Air Combat >& 
onsolidate its EC- 130s at Davis-Monthan AFB. This results in an 

J increase of 568 full-time military and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) An ACC 
initiative, beginning in early 1994, will affect three of the Command's numbered air forces. The 



initiative restructures organizati rce and more closeIy aligns them with 
their wartime nlission. This res 
these actions re5uIt in a net 
authorizations. 

+ Ariz. - Four actions are being announced: (1) The 58th Fighter Wing . . 
aircraft in early 1993 as part of a f- program to train 

pilots. This resulted in an increase of 45 full-time military manpower authorizations. 
(2) The 58th Fighter Wing will become the 56th Fighter Wing in April 1994, The 56th Fighter .) 
Wing's mission was transferred from MacDill AFB, Fla,, to Luke AFB by the 1991 Defense Base J,' 

I/ Closure and Realignment Law. This action preserves the illustrious herita 
is no manpower impact (3) The 56th Fighter Wing will rec 

in early 1995. This action, which is p 
training mission, results in an increas 

authorizations. (4) The 944th Fighter Group (AFR) 
This results in a decrease of 53 __ drill -- -- and 18 civilian 
actions result in a net ipecrend df 184 &time milit 
manpower a u t h o r i r a t i o n ~ - & a  

arbor International Airport, Ariz. - The 161st Air Refueling Group (AiVG) 
in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 26 

drill, end authorizations. 

- Tucson Internation o actions are being announced: (1) The 162nd 
Fighter Group (ANG) aircraft beginning in late 1994 due to reduced 

a decrease of 6 full-time military, 56 drill, and 39 
nd Fighter Group will 

ahcraft will have an o 
ssion. This results in 

all, these actions result 
full-time military, and an increase of 129 drill and 96 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Arkansas 

Smith Municipal Auport, Ark. - The 188th Fighter Group (ANG) will 

authorizations. 
mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 

- Little Rock AFB, Ark, - Two ac 
to modernize the active duty C- 130 fleet 
314th Airlift Wing in mid-1994. There i 
its previous announcement relocating the 
N.C., to Little Rock AFB. Air Combat 
effective at Pope AFB, due to the trainin by the 23rd Wing, a composite 
force wing, located near the 82nd Airborne Division. Previously released manpower increases 
associated with this action arc canceled. 



Beale AFB, Calif. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The previously announced 
- relocation of the 940th Air Refueling Group (AFR) fro 

amended--instcad, the unit will relocate to Beale AFB w 
late 1994. The revised manpowe 
and 238 civilian manpower autho 
Air Refueling Squadron, and its 
manpower impact results in a d and 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (3) As part of the Air Force's effort to consolidate reconnaissance assets, it is 
establishing a Contingency Airborne Reconnaissance System at BealedFB, in mid-1994, This 3 ,emf, in a w n  manpower authorizations. Overall, 

, these actions result in a net increase of 76 full-time military, 1153 drill, and 242 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

Channel Island Air Guard Station, Calif, - The 146th Airlift Wing (ANG) 
ting in mid-1994; however, the Wing will modernize by replac 
aft, in late 1994, This results in a decrease of 13 full-time milit 
ower authorizations. 

- Two actions are being announced: ( I )  The 144th Fighter 
in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 9 full-time 

authorizations. (2) In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 
144th Fighter Wing will terminate its alert operation (2 F- 16- aircraft) at March AFB, Calif. 
This results in the loss of 18 full-time military, and 2 civilian manpower authorizations for March 
AFB support, 

- March AFB, Calif. - Eight actions are being announced: ( I )  As 
the 722nd Air Refueling Wing' 

is no change to the associated 
, 1993. (2) As a result 

n late 1994 and the remaini 
ll-time military manpowe 

result of a North sector consolidation study, the 
Southwest Air Defense Sector 
responsibilities at the newly 
This results in a decrease of 260 full-time military and 38 civilian manpower authorizations. 
(4) The Air Force band at March AFB was to realign due to the 1993 Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Law's deci reserve base; however, the band will 
inactivate by mid- 1994. 
452nd Air Refueling 'Wing (AFR) will 



452nd Air Refueling Wing will be redesignated as the 452nd Air Mobility Wing, and the 345th 
1V).' Airlift Wing will inactivate, with designated units assigned to the 4S2nd Air Mobility Wing. This 

results in a decrease of 39 drill and 17 civilian manpower authorizations. (8) In nlid-1994, 
Detachment 1, 144th Fighter Wing (ANGFresno Air Terminal, Calif,) will terminate its alert 
operation (2 F-16A/B aircraft) at March AFB, Calif.; however, Detachment 1, 119th Fighter 
Group (ANGmector Field International Airport, N.D.) will assume alert operations. This results, 
in a decrease of 2 civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net 
decrease of 265 full-time military, 82 drill, and 64 civilian manpower authoriations. > 

McClellan AFB, Calif. - The 940th Air Refueling Group (AFR) and it 
will relocate to Beale AFB, Calif., in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 
1 196 drill, and 245 civilian manpower -011s. '. ,, 2 1  r ,I 

/ 
E ) " ? L  

,,,,,#r~(- - Travis AFB, Calif. - Six actions are being announced: (I) In July 1994, the 60th Airlift 
Wing will become the 60th Air Mobility Wing and the 349th Airlift Wig (AFR Associate) will 
become the 349th Air Mobility Wing (AFR A o manpower impact on either 
action. (2) As a result of the decision to as raft to the 60th Air Mobility 4 4  fl - 
Wing, 10 KC-1OAs will arrive in mid-1994 and the remaining KC-1OAs will be in place by mid- 
1995. The associated manpower impact for this action remains as previously announced--an 
increase of 856 full-time military, 5 manpower authorizations. (3) The 
60th Air Mobility Wing will receiv raft in late 1995. This results in an 
increas_e ~f . l m e  military ma The 60th Air Mobility Wing will > 
~O@MA/B aircr t, which also affects the AFR associate program. in late 1994. This w s t a n d  active duty C-5 squadrons at 16 aircraft, and results in a decrease or141  

civilian manpower authorizations, (5) The 60th Air Mobility 
, which also affects the AFR associate program, beginning in 

wdown of the aging C-14lB fleet and results in a decrease of 
> 

723 full-time military, 520 drill, and 161 civilian manpower authorizations. (6) The 1492nd Air 
ransportation Trainin- will relocate to M u i r e  AFB, N.J., beginning in m i d - m e  

Gill be part of the planned Mobility Warfare Center. This results in a decrease of 25 full- 
time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, there actions result in s net 

d 

decrease of 32 full-time military, 114 drill, and 4 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Colorado 

- Buckley Air Guard Base, Colo. - The 140th Fighter Wing (ANG) will 

manpower authorizations, 
aircraft in late 1994, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 

nited States Air Force Academy, Colo. - The Academy will re 
beginning in late 1994, as replacements for the T-41C 

-- 



Dover AFB, Del. - Two actions are being announced: wp inactivated the 31a Airlift Squadmn in early 1914. and will 10s 
ate 1994. This aircraft dr 
results in a decrease of 

ns. (2) As part of an Air Force Management Engineering 
Agency consolidation, the Logistics Management Engineering Team will inactivate and its 
functions will relocate to Randolph AFB, Texas, beginning in mid-1995. This results in a 
decrease of 10 full-tirne military and 9 civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions 
resuIt in a net decrease of 164 full-time military, 131 drill, and 43 civilian manpower 
authorizations. / 

Florida 

A - Homestead AFB, Fla - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 31st Fighter Wing 
designation will replace the 401st Fighter Wing designation at Aviano AB, Italy, in April 1994. 
The 1993 Defense Base Closure and Redignment Law directed the realignment of the Air Force's 
active duty presence from Homestead AFB. This action preserves the proud heritage of &e 31st 

. There is no manpower impact. (2) The 482nd Fighter Wing (AFR) w i l m  
craft in mid-1994. This results in a loss of 53 drill and 18 civilian manpower 

- 
A Hurlburt Field, Fla, - The 16 

late 1994; however, the Wing will 1 
decrease of 60 full- time rnili tary and 2 

- Jacksonville International A o actions are being announced: (I) The 
125th Fighter Group (ANG) will 10s raft in mid- 1994, This results in a decrease 
of 4 full-time military, 28 drill, and ower a u t h ~ ~ a & ~ &  b&&e 1994, the 
125rh Fighter Group will modernize by converting fro 46~- 1 ~ A / B  to 15 F- 16~/~>craft. 
There is no manpower impact. L #"-. e- 

-"-*-----',- 

iaxuia 
4 4 '  - 

r ,  Dobbins Air Reserve Base, Oa. - The 116th Fighter Wing will lose a' craft in 
late 1994. This results in a decrease of 6 full-time military, 15 drill, and 1 anpower 
authorizations, 

Moody AFB, Ga, - Three actions are being announced; (1) The 347th Fighter Wing will 
ly 1994. The redesignation is the result of the Wing's 

results in an increasc of 73 full-time 
last temporarily assigned Homestead AFB, Fla., squadmu a n c ~ - 1 6 ~ / D  7-.-u.-.-m aircraft will +- %xB/ 

w0 mid-1995, This does not impact the 36 F-16CD aircraft assigned to the 347th Wing, 

--/ 



- Hickam AFB. Hawaii - Three actions are being announced: (I) The 154th Group (ANG)) 
will receive an additional 3 C-130H aircraft in mid-1994, creating a 4 aircraft airlift squadron. 
This results in an increase of 12 full-time military, 108 drill, and 49 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) The 154th Group will lose 9 F-15- aircraft (6 F-15A/Bs in mid-1994 and ? 
3 F-15-s in mid-1995). This results in a decrease of 24 full-time military, 105 drill, and 19 
civilian manpower authorizations, (3) In Iate 1994, the 154th Group will receive 4 additional : 
KC-135R a k ~ a f t .  This results in an increase of 99 drill and 19 civilian manpower 
authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 12 full-time military, and an 
increase of 102 drill and 49 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Mountain Home AFB, Idaho - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 34th Bomb \ 7 
Squadron, a geographically separated unit of the 366th Wing. which is located at Castle AF/B, 
Calif., will transfer to Ellsworth AFB, S.D., and convert from 7 B-52G to 6 B-1B aircraft in mid- 
1994. (2) The 366th Wing will gain an additional 6 F-15CD aircraft in late 1994. This results 

/ 
in an increase of 131 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations, (3) In early . 

1995, the 366th Wing will gain an additional 6 F-15E aircraft. This results in an increase of 184 
full-time military and 4 civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net / 
increase of 3 15 full-time military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. 

mw 
Ulinois 

'- - Capital Municipal Airport. Ill. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 183rd Fighter 
Wing (ANG) will lose 3 F-16AD aircraft in late 1994, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time 
military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian manpower authorizations, (2) In late 1994, the 183rd Fighter 
Wing wiU modernize by converting from 15 F-16AB to 15 F - 1 6 0  aircraft. There is no 
manpower imp~ct. 

- Greater Peoria Airport, 111, - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 182nd Fighter 
Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16A/B aircraft in mid-1994, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time 
military, 32 drill and 7 civilian manpower authorizations, (2) However, in mid-1995, the 182nd 
Fighter Group will become the 182nd Airlift Group when it converts horn 15 F-16AD to 8 
C-130E aircraft. This results in a decrease of 6 fuI1-time military, 161 drill, and 63 civilian 
manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 8 full-time military, 
193 drill, and 70 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- O'Harc International Airport, Ill, - The 326th Air Refueling Wing (ANG) will lose 1 
KC-135E aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 26 drill, and 2 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Scott AFB, Ill. - Four actions are being announced: (1) The 375th Airlift Wing's C-21 
Lining mission and 4 (2-21.4 aircraft will transfer to Kccsler M B ,  Miss., in mid-1994, instead of 
late 1993. The manpower impact remains as previously announced. (2) The 375th Airlift Wing 



will lose its remaining 7 C-12F aircraft in mid-1994. The Wing's forma1 C-12 training mission 
will transfer to Air Education and Training Command and relocate to Kcesbr AFB. This results 
in a decrease of 10 full-time military and I civilian manpower authorizations. (3) Air Mobility 
Command's USAF Air Mobility School will relocate to McGuire Al%, N.J., beginning in mid- 
1994. The SchooI will be part of the planned Mobility Warfare Center. This results in a decrease 
of 50 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) As part of an Air Force 
Management Engineering Agency consolidation. the Communications-Computer Systems 
Management Engineering Team will inactivate and its functions relocate to Randolph AFB, 
Texas, beginning in mid-1995. This results in a decrease of 13 full-time military and 12 civilian 
manpower authorizations. Overall. these actions result in a net decrease of 73 full-time military 
and 16 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Fort Wayne Municipal Airport, Ind. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 122nd 
Fighter Wing (ANG) will lose 3 F-16CD aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 
full-time military, 33 drill, and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) However, in mid-1995, 
the 122nd Fighter Wing will become the 122nd Air Refueling Wing when it converts from 15 
F-16CD to 9 KC-135E aucraft, This results in an increase of 19 full-time military, and a 
decrease of 150 drill and 41 civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a 
net increase of 17 full-time military, and a decrease of 183 drill and 48 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Grissorn AFB, Ind. - In late 1994, the 930th Operations Group (AFR) will lose its 18 
ADA-1OA aircraft and inactivate, and the 434th Wing will be redesignated the 434th Air 
Refueling Wing. This results in a decrease of 515 drill and 174 civilian manpower 
authorizations, 

- Hulman Regional Airport, Ind. - The 181st Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16CP 
aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill. and 7 civilian 
manpower authorizations, 

,4 

Iowa - 
- Des Moines International Airport, Ia, - The 132nd Fighter Wing (AYG) will lose 3 
F-16CP aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 36 drill, and 7 
civilian manpower authorizations, 

- Sioux City Municipal Airport, Ia, - The 185th Fighter Group (AYG) will lose 3 F-16CD 
aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

Kansas 



- Forbes Field, Kan. - The 190th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will lose 1 KC-135E aircraft 
in late 1994, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 26 drill, and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

B - McConnell AFB, Kan. - Two actions are being announced: .(l) The 22nd Air Refueling 
Wing will gain 27 KC-135Rfl aircraft beginning in early 1994. This action completes Air 
Mobility Command's build of one of its core KC-135 air refueling wings to 48 KC-135s, and 
results in an increase of 927 full-time military and 24 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) As a 
result of the Air Force decision to establish a large KC-135 air refueling wing at McConnell AFB, 
the 384th Bomb Group will lose its remaining 12 B-1B bombers and inactivate in late 1994. This 
action results in a decrease of 1232 full-time military and 39 civilian manpower authorizations. 

> 
Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 305 full-time military and 15 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 9 

- Standiford Field, Ky. - The 123rd Airlift Wing (ANG) will lose 4 C-130H aircraft in 
mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 13 full-time military, 124 drill, and 21 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

- Barksdale AFB, La. - Three actions are being announced: ( I )  The previously announced 
increase of B-52H aircraft and associated manpower impact for the 2nd Bomb Wing is on hold 
pending the results of the Nuclear Posture Review. These actions do not affect the realignment of 
the B-52 Combat Crew Training Mission to the 2nd Bomb Wing, or the 46th Fighter Training 
Squadron's (AFR) on-going conversion from A-1OA aircraft to 8 B-52H aircraft. (2) An Air 
Combat Command initiative, beginning in early 1994, will affect three of the Command's 
numbered air forces. The initiative restructures organizations reporting to 8th Air Force and 
more closely aligns them with their wartime mission. This results in an increase of 391 full-time 
military authorizations. (3) Barksdale AFB's remaining 9 KC-1OA aircraft will depart in late 
1994. There is no change to the associated active duty/AFR manpower impact announced on 
May 27,1993. 

rplr - New Orleans NAS, La. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 159th Fighter 
Group ( A M )  will lose 9 F-15A/B aircraft (6 F-lSA/Bs in mid- 1994 and 3 F-15A/Bs in mid- 
1995). This results in a decrease of 12 full-time military, 60 drill, and 36 civilian manpower 
authorizations, (2) In mid-1994, the 159th Fighter Group will terminate home station alert 
operations. This results in a decrease of 4 full-time military and 17 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (3) The 926th Fighter Group (AFR) will lose 3 F-16CD aircraft in mid-1994. 
This results in a decrease of 53 drill and 18 civilian manpower authorizations. OveraI1, these 
actions result in a net decrease of 16 full-time military, 113 drill, and 71 civilian manpower 
authorizations. r us----- - -, , -- - 



- Bangor International Airport, Maine - Two actions are being announced: (1) The lOlst 
Air Refueling Wing (AXG) will lose 1 KC-135E aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease 
of 2 full-time military, 26 drill, and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In nlid-1994, 
Detachment 1, 102nd Fighter Wing (ANG/Otis Air Guard Base, Mass.) will terminate its aIen 
operation (2 F-15AD aircraft) at Bangor International Airport. This results in a decrease of 17 
full-time military manpower authorizations provided for tht: detachment's base support. Overall, 
these actions result in a net decrease of 19 full-time military, 26 drill, and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- 
- "  

Andrews AFB, Md. - Five actions are being announced: (1) The 113th Fighter Group 
(ANG) will modernize by converting from 18 F-16AB to 18 F - 1 6 C !  aircraft in early 1994. 
There is no manpower impact. (2) In mid-1994 the 113th Fighter Group will lose 3 F-16C/D 
aircraft This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations, (3) The Air Force is modifying the May 27, 1993 announcement regarding the \ 
89th Airlift Wing's C-137B aircraft. The Wing lost only 1 C-137B in late 1993, while the other 2 
C-137B aircraft remain in service, The revised manpower impact was a decrease of 40 full-time 
military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations. (4) The 89th Airlift Wing will lose 2 C-12C 

i 
aircraft in mid-1994. This is part of an initiative to consolidate all Air Force C-12 forma1 training 
under Air Educatron and Training Command at Keesler AFB, bliss, This results in a decrease of 

orizations, (5) The Air Force's May 27, 1993, announcement, 
(AFR) by 4 C- 141B aircraft is canceled. This keeps the 459th 
h will be the standard squadron size for Reserve Component 
ons result in a net decrease of 49 full-time military, 34 drill, and 

2 
- Martin State Airport, Md. - The 175th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 6 A- IOA aircraft in 
late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 98 drill, and 40 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- Otis Air Guard Base, Mass. - Two actions are being announced: (I) The 102nd Fighter 
Wing (ANG) will lose 3 F-1 SA/B aircraft in mid- 1994. This results in a decrease of 1 1 full-time 
military, 53 drill, and 32 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 
102nd Fighter Wing will terminate its alert operation (2 F-15AD aircraft) at Bangor International 
Airport (IN), Maine. This results in the lass of 19 full-time military and 12 civilian manpower 
authorizations for Bangor IAP support, 



w K.I. Sawyer AFB, Mich. - As a result of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Law, the 410th Bomb Wing will begin losing its 19 B-52H aircraft in mid-1994, 
with the 644th Bomb Squadron inactivating in late 1994. 

/" \ 

Selfridge Air Guard Base. Mich. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 127th 
&her Wing (ANG) will modernize by converting from 18 F - 1 6 0  to 18 P-LdOD aircraft in 
mid-1994. There is no manpower impact. (2) In late 1994, the 127th Fighter Wing will lose 3 
F - 1 6 0  aircraft. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 45 drill, and 7 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (3) The 927th Air Refueling Group (AFR) will lose 1 KC-135E 
aircraft in late 1994, This results in a decrease of 43 drill and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 2 full-time military, 88 drill, and 
14 civilian manpower authorizations. ;-. F , - .- " ", * 

- Duluth Internationd Airport, Minn. - The 148th Fighter Group (AVG) will lose 3 
F-16- aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 4 full-time military, 27 ddl ,  and 11 
civilian manpower au thorizatiuns. 

- Columbus AFB, Miss, - The 14th Flying Training Wing began receiving 7 additional 
Qv AT-38B aircraft in mid- 1993. There is no manpower impact. 

(4 - 
Kccslcr AFB, Miss. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 81st Training Wing 

will gain the formal C-21 training mission and 4 C-21A aircraft in mid-1994, instead o f h t e  
1993. There is no change to the associated manpower impact announced on &fay 27, 1993. 
(2) The 81st Training Wing will gain the Air Force's formal C-12 training mission and 2 C- 12C 
and 4 C-12F aircraft in mid-1994. This results in an increase of 17 full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations. (3) Kcerler AFB will lose its 6 EC-130E aircraft in mid-1994. ))/ 
This move is a result of an Air Combat Command initiative to consolidate its EC-130s at Davis- 
Monthan AFB, Ariz, This results in an decrease of 566 full-time military and 13 civilian 
manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 549 full-time military 
and 12 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Key Field. Miss. - The 186th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will lose 1 KC-135R aircraft in 
early 1995. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 25 drill, and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Missouri 

Lambert International Airport, Mo. - The 131st Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 
F-15AB aircraft in mid-1995. Tlis results in a decrease of 21 drill and 28 civilian manpower > 

J 
authorizations. 



w ., Great Falls International Airporc, Mont. - The 120th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 
F-16AB aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 4 full-time military, 27 drill, and 11 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

.- 1 
14 - Malmstrom AFB, Mont. - Two actions are being announced: (I) On July 1, 1994, the 

installation's ownership will transfer from Air Mobility Command to Air Force Space 
Command. This action aligns base ownership to the command with the base's primary mission. 
Also on July 1, 1994, the 43rd Air Refueling Wing will be redesignated as the 43rd Air 
Refueling Group. There is no manpower impact. (2) In mid-1994, the 43rd Air Refueling 
Group will lose 8 KC-135R aircraft and inactivate the 97th Air Refueling Squadron, This results 
in a decrease of 145 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Nebraska 

- Lincoln Municipal Airport, Neb. - The 155th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will lose 2 
KC-135R aircraft beginning in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 3 full-time military, 51 
drill, and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

I5fxuia 
! 'Y - Nellis AFB, Nev. - The previously announced receipt of an additional x 4 G  aircraft is 

amended--the 57th Wing will only receive 6 additional F-4G aircraft, giving it a total of 24 
F-4Gs by mid-1994, The revised manpowTr-pact results in an increase of 349 full-time 
military and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Pease Air Guard Shtion, N.H. - The 157th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will lose 2 
KC-135R aircraft beginning in early 1995. This results in a decrease of 3 full-time military, 51 
drill, and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

. - Atlantic City Lnternational Airport (IAP), N.S. - Three actions are being announced: (1) 
The 177th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F - 1 6 m  aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a 
decrease of 4 full-time military, 27 drill, and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In early 
1995, the 177th Fighter Group will moderniz by converting from 15 F-16AB to 15 F-16CD 
aircraft. There is no manpower impact. (3) In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 177th Fighter Group, 
will terminate its alut operation at Charlestqn AFB, S,C., and reestablish its home station alert 
operation. This results in the l o s G f  2P full-time military manpower authorizations for 
Charleston AFB support and the pin-of 14 full-time military manpower authorizations for 
Allantic City IAP support. Overall, these actions result in a net increase of 10 full-time military, 
and a decrease of 27 drill and 11 civilian manpower authorizations at Atlantic City UP. 

+-- 



w -  McGuire AFB, N.J. - Six actions are being announced: (1) The 305th Air Mobility 
/ Wing will replace the 438th Airlift Wing in October 1994. The numerical designation currently 

belongs to h e  305th Air Refueling Wing at Grissom AFB, Ind., which will close on September 
30, 1994. Additionally, in October 1994, the 514th Airlift Wing (AFR Associate) will become 
the 514th Air MubiIity Wing (AFR Associate). There is no manpower impact on either action. 
(2) As a result of the decision to assign 24 KC-1OA aircraft to the 305th Air Mobility Wing at 

&- McGuire AFB, 10 KC- 10s will arrive in mid- 1994, 12 KC- 10s in late 1994. and the remaining 2 
KC-1OAs will be in place by mid-1995. The associated active duty/AFR manpower impact for 
this action remains as previously announced--an increase of 8 3  full-time military, 537 drill, and 
192 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 305th Air Mobility Wing will receive 2 
additional C-12F aircraft in late 1995. This results in an increase of 2 full-time military 
authorizations. (4) The 395th Air Mobility Wing will lose 18 C-141B aircraft, which also 
, affects the AFR associate program, beginning in late 0 This accelerates the drawdown of 

the aging C-141B fleet and results in a decrease of 13 11-time military, 585 drill, and 186 
civilian manpower authorizations. (5) Air Mobility- Command will establish the Mobility 
Warfare Center at McGuirc AFB beginning in mid- 1994. This results in an increase of 127 full- 
time military and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. (6) The 108th Air Refueling Wing 
(ANG) will lose 1 KC-135E aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 fuli-time 
rniljtary, 24 drill, and 14 civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result in a net 
increase of 169 full-time military, a decrease of 72 drill, and an increase of 3 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- Cannon AFB, N,M, - The 27th Fighter Wing will lose 6 F-111F aircraft in mid-1994. 
This results in a decrease of 82 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower authorizations, 

- Holloman AFB, N.M. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 49th Fighter Wing 
/ began losing its remaining 8 AT-380 aircraft in late 1993. This results in a decrease of 8 full- 

time military manpower authorizations. (2) In mid- 1994, De tachrnent 1, 147th Fighter Group 
(ANGEllington Field, Texas) will terminate its alert operation (2 F- 16A/B aircraftj at Holloman 
AFB. This resuIts in a decrease of 18 full-time military manpower authorizations provided for 
the detachment's base support, Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 26 full-time 
military manpower authorizations. 

- Kirlland AFB, N.M. - Four actions are being announced at this time: (I) The 150th 
Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 9 F-16CD aircraft (6 F-16CDs in mid-1994 and 3 F-16CDs in 
mid-1995). This results in a decrease of 7 full-time military, 120 drill, and 21 civilian 
manpower authorizations. (2) Due to the changes in formd training requirements, the 542nd 
Crew Training Wing will receive 2 MC-130H aircraft in early 1994 and then lose 1 MC-130H in 
late 1994, This results in an increase of 60 full-time military and 2 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (3) The 542nd Crew Training Wing will become the 58th Special Operations 

d Wing in April 1994. This change is part of the Air Force effort to preserve the heritage of our 
more illustrious wings. There is no manpower impact (4) As part of an Air Force 



Management Engineering Agency consolidation, the Security Police Management Engineering 
Team will inactivate and its functions relocate to RandoIph AFB, Texas, beginning in late 1994. 
This results in a decrease of 8 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 
Overall, these actions result in a net increase of 45 - full-time military, and a decrease of 120 drill 
and 22 civilian manpower authorizations. - 

- Griffiss AFB, N.Y, - Two actions are being announced: (1) As a result of the 1993 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Law, the 509th Air Refueling Squadron will lose its 1% 
KC- 135R aircraft in mid- 1994 and the 416th Bomb Wing will lose its 12 B-52H aircraft in - .- -- lat% 
1993. There is no change ta the associated manpower impact announced on &J' 37. !%- 
(2) Based on the North American Aerospace Defense Conmand sector consolidation study, and 
the 1993 Base Closure and Realignment Law, the Northeast Air Defense Sector operaQons will 
remain at Griffiss AFB and transfer from Air Combat Command (ACC) to the ANG beginning 
in late 1994, The transfer will result in the loss of 230 full-time military and 33 civilian ACC 
manpower authorizations, however, the AX0 manpowEincrease has not been finalized. 

Hancock Field, N,Y, - The 174th Fighter Wing (ANG) will lose 3 F-16CD aircraft in 
mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 35 drilI, and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

rll - Niagara FhlIs Intzrnationai Airport, N,Y. - Two actions are being announced: (1) In late 
1993, the Air Force completed the modernization of the 914th Airlift Group (AFR) by replacing 
its remaining 4 C-130E with 4 C-130H aircraft, There was no manpower impact. (2) The 107th 
Air Refueling Group (AM) will lose 2 KC-135R aircraft beginning in late 1994, This results in 
a decrease of 3 full-time military, 51 drill, and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Plattsburgh AFB, N.Y. - As a result of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Law, the 380th Air Refueling Wing will lose its remaining KC-135R and C-12F aircraft by late 
1994. - ---- 

< .n 

Stewart memational Airport, N.Y. - The 105th Airlift Group will gain 1 C-5A aircraft in 
late 1994. This results in an decrease of 27 drill manpower authorizations. This decrease is due 
to concurrent programming actions, which offset the increased manpower associated with the 
additional C-5A aircraft, 

- Pope AFB, N.C. - Two actions ate being announced: (1) In late 1994, the 23rd Wing 
will replace 3 A-1OA aircraft with 3 OA-1OA aircraft. This action, which is part of an Air Force 
NOA-1OA restructure, results in a decrease of 9 full-time military mar,power authorizations. 

C (2) The Air Force is canceling its previous announcement relocating the 1st Aeromedjcal 
Evacuation Squadron~.Lj$.k.RacL AFB, Ark Air Combat Command determined the unit's 

"QI mining mission is more effective at Pope AFB, due to the training opportunities provided by the 
/- 



w 23rd Wing and its proximity to the 82nd Airborne Division. Previously announced manpower 
decreases associated with this action are canceled. 

- Seymour Johnson AFB, N.C. - Three actions are being announced: (1) On November 
12, 1993, the Air Force announced the departure of the 4th Wing's 19 KC-1OA aircraft and the 
associated manpower impact. The timing for the aircraft departure is: 10 KC-10As in mid-1994 
and 3 KC-1OAs in late 1994; however, the departure of the last 6 KC-1OAs has not been 
finalized. Therc is no change to the associated active duty/AFR manpower irnpact3nnoGced on 
November 12, 1993. (2) The 4th Wing will lose 6 F-15E aircraft in early 1995. This results in 
a decrease of lO&full-time military manpower authorizations, (3) The previously announced 
conversion of the 916th Air Refueling Group (AFR) to 10 KC-la35R aircraft is amended--instead 

"P 

an increase of 480 drill % m 5  civilian manpower authorizations. Overall, these actions result 

Y 
the Group will receive 8 KC- 135R aircraft in late 1995. The revised manpower impact results in ' 

in a net decrease of 100 full-time military, and an increase of 480 drill and 185 civilian - 
manpower authorizations. -- 

- Grand Forks Am, N.D. - Three actions are being announced: ( 1 )  As a result of the 1993 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Law. the 319th Bomb Group began losing its 16-B-1B 
aircraft in late 1993; the last aircraft will depart in mid-1994. The previously announced 
manpower impacts associated with the loss of the B-1B aircraft were understated. The base will 
lose an additional 52211-time military and 10 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 319th / 

Air Refueling Wiwwi l l  gain 22 ~ ~ - 1 3 5 ~ ? & c r a f t  in mid-1994. This action completes Air 
Mobility Command's build of o n e m o r e  KC-135 air refueling wings to 48 KC-135Rs. and 
results in the increase of 833 fulI-time military and 22 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The .- 321st Missile Wing redesignation to the 321st Missile Group will occur in July 1994, instead of 
March 1994, Overall, these actions result i r i T n e t 6 r e a s e  of 311 full-time military and 12 

* "  

civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Hector Fieid International Airport, N,D, - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 
1 19th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16A/B aircraft in mid- 1994, This results in a decrease 
of 4 full-time military, 27 drill, and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In mid-1994, 
Detachment 1, 119th Fighter Group will terminate its alert operation (2 F-16AB aircraft) at 
KTamath Falls International Airport (IAP), Ore,, and assume the alert operation at March AFB, 
Calif. This results in the loss of 29 full-time military manpower authorizations for Klamath 
Falls IAP support and the gain of 18 full-time military manpower authorizations for March AFB 
support. 

- Minot AFB, N,D, - Two actions are being announced: (1) The previously announced 
increase of 8 B-52H aircraft and the associated manpower impact for the 5th Bomb Wing is on 
hold pending the results of the Nuclear Posture Review. (2) The 91st Missile Wlng 
redesignation to the 91st Missile Group will occur in July 1994, instead of March 1994. 



fw - Rickenbacker Air Guard Base, Ohio - The 12 1 st Air Refueling Wing (AVG) will lose 2 
KC- 135R aircraft beginning in mid- 1995. This results in a decrease of 3 fuil-time military, 49 
drill, and 29 civilian manpower authorizations. , 

- Springfield Municipal Airport. Ohio - The 1713th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 
F-16CD aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 38 drill, and 7 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Toledo Express Airport, Ohio - The 180th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16C/D 
aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

\ 
-- - Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio - The 906th Fighter Group (AFR) will inactivate and 

convert from 18 F-16- aircraft to 8 C-141B aircraft in late 1994. This action will equip the 
Air Force Reserve's 907th Airlift Group at Wright-Patterson AFB with 16 C-141B aircraft. This 
results in a decrease of 439 drill and 75 civilian manpower authorizations, 

- Youngstown Municipal Airport, Ohio - Due to fiscal constraints and a shrinking force 
st~ucture. the 910th Airlift Group (AFR) will lase 4 C-130H aircraft in mid-1994. There is no 
manpower impact. 

S)klahoma 

- Altus AFB, Okla. - Two actions arc being announced: (1) The 97th Air Mobility Wing 
will lose 2 C-141B aircraft beginning in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 70 full-time 
military and 6 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The Secretary of Defense announced that 
40 C-17A aircraft will initially be built, with further procurement dependent on aircxvaft and 
McDonnell Douglas performance. The final production decision, whether to stop production at 

$or continue with our planned buy of 1 .  alcraft, is not expected until late 199 During this 
interim period, the Air Force wi l  station% C-17A aircraft at C h i ,  8 .C. A decision 
concerning the number of C-17 training aircraft at Altus AFB will be made after the final 
production decision. In order to utilize the facilities constructed at Altus AFB for the C-17A 
training mission, aircrew academic and simulator training will begin in mid-1994, as scheduled. 
On going construction of training facilities at Altus AFB will continue as scheduled to support 
these activities, 

- Tulsa International Airport, Okla - The 138th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16CP 
aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

- Klamath Falls International Airport, Ore. - In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 119th Fighter 
Group (ANG/Hector Field International Airport, ND.) will terminate its alert operation 
(2 F-1 BAD aircraft) at Klamath FaIls International Auport. This results in a decrease of 29 full- 
time military manpower authorizations provided for the detachment's base support. 



w - Portland International Airport, Ore. - The I42nd Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 
F-15A/B aircraft in mid-1994, This results in a decrease of 10 full-time military, 50 drill, and 30 
civilian manpower authorizations, 

Pittsburgh Enternational Airpon, Pa, - The 17 1st Air Refueling Wing (ANG) will lose 1 
KC-135E aircraft in late 1934, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 24 drill, and 14 
civilian tnanpuwer authorizations. 

- Willow Grove Air Reserve Station, Pa. - The 913th Airlift Group (AFR) will lose 4 
C-130E aircraft in mid-1994; however, the Group will modernize by replacing its 8 C-130E with 
8 C-130H aircraft in late 1994, This ~ s u l t s  in a decrease of 119 drill and 44 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- Puerto Rico International Airport, Puerto Rico - The 156th Fighter Group (ANG) will 
lose 3 F-16A/B aircraft in mid-1994, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 31 drill, 
and 7 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Charleston AFB, S.C. - Three actions are being announced: (1) A portion of the USAF ( Mobility Center will begin relocating to McGuire AFB, N.I., in mid- 1991. The Center will be 
part of the planned Mobility Warfare Center. This results in a decrease of 43 full-time military 
and 7 civilim-manpower authorizations, (2) The 437th Airlift Wing will equip a second airlift 
squadron with the C-17A aircraft, The aircraft for the second squadron will begin arriving in 
early 1995, and give the Wing a total ofA4 C-17A aircraft The final production decision, 
expected in late 1995, will determine the fmal number of aircraft stationed at Charleston AFB. 
This results in an increase of 516 full-time military and 33 civilian manpower authorizations. 
(3) In mid- 1994, Detachment 1, 177th Fighter Group (ANG/Atlantic City International Airport, 
N.J.) will terminate its alert operation (2 F-16AD aircraft) at Charleston AFB; however, 
Detachment 1, 158th Fighter Group (ANG/Burlington International Airport, Vt.) will assume 
alert operations. There is no manpower impact. Overall, these actions result in a net increase of 
473 full-eime militaty and 26 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- McEntire Air Guard Stiition, S.C. - The previously announced conversion of the 169th 
Fighter Grow (LVG)  fro<? F- 16- KI 24 F- 16CD aircraft is amended--instead the unit will 

-16ClD aircZaft beginning in mid-1994, However, in mid-1995, the Group will 
aircraft. This results in a decrease of 8 full-time military, 119 drill, and 26 

civilian marlpower authorizations. 



- Shaw AFB, S.C. - Two actions are being announced: (I) The 20th Fighter Wing will 
gain 3 OA-1OA aircraft in mid-1995. This results in an increase of 32 full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations. (2) An Air Combat Command initiative, beginning in early 
1994, wiIl affect three of the Command's numbered air forces. The initiative restructures 
organizations reporting to 9th Air Force and more closely aligns them with their wartime 
mission, This results in a decrease of 94 full-time military authorizations. Overall, these actions 
result in a net decrease of 62 full-time military and an increase of 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

y - Ellsworth AFB, S.D. - Three actions are being announced: (I) The Mountain Home 
AFB, Idaho, composite wing's 34th Bomb Squadron will relocate from Castle AFB, Calif., to 
Ellsworth AFB in mid-1994 and be equipped with 10 8-1B aircraft. The Air Force will 
eventually relocate the unit to Mountain Home AFB: however, the number of aircraft and timing 
has not been finalized. There will be 651 full-time military and 13 civilian manpower 
authorizations assigned to the Squadron. The Ellsworth AFB manpower numbers associated with 
this action replace the B-1B related manpower numbers in the Air Force's May 27, 1993, 
announcement, (2) The 44th Missile Wing will lose its 4 HH-1H aircraft in late 1994. This 
results in a decrease of 12 fuIl-time military manpower authorizations, (3) The Tanker Tactics 
Center will begin relocating to McGuire AFB, N.J., in mid-1994, The Centcr will be part of the 
planned Mobility Warfare Center. This results in a decrease of 12 fuI1-time military manpower 
authorizations, Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 24 full-time military manpower 
authorizations, 

- Joe Foss Field, S.D. - The 114th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16CD aircraft in 
mid-1994, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time rnilitary, 34 drill, and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Tennessee 

.. Nashville Metropolitan Airport, Tenn. - The 118th Airlift Wing (ANG) will lose 4 
C-130H aircraft in Iate 1994, This results in a decrease of 12 full-time military, 125 drill, and 31 
civiiim manpower authorizations, 

- McGhee-Tyson Airport, Tenn. - The 134th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will lose 1 
KC-135E aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 26 drill, and 2 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Bergstrom Air Reserve Station, Texas - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 924th 
Fighter Group (AFR) will lose 3 F-16AD aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 53 
drill and 18 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In late 1994, the 924th Fighter Group will 



' modernize by converting from 15 F-16AB to 15 F-16C/D aircraft. There is no manpower 
impact. 

- Carswell Air Reserve Base, Texas - The 301st Fighter Wing (AFR) will lo 
aircraft (6 F- 16CDs in mid- 1994 and 3 F- 16C/Ds in mid- 1995) This results in a 

I' drill and 53 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Dyess AFB, Texas - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 7th Wing will lose 2 

4- C-130H aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 61 full-time military manpower 
authorizations. (2) The previously announced increase of 8 B-1B aircraft is mended--instead 
the 7th Wing will receive 6 B-IBs beginning in mid-1994. ?'he revised manpower impact results 
in an increase of 203 Ell-time m i I i m  and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) The 
previously announced transfer of the 917th Air Refueling Squadron's 15 KC-135Q aircraft and 
the Squadron's inactivation will occur in mid-1994. There is no change to the associated 
manpower impact announced on May 27, 1993. Overall, these actions result in a net increase of 
142 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Ellington Field, Texas - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 147th Fighter Group 
(ANG) will lose 3 F-16AD aircraft in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 6 full-time 

I military, 29 drill, and 19 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 
147th Fighter Group will terminate its alert operation (2 F-16AB aircraft) at Holloman AFB, 
N,M. This results in the loss of 18 full-time military and 2 civiIian manpower authorizations for 
Holloman AFB support. 

do Municipal Airport, Texas - The 12th Flying Training Wing will gain an additional 
beginning in mid-1995, giving the Wing a total of 51 T-3As. The aircraft 
T-41A aircraft. There is no manpower impact. 

- Kelly AFB, Texas - The 149th Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 F-16- aircraft in mid- 
1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

. Randolph AFB, Texas - As a result of the Air Force's consolidation of f~nctions from 
several Air Force Management Engineering Agency geographically separated units, the Agency's 
headquarters will receive additional personnel beginning in mid-1994. This results in an increase 
of 36 full-time military and 15 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Hill AFB, Utah - Thc previously announced conversion of the 419th Fighter Wing (AFR) 
from 24 F-16- to 24 F-16C/D aircraft is amended--the Wing will convert to 18 F-16CD 
aircraft in early 1994. However, in mid-1995, it will lose 3 F-16CP aircraft. This results in a 
decrease of 175 drill and 53 civilian manpower authorizations. 



w - Salt Lake City InternrttiunaI Auport, Utah - The 151st Air Refueling Group (AVG) will 
lose 1 KC-135E aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 26 drill, 
and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Burlington International Airport, Vt. - Three actions are being announced: (1) The 158th 
Fighter Group (AXG) wi l l  modernize by converting from 18 F - 1 6 M  to 18 F-16C/D aircraft in 
mid-1994, There is no manpower impact. (2) Shortly after the 158th Fighter Group's 
conversion, it will lose 3 F-16W aircraft, This results in a decrease of 4 full-time military, 27 
drill and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. (3) In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 158th Fighter 
Group, will terminate its alert operation (2 F-16- aircraft) at Langley AFB, Va., and relocate 
alert operations to Charleston AFB, S,C, This results in the loss of 19 full-time military 
manpower authorizations for Langley AFB support and the gain of 21 full-time military 
manpower authorizations for Charleston AFB support. 

- Langley AFB, Va, - Five actions are being announced: (1) The 1st Fighter Wing will 
lose 18 F-15CD aircraft beginning in mid-1994. This results in a decrease of 215 full-time 
military and 4 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) Beginning in early 1994, the 480th 
Intelligence Group will lose 155 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations due to 

4- an Air Force initiative to restructure its intelligence community. (3) Due to the transfer of the 
formal training missions from Air Combat Command (ACC) to Air Education and Training 
Command, Headquarters ACC will  lose 101 full-time military and 29 civilian manpower 
authorizations by late 1994. (4) As a result of an ACC Field Operating Agency (FOA) 
reduction, Langley AFB FOAs will lose 68 full-time military and 26 civilian manpower 
authorizations by late 1994. (5) In mid-1994, Detachment 1, 158th Fighter Group 
(ANGBurEngton International Airport, Vt.) will terminate its alert operation (2 F-16AB 
aircraft) at Langley AFB. This results in a decrease of 19 full-time military manpower 
authorizations provided for the detachment's base support, oypall,  these actions result in a net 
decrease of 558l11-time military and 62 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Richmond International Airport, Va, - The 192nd Fighter Group (ANG) will lose 3 
F-16CD aircraft in late 1994. This results in a decrease of 2 fuU-time military, 34 &ill, and 7 
civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Fairchild AFB, Wash, - Five actions arc being announced: (1) The 92nd Bomb Wing 
will lose its remaining 12 B-52H aircraft in mid-1994 due to fiscal constraints and a reduced 
threat. This results in a decrease of 1182 full-time military and 6 civilian manpower 
authorizations. (2) In July 1994, the 92nd Bomb Wing will become the 92nd Air Refueling 
Wing, Also in July 1994, the 792nd Bomb Group will activate at Fairchild AFB and remain there 

1 until all the B-52H support personnel depart. There is no manpower impact (3) The 92nd Air 
Refueling Wing will gain 31 KC-135FW aircraft beginning in mid-1994. This action completes 



Air Mobility Command's build of one of its core KC-135 air refueIing wings to 60 KC-135, and 
results in an increase of 1000 full-time military and 25 civilian manpower authorizations. 
(4) Thc 92nd Air Refueling Wing will receive 1 additional C-12F aircraft in late 1995. This 
results in an increase of 1 full-time military authorization. (5) The l4lst Air Refueling Wing 
(ANG) will lose 1 KC-135E aircraft in mid-1995, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time 
military, 26 drill, and 2 civilian manpower authorizations, Overall, these actions result in a net 
decrease of 183 full-time military and 26 drill, and an increase of 17 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

- McChord AFB, Wash. - Two actions are being announced: (I)  The 354th Fighter 
Squadron will inactivate and its 21 AIOA-1OA aircraft will depart in late 1994. This results in a 
decrease of 568 full-time military and 14 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) As a result of a 
North American Aerospace Defense Command sector consolidation study, the Southwest and 
Northwest Air Defense sectors arc consolidating into the Western Air Defense Sector at McChord 
AFB in early 1995. Previously, this mission was conducted at March AFB, Calif, (Southwest 
Sector), and at McChord AFB (Northwest Sector). This results in an increase of 80 military and 
3 civilian manpower authorizations, Overall, these actions result in a net decrease of 488 full- 
time military and 11 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Eastern West Virginia Regional Airport/Shepherd Field, W. Va. -The 167th Airlift Group 
(ANG) will lose 4 C-130~ aircraft in mid-1994,- This results in a decrease of 13 full-time 
military, 124 drill, and 28 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- General Mitchell International Airport, Wis. - The 128th Air Refueling Group (ANG) will 
lose 1 KC-135R aircraft in mid-1995, This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 25 drill, 
and 2 civilian manpower authorizations, 

- Truax Field, Wis, - The 128th Fighter Wing (ANG) will lose 3 F-16CD aircraft in mid- 
1994. This results in a decrease of 2 full-time military, 34 drill, and 7 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
W ASWINGTON 203 30- 1000 

September 30, 1994 

SAF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Sam Nunn 
Chairman, Committee on 

Armed Services 
United States Senate 
Washington, Dc 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman 

This is to inform you and other interested Members of 
Congress of Air Force actions affecting our installations and 
a c t i v i t i e s .  This announcement addresses force structure and 
realignment changes associated with the Fiscal Year 1995 program. 
The actions are designed to consolidate assets, preserve 
organizational heritage, and comply with OSD guidance. 

The attached fact sheets describe planned actions with 
associated manpower authorization impacts. The manpower impacts 
at each base are expressed first as the actual impact for the 
specific actions being announced, and then as the cumulative 
change. DoD will use all available a s s i s t a n c e  programs to ease 
the transition for the military members and civilian employees 
affected by the changes. Final decisions on the proposed actions 
will be made only after the appropriate environmental analyses 
have been completed, and the Clean Air Act conformity requirements 
have been met. 

We trust this information is useful. 

Sincerely 

Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
'Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 

See attached l i s t i n g  for addressees 
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Decisions on the following proposed actions will be made only after the appropriate 
environmental analyses have been completed, and the Clean Air Act conformity re&ements have 

'(I been met. None of thew actions exceed the thnsholds csbbliskd by the Defense Barn Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990. In reference to manpower authorizations. full-time military means 
active duty military or Activc GuanVReservc positions; drill m a n s  Air Force Reserve (AFR) or -. -- 
Air National Guard (ANG) positions; and civilian mans federal civil service or Air 

- 
Rcservefiuard tdmician positions. Since the Air Rcserv~uanl technicians hold both drill and 
federal civil service positions, they are counted in both driU and civilian manpower authorizations. 

Alabama 

. Maxwell AFB, Ala. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 502nd Air Base Wing 
will become the 42nd Air Base Wmg in October 1994. The numrical designation c m n t l y  
belongs to thc 42nd Bomb at Loring AFB. Maine, which closes on September 30, 1994. 
This action cnsures the proud heritage of the Air Forcc's oldest and most distinguished wings is 
preserved, There is no manpower impact. (2) The 908th Airlift Group (AFR) will become the 
908th Airlift Wing in October 1994. This action aligns the Air Force Reserve with the active Air 
Force's new objective structure. There is no manpower impact. 

Arizona 

- Luke AFB, Ariz. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 56th Fighter Wing will 
stablish an international flying training squadron composed of 12 F-16C aircraft in early 1995. - 
The Air Force's aircraft will be used to uain foreign pilots. This results in an increase of 245 futl- -1J" 
time military and 2 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) The 944th Fighter Group (AFR) will 
become the 944th Fighter Wing in October 1994. This action aligns the Air Force Rcserve with 
the active Air Force's new objective structure. There is no manpower impact 

- Little Rock AFB. Ark. - Two actions are being announced: (1) The 3 14th Ground 
Combat Readiness Evaluation Squadron will begin relocating to McGuire AFB. NJ., in early 
1995. The Squadron will be assigned to the Air Mobility Warfare Center. This results in a 
decrease of 60 full-time military manpower authorizations. (2) The Combat Aerial Delivery 
School will be established at Little Rock AFB in late 1994. Ihe School will provide advanced 
tactics and airdrop training to se1ect.C-130 crewmembers. This results in an increase of 68 full- 
time military manpower authorizations. These actions result in a net increase of 8 full-time 
military manpower authorizations. 

- Chamel Islands Air Guard Station, Calif. - The February 28, 1994, announcement - 
reducing the 146th Airlift Wing (ANG) by 4 C-130E aircrah, and the associated manpower 

' 
impact is canceled. The unit will retain its current number of assigned aircraft. 

d 

9 
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*.rl - Homestead Air Reserve Station, Fla. - The 482nd Fighter Wing (AFR) will become the 
482nd W i g  in October 1994. This action aligns the Air Force Reserve with the active Air 
Force's new objective structure. Then is no manpower impact 

* 

- Hurlbun Field. Re. - Two actions art being announced: (1) The previously announced 
msfer of the 16th Special Operations Wing's (SOW) AC-130H aircraft to the AFR at Duke 

- -  - 
Field, ma.. is canceled. The W i g  will retain 7 AC-130H air& (2) The Air Force's May 27. 
1994. announcemnt decreasing the 16th SOW by 2 MC-130E aircrak and the associated 
manpower decnase is cancelcd. 

- Dobbins Air Reserve Base (ARB), Ga. - Beginning in mid-1995, the 116th Fighter Wmg 
will rclocate to Robins AFB, Ga., and convert from 15 F- 1 SAD to 8 B- 1B aircraft This gradual 
convnsion/rclocation results in a dcaeax of 114 full-time military. 944 drill, and 220 civilian @ 
manpower authorizations. 

- Robins AFB. Ga. - Two actions are being announced: (1) As previously announced. the 
116th Fighter Wing (ANG), cuhencly locatcd at Dobbins Air Reserve Base, Ga., wilt relocate to 
Robins AFB. The unit will begin a conversion from 15 F-15A/E? to 8 B-IB aircraft in mid-1995. 
This gradual conversion/relocation results in an increase of 192 full-time military, 976 drill, and 
453 civilian manpower authorizations. (2) ?he 653rd Air Base Group becomes the 78th Air Base 

-10 Wing in October 1994. This consolidates all base suppon functions under a wing and ensures the 
proud heritage of the Air Force's oldest and most distinguished wings is preserved. There is no - 
manpower impact. 

- Greater Peoria Airport, III. - The 182nd Airlift Group (ANG) will activate the l82nd 
Aerial Port Flight in mid- 1995. This action aligns an aerial port function with the airlift group and 
results in an increase of 62 drill and 5 civilian manpower authoritations. 

O'Hare International Airpor~ Ill. - The 928th Airlift Group (AFR) wiIl becornc the 928th 
Airlift Wing in October 1994. This action aligns the PLir Force Reserve with the active Air Force's 
new objective structure. There is no manpower impact 

- Scott AFB, Ill. - The 932nd Aeromedical Airlift Group (AFR associate) will become the 
932nd Airlift Wing in October 1994. This action aligns the Air Force Reserve wifh the active Air 
Force's new objective structure. There is no manpower impact 

Fort Wayne Municipal Airpon, Ind. - The previously announced conversion of the 122nd 
&her Wing ( A N )  from F-16C/D to KC-135E aircrafl. and the arsociatcd manpower impact is 7f- 
canceled. The unit will retain 15 F- 16C/D aircraft 
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, 

.r Minnesota 
- Minneapolis/St Paul International Airpork Minn. - Thc 934th Airlift Group (AFR) will 
bccorne thc 934th Airlift Wing -in October 1994. This action aligns the Air Force Reserve with 
the active Air Force's new objective structure. There is no manpower impact 

- .  - 

L 

- Peasc Air Guard Station, N.H. - Thc Plans burgh AFB, N.Y., Tanker Task Force (TIT) 
mission will transfer fkom the active duty component to the ANG. This action ensures the 
presence of a TTF in the northeastern Unittd States and results in an increase of 25 full-time . 
military manpower authorizations. 

p e w  Jersey 

- McGuin AFB, N.J. - The 3 14th Ground Combat Readiness Evaluation Squadron will 
begin relocating to McGuire AFB, in early 1995. The Squadron's mission and personnel will be 
assigned to the Air Mobility Warfare Center. .This results in an increase of 68 full-time military 
manpower authorizations. 

- Kittland AFB, N.M. - The Air Force's May 27, 1993, announcement increasing the 58th 
-4 Special Operations Wing by 2 MC-130E aircraft, and the associated manpower incrcasc is 

canceled. 
- + 

- Grifftss A D ,  N.Y. - As previously announced on February 28, 1994, the Northeast Air 
Defense Sector operations will remain at Grifiss AFB. and transfer to the ANG beginning in late 
1994. The sector will have 143 full-time military, 67 drill. and 33 civilian manpower 
au thoriiaticrns. 

- Hancock Field, N.Y. - The 108th and 113th Air Control Squadrons (ANG) will inactivate 
in late 1994. Force structure reductions have resulted in the need for fewer ground radar 
elements to support theater forces. However, portions of the unit's manpower authorizations will 
realign to the Northeast Air Defense Sector, located nearby, at Griffiss AFB, N.Y. This action 
results in a decrease of 242 drill and 43 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Niagara Falls International Airport, N.Y. - The 914th Airlift Group (AFR) will bccome the 
914th Airlift Wing in October 1994. This action aligns the Air Force Reserve with the active Air 
Form's new objective smcrurc~ There is no manpower impact. 
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-1 1994. This action aligns tbe Air Force Reserve with the active Air Force's new objective 
smchcre. There is no manpower impact 

- .  / - Ellsworth AFB, S.D. - The MountainHomc AFB, Idaho, composite wing's 34th Bomb 
- 

Squadron. temporarily located at Eliswonh AFB, wil l  lose 4 B-IB aircraft in late 1994. This 
reduction equips the unit with thc planned number of aircraft which will cventudy rr=locak to 
Mountain Home AFB. The timing for &he Squadron's rtlocation still has not been finalized. This 
action results in a decrease of 148 full-time military and 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

- Nashville Metropolitan Airport, Tenn. - The February 28, 1994, announcement reducing 
the 11 8th Airlift Wing (ANG) by 4 C-130H aircraft, and the associated manpowu impact is 4 
canceled. The unit will retain its current number of assigned aircraft 

- Bergstrom Air Reserve Station. Texas - The 924th Fighter Group (AFR) will become the 
924th Fighter Wing in October 1994, This action aligns tile Air Force Reserve with the active Air 
Force's new objective structure. There is no manpower impac- 

mV - Brooks AFB. Texas - The 648th Air Base Group becomes the 70th Air Basc Group in - 
October 1994. This consolidates all base support functions under a wing and ensures the proud 
heritage of the Air Force's oldest and most distinguished wings is preserved. There is no 
manpower impact 

Kelly AFB, Texas - Thc 65 1st Air Base Group becomes the 76th Air Base Wing in 
October 1994. This consolidates all base support functions under wing and ensures the proud 
heritage of the Air Force's oldest and most distinguished wings is preserved. There is no 
manpower impact 

4 

- Lackland AFB, Texas - The Air Force will begin conducting its Air Base Ground Defense 
training at Lackland AFE3 in mid- 1995. This is a result of the Army's decision to abolish its Air r e  

AFB, while the field training will be conducted in a location yet to be determined. Lackland AFB 
: C Basc Ground Defense School at Ft Dix. N.I. Academic training will be conducted on Lackland i;, 

and the field training location will rcceivc an increase of 146 full-time military and 4 civilian 
manpower authorizations, with an average daily student load of 450. 

- Randolph AFB, Texas - In a joint NavylAir Force initiative. Naval Right Mfimr and Air 
Force Navigator training will bc consolidated at Randolph AFB. NAS Pensacola Fla., and Corry 
Station. Pensacola, Fla.. beginning in late 199.4. Entry level Electronic Warfare Officer training 
and Air Force Navigator Core training will be conducted in Florida. while advanced panel 
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C O W 1  TTEES RANKING REPUBLICANS 

Chairman Nunn, S A S C  

Chairman, Byrd, SAC 

Senator Thurmond 

Senator Hatf i e l d  

Chairman Inouye, Subcom on Defense Senator S tevens  

Chairman Glenn, Govt ~ f f a i r s  Senator Roth 

Chairman Sasser, MILCON S U ~ C O ~ ~ I  Senator Gorton 
SAC 

Chairman Glenn, Mi l i tary  Readiness Senator Mccain 
and Defense rnfrastracture 

chairman Dellums, HASC Rep Spence 

Chairman Obey, HAC Rep McDade 

Chairman Murtha, Subcom on Defense Rep McDade 

Chairman Clay, House Post  Office & Rep Myers 
c i v i l  Service 

Chairman Hefner, Subcom on MILCON 
HAC 

Rep Vucanovich 

Chairman Mccurdy, MILCON Subcom R e p  Hunter  
HASC 

UNIONS 
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ILLINOIS 

Senator Simon 
Senator  Moseley-Braun 
Rep Costello 
Rep Michel 
Rep Hyde 

Senator  Lugar 
S e n a t o r  Coats 
R e p  Buyer 
R e p  Long 

KENTUCKY 

Senator  McConnell 
Senator  Ford 
R e p  Mazzoli 

Senator  Johnston 
S e n a t o r  Breaux 
Rep McCrery 
Rep Tauzin 
Rep L i v i n g s t o n  

MAINE 

Senator M i t c h e l l  
Senator Cohen 
Rep Snowe 
R e p  Andrews 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Senator Kennedy 
Senator Kerry 
Rep T o r k i l d s e n  

Senator  Levin 
Senator R i e g l e  
Rep Bonior 

Senator Durenberger 
Senator  Wel l s tone  
Rep Sabo 
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PENNSYLVANIA 
- 

Senator S p e c t e r  
Senator  W O ~  ford  
R e p  Greenwood 
Rep Margolies-Mezvinsky 
Rep Murphy 
Rep Coyne 
Rep Santorum 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

S e n a t o r  Pressler 
Senator Daschle 
Rep Johnson 

TENNESSEE 

S e n a t o r  Sasser 
Senator  Mathews 
Rep Clement 

TEXAS 

Senator  Gramm 
S e n a t o r  Hutchison 
R ~ P  Pickle 
~ e b  B o n i l l a  
Rep Gonzalez 
~ e p  Tej eda 
Rep Smith 

UTAH 

Senator  Hatch 
Senator  Bennett  
Rep Hansen 
Rep Shepherd 
Rep Orton 

WEST VIRGINIA 
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Senator  Byrd 
Senator  R o c k e f e l l e r  
Rep Wise 



0 9 / 3 0 / 9 3  a t  0 9 : 2 9 : 0 8  

D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

P a g e  1. 

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

930111-1 (1 ,  ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 1 / 0 5 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 1 / 1 1 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  A I R  FORCE D u e :  / / C L o s e d :  0 1 / 1 1 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  APPROVAL OF D E T A I L  FROM A I R  FORCE OF LTCOL JEFFREY M I L L E R ,  RICHARD D I C A M I L L O  AND KURT DITTMER AS OF 2 / 1 5 / 9 3 .  
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

9 3 0 4 0 2 - 1 3  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  03/31/93 R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 0 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 0 2 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-1. 
C o n t e n t s :  A I R  FORCE DATA PER MARCH 2 2  REQUEST; S P E C I A L  B U I L D I N G  SQUARE FOOT/COST REPORT, ETC. ( E S # 9 3 0 3 2 2 - 1 2 )  

9 3 0 4 1 4 - 4  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 0 9 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 1 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 1 4 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F r o m :  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F.  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: BEHRMANN, MATTHEW P. (EXEC D I R .  a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-1. 
C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR A D D I T I O N A L  USAF I N F O  REQUIREMENTS; DATA RE: F A C I L I T E S  DATA, OP. & SUPPORT COSTS. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 4 1 5 - 1 5  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 1 4 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 1 5 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 
F---. BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

=HRMANN, MATTHEW P. (EXEC D I R .  a t  DBCRC). 

m t a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-1. 
C o n t e n t s :  A I R  FORCE A D D I T I O N A L  REQUESTED BY THE DBCRC ON 8 MARCH 1993. 

9 3 0 4 1 5 - 1 6  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 1 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 1 5 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F.  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-1. 
C o n t e n t s :  A D D I T I O N A L  A I R  FORCE DATA REQUESTED BY THE DBCRC 2 2  MARCH 1993; REFERRAL E C T S # 9 3 0 3 2 2 - 1 2 .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 4 2 2 - 8  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 1 9 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 2 2 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  HOMESTEAD AFB, F L  ( F - K Y J L ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  N O N - C E R T I F I E D  DATA RE: COSTS OF OPTIONS AT HOMESTEAD AFB; C E R T I F I E D  DATA RE: COST OF ANG DETACHMENT AT HOMESTEAD AFB. 
------------------.------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
9 3 0 4 2 6 - 2 7  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 0 6 - 1 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 2 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 2 6 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 2 6 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB, OH (F -ZHTV) .  

C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS:PROPOSED REALIGNMENT OF 1 7 8 T H  FIGHTER GROUP FROM S P R I N G F I E L D  ANGB TO WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



P a g e  2. 

D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

9 3 0 4 2 6 - 3 8  (1 ,  ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 2 6 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 2 6 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY ( F - J R E Z ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  CORRECTION TO NUMBER OF FUEL HYDRANTS A T  G R I F F I S S ;  SHOULD READ 3 0 ,  V I C E  2 4 .  
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

9 3 0 4 2 8 - 3  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 2 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 2 6 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 2 8 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB, OH (F -ZHTV) .  

C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS I N  5 A P R I L  1 9 9 3  LETTER RE: PROPOSED REALIGNMENT FROM S P R I N G F I E L D  ANGB TO W-P AFB, OHIO. 
--------------.----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
930429-3 (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 4 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 4 / 2 8 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 4 / 2 9 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  M I L L E R ,  J E F F  ( I S S U E S  TM a t  DBCRC - 1993). 
I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( - 1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  K E L L Y  AFB / ROBBINS AFB; RESPONSE TO REQ. FOR LEVEL P L A Y I N G  F I E L D  COBRA DATA F I L E S ;  C E R T I F I E D  DATA!  

9 3 0 5 0 4 - 2 5  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  930416-11) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 0 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  
~ r - - .  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 1 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

XIRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

- t t a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO LETTER 16 A P R I L  1993 R E Q 1 I N G  RESULTS OF S I T E  SURVEYS; UNABLE TO PROVIDE RESULTS U N T I L  1 JUNE; # 9 3 0 4 1 6 - 1 1 .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 0 5 - 5  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 0 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C L o s e d :  0 5 / 0 5 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-) .  

C o n t e n t s :  C E R T I F I E D  RESPONSES TO F. C I R I L L O I S  LETTER FROM 1 5  A P R I L  1993. 

9 3 0 5 0 6 - 6  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 0 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 0 6 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: C I R I L L O ,  FRANK ( A F  LEADER a t  1993 DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-1. 
C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RE: AFRES & ANG MANPOWER AUTHORIZATIONS.  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 0 6 - 7  (I, 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 0 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  NEWARK AFB, OH (F-RRTC).  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF NAFB COMMUNITY STUDY 

D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 0 6 / 9 3  NONE REQ 

WORKLOADS AND COST FACTORS. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



P a g e  3. 
D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

9 3 0 5 1 0 - 1 8  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 0 5 - 8 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 4 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 0 7 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 1 0 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION (QUESTIONS 8,9,10) FROM F. C I R I L L O ;  REFERRAL ECTS# 9 3 0 4 0 5 - 8 .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
930511-25 (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 1 3 - 1 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 1 0 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 1 1 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 1 1 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  G R l F F I S S  AFB, NY (F -JREZ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO QUESTION CONCERNING FUTURE USAF PLANS FOR ROME LABORATORY; REFERRAL ECTS# 9 3 0 4 1 3 - 1 .  

9 3 0 5 1 2 - 1 8  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 0 5 - 8 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 4 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 1 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 1 2 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F r o m :  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F.  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECOED (NON-CERTIF IED) ;  REGARDING 1993 USAF RECOMMENDATIONS; QUESTIONS #8 - 1 0 .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 1 2 - 1 9  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 0 5 - 8 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 0 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 1 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 1 2 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 
~ r - - .  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

RTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

L a t i o n ( s ) :  mlf - 1 (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD ( # I - 7 ) ;  NON-CERTIF IED.  

9 3 0 5 1 4 - 6  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 1 1 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 1 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 1 4 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l  l a t i o n ( s ) :  MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F -PRJY) .  

C o n t e n t s :  CORRECTION TO COLOR R A T I N G  FOR A V A I L .  OF P U B L I C  TRANS. A T  MCCLELLAN AFB; SHOULD BE "GREEN"; CURRENTLY I S  "RED". 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 2 0 - 1  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  930504-15) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 1 9 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 0 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C L o s e d :  0 5 / 2 0 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY (F-THWA). 

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR USAF REVIEW OF REFUELING CAPACITY AT PLATTSBURGH AFB DURING WINTER MONTHS. 

9 3 0 5 2 0 - 1 8  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 1 7 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 1 9 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 0 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  CORRECTIONS TO TYPOGRAPHICAL ERRORS I N  COLOR-CODED RATINGS FOR OFF-BASE REC. F A C I L I T I E S  FOR AFBIS.  

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



P a g e  4 .  

D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
s 3 2  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 3 0 - 2 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 1 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 4 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  G E N T I L E  AFS, OH (F-HUSA).  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING USAF PLANS FOR G E N T I L E  AFS I F  DESC I S  CLOSED. 
-----------------------------.-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
930524-33 (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 0 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 4 / 9 3  NONE REG!. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  CARSWELL AFB, TX  (F-DDPF).  

C o n t e n t s :  SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION TO R E V I S E D  CANTONMENT AREA FOR CARSWELL AFB, TX. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

930524-7 (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  930428-8) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 0 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 1 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 4 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  K. I. SAWYER AFB, M I  (F-LURC).  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO DBCRC CONCERN THAT GAO COULDN'T J U S T I F Y  USAF GROUPING OF BASE + G R I F F I S S  I N T O  "LEAST DESIRABLE"  CATAGORY. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 2 4 - 8  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 0 7 - 1 0 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 0 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 1 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 4 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

Frf im: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

RTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY (F -JREZ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS RE: G R I F F I S S / K . I .  SAWYER; F A I R C H I L D  AFB WASN'T CONSIDERED FOR CLOSURE; ENCLOSURES. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 2 7 - 3 0  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 0 7 - 1 0 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 5 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 7 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 7 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l  lat ion(s): G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY ( F - J R E Z ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RE: G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 5 2 7 - 3 1  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 5 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 5 / 2 7 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 5 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F -PRJY) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS FROM DBCRC STAFF. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 0 1 - 2 4  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 1 3 - 2 4 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 5 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/01/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C L o s e d :  0 6 / 0 1 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l L a t i o n ( s ) :  NAS, AGANA, GU ( N - 6 1 5 7 7 ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  REVIEW OF FORWARDED INFO.  RE: CONSOLIDATION OF NAS AGANA AT ANDERSON AFB; " U N R E A L I S T I C A L L Y  LOW ESTIMATES.  .." 
- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



P a g e  5. 

D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 0 1 - 2 5  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 1 0 - 3 2 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 5 / 2 5 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/01/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 0 1 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  BERGSTROM AFB, TX (F -BJHZ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REP. FOR ADD. INFO.  ON REALIGNMENT TO CARSWELL AFB; USAF + DON W I L L  CO-REALIGN; SUPERCEDES ANY '91 REC. 
---.----.---.-.---.---------.--**----.------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
9 3 0 6 0 7 - 3 2  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/03/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/07/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 0 7 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: BORDEN, BEN (DEP. D I R .  a t  DBCRC, R&A). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS REGARDING THE EFFECTS OF A D D I T I O N S  TO CLOSURE L I S T  TO USAF FORCE STRUCTURE NUMBERS. 

9 3 0 6 0 7 - 3 3  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 0 4 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/07/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 0 7 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  COMMENTS ON DBCRC A N A L Y S I S  THAT LED TO THE A D D I T I O N  OF SEVERAL ALCIS  TO CLOSURE L I S T ;  ENCLOSURE. 

9 3 0 6 0 8 - 4  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  930519-8) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  06/03/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/08/93 R e f e r r e d  to: 

F . BOATRIGHT, JAMES F.  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 0 8 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

RTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR THE BACKUP DATA SUPPORTING THE USAF COBRA STANDARD FACTORS. 

930613-29 (R, ) ( S e e  a t s o :  930528-05) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  LOURY AFB, CO (F-NTMU).  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO I N Q U I R Y  MAY 2 6 ,  1993;REQUEST FOR INFO. CONCERNING POST-CLOSURE SECURITY ARRANGMENTS AT LOWRY AFB, COL. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
930613-30 (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  06/13/93 NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l  l a t i o n ( s ) :  PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY (F-THWA), a n d  MCGUIRE AFB,NJ ( F - P T F L ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE CONCERNING PLATTSBURGH A F B  AS A PRIMARY SUPPORT CENTER FOR CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 3 - 3 1  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 6 0 1 - 1 1 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l  l a t i o n ( s ) :  LOWRY AFB, CO (F-NTMU), a n d  MCCLELLAN, FORT,AL ( A - 0 1  1 0 2 ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  A I R  FORCE P O S I T I O N  ON A I R  FORCE D I S A S T E R  PREPAREDNESS TECHNICAL T R A I N I N G  MOVE FROM LOWRY AFB TO FT. MCCLELLAN. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



P a g e  6 .  

D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

w- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
9 3 0 6 1 3 - 3 2  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  K. I. SAWYER AFB, M I  (F-LWRC), a n d  PLATTSBURGH AFB,NY (F-THWA). 

C o n t e n t s :  CORRECTIONS TO COLOR-CODED RATINGS FOR VIOLENT/PROPERTY CRIME; ACCIDENT POTENTIAL  ZONES; NEWARK AFB INFRASTRUCTURE. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
9 3 0 6 1 3 - 3 3  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 1 3 - 0 2 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  CLOSED. 

F r o m :  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  HOMESTEAD AFB, F L  ( F - K Y J L ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  A I R  FORCE RESPONSE TO P O I N T S  R A I S E D  BY TEAM M I A M I  RE: HOMESTEAD AFB; REFUTES SEVERAL P O I N T S  I N  M I A M I  PRESENTATION. 
- - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

9 3 0 6 1 3 - 3 4  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 4 1 3 - 0 2 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  Due :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  06/13/93 CLOSED. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  NEWARK AFB, OH (F-RRTC).  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO LETTER REQUESTING THE REVIEW OF THE DOCUMENT PROVIDED BY THE NEWARK ADVISORY GR0UP;BASE ALTERNATIVES.  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 3 - 3 5  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C L o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F -  - BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

URTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

L a t i o n ( s ) :  & G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY ( F - J R E Z ) ,  a n d  PLATTSBURGH AFB,NY (F-THWA). 

C o n t e n t s :  A I R  M O B I L I T Y  COMMAND'S MILCON ESTIMATE TO LOCATE WING AT G R I F F I S S ;  M A T R I X  COMPARISON BETWEEN GRIFFISS/PLATTSBURGH. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
930613-36 (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 1 8 - 3 1 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  MCGUIRE AFB, N J  ( F - P T F L ) ,  a n d  MARCH AFB,CA (F -PCZP) .  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW OF COMMUNITY PRESENTATIONS ON MARCH AFB,CA, & MCGUIRE AFB, N J .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 3 - 3 7  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  06/13/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C l o s e d :  06/13/93 NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY (F-THWA). 

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO THE COMMISSIONS REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON FUEL REQUIREMENTS AND STORAGE C A P A B I L I T Y  AT PLATTSBURGH AFB, 

NY. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
930613-7 (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/13/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  C L o s e d :  0 6 / 1 3 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

ts: ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE COSTS NOT ACTUALLY REQUESTED I N  A I R  FORCE BASE QUESTIONNAIRE. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

P a g e  7. 

w . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
93 1 5 - 1 4  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 1 0 - 2 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/14/93 R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F r o m :  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 -  
C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS TO REQ. FOR COST DATA ON THE REDIRECTS FROM MATHER, BERGSTROM, MACDILL ,  CARSWELL AFBS + RICKENBACKER AGB. 

9 3 0 6 1 5 - 1 5  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  930603-3) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/14/93 R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  Due :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY ( F - J R E Z ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS TO REP. FOR A D D I T I O N A L  INFORMATION ON GAFB; RE: OPERATION PLANS; REOCCURING COSTS; F A C I L I T I E S  COSTS. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 5 - 1 6  (R, ) ( S e e a l s o :  9 3 0 4 1 3 - 1 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/12/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/15/93 R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  ANSWERS TO REQIS FOR COBRA COST ESTIMATES REGARDING G R I F F I S S  AFB, PLATTSBURGH AFB + ROME LABORATORY. 

9 3 0 6 1 5 - 1 7  (R, ) ( S e e a l s o :  9 3 0 6 0 4 - 2 4 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/14/93 R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  

F r n m r  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

IURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

m a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( - 1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  REQUESTED COBRA M U L T I P L E  SCENARIOS; USAF OPPOSIT ION TO ANY SCEN. W/ F A I R C H I L D  OR GRAND FORKS ON CLOSURE L I S T .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 5 - 1 8  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 1 0 - 2 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 4 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  REQUESTED R E F I N E D  COST ESTIMATES DEVELOPED FROM THE MAJOR COMMAND (MAJCOM) S I T E  SURVEYS. 

9 3 0 6 1 5 - 1 9  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 4 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  BEHRMANN, MATTHEW P. (EXEC D I R .  a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  BERGSTROM AFB, TX (F -BJHZ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  REQUEST DBCRC ASSISTANCE I N  MINOR WORDING ADJUSTMENT TO DOD RECOMMENDATION REGARDING BERGSTROM AFB, TX.  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 5 - 4 3  (R, ( S e e  a l s o :  930507-9) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 1 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 .  
C o n t e n t s :  REQUESTED DATA ON ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE COSTS. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 
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. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 5 - 4 4  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 2 5 - 4 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/10/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/15/93 R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 5 / 9 3  COMPLETE. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  MARCH AFB, CA (F-PCZP).  

C o n t e n t s :  MARCH AFB W I L L  S T I L L  BE I N  P O S I T I O N  TO HANDLE A L L  R A P I D  DEPLOYMENT SCENARIOS AS A RESERVE DUTY BASE. 

930619-6 (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/18/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/18/93 R e f  e r r e d  t o :  Due :  / / C L o s e d :  0 6 / 1 9 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  GRAND FORKS AFB, ND (F -JFSD) .  

C o n t e n t s :  REQUESTED COBRA RUNS: CLOSE GRAND FORKS AFB, R E T A I N  M I S S I L E  F I E L D  OPERATED BY MINOT AFB, ND. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 1 9 - 7  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 8 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/18/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 1 9 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t e l l a t i o n ( s ) :  G R I F F I S S  AFB, NY (F -JREZ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  REVIEW OF THE A I R  STAFF + A I R  M O B I L I T Y  COMMAND MICON ESTIMATES FOR DEVELOPING G R I F F I S S  AFB A S  EAST COAST M O B I L I T Y  

BASE. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - -  

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 0  (I, ) 

0- ' : n a t e d :  06/24/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/24/93 R e f  e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

m C I O U R T E R .  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBcRc) .  

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  INFORMATION ON DEPOT SUPPORT MANPOWER ISSUES. 

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 1  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/16/93 R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ 

From:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  CARSWELL AFB, TX (F-DDPF).  
C o n t e n t s :  REINFORCING DOD PROPOSAL TO CONSOLIDATE THE 9 2 4 T H  FG AT BERGSTROM W/ 3 0 1 S T  FW AT CARSWELL AFB. 
- - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 3  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  930611-16) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 1 6 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/20/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  CARSWELL AFB, TX  (F-DDPF).  

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSE TO SCENARIO: "LEAVE THE 9 2 4 T H  A T  BAFB + MOVE THE NAVY U N I T S  FROM DETROIT ,  D A L L A S  + MEMPHIS TO CAFB U /  THE 

3 0 1 S T  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 4  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 6 1 4 - 3 8 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 1 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

' l a t i o n ( s ) :  I ( -1 .  
: RESPONSES TO S P E C I F I C  QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD CONCERNING BASE CLOSURES/REALIGNMENTS. w::. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

NONE REQ. 

- - - - - - - - - -  

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 
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E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS) 

P a g e  9. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 5  (R, ) ( S e e  a l s o :  9 3 0 5 1 8 - 3 1 )  

O r i g i n a t e d :  06/21/93 R e c e i v e d :  06/22/93 R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  MCGUIRE AFB, N J  ( F - P T F L ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  P O I N T - B Y - P O I N T  A N A L Y S I S  OF THE COMMUNITY PRESENTATION/PROPOSAL REGARDING MCGUIRE AFB, N J .  

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 6  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C L o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY (F-THWA). 

C o n t e n t s :  C L A R I F I C A T I O N  OF THE CONFUSION THAT HAS A R I S E N  REGARDING COMMUNITY ENCROACHMENT AROUND PLATTSBURGH AFB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 7  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  MCGUIRE AFB, N J  ( F - P T F L ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  POPULATION D E N S I T Y  F IGURES FOR MCGUIRE, PLATTSBURGH + G R I F F I S S  AFBIS.  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 2 7 - 2 8  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F . BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

d URTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

l a t i o n ( s 1 :  MCGUIRE AFB, N J  ( F - P T F L ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  FORWARDING DOCUMENTS REGARDING THE GAO A N A L Y S I S  OF FUEL CAPACITY/RESUPPLY, AND A IRCRAFT PARKING C A P A B I L I T Y .  

930627-29 (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 3 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: C I R I L L O ,  FRANK ( A F  LEADER a t  1993 DBCRC). 

I n s t a l L a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  SUMMARY PAPERS ON ACCIDENT POTENTIAL  ZONES (APZ) .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

D u e :  

. - - - - - - 

C L o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NONE REQ. 

- - - - - - - - - -  

930627-30 (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 1 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 2 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a L L a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-1. 
C o n t e n t s :  RAN DATA USED TO SUPPORT THE DEPOT CATEGORY M I S S I O N  S P E C I F I C  STANDARD D E V I A T I O N S .  

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 3 1  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C L o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F .  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: CWRTER,  J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a L l a t i o n ( s ) :  K. I. SAUYER AFB, M I  (F-LWRC),  a n d  G R I F F I S S  AFB,NY ( F - J R E Z ) .  

C o n t e n t s :  CALRIFICATIONS/CORRECTIONS TO ERRORS MADE BY DBCRC STAFF DURING PRESENTATIONS. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 



D e f e n s e  B a s e  C l o s u r e  a n d  R e a l i g n m e n t  C o m n i s s i o n  

E x e c u t i v e  C o r r e s p o n d e n c e  T r a c k i n g  S y s t e m  (ECTS)  

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 3 2  ( 1 ,  ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  to: D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F.  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( -1 -  
C o n t e n t s :  CONCERN THAT MMIS IMPRESSIONSu WERE CREATED BY DBCRC STAFF PRESENTATIONS ON A I R  L O G I S T I C S  BASES; CAPACITY,  COST TO 

CLOSE 

9 3 0 6 2 7 - 3 3  (I, ) 
O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 3 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 4 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 2 7 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To :  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l L a t i o n ( s ) :  PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY (F-THWA). 

C o n t e n t s :  RESPONSES TO REP. BOEHLERTIS ASSERTIONS THAT THE USAF HAS NOT BEEN nSTRAIGHTFORWARDM REGARDING PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 6 3 0 - 8  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 9 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  0 6 / 2 9 / 9 3  R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 6 / 3 0 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

F rom:  BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To:  COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  MCGUIRE AFB, N J  (F -PTFL) .  

C o n t e n t s :  M ILCON ESTIMATES FOR RELOCATING 1 2  TANKERS FROM PLATTSBURGH TO MCGUIRE; I T  I S  AN UNTENABLE S I T U A T I O N .  

9 3 0 7 0 1 - 5  (I, ) 

' ' q a t e d :  0 6 / 2 8 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/30/93 R e f e r r e d  t o :  D u e :  / / C l o s e d :  0 7 / 0 1 / 9 3  NONE REQ. 

BOATRIGHT, JAMES F .  (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

I n s t a L l a t i o n ( s ) :  , (-). 

C o n t e n t s :  REQID L I S T  OF REALIGNMENTS/CLOSURE BENEATH THRESHOLD IMPLEMENTED BY THE USAF DURING THE 2 YEARS S I N C E  I 9 1  CLOSURE 

ROUND. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
9 3 0 7 0 6 - 2 5  (I, ) 

O r i g i n a t e d :  0 6 / 2 8 / 9 3  R e c e i v e d :  06/27/93 R e f e r r e d  to: Due :  / / C l o s e d :  0 7 / 0 6 / 9 3  NONE REP. 

From: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC a t  A I R  FORCE). 

To: COURTER, J I M  (CHAIRMAN a t  DBCRC). 

I n s t a l l a t i o n ( s ) :  , ( - ) -  

C o n t e n t s :  REQUESTED L I S T  OF REALIGNMENTS/CLOSURES BELOW THRESHOLD IMPLEMENTED BY USAF S I N C E  THE 1 9 9 1  CLOSURE ROUND. 

NOTE: 68 R e c o r d s  S e l e c t e d  by C I R I L L O ,  C r i t e r i a :  . 







AIR FORCE TEAM BASE RESPONSIBILITIES 

NAME CLOSURE/REALIGNMENT MAJOR RECEIVERS/MISSION 'I * 
CANTWELL GRIFFISS AFB, NYIREALIGN MINOT AFB, ND/B-52H 

BARKSDALE AFB, LA/ B-52H 
GRAND FORKS AFB, ND/KC-135 
HILL AFB, UT/485 EIG 

K.I.SAWYER AFB, MI/CLOSE BARKSDALE AFB, LA/B-52H 

FAIRCHILD AFB.WA/CLOSE ALT FOR MAR/KIS/GRIFF 

COMBS GRAND FORKS AFB,ND/CL-RE ADD/ALT FOR KIS/GRIFFISS 

(NAS AGANA.GU/CLOSE) ANDERSEN AF'BmGU 

DICAMILLO MCGUIRE AFB8 NJIREALIGN PLATTSBURGH AFB, NY/C-141 

MARCH AFB, CA/REALIGN TRAVIS AFB, CA/KC-10 

PLATTSBURGH AFB,NY/CLOSE ALT FOR MCGUIREIGRIFFISS 

DITTMER HOMESTEAD AFB8 FL/CLOSE MOODY AFB,GA/F-16/TEMP 
SHAW AFB,SC/F-16/TEMP 
LACKLAND AFB,TX/IAAF ACAD 
TYNDALL AFB,FL/AFWS SCHLITEMP 
PATRICK AFB,FL/301 AFRES 
MACDILL AFBtFL/482FW(AFRES) 
NORAD ALERT FCLTY (ANG) 

OfHARE IAP(ARC),IL/CLOSE ROCKFORD APT, IL/SEC 2924 

KELLY AFB.TX/CL-RELN ADDIALT FOR MCCLELLAN 
PRIVITIZE/OTHER DEPOTS 

HOUCK MCCLELLAN AFB. CAICLOSE EARLY COMMISSION ADD 
PRIVATIZE/OTHER DEPOTS 
HILL AFB, UT/1849 EIS 
LANGLEY AFB, VA/HQ ARS 
OFFUTT AFB, NE/AFTAC/TOD 

TINKER AFB,OK/CL-RELN ADD/ALT FOR MCCLELLAN 
PRIVITIZE/OTHER DEPOTS 

NIXON NEWARK AFB, OH/CLOSE PRIVATIZE/OTHER DEPOTS 

ROBINS AFB,GA/CL-RELN ADDIALT FOR MCCLELLAN 
PRIVITIZE/OTHER DEPOTS 

w 
UNDERLINED INFORMATION = COMMISSION ADDS FOR CONSIDERATION 



AIR FORCE TEAM BASE RESPONSIBILITIES 

NAME CLOSURE/REALIGNMENT(CIV/MIL-NET LOSS) P l A J O R  RECEIVERS/MISSION 

FRANK CANTWELL G R I F F I S S  A F B ,  NY/REALIGN(-15381-29.15) I.IIIJOT A F B ,  ND/B-5211  
BIIRKSI)ALE A F B ,  L,A/ B-5211 
G R A I J D  F O R K S  A F B ,  N D / K C - 1 3 5  
I I IL, I ,  I I F B ,  U T / 4 8 5  E I G  

K . I . S A W Y E R  A F B ,  M I / C L O S E ( - 3 5 1 / - 2 3 ! ) - 1 )  l i i : I< l~6l )Al ,E  A F B ,  L A /  B - 5 2 I I  

R I C K  D I C A M I L L O  M C G U I R E  A F B ,  NJ/REALIGN(-373/--:28<)) l 'l,A'lWI'SBURGH A F B ,  1 J Y  / C -  1 4  1 

MARCH A F B ,  C A / R E A L I G N  ( - 8 6  / - 2 9 ( ,  1 ) ' l l l ~ I i \ 'TS  P.FD, C A / K C - 1 0  

K U R T  D I T T M E R  

ROGER I1OUCK 

HOMESTEAD A F B ,  F L / C L O S E ( - 9 0 7 / - 3 8 ~ 1 1 )  I.IOOI)Y Ab  b ,  G A / F - 1 6 / T E M I 3  
:;likli A1 13, S C / F - l G / T E M I '  

7 2 6  ACW 
I,i.,CIil,?ilJI) A F B ,  TX/ I A A F  ACAII 
'I"I 'IJI)III~I, AF13, FI,/F,I 'IJS S C l I L / T E M P  
1'I!'l'I;l C'K Al'B , I ' L /  3  0 1 A17RI:S 
!.IACI)1 I j I J  A F B ,  17L/ 4 8 2I ' l i  (A1'II l :S)  
I , IlC~I~P.11 ALEiVI' k'C1,'l''Y (P.lJG) 

O ' H A R E  I A P ( A R C ) ,  I L / C L O S E ( - 7 5 ' / / - 5 )  I I A P T ,  I I , /  SF:C 2 9 2  4 

NEWARK A F B ,  O H / C L O S E (  - 1 6 7 9 1 - 9 : ? )  l J l <  I \!!*.'I 1 Z E / O T I I E R  11EI)OTS 

* MCCLELLA1.I A F B ,  C A / C L O S E ( - ~ ~ O . ! / - - ~ O I ~ I  1 I l L ~ l a . ' l  I z 1?/Or~1i1<1? 1 ) 1 ~ 1 ) 0 ~ 1 ' ~  

111 1 I ,  1 115, U 1 ' / 1 8 4 9  1;lS 
1 ~ A I I ~ ; I ~ l ' i  A I ' D ,  VA/ I IQ  A R S  

* ( A d d e d  by C o m m i s s i o n  f o r  Rev i ~ i : )  01 L 11'1 '1  A l ' B ,  NE/hk"YAC/'YOI) 



AIR FORCE TEAM RESPONSIBILITY MATRIX u 
CATEGORIES BASES SPECIALTY IN!PERAGENCY 

ATKIN CHANUTE (A) G.I.S. 
BERGSTROM(A) D BASE IV 
CASTLE (A) COBRA (A) 
CARSWELL (A) Redirects 
MACDILL (A) 
RICKENBCKR (A) 

DICAMILLO AMc(p) MARCH (R) * Capcty Anlys 7 (Community 
AFRES (A) MCGUIRE R) * Facilities Infrastructure) 

?T"" (9) ---4 
DITTMER ACC (P-SM) HOMESTEAD (C) * Ranges 

AFRES (P) O'HARE (C) * FAA(P) 
S A N G  (A) 

HOUCK ATC (P) NEWARK (C) * START 8(Environmental 
AFMC (P) Depots (P) Impact) 

Environmental 

CANTWELL SPACEOM (P) K.I.SAWYER(C)* FAA(A) 6 (Community 

*J 
SOC (P) GRIFFISS (R) * Air Defense Econ. Impact) 
~~C (A) Tiger Team 5 (Return on 
ANG (PI COBRA (P) Investment) 
ACC (P-LG) Flying Trng 

COMBS ACC (A) CARSWELL(RD) Methodology 
BERGSTROM (RD) 
MACDILL (RD) 
SMALL A/C BSs(A) 

NIXON AFMC (A) CHANUTE (RD) Depots (A) 
CASTLE (RD) 
RICKENBCKR (RD) 
LARGE A/C BSs (A) 

(P) = PRIMARY (A) = ALTERNATE 
(C) = CLOSURE (R) = REALIGN 
(RD) = REDIRECTS(Primary Base Monitor) 
* = Primary Regional Hearing/Base Visit Monitor 

(NOTE: REVISIONS BASED ON SMALL A/C, LARGE A/C BASIS AND BETTER SPREAD) 

10 MAR 20, 1993 

ryr 



AIR FORCE TEAM RESPONSIBILITY MATRIX 0pyi 
--- mx -me SPECIALTY INTE-GENCY w 

CATEGORIES ~ f i ~ r s -  - 

CW ? . T T T T U  ( A \ G.1.S. ATKIN 
B El 

w1uru \ & A ,  

RGSTROM(A) D BASE IV 
,nSTLE (A) COBRA (A) 
CARSWELL (A) Redirects 
MACDILL (A) 
RICKENBCKR (A) 

DICAMILLO AMC (P) MARCH (R) * Capcty Anlys 7 (Community 
AFMC (A) MCGUIRE (R) * Facilities Infrastructure) 

MATHER (RD) 

DITTMER 

HOUCK 

ACC (P) 
AFRES ( P) 
ANG (A) 
ATC (P) 
AFMC (P) 

HOMESTEAD (C) * Ranges 
O'HARE (C) * FAA(P) 

NEWARK (C) * START 
Depots (P) 

8(Environmental 
Impact) 

QANTWELL SPACEOM (P) K.I.SAWYER(C)* FAA(A) 6 (community 
SOC (P) GRIFFISS (R) * Air Defense Econ. Impact) 
ACC (A) Tiger Team 5 (Return on 

cJ AMC (A) 
COBRA (P) Investment) 

ANG(P) Flying Trng 

COMBS 

NIXON 

CARSWELL(RD) Methodology 
BERGSTROM (RD) 
MACDILL (RD) 

CHANUTE (RD) Depots (A) 
CASTLE (RD) 
RICKENBCKR (RD) 
MATHER (RD) 

(P) = PRIMARY (A) = ALTERNATE 
(C) = CLOSURE (R) = REALIGN 
(RD) = REDIRECTS(Primary Base Monitor) 
* = Primary Regional Hearing/Base Visit Monitor 

A/O MAR 18,1993 







Air Force prZgram Trends 

Ila t a Provided by XOOIXOFIPEMIPEF 

4 /rc 

*Excludes Test & Test Support Aircraft 
**Excludes Reconnaissance Aircraft 
***Data Unavailable Due to 

Definitional Change 

I 

END STRENGTHS (000) 

ACTIVE MILITARY 

GUARD 

RESERVE 

CIVILIAN 

MILITARY BASES 

MAJOR 

MINOR 

AIRCRAFT (PM)* 

BOMBERS (PAA)* 

FIGHTER WING EQUIV** 

A C T M  

ARC** 

ICBMs 

FLYING I-IOURS (000) 

ACTIVE 

ARC J 

FY8S 
1,050 

602 

109 

75 

264 

9, 

139 

*** 

8,262 

298 

36.5 

24.4 

12.1 

1,023 

3,477 

2,914 

563 

FY86 
1,063 

608 

I 13 

79 

263 

8, 

139 

*** 

8,145 

314 

37.0 

24.8 

12.2 

99 I 

3,457 

2,905 

552 

FY87 
1,065 

607 

114 

80 

264 

261 

139 

122 

8,135 

344 

38.0 

25.5 

12.5 

995 

3,463 

2,883 

580 

FY88 
1,026 

576 

115 

82 

253 

26 I 

140 

121 

8,020 

372 

38.4 

26.0 

12.4 

996 

3,340 

2,752 

588 

FY89 
1,032 

571 

117 

83 

261 

260 

140 

120 

7,850 

358 

36.9 

24.6 

12.3 

1,000 

3,411 

2,830 

58 1 

FY90 
990 

539 

118 

84 

249 

262 

140 

122 

7,637 

301 

35.7 

23.8 

1 I .9 

1 ,ooO 

3,366 

2,760 

606 

FY91 
945 

51 I 

117 

84 

233 

256 

134 

122 

7,165 

261 

33.5 

21.7 

11.8 

1,000 

3,666 

2,961 

705 

FY92 
889 

470 

118 

83 

218 

246 

124 

122 

6,380 

242 

28.4 

16.3 

12.1 

912 

2,767 

2,189 

578 

FY93 
844 

444 

117 

8 I 

202 

240 

121 

119 

6,010 

201 

27.4 

16.1 

I 1.3 

787 

2,634 

2,033 

601 

FY94 
826 

426 

118 

82 

202 

224 

102 

122 

5,417 

152 

22.1 

13.4 

8.7 

667 

2,416 

1,856 

560 

FY95 
789 

400 

115 

79 

1 95 

214 

94 

120 

5,278 

107 

20.5 

13.0 

7.5 

550 

2,332 

1,813 

519 
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FY93/3 FORCE STRUCTURE 

NASHVILLE METRO, TN 16-C130(G) (3)-C130 

NEI.LIS AFB, hV 

NEW C A S n E  COUS'TY, DE 

NEW ORLFANS, 1A 

SlAGARA FAILS IAP, hY 

9-A10, 20-F4G, 22-F15, 45-F16, 4-IIf160 --- 

8-C130(G) -- 
I 

24-F15(G), 18-F16(R), 1-C130 (1)-C130 

SO11TOS APB, CA 

0I:FUT AFD, NE 

O'IIARC IAP, IL 

18-F16(G), 8-C130(R) + 10-KC135(G), (18)-P16(G) 2-C130 

20-C141 (20)-Cl41 

07'1s ASGB, MA 18-FIS(G), 1-C12 t I-C26, (1)-C12 --- 

PATRICK AFD, FL. 6-IIC130, 3-11113 t5-I 11 160, (3)-11113 1x10-C130 

I'EASE AFB, NI I lOKC135(G) --- 

PFSEIISON AFD, CO 

PIIOENIX SKY 1IA1U1011 AZ 10-KC135(G) + 1-KC135 

PIA.I'ISI3URGII AF13, h?' 28-KC135 + I-KC135 3x12-KC135 21-KC135 

1'C)I'E AF13, NC 21-AlO, 16-C130, 18-F16 --- 

I'Ol<TLS\NI) 1.41'. OR 18-F15(G), 5-11C130(R), 8-1~11160(R), 1-C26(G) 

9-EC135, 17-RC135, 9-CZ1, 3-E4, 2-C135 (3)-C21, (2)-C135, (4)-ECl35 7 1  
10-KC135(G), 8-Cl3O(R) + 1-KC135 --- 

PUERTO RlCO IAP, PR 18-F16(G), 1-C26(G) 

QUONSIT SSA'TE AIrT, I11 8-C130(G) 

--- 

--- 

1 



FY93/3 FORCE STRUCTURE 

RANDOLPH AFB, TX 46-T37, 47-738, 10-T43, 5-C21, 10-TI, 1-T39 +2-C21, +3-TI, t 21-'1'37, 

R E E X  AFU, T X  
a 

28-TI, 50-T37, 59-T38 + 12-TI, + 2-1'38 

REX0 CANNON IAP, 3'V 18-RF4(G), 1-C12(G) + 1426,  (1)-C12 

RlCllARDS GEBAUR, MO 18-A10(R) (18)-A10 

RICIIMOSD IAP, VA 24-F16(G), 1-C26(G) --- 

RICKENBACKER ASGB, 011 24-A7(G), lbKC135(G), 1-C?-6(G) 

ROIIINS AFB, GA 24-KC135, 2-EC135, 2-I;IS + 1-13, t 3-KC135 1x10-C141 

ROSECRANS MEM APT, .MO 8-C130 --- 

SALT LAKE CITY MP, UT 10-KC13S(G) + 1-KC135 6-F16 

SAVANNAH LAP, GA 

SCl IENEaADY CO. \Y 

8-C130(G) 

8-C130(G). 1-C12(G) 

1 --- 

(1)-C12 

sc0.r~ AFR. 11, 

SIJL1:lllDGE rZSGI3. 111 42-F16(G), 1-C130(G), 10-KC135(11) + 1-(176, + 7-C130, (21)-F16 

1 
?-KC135 

SI~YMOUII JOIISSOS Al:Ii. SC  66-1:lS. 1')-KC10 0-1:151: 

SIIAW AI:B, SC 72-F16, 21-1\10 1x24-F16+ 18-I:IO+ 3- 

SI IEI'I'AIID AFD. TX 46-T37, 45-T38 + 2-'1'37 

11-c9, 3-c12, l o - C ~ I  t 3-c7 I 

1 
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T h i s  document is f o r  p lanning  purposes only! 
The i n i t i a l  look a t  e x c e s s  c a p a c i t y  t o  beddown f o r c e  s t r u c t u r e  is a s  fol lows:  

FY93/3 FORCE STRUCTURE 

RAMSTEIN AB, GE 48-F16, 60C12, 3-CZO, 3421,  1-T43, 4-UIl1 (4)-UIIl, + 4 - 0 ,  + 16-C130 --- 

RlIEIN MAIN AB, GE 4 4 3 ,  16-C130 (4)-C9, (16)-C130 --- 

--- 

F-16 Ac t ive  Squadrons: 4 
F-15 Ac t ive  Squadrons: 1 
T o t a l  Act ive  Small A i r c r a f t  Squadrons Excess Capacity f o r  Beddown= 5 
F-16 Reserve Squadrons: 3 
T o t a l  Reserve Small A i r c r a f t  Squadrons Excess Capacity= 3 
KC-135 Act ive  Squadrons: 15 
C - 1 4 1  Ac t ive  Squadrons: 1 
T o t a l  Ac t ive  Large A i r c r a f t  Squadrons Excess Capacity= 
KC-135 Reserve Squadrons: 2 
C-130 Reserve Squadron: 1 
T o t a l  Reserve Large A i r c r a f t  Squadron Excess Capacity= 

SPANGDAIILEM AB, GE 

YOKOTA AB, JA 

24-O/A10,54-F16, 

20-C130, 3 - 0 ,  2-(21, 3-UH1 

--- 

(3)-C130 

--- 

--- 



UNCLASSIFIED 

TAB 6, ATCH D 

SPECIFIC ACTIONS/I31PLE>.IENTATlON PLAN 
DISPOSITION OF UNITS/AIRCRAFT 

)larch AFI3 
Orrtborr~rd 

2 n d  Air Rtl'ucling \\'in; . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inaclivalcs 
. . . . . . .  79th Air Rcl'uclin; Scluadron (KC-I0 Associare R c s c ~ c )  To Tra\.is AFB. Calil'omia 

KC-10s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  To Travis AFB, California 

Rcrnnir~ 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Southwest Air Dcf'cnsc Sccror Transfer to AKG in place 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  452nd Air Rcfuelin; \\'in: (AFRES)/KC- 1.35 In placc 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  163rd Rccc~nnrtissancc Group (ANG)/RF-4s In place 

Air Force Audit Ascnc)' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  In place 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  445th Ail-lift M'ing (AFRES)/C- 141s ' I n  placc 

Air Force hlcdia Ccntcr * . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  In place 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Army Corps of Engineers Unil In place 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  LTS Custonls A\via~ion Opcralions Ccnlcs \ \ ' c ~ l  In placc 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Drug Enforccmcnl Agcncjr Aviation Unir In place 

* Reali2ning as a rcsult of t l~c Norion AFB. California. closurc (1988 BRAC) 

AIc~lellan AFB 
Olriborr nd 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Sacramento Air Logistics Ccntcr (ALC) functions To other ALCs 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1849th Electronics Installation Squadron To Hill AFB, Utah 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Air Rcscuc Senlice (HQ) To Langlcy AFB. Virginia 
. . . . . . . . . . . . .  940th Air Rct'ucling Group (AFRES)/KC- 135s * To Beale AFB, California 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Technical Operations Division (AFTAC) To Offutt AFB, Nebraska 

* Cancels 1991 BRAC rccon~mcndarion to realign unit from hlathcr AFB. California 

Un'CL,-SSII.‘IED 'fXI$ 6. Atrh 1) 



UNCLASSIFIED I 

School 

pcniling 

lribound 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  From Homestead 

thc O U I C ~ I I I C '  of a join1 training study 

AFB. 

AFB. 

47.3 

Florida 

Florida 

Irlborrrrd 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  From Ell~\\~orth AFB. Soul11 Dal;(m 

I ~ o ~ ' I s I . A s . ~ ~  

I~tbolrnd 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Fro111 KI -Michigan. and Grifiiss AFB. New York 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  B-52 Conlbal Crew Trdining Mission * F m n ~  Castle ~ F B x a f o m i a  

.: Cancels 1991 BRAC rccl)ll~mendation to realign n~ission to Fairchild AFB. %'A 

Olrtbolrtld 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  clrllup I ~ D c ~ ~ \ . B ~ c  

Air Rc(uc]illC_ G~~~ ( K C - 1 0  ,\ssociale Rescrvc) . . . . .  To Platishursh AFB. ZBW York 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  -10s. .  To Platisburgh AFB. New York 

USCLASSIFIED ' ~ ~ 1 s  6,  ~ t c h  1) 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

: Griffiss AFB 
O~fbourtd 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  [ 416th Bomb Wing Ina~tivatc 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  : B-52Hs To  Bol.tsda1c AFB. Lo~lisi3113 and Xli~lot AFB. Norih Dikuta 

i . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
: KC-135s T o  Grand Forks AFB. Nonh Dakota 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  c ' 4Sjiil Engineering lnstall;~~ion G n ~ i p  To Hill AFB. Utah 

1 Rome Laborarory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  In place 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . Sorthcas~ Air. Dcicnsc Scctos Transicr to A S G  in placc 

, Plattsburgll AFB 
f Inborrrld 

. . . . .  98th Air R~.l.uclin: GrO~lp (KC- 1 0 As\oci:llc Rcscr\*c) Fmm Barksdale AFB. Louisiana 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . KC-10s Froin Barksdalcl AFB. Louisiana. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  C- 141 s From h.lcGuiri: AFB. Kc\v Jerscy 

Grand Forks AFB 

KC-1 35s . . . . . . .  
lnbolrnd 

From GriSliss AFB. N c ~ v  Yusk. and Minot AFB, North Dakora 

O~rrbolrrld 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactinte 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  To Ellswor.th AFB. South Dakota 

lrrbolrnd 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  From Grit'fiss AFB. New York 

Oirrborrrrtl 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  To Grand Forks AFB. Konh Dakota 



. , ,  
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Fro,,? i- ion~c~'cad AFB. Flurid3 , . . . .  
, Z ' % j 2. " 

Fro111 GrifCss AFB. \iork. . . . . . .  
. . Fr tm b k ~ [ c t l a ~ ~ h  WFB. Caliiorniil 


