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' ~ E F E N S E  6 FOREIGU POLICY 

Communities Hire Ex-Insiders 
To Defend Imperiled Bases 

Retired officers and former ~ O V ~ I - I ~ I ~ I I  t staffers 
put tl~eii- expertise to new uses 

L on:: l,efore Ala-  I , keeps rlo secrets. Mili- 
bama's Fort Mc- ' tary documents, memo- 
Clellan showed up ran t la ,  s u n ~ ~ n a r i e s  of 

on the Pentagon's base- base visits, testimony, 
closings list in F e l ~ r u -  transcripts of hearings, 
ary, officials from Cal- even a region's tourist. 
houn County had been brochure are  all on file at 
in touch with the two the commission's library 
i n d i v i d u a l s  t h e y  be-  in Arlington, Va. Consul- 
lieved would be key to t an t s  send staff there 
saving the Army instal- n e a r l y  e v e r y  d a y  to 
lation: their Washing- search for the  document 
ton-based consultants. that. could help save a 

Barry Steinberg, a re- base or sink a competitor 
tired Army colonel with from California to  Mic11- 
a background in environ- igan. 'J'exas to  New Yc~rl;. 
mental law, and George C o m m u n i  t.ies 1'ac.r 
Schlossberg, who served d a u n t i n g  odds. h,Iorc. 
a s  legal counsel t o  the NATHANIEL D MARAI I I  than YO percent of t h t  
1988 base-closin:: [lane]. J. B. Davis, left, who represented an Arizona city seeking to keep a local base bases on the niilit:~r~-'5 
had advised the roun?y open, now serves on the base-closing panel. chaired by Alan Dixon. right. reconl l l~end~d list rem;~i:. 
in 1991 and 1993 in what t here once the ~resicien. 
proved to be a \i~(.ci.isfill C : I I ! I ~ ) : I ~ ~ I I  10 1 1 ;  # -  : a  

11;i!i\ ~ ; ) I ) C , I I I I V ( !  ~~II:IIIIJ...,~OII 1123 1 ~ 1 : '  

get Fort lIt.Clc!i:~n a:~d ::s ci:c.rnic..il 11s ..;I\. \ t a t  t s r ~ i ~ r i ~ s > .  ~ , ~ ~ ~ : ~ l i c i e ~  r;i)>* 
defense training i;iciliry t:tLirr) o;': May 17: Flrlal cnance io!- :he lndeperlcen! 
earlier Pentagon hit lists. cc;nimlssror! to add bases ICI the 

County of'ficials remain hopefi~; Pen:agon's recommended Ilst. 
t h a t  t h e  team of SleI~iberrr and 
Schlossberg can help* spare rhe11) 1 July 1: C;omm~ss~on subrn~ts recommenaa- 
again this year. lions to President Cl~nton. 

-4s desperate communities no- 
tionwide fight $$?hat likely \\.ill i)e , July 15: Deadi~ne for the president to approve 
the final base-closing round for se\.- I or reject comm~ssion recomrnenda- 
era1 years. the latest IVashington re- t~ons ~n their entirety. If acceptable, 
volving door is spinning full f'orce. Cl~nton sends them to Congress. 
Retired military officers. f'ormer : 
congressional aides alld one-tinle Lawmakers then have 45 days, or until adjourn- 
staffers of previous base-closing 1 ment sine d~e  of the 104th Congress. to pass 

have found \vork as a resolut~on of disapproval or the commlss~on's 
consultants, advising localities on i repon 'aw. 
strategies to  save their bases. 

Polls may show many Americans dis- ities are willing to  spend tens of thou- 
trust the proverbial Washington insider. sands of dollars 011 consultants -- a 
but officials from local chambers of co111- small investment, they say. in return f i r  
merce, towns, cities and states are seek- satving thousands of jobs. Meanalj?ile. 
in:: out these inside-the-Beltway deni- the base-closing process has grown more 
zens for their expertise and contacts. sophisticated as  the military uses rc)ln- 

Fearing potentially dire economic ples models to determine an instzdla- 
consequences of a shuttered base. local- tion's fate. forcing commu~lities t o  rely 

on the more knowledgeable consu1ta:nts. 
Ily 13onnrr Cassatc~ And 1)). Ian.. the base-closing process 

iiundredr of' thou.sancs o f  dollar:, I ,  

1i11anc.e   ask forces a'orking to keep :. 
base open, to  hire consultants and t ( 1  

; get the message out through pu1)lic 
I relations firms. 
I "It's like being accused of' murder. 

You think jVou have a good case. anti 

j you want good attorneys working for 
1 you." said Rep. Glen Browder. 11- 
I Ala., who is fighting for Fort. hlcClt.1- 

lan, which is in his district. 
,' T h e  competition among the  con- / sul t ing groups a n d  law f i rms is 
I fierce, as  the  work draws top dollar. 

Officials in Alabama have raised 
5200,000 t o  save bases statewide, 
budgeting $45,000 for Steinberg and 

Schlossberg, who also have other cli- 
ents  around t,he country. 

In 1993. South Carolina amassed 
just over $1 million in an unsuccessf'ul 
ef'f'ort to  sa\.e the naval station and 
shipyard in Charleston. spending much 
of ' the money on three  consultant.^ and a 
public relations firm. (Box,  p. 1122) 

San  Diego bas raised 5200.000 f'or 
three minor bases. one slated f'or c l ~  
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The Legal Limits on Consulting 
T l t (xr(~ is 110 I I ; I I I  on rvtir(.ci n-rilit;~ry etnl)loyee colnmunicates t.o or makes 

officc.rs, fortncr ~-rlcnll)rrs 01' t l l (~ ar-r appearance l ~ e f o r e  the  United 
1)asr-closing comlnission or forn-rcr ''A former emlployee is not States on behalf of some other per- 
cotnrnission eml) logees  m a k i n g  son," wrot.e St.ephen D. Potts, director 
money as ( : o n s \ ~ l t i ~ ~ ~ t s  t o  romrnut-ri- prohibited . . . providing of . h e  OGE. In this instance, United 
ties tllat arc  trying to save their n-rili- * behind-the-scenes States refers to any employee, depart- 
t.ary facilities it1 the 1995 round. But  ment, agency or court of the  United 
tlley cannot 101111y. assistance." St.ates and would include the base- 

Last s\tlntncr, ;~nticil)atirig thill closings commission. 
one-lime staff 1net111)ers u,ould reap- --Stcy)llcn D. I'otts, "Therefore, a former employee is 
pear at the comtnission's offices t.l-ris Officc of Govcrnnicnt Etllics not  prohibited by [Title 181 from 

- year on  1)ellalf of loc;ilitir.s t.hat once providing 'behind-the-scenes' assis- 
had pleuded with the panel to spare tance in connection with the  repre- 
t.heir I);~ses. the con~tuission's i~cting general counsel sentation of another person," Pot ts  said in a J u n e  30, 
sought the advice oi' t.he Office of Government Ethics 1994, response to  t h e  commission. 
(OGE). Restrictions on behind-the-scenes work d o  exist when 

Mary A. Hook questioned wl-rether the  post-employ- the work involves providing advice t o  a foreign govern- 
ment conflict of interest rules t h a t  apply to  high-level ment. Former employees are also prohibited from reveal- 
federal workers, contained in Title 18 of the U.S. Code, ing classified information. 
Section 207, also apply t.o former employees of the  com- These legal limits and  the  OGE's advice t o  the  com- 
mission. mission make i t  clear t h a t  consultants can provide ad-  

T h e  key issue, Hook said in a J u n e  6, 1994, letter to  vice t o  communities b u t  cannot directly lobby the  base- 
the OGE, was whether a Inse that  had survived a previ- closings panel. Members of the  current commission 
oils review should be considered as the  same matter if i t  staff, community representatives and the  consultants 
comes up  in a new round o f  clostlres. She suggested that themselves say the work is assistance, not  lobbying. 
i~ sncbuid not, so former eniplo!.ees could advise local- In fact, among th~e  most prominent base-closings 1 i t iw 1)ehind the scenes. 6 ! 

consult.ants, only Carl Smith of T h e  Spectrum Group 
At'ter s i u d y i n ~  the c o m ~ ~ i s i o ~ s  allalysis. the OGE and Barry Steinberg are  registered lobbyists with Con- 1 

I ; agreed tvi1.h the panel's c.onclusion that a decision o n  a gress - t ~ u t  on matters other than hase closings. Both ' spc~cii'ic base in 1993 \v;i> ..li[ar t I ) ?  sdrne .par:icui;i: mar - de..;crii)ed tl-reir tvork L'1:)r the co~nlnuniries as  consul~ing . .. 
I I I I '  ' I  : : I s l s e i ~ t  I rat iier than 1oi)i)ying. 
C'itkLir? T O L I ~ I ~ J . ~ .  "I  nssiduously avoid t ! x :  laOel," said Steinberp. .:"> . . 

, ,it, ? t 3 ; i ~ ! ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~ r ~ ~  . . : , ~  :.,( ' ;:;!;I:.,. I:II~P>.- .. i'or:n(b: -1)onna C:aarvata 

sure anti t i ~ ~  oiner iivo. reaiigti~i~e:):  
"Le:'s i ~ e  t~rutnl ly f'rnnl:: Fol. :. 

shorr period (I:' t ime, this ia il \Y!.J 

prof'it.al)le 1)usiness." Slc.int)er:. szici. 

Who Are the Consultants? 
Disconsolate communi~ies  see t h r  

Defense Hasr  losu sure :~nd 1ie;ilicnrncnt 
Con-rmission as their lost hope. since the 
independent. panel has the  power to add 
or remove bases from the milit.ary's hit 
list. \I!hile the commission holds a serif,; 
of base visits and hearings around the 
country this month t.o prepare its final 
recommendations to  President Clinton 
and Conzress. localities are ho;)ing their 
consult:ln~s will find the otlr bit of evi- 
dence to  the military's a n n l y ~ i ~  
was \vror-rc. 

In a sparse. elongatetl room an~orig 
t h r  14t.l-r-floor ol'fices o f t  he con~mission. 

(b there are eight rows of shelves contain- 
ing 1)oxes of documents from the 1991. 
1993 and 199.5 rortnds. This  is the con]- 
mission's li1)r:iry. a stc~rei~orlse or' i l l -  

~ : l r r n n ~ i o n  in a \vorici where  kno\vledge 
ciin mean ,itrk~s and money. 

.A commission binder titled h?erno- 
randa of hlectings lisis t h e  dale. time. 
s ~ ~ t ) j e c ~ ,  participants and purpose of 
each session from January t o  April. 
C'onsttltanrs also s i rn in. 

I'rominent on the .list of consult.ing 
firms is \:erner, Liipi'ert. Bern l~ard ,  
RlcPherson and Hand,  which has 150 
lawyers in offices in  iVashington: 
bIcI,eml, Va.: Houston and Austin. 
Texas; and Honolulu, Hawaii. 

Partners in the  firrn include Harry 
McI'l-rerson, a member of the 1993 
base-closing comrnissic~n, and former 
Iiep. Jan-res A. Courtsr,  R-N..J., who 
chairetl the commission in 1991 and 
1!19:i. Neither McPherson nor Courter 
is in\.olveci in base-closing consulta- 
i ion.  >a id  Iiosemar?: F r e e m a n .  n 
spokes\von~an for the firm. 

But the firm has three former com- 
mission sioff'ers ~vorking a.. consul- 
1n:lts: 3:;itl Behrrnan. n h o  Lvas com- 

mission s tal l  dizector in 1991 and 
1993: Barry Hhoads, t h e  commission 
counsel in 1991; and Jackie Arends, 
the congressional liaison t o  the  1993 
commission and a former aide t o  Sen. 
Larry Pressler, R-S.D. 

The  firrn is representing Meridian 
Naval Air Station in Mississippi; the 
state of New Jersey, which could lose 
neilrly 3,000 jobs if three bases are 
closed and one realigned; Malmstrom 
Air Force Base in Montana; the Letter- 
kenny Army Depot in Pennsylvania; 
and the cities of Louisville, Ky., and 
Oklahoma City. 

R h o a d s ,  a p a r t n e r  a t  V e r n e r ,  
Liipfert. said the firm's base-closing 
team assists a locality in presenting its 
case t o  the  commission, getting retired 
~ n i l i t a r y  off icers  a s  a d v i s e r s  a n d  
searching the  library for information. 

"Iinowing the  library is critical." 
said Rhoads, who worked privately as  a 
c,ons;ultant to a halldfill of communities 
i1-r 1993. "A congressional staff member 
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is very helpftrl. I)ut vtbry few o f t  hem cnn and \r1111l(l rcbcusr himstblf from dcci- Iliego C h a r n l ~ r r  of (:o~nrnrrc.r. dis-  
make this n full-time effort." sions on 1,ukr nllcl i 1 1 l ~  other I)nse \r.ith ~ ) u t e d  the story. 

.At R. Dtrffy \Val1 and:Associates. a similar mission. H e  was confirmed. "It's not true," siiid Stcinl)crfi. 
Tim Rupli, a n  executive secr(~ti1ry on One consultant who has 1)rcn t.he "No I~onus ,  110 l)ounty, jllst ;in 
t h e  1993 conl rn i ss ion ,  i t ~ ~ d  J . l i .  s u l ) j c c t  of  s o m e  c o n t r o v e r s y  is  ho\~rly ribtr," silid llugglcs. 
Ileskovnc, \vl1ow3orked for former lirl). Schlossl)erg, tlle head of the  f i r ~ n  Still, rcport,s of ii 1 1 o ~ n t y  Iliiv(fi f i t -  

I h v e  McCurdy, 1)-Okla., arcb 11ilrt of i1 litrtok Itock, which is representing Al- c11stbt1 iil.tcnlion on t h r  c o n r ; t ~ l t : ~ n ~ s  
12-person teilnl c;llled Defense lie- aI)a111a and the city of San I)ic.gc>. I'ul)- :ind the fees tlley c o m l l l i ~ ~ ~ d .  
alignnlent Aclvisors. Among l.heir cli- lished reports in California rlc\vsl);l- 111 1993, South Cirrt~lina s~rl'l'c~rc~tl ;I 
ents are Red River Army Depot in pers  in February  said Schlossl)c~rg 1)lou. when the  military's hit list tilr- 
'I'esas and Hill Air Force Rase get.ed several Cl~iirlcst.on facili- 
near Ogden, U ~ a h .  ties. J u s t  over $1 million \r9:rs 

Scott Air Force Base and the raised from st.ilte funds, county 
Charles Melvin Price Sul~port .  and city governmen~s,  contr i l~u-  
Center, both in Illinois, have hired tions fronl corporat.ions and (lo- 
Carl Smith and T h e  Spectrum Base-Closing Fight nations f r o n ~  private citizens. 
Group. Smith served as the  coun- Howard Chapman. who was a 
sel and rninoriry staff director on 
the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee from 198G to 1958. 

Jess Franco, a retired Army 
colonel who spent  28 years in the 
service and  was the  liaison t o  
Congress until late last year, is a 
consultant for t h e  Rome labora- 
tory at. Griffiss Air Force Base in 
New York. 

The  military uses eight crite- 
ria to determine which bases to  
select for closure, feeding in- 

State of South Carolina ( (  5445,000 

What does it cost to mount a battle in behalf of a base? 
South Carolinians raised just over $1 million in 1993 and 
spent more than half of that on national consultants. The 
rest went for staff salaries, travel and other local expenses. 

Private corporate and 
individual contributions 378,000 

Contributors 

Cities of Charleston and 
North Charleston 175,000 

Amount 

I specla1 assistant. to  then-Mayor 
Joe Riley on base closures, said 

1 I 

formarion into a computer pro- ) I 
Charleston Naval Shipyard Jo~nt 

56,000 1 Center of .4rlingt.on. \'a.. which 
gram to ral?k each facility. T h e  Steerin! Committee (employees\ count!; former Defense Secretary 
top category is military value: , Frm1i C. Carlucci 011 its I)oarc!. 
t h e  last, environnlental impact. ; 1 ToTAL[r I , O M ~ ~  rece i~ .ed  f i S l . i i 0 0 :  a n d  Fr;:::i, 
Former military officers. espe- b ~ l a r ~ k i ~ w i ~ ~ z ' ~  pul~lic, r ~ l : 1 i i 1 ~ 1 1 ~  
cially those who n.orked in tilt- Expenditures / f i r  3 .  nnr! l.;:i~\\.li (11;. c.,! 
Pentagon. market their intinl:t~i. I anour $$)(r . ! l iK).  
knon.jedge expertise. France, 8~llr.O lilzvr Cac:. Ton) Vi'iliiam~ S175.000 j ..Conlrnunities are riesper:i;: 

= 

- 

said. 
"LVe can speak that  s a n ~ e  lan- Law firm of Joroan. Coynt 

guage. We worked in the process. Savlts and Locatc 

much of the money went to three 
consultants and a public rela- 
tions company. 

S t ~ i n b e r g  and his one-time 
i law f i r m  of J o r d a n ,  Coyne ,  

S a v i t z  a n d  L o p a t a  received 
$205,000; Tom Williams, a re- 
tired Navy captain who had been 
in chilrge of all U.S. naval ship- 
yards ,  got $175.000; I n t e r n a -  
tional r'lanninc and  Anal\-..I s 

j 'I'hc.!. ilavc t o  hirv oi~rsicie h ~ ! ; '  " 
I saia Steinberg. "li' tney oor:': 

205~00S I and iose. thev're criticized ;(:- 

, Hill and Knowlton public relaiions Why Consultants Are Hired 
Role Is Examined f ~ r m  90,000 , 71 IVith the chances of saving a 

T h e  role of c o n s u l t a ~ ~ t s  has ; base targeted by the  military FV 
been questioned by both t h e  TOTAL slim. the quest.ion is why a com- 
commission and senators. The  

qs g e n e r a l  SDUfi" Howard Chapmarl. a -U\ J munit.? would spend hundreds of 
specla1 asslslanl to Ihe mayor of ~harleslo;;l"D* thousands of dollars for a few 

counsel sought a ruling from the  lo1 base clostngs In 1993. and Gtnger Norvell. a 

office of G~~~~~~~~~  hi^^ last spokeswoman for the c~ty's Chamber ot Commerce 
months of a consultant's advice. 

In 1993, Charleston was still 
year regarding the work of for- recovering from Hurricane Hugo 
mer commission staff members. (Box ,  urould receive a $75,000 bounty from when the  military caught the naval 
p. 1121) the  Port  of San  Diego Ship Repair shipyard,  naval s ta t ion,  a t t e n d a n t  

At the Feb. 15 Senate  confirmation Association if the  base-closing com- supply center, defense depot and  the 
hearing for members of the  1995 corn- mission votes t o  shu t  down a chief county's ~la\.al hospital in its cross 
mission, one  nominee, retired Air rival, the  Long Beach Naval S h i ~ ~ a r d .  hairs. Closure would n ~ e a n  the loss of' 
Force Gen. J. B. Davis, acknowledged hlillions of dollars in future Navy 19,000 direc,t military and  civilian 
that  he had been employed in 1993 by repair work likely would flow to San jobs. (1.9.93 M'scl:ly Report,  p. 679) 
T h e  Spectrum Group and represented Diego if the Long Beach Naval Shill- "IVhen your en t i re  economy is 
the city of Glendale. .4riz., which \%.as yard ivere closed. about  to be devastated, you do just 
trying to protect Luke Air Force Base Schlossberg did not return several about  anything you can," said Chap- 
from closure. (Weekly Report, p .  ,539) te lephone calls,  b u t  his  collea3ue man, \rho now serves as  Charleston's 

At the hearing, Davis said he had Steinberg and Ho\vard Rugpnles. t he  director of traffic and transport.ation. 
severed his ties to  Spectrum on Jan.  2 militar!. affairs direct.or for the San The South Carolinians sought con- 

understand t h e  steps t h e  servlcc... lniernatlonal Planning and Anarizs!s 
have done, t h e  analyses they've , center oi~rllngon,vk . 8 '  84.000 
done." Franco said. 

not uolng 11. They  pur a lor 11. 
money on the  table fur us." 
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suiting firms that  offered "access. 'I'hey 
had people who knew the business. 
They could look a t  the material and snv, 
'This is wrong,' " Chapman said of the 
data the Pentagon offered to support 
the service's recommendations. 

In the end, Charleston lost its na- 
val shipyard and naval station, but the 
1993 commission decided to concen- 
trate t h e  Navy's electronics systems 
and repair centers in the  South Cnro- 
liua complex. Charleston managed to 
save about 3,000 jobs. (1993 IV(~ri i1~ 
Rcport,  p. 17.5.5) 

"You want to  be able to say to your 
constituency, 'We went out  and got a s  
much help as  we possibly could,' " 
Chapman said. T h e  last thing a com- 
munity's leatlership wants to tell resi- 
dents is that  it "wasn't willing to 
spend thoilsat~tls when they were go- 
ing to lose millions." 

Tha t  view was echoed l)y Srn. Olyrn- 
pia J .  Snowe, It-Maine. \vho recnlletl 
hiring Smith in 1991, when 1,orirlg Air 
Force Base in her state IVRS on the clo- 
sure list. Snowe said the congres~it)naI 
delegation realize(! that reviewing the 
nlilitary's inti)rmi~tion ;ind prepilring ;I 

presentation tijr the conltnission w ; ~  t ~ o  

, 

much for Capitol Hill staff. 
"Everybody wants to  m:ake tile best 

case possil~le," Snorve said. "You don't 
want to  leave any stone unturned." 

,Judy Ann Miller, an assistant to 
California Gov. Pe te  Wilson and the 
director of the  state's Office of Iklili- 
tary Base Retention, said the process 
has grown more sophisticated as  the 
military uses special computer models 
- known as Cost of Base Realignment 
Actions - to determine cos,ts, savings 
and investment returns on proposed 
closures and realignments. 'l'he prepa- 
ration of' responses demands profes- 
sional consultants. 

" l t  is a l)i~siness. A lot of' cottage 
intIu?;tries have developed." sa id  
Miller, who worked in the Ilefenue De- 

Air Force Depots in Cross Hairs 
W i th  t h e  base-closing process of only 7 percent of the base's 19.104 

moving into a crucial phase. jobs. "It's hard for us t o  accept 
t h e  Air Force's maintenance depots that," Dixon said. Shutting down a 
are  looming as  clear targets for shut-  base normally results in the elimina- 
down. tion of a t  least 40 percent of its jobs, 

After additional base visits and he noted. 
regional hearings, the base-closing Air Force  Maj .  G e n .  .Jay D.  
commission is scheduled t o  mee t  Blume Jr .  defended the data  and the 
hlay 10 to decide whether to  add service's decision to realign rather 
military illstallations to  the list of than close the depots. Blume argued 
146 bases the Pentagon has selected tha t  the upfront costs of shutting 
for possible closure or reali, mnment. down installations are  prohibitive. 
No one is predicting what will hap-  He rejected the  GAO's contention , 

partment for 11 ?tsars itntier Presi- 
d e r ~ t s  Hengarl. Busll and Clintotl. 

Ilick Zehrer, the defense linisoll f ~ ) r  
the stnte o!' r\lnh;\~n;l ; ~ n d  it rcatircd .Air 
Force t~rigactier generill, said thc  c'on- 
s \ ~ l t a n t s  monitor the base-closing pro- 
cess, nttenci the he;lrings, 1-o~ltact the 
commission stat'!', collect in1;orrnation 
and feed it a11 11i1ck to the stctte's base- 
(.losing t;~sk Sorce. 

i pen, but  it  is certain that  the commission will take n tha t  the  Air Force's procedures were su1)jective and 
! hard look a t  the  five Air Force depots. poorly documented. 

Echoing criticisms contained in a recent General Ac- 
i 

I "If they can read. they slloi~ld be able to  follow the 1 
counting Office (GAO) report, commission members Air Force's process," he said. 
have taken the  Air Force to task for relying on question- T h e  comnlission's Mag 10 meeting rvill he closely 1 I able da ta  in proposing to realign the depots r a r b r  tll;ln rvaiciled on Capitol Hill. Ilepuhlicans have pointed to  ; 

I s hu t  down trvo of the facilities. as it initiillly planned. the decision to spare I<elly and LlcClellan Xir Force I 

I (Lt'eekly Report ,  p. 1075). Base in California - two txajor employers in states rich 
I .At an April 17 hearing, commission Chairman Alan with electoral votes - ils evidence that  the Pentagon's [ 
i .J. Dixon. formerly n Democratic senator from Illinois, list was influenced politicai consirierations. I 

I said the information provided by the Air Force to justify T!le comn~issiou can vote to  add bases for possible , 
its decision "raises considerable questions for us." closnre a t  that  meetin.. . It:; final recommendatio~ls on : I Diron ~ w s  skegrical of the Air Forte's claim  hilt  he i n s ~ a l l ~ ~ t i ~ ~ n s  LO 1~ ~+~:;ed N I ~  r e a l i g ~ ~ e d  muiL lje ; 

closing Icelly Air Force Base in Texas, the site of one of submitted to President Clinton I)? .July 1. 
the  maintenance depots. \voulci result in the elimination -Cam11 .I. Dohertg ~ 

-- 

('ornmr~nities or states t h ~ i ~  "don't 

take advantage ot' experts, they're just 
heing f~)olish," Zehrer said. 

Ruggles recalled receiving boxes of  
material from his consultants. Send- 
ing sorrteone cross-country to  d o  the 
same arnount of photocopying at the 
commission library would have been 
too costly for San Diego, he said. 

"LVe know the town, the bases, and 
are  fairly familiar with t h e  Hill and 
the Pentagon. B u t  we're not cognizant 
around the commission and the staff," 
Ruggles said. "They give us advice on 
how best to do things." 

W a l t  I'hillips of t h e  C a l h o u n  
County, Ala., Chamber of' Commerce 
remembered the ac1vic.e of two former 
1)ilse-closing comn~issioners, Hansford 
'I'. dohnsi.)n and Howard Hollis "Bow 
Calloway. 

,Johnson, ;i retired four-star Air 
Force general who served on the 1993 
conln~ission. i111~1 Calloway, who served 
;IS Arnly ::ecret;lry t'rrxn 1973 to  1975 
and as a roeni1)er of the 1991 commis- 
sion. prai3rd the cot~si~l t i lnts  for their 
hnckgrourld work. 

But tJhillips said they cautioned: 
"Never let them I)e out front. They're 
your hired ~LIIIS."  ¤ 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Contact: Wade Nelson 

Chuck Pizer 
John Eamhardt 

Washington, DC, April 4, 1995 --The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
announced its Chicago hearing schedule today. The purpose of this regional hearing is to receive 
testimony fiom communities affected by the Secretary of Defense's recommendations to close or 
realign domestic military installations. 

For oral testimony at regional hearings, each state will be given a block of time in which to make 
a presentation for all installations affected in that state. The overall time is determined by the 
Commission on the basis of the number of affected installations and the direct military and civilian 
personnel lost in each state. 

Seating should be ample, but admission is on a first-come, first-served basis. 

ROSEMONT, ILLINOIS 
The Rosemont Convention Center 

9301 West Bryn Mawr 

April 12,1995 

10:OO-10: 10 a.m. Opening remarks by Chairman Dixon 

10:lO-11:OO a.m. Illinois 50 minutes 

1 1:05-12:05 p.m. Missouri 60 minutes 

12: 10-12:40 p.m. Public comment: Illinois, Missouri 

12:40-1:30 p.m . Break 

1:30-2: 15 p.m. Indiana 45 minutes 

2:20-3:05 p.m. Kentucky 45 minutes 



Michigan 40 minutes 

Break 

Ohio 25 minutes 

Wisconsin 5 minutes 

Kansas 5 minutes 

Public comment: Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, 
1Wisconsin, Kansas 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: Individuals needing special assistance should contact the 
Commission in advance of each event to facilitate their requirements. 





CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION FACT SHEETS; 

This information addresses Air Force domestic: base closure/realignment actions announced by 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense on March 1,1995. Twenty-six installations have been 
previously designated for closure or partial closure and subsequent conversion to civilian use as a 
result of the recommendations of the 1988 Defense Secretary's Commission on Base Realignment and 
Closure and the 1991 and 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commissions. Since January 
1988, the Department of Defense has announced that the Air F m e  will withdraw from or reduce its 
presence at 32 main operating bases and 214 sites overseas. These overseas actions impact 
approximately 45,800 full-time military, 2,600 US civilians, and 7,700 foreign national employees. 
Continuulg defense budget reductions necessitate many difficult decisions in order to provide the full 
range of capabilities needed in a smaller, more eficierit Air Force. Actions required to achieve the 
Fiscal Year 1996-1997 President's Budget will be released at a later date. 

Base Closure and Realignment Background: 

As a result of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (PL 101-5 lo), the 
Department of Defense initiated its base closure process. Department of Defense criteria for 
closing and realigning military installations considers: military value, return on investment, ability 
of existing and potential receiving communities' inhstructure to support 
forces/missions/personnel, and the e.onornic/environmen impacts of a potential action. Of the 
above criteria, the Department of Defense is required to give priority consideration to military 
value. 

The Air Force's 1995 selection process shares the fundamental approach used in the 1991 
and 1993 processes. The basis for recommendations was the DoD Force Structure Plan approved 
in January 1995 by the Deputy Secretary of Defense, and the eight selection criteria approved by 
the Secretary of Defense. 

Using the approved DoD selection criteria, the Air Force Base Closure Executive Group 
(BCEG) reviewed and considered all Air Force installations in the United States and its territories 
which had at least 300 direct-hire DoD civilian manpower authorizations. The bases were 
categorized for analysis primarily according to their predominant mission. 

The Air Force base closure and realignment recornmendations were determined through 
an in-depth, base-by-base analysis. An extensive capacity review was performed using the 
approved DoD Force Structure Plan to determine base structure requirements. Bases deemed 
rnilitaril y/geographicall y unique or mission essential, and categories and subcategories of the bases 
which were determined to have insufficient excess capacity to permit a base to close, were 
excluded by the Secretary of the Air Force (SECAF) from further study. Excluded bases 
remained eligible as receivers. All remaining active component bases were examined individually 
on the basis of the eight selection criteria. Because Air Reserve Component (ARC) category bases 
do not readily compete against each other, they were evaluated to identify closures which could 



achieve reasonable savings by realigning units onto active duty, civilian, or other ARC 
installations. 

Under Deputy Secretary of Defense direction, the BCEG, and the SECAF considered and 
analyzed the results of the efforts of Joint Cross-Service Groups in the areas of Depot 
Maintenance, Laboratories, Test and Evaluation, Undergraduate Pilot Training, and Military 
Treatment Facilities (including Graduate Medical Education). The Military Departments 
responded with comments and cost analyses of the alternatives, and engaged in a dialogue with 
the Joint Groups regarding potential closure and realignment actions, ~on~sistent with the internal 
analytical processes of each Military Department. 

Installations/Facilities Recommended for Closure: 

Moffett Federal Airfield Air Guard Station, California 

Moffett Federal Airfield Air Guard Station is recommended for closure. The 129th Rescue 
Group and associated aircraft will relocate to McClellan A m ,  California. 

The station is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 88 full-time military, 382 drill, and 
230 civilian manpower authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
action is $15.2 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $4.8 million, with a retum on 
investment expected in 4 years. 

North Highlands Air Guard Station, California 

North Highlands Air Guard Station is recommended for closure. The 162nd Combat 
Communications Group and its 149th Combat Communications Squadron will relocate to McClellan 
AFB, California 

The station is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 5 full-time military, 177 drill, and 37 
civilian manpower authorizations being affected The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
action is $1.3 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $0.2 million, with a return on 
investment expected in 8 years. 

Ontario International Airport Air Guard Station, California 

Ontario International Airport Air Guard Station is recommended far closure. The 148th 
Combat Communications Squadron and the 210th Weather Flight will relocate to March Air Reserve 
Base, California 

The station is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 1 full-time military, 151 drill, and 19 
civilian manpower authorizations being affected The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
action is $0.8 million; while the annual savings after ixr~plementation is $0. I. million, with a return on 
investment expected in 8 years. 



Buffalo, New York 

The Air Force will disestablish its Real-Time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor activity 
and transfer the required test activities and equipment to the Air Force Flight Test Center at Edwards 
AFB, California. All remaining equipment will be disposed of. 

The activity is tentatively planned to be disestablished by 1998, with 2 full-time military and 1 
civilian manpower authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
action is $1.7 million; while the annual savings after ixnplementation is $0.9 million, with a r e m  on 
investment expected in 1 year. 

Rome Laboratory, New York 

Rome Laboratory is recommended for closure,, Rome Laboratory activities will relocate to 
Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, and Hanscom AFB, Massachusetts. Specifically, the Photonics, 
Electromagnetic & Reliability, Computer Systems, Radio Communications and Communications 
Network activities will relocate to Fort Monmouth. The Surveillance, Intelligence & Reconnaissance 
Software Technology, Advanced C? Concepts, and Space Communications activities will relocate to 
Hanscom AFB. The Test Site (e.g., Stockbridge and Newport) O&M operations will remain at their 
present location and report to Hanscom AFB. 

The Laboratory is tentatively planned to close by 1999, with 10 full-time military and 923 
civilian manpower authorizations being affected. This is after a programmed military to civilian 
manpower conversion associated with the Fiscal Year 1996-1997 President's Budget occurs. The 
estimated one-time cost to implement this action is $52.8 million; while the annual savings after 
implementation is $1 1.5 million, with a return on investment expected in 4 years. 

Roslyn Air Guard Station, New York 

Roslyn Air Guard Station is recommended for c:losure. The 213th Electronic Installation 
Squadron (ANG) and the 274th Combat Communications Group (ANG) urill relocate to Stewart 
International Airport Air Guard Station, New York. The 722nd Aeromedical Staging Squadron 
(Am) will relocate to suitable leased space in the existing recruiting area. 

The station is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 7 full-time military, 466 drill, and 37 
civilian manpower authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
action is $2.4 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $.72 million, with a return on 
investment expected in 4 years. 

Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station, 0 hio 

Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station is recommended for closure. The 
178th Fighter Group, and the 251st Combat Communications Group with its 269th Combat 
Communications Squadron will relocate to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. 



The station is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 63 full-time military, 87 1 drill, and 
255 civilian manpower authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
action is $23.4 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $4.2 million, with a return on 
investment expected in 6 years. 

Greater Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station, Pennsylvania 

Greater Pittsburgh International Purport Air Reserve Station is recommended for closure. 
The 91 1 th Airlift Wing will inactivate and its C-130 aimaft will be distributed to Air Force Reserve 
C-130 units at Dobbins Air Reserve Base, Georgia, and Peterson AFB, Colorado. 

The station is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 1,074 drill and 347 civilian manpower 
authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this action is $22.3 million; 
while the annual savings after implementation is $13.1 million, with a r e m  on investment expected 
in 2 years. 

Fort Worth, Texas 

The Air Force will disestablish its Electronic Warfare Evaluation Simulator activity and 
transfer essential capabilities, test activities, and equipment to the Air Force Flight Test Center at 
Edwards AFB, California. All remaining equipment will be disposed of. 

The activity is tentatively planned to transfer in 1998, with 4 full-time military and 1 civilian 
manpower authorizations being affected The estimated one-time costs to implement this action is 
$5.8 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $0.8 million, with a return on 
investment expected in 7 years. 

Bergstrom Air Reserve Base, Texas 

Bergsmm Air Reserve Base is recommended for closure. The 924th Fighter Wing will 
inactivate, and its F-16 aircraft will be redistributed or retired. Tenth Air Force, will relocate to Naval 
Air Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve Base, Texas. 

The base is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 16 full-time military, 794 drill, and 581 
' civilian manpower authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 

action is $13.3 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $20.9 million, with an 
immediate return on investment 

Brooks AFB, Texas 

Brooks Air Force Base is recommended for closure. The Human Systems Center, including 
the School of Aerospace Medicine and Armstrong Labcratory, will relocate to Wright-Patterson 
AFB, Ohio; however, some portion of the Manpower and Personnel function, and the Air Force Drug 
Test Laboratory, may relocate to other locations. The 68th Intelligence Squadron will relocate to 
Kelly AFB, Texas. The Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence will relocate to Tyndall AFB, 



Florida. The 7 10th Intelligence Flight (AFR) will relocate to Lackland AFB, Texas. The hyperbaric 
chamber operation, including associated personnel, will relocate to Lackland AFB. All activities and 
facilities at the base including family housing, the medical facility, commissary, and base exchange will 
close. 

The base is tentatively planned to close by 2001, with 1,932 full-time militaxy, 38 drill, and 
1,537 civilian manpower authorizations being affected The estimated one-time cost to implement 
this action is $185.5 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $27.4 million, with a 
return on investment expected in 7 years. 

Reese AFB, Texas 

Reese AFB is recommended for closure. The (54th Flying Training Wing will inactivate and its 
assigned aircraft will be redistributed or retired. AU activities and facilities at the base including 
family housing, the hospital, commissary, and base exchange will close. 

The base is tentatively planned to close by 1997, with 900 full-time military and 219 civilian 
manpower authorizations being affected. The estimated one-time cost to implement this action is 
$37.3 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $21.5 million, with a return on 
investment expected in 2 years. 

InstallationdFacilities Recommended for Realimment: 

McClellan AFB, California 

McClellan AFB is recommended for realignment. In order to reduce excess depot 
maintenance capacity, the Air Force will consolidate/rt:locate 14 commodity workload functions 
within the Air Logistics Centers (ALC). This action will create or strengthen Technical Repair 
Centers at the receiving locations in the respective commodities. Minimal workload in each of the 
commodities may continue to be performed at the other ALCs as required. A consolidation of: 
composites and plastics, hydraulics, instruments/displays, electricaVmechanical support 
equipment, and injection molding commodity workloads is planned at McClellan AFB, while 
airborne electronic automatic equipment software, airborne electronics, sheet metal repair and 
manufacturing, tubing manufacturing, machining manufacturing, plating, electronic manufacturing 
(printed wire boards), and foundry operations commodity workloads will transfer from McClellan 
AFB to other ALCs. All other activities and facilities associated with McClellan AFB will remain 
open. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net increase of 15 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one-time cost to implement the 
entire ALC realignment is $183 million; while the annuid savings after implementation is $89 million, 
with a return on investment expectrd in 2 years. 



As a result of other 1995 base closure/realignrnent recommendations, the following functions 
are tentatively planned to relocate to McClellan AFB: (1) The 129th Rescue Group and associated 
aircraft will relocate from Moffett Federal Airfield Air Guard Station, W o m i a .  (2) The 162nd 
Combat Communications Group and its 149th Comba.t Communications Squadron will relocate from 
North Highlands Air Guard Station, California. (3) A portion of the installation functions of the 
485th Electronic Installation Group will transfer from Griffiss AFB, New York. 

The above actions for McClellan AFB result in a overall increase of 130 full-time military, 
528 drill, and 269 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Onizuka Air Station, California 

Onizuka Air Station is recommended for realignment. The 750th Space Group will inactivate 
and its functions will relocate to Falcon AFB, Colorad~o. Detachment 2, Space and Missile Systems 
Center will relocate to Falcon AFB. Some tenants will remain in existing facilities. All activities and 
facilities associated with the 750th Space Group, inclutiing family housing, the clinic, commissary, and 
base exchange will close. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 673 full-time military and 246 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one- 
time cost to implement this recommen&tion is $124.2 million; while the annual savings after 
implementation is $30.3 million, with a return on investment expected in 8 years. 

Eglin Am, Florida 

Eglin AFB is recommended for realignment. The Electromagnetic Test Environment, 
consisting of eight electronic combat threat simulator systems and two electronic combat pod systems 
will relocate to the Nellis AFB, Nevada. Those emitter-only systems that are required to support Air 
Force Special Operations Command, the USAF Air Warfare Center, and Air Force Materiel 
Command's Armarnents/Weapons Test and Evaluation activities will remain at Eglin AFB. All other 
activities and facilities associated with Eglin AFF3 will remain open. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 27 full-time military and 25 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one- 
time cost to implement this recommendation is $2.2 million; while the annual savings after 
implementation is $2.6 million, with a return on investment expected in 1 year. 

As a result of other 1995 base closurehealignment recommendations, the Air Force 
Operational Test and Evaluation Center is tentatively planned to relocate from Kirtland AFB, 
New Mexico. 

The above actions for Eglin AFB result in a overall increase of 420 full-time military and 
196 civilian manpower authorizations. 



Robins AFB, Georgia 

Robins AFB is recommended for realignment. In order to reduce excess depot 
maintenance capacity, the Air Force will consolidate/relocate 14 commodity workload functions 
within the Air Logistics Centers (ALC). This action will create or strengthen Technical Repair 
Centers at the receiving locations in the respective cowmodities. Minimal. workload in each of the 
commodities may continue to be performed at the other ALCS as required. A consolidation of: 
tubing manufacturing, airborne electronic automatic equipment software, sheet metal repair and 
manufacturing, machining manufacturing, airborne electronics, electronic manufacturing (printed 
wire boards), and plating commodity workloads is planned at Robins AFB-, while composites and 
plastics, hydraulics, electricaVmechanical support equipment, and foundry operations commodity 
workloads will transfer from Robins AFB to other ALCs. All other activities and facilities 
associated with Robins AFB will remain open. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 503 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one-time cost to implement the 
entire ALC realignment is $183 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $89 million, 
with a return on investmen! expected in 2 years. 

Malmstrom AFB, Montana 

Malrnstrom AFB is recommended for realignment The 43rd Air Refueling Group and its 
KC-135R aircraft will relocate to MacDill AFB, Florida All fixed-wing aircraft flying operations at 
Malrnstrom AFB will cease and the airfield will be closed. A small airfield operational area will 
support the 341st Missile Wing's helicopter operations. All base activities and facilities associated 
with the 341 st Missile Wing will remain. 

The realignment is tentatively planned to take place by 1997. This action results in a decrease 
of 7 19 full-time military and 19 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one-time cost to 
implement this recommendation is $17.4 million; while the annual savings ,after implementation is $5.1 
million, with a return on investment expected in 4 years. 

Kirtland AFB, New Mexico 

Kirtland AFB is recommended for realignment. The 58th Special Operations Wing will 
relocate to Holloman AFB, New Mexico. The Air Force Operational Test and Evaluation Center will 
relocate to Eglin AFB, Florida. The Air Force Office of Security Police will relocate to Lackland 
AFB, Texas. The Air Force Inspection Agency and the: Air Force Safety Agency will relocate to 
Kelly AFE3, Texas. The Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA) will relocate to Kelly AFB (Field 
Command) and Nellis AFB, Nevada (High Explosive Testing). Some DNA personnel (Radiation 
Simulator operations) will remain in place. The Phillips Laboratory and the 898th Munitions 
Squadron will remain in cantonment. The AFR and ANG activities will remain in existing facilities. 
The 377th ABW inactivates and all other activities and Facilities at Kirtland AFB, including family 
housing, commissary, and base exchange will close. Air Force medical activities located in the 
Veteran's Adrninis tration Hospital will terminate. 



Realignment actions are tentatively planned tc) take place by 2001. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 4,150 full-time military and 685 civilian manpower authorizations. These manpower 
numbers reflect a planned military to civilian manpower conversion for those Air Force Materiel 
Command units remaining at Kirtland AFB. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
recommendation is $277.5 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $62.0 million, 
with a return on investment expected in 3 years. 

Grand Forks AFB and Minot AFB, North Dakota 

Grand Forks Af;B is recommended for realignment. The 321st Missile Group will inactivate, 
unless prior to December 1996, the Secretary of Defense determines that the need to retain ballistic 
missile defense options effectively precludes this action. If the Secretary of Defense makes such 
determination, Minot AFB will be realigned and the 9 1 st Missile Group will inactivate. If Grand Forks 
AFl3 is realigned, the 321st Missile Group will inactivate. The Minuteman III missiles will relocate to 
Malrnstrom AFB, Montana, be maintained at depot facilities, or be retired. A small number of silo 
launchers at Grand Forks AFB may be retained if required. The 319th Air Refueling Wing will remain in 
place. All activities and facilities at the base associated with the 319th Air Refueling Wing, including 
family housing, the hospital, commissary, and base exchange will remain open. 

If Minot AFB is realigned, the 91 st Missile Gmup wil l  inactivate. The Minuteman EI missiles - 

will relocate to Malmstrom AFB, be maintained at depot facilities, or be retired. The 5th Bomb Wing 
will remain in place. All activities and facilities at the base associated with the 5th Bomb Wing, including 
family housing, the hospital, commissary, and base exchange will remain open. 

The realignment is tentatively planned to take place by 1998. This action results in a decrease of 
1,506 full-time military and 53 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one-time cost to 
implement this recommendation is $1 1.9 million; while: the ann~zl  savings after implementation is $35.2 
million, with an immediate return on investment. 

Tinker AFB, Oklahoma 

Tinker AFB is recommended for realignment. In order to reduce excess depot 
maintenance capacity, the Air Force will consolidate/relocate 14 commodity workload functions 
within the Air Logistics Centers (ALC). This action will create or strengthen Technical Repair 
Centers at the receiving locations in the respective commodities. Minimal workload in each of the 
commodities may continue to be performed at the other ALCs as required. A consolidation of: 
airborne electronic automatic equipment software. machining manufacturing, airborne electronics, 
and plating commodity workloads is planned at Tinker AFB, while industrial plant equipment 
software, sheet metal repair and manufacturing, instrurnents/displays, composites and plastics, 
tubing manufacturing, and hydraulics commodity workloads will transfer from Tinker AFB to 
other ALCs. All other activities and facilities associated with Tinker AFB will remain open. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 1,143 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one.-time cost to implement 



the entire ALC realignment is $183 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $89 
million, with a return on investment expected in 2 years. 

As a result of other 1995 base closurelrealignment recommendations, the electronic 
installation functions of the 485th Electronic Installation Group are tentatively planned to transfer 
from G r a s s  AFB, New York 

The above actions for Tinker AFB result in a twerall increase of 17 1 full-time militaxy and 
a decrease of 887 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Kelly AFB, Texas 

Kelly AFB is recommended for realignment. In order to reduce excess depot maintenance 
capacity, the Air Force will consolidate/relocate 14 commodity workload functions within the Air 
Logistics Centers (ALC). This action will create or strengthen Technical Repair Centers at the 
receiving locations in the respective commodities. Minimal workload in e.ach of the commodities 
may continue to be performed at the other ALCs as required. A consolidation of: foundry 
operations, indusaial plant equipment software, and plating commodity workloads is planned at 
Kelly AFB, while airborne electronic automatic equipment software, sheet; metal repair and 
manufacturing, composites and plastics, tubing manufiacturing, machining manufacturing, 
hydraulics, and electrical/mechanica1 support equipment commodity workloads will transfer from 
Kelly AFB to other ALCs. All other activities and facilities associated with Kelly AFB will remain 
open. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 468 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated onetime cost to implement the 
entire ALC realignment is $183 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $89 million, 
with a return on investment expected in 2 years. 

As a result of other 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the following 
functions are tentatively planned to relocate to Kelly AFB: (1) The Air Force Inspection Agency, 
the Air Force Safety Agency, and the Defense Nuclear Agency's Field Command will relocate 
from Kirtland AFB, New Mexico. (2) A pomon of the installation functions of the 485th 
Electronic Installation Group will transfer from Griffiss AFB, New York. (3) The 68th 
Intelligence Squadron will relocate from Brooks AFB, Texas 

The above actions for Kelly AFB result in a overall increase of 550 full-time military and a 
decrease of 15 1 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Hill AFB, Utah (Three Actions) 

(1) Hill AFB is recommended for realignment. In order to reduce excess depot 
maintenance capacity, the Air Force will consolidate/relocate 14 commodity workload functions 
within the Air Logistics Centers (ALC). This action will create or strengthen Technical Repair 
Centers at the receiving locations in the respective commodities. Minimal workload in each of the 



commodities may continue to be performed at the other ALCs as required. A consolidation of: 
airborne electronic automatic equipment software, sheet metal repair and manufacturing, foun&y 
operations, airborne electronics, and plating commodity workloads is planned at Hill AFB, while 
composites and plastics, tubing manufacturing, machining manufacturing, electronic 
manufacturing (printed wire boards), hydraulics, and infection molding commodity workloads will 
transfer from Hill AFB to other U s .  All other activities and facilities associated with Hill AFB 
will remain open. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net increase of 256 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one-time cost to implement the 
entire ALC realignment is $183 million; while the annual savings after implementation is $89 million, 
with a r e m  on investment expected in 2 years. 

(2) Hill AFB is recommended for realignment.. The permanent Air Force Materiel Command 
(AFMC) test range activity at the Utah Test and Training Range (UTI'R) will be disestablished. 
Management responsibility for operation of the UTlX and the personnel, exp.~ipment, and systems 
required to support the training range will transfer from AFMC to Air Combat Command. Additional 
AFMC manpower associated with operation of the range will be eliminated. Some 
armament/weapons test and evaluation workload will transfer to the Air Force Development Test 
Center at Eglin AFB, Florida, and the Air Force Flight Test Center at Edwards AFB, California. 

Realignment actions are tentatively planned to take place by 1998. These actions result in a 
net decrease of 35 full-time military and 69 civilian manpower authorizations. The estimated one- 
time cost to implement this recommendation is $3.2 million; while the annual savings after 
implementation is $12.4 million, with an immediate return on investment 

(3) Camel the recommendation of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission regarding the relocation of the 485th Engi.neering Installation Group (EIG) from Griffiss 
AFB, New York: Instead, inactivate the 485th EIG, and transfer its functiions to Tinker AFB, 
Oklahoma; Kelly AFB, Texas; and McClellan AFB, California 

The above actions for Hill AFB result in a overall decrease of 35 full-time military and an 
increase of 187 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Redirects to the Recommendations of the 1991 Commission: 

Bases identified by the 1991 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission as 
receiving bases were evaluated by mission category along with all other bases in the United 
States. As part of this review, the 1991 Commission's realignment recommendations were re- 
evaluated against recent force structure reductions, as well as, opportunities to operate more 
efficiently and effectively. The Air Force-recommended changes result from analysis of changing 
world order, other base closures, the threat and force structure plan, and budgetary reality. 



Williams AFB, Arizona 

Change the recommendation of the 1991 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
regarding the Armstrong Laboratory Aircrew Training Research Facility relocation as follows: The 
Armstrong Labomtory Aircrew Training Research Facility will remain at its present location as a 
stand-alone activity. 

The 1991 Commission recommended that the Armstrong Laboratory Aircrew Training 
Research Facility located at Williams AFB be relocated to Orlando, Florida. This recommendation, 
was based on assumptions regarding Navy training activities and the availability of facilities. 
Subsequent to that Commission's report, it was discovered that the facilities were not available at the 
estimated cost, and the Navy reduced the available pilot resources necessary for this facility's work. 
The facility's largely civilian operation is well-suited to function in a stand-alone facility, and its 
pmximity to Luke AFB provides a ready source of fighter pilots. 

The redirect results in 12 full-time military and 30 civilian manpower authorizations remaining 
at the Aircrew Training Research Facility. The estimated one-time cost to implement this 
recommendation is zero. Annual savings is $0.3 million, with an immediate return on investment 

(a) Orlando, Florida 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the Aircrew Training 
Research Facility will remain at Mesa, Arizona (formerly Williams A .  Arizona), instead of 
relocating to Orlando. This action results in 12 full-time military and 30 civilian manpower 
authorizations remaining at Mesa. 

Lowry AFB, Colorado 

Change the recommendation of the 1991 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
regarding the cantonment of the 1001 st Space Suppon Squadron as follows: Inactivate the lOOlst 
Space Systems Squadron, now designated Detachment 1, Space Systems Support Group (SSSG). 
Some Detachment 1 personnel and equipment will relocate to Peterson AFB, Colorado, under the 
SSSG while the remainder of the positions will be eliminated. 

The 1991 Commission recommended that the 1001 st Space Systems Squadron remain in a 
cantonment. This redirect enables the consolidation of space and warning systems software support 
functions at Peterson AFB, and result in the elimination of some personnel positions and cost savings. 

The redirect results in a decrease of 88 full-time military and 11 civilian manpower 
authorizations. The estimated one-time cost to implement this recommendation is $1.7 million; while 
the annual savings after implementation is $3.0 million, with a return on investment expected in 1 
year. 



MacDill AFB, Florida 

Change the recommendations of the 1991 and 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commissions regarding the closure and transfer of the: airfield to the Department of Commerce as 
follows: Redirect the retention of the MacDill AFB S i e l d  as part of MacDill AFB. The Air Force 
will continue to operate the runway and its associated activities. The Department of Commerce will 
remain as a tenant 

Since the 1993 Commission, the Deputy S-tary of Defense and the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff have validated airfield requirements of the two Unified Commands, and the Air Force 
has the responsibility to support the requirements. Snldies indicate that Tampa International Airport 
cannot support the Unified Commands' airfield needs, so it is more efficient for the Air Force to 
operate the airfield from the existing active duty support base. Additional cost savings will be 
achieved when the KC-135 aircraft and associated personnel are relocated from Malmstrom AFB. 

The redirect results in a increase of 684 full-time military and 19 civilian manpower 
authorizations. The cost and savings data associated with this redirect are reflected in the Malmstrom 
AFB realignment recommendation. 

Redirects to the Recommendations of the 1993 Commission: 

Bases identified by the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission as 
receiving bases were evaluated by mission category along with all other bases in the United 
States. As part of this review, the 1993 Commission's realignment recommendations were re- 
evaluated against recent force structure reductions, as well as, opportunities to operate more 
efficiently and effectively. The Air Force-recommended cttanges result from analysis of changing 
world order, other base closures, the threat and force structure plan, and budgetary reality. 

Homestead AFB, Florida (Two Actions) 

(1) Change the recommendation of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission regarding Homestead AFB as follows: Redirect the 301st Rescue Squadron (AFR) with 
its associated aircraft to relocate to Patrick AFB, Florida. 

The 301st Rescue Squadron (RQS) is temporarily located at Pamck Am, pending 
reconstruction of its facilities at Homestead Air Reserve Station which were destroyed by Hurricane 
Andrew. As part of the initiative to have Air Reserve Component forces asume a greater role in 
DoD peacetime missions, the 301st RQS has assumed primary responsibility for Space Shuttle 
support and range clearing operations at Pamck AFB. Although the 301st RQS could perform this 
duty from the Homestead Air Reserve Station, doing so would require expensive temporary duty 
arrangements, scheduling difficulties, and the lslocation of the unit's mission from home station. 
The redirect will enable the unit to perform its mission more efficiently, with less disruption the 
mission. 



The total estimated one-time cost to implement this recommendation is $4.6 million; while the 
annual savings after implementation are $1.5 million, with a return on investment expected in 4 years. 

(a) Patrick AFB, Florida 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the 301 st 
Rescue Squadron (AFR) will remain at Patrick AFB, instead of returning to Homestead Air Reserve 
Station, Florida. This action results in 472 drill and lii4 civilian manpower authorizations remaining 
at Patrick Am. 

(2) Change the recommendation of the 1993 Ikfense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission regarding the relocation of the 726th Air Control Squadron (ACS) from Homestead 
AFB to Shaw AFB, South Carolina as follows: Redirect the 726th ACS to Mountain Home AFB, 
Idaho. 

In the aftermath of Hurricane Andrew, the 726th ACS was temporarily moved from 
Homestead AFB to Shaw AFB, South Carolina. In March 1993, the Secretary of Defense 
recommended closing Homestead AFB permanently leaving the 726th ACS at Shaw AFB. Since the 
1993 Commission agreed with the 726th ACS recommendation, experience has shown that Shaw 
AFB does not provide adequate radar coverage of training airspace needed to support the training 
mission. 

The total estimated one-time cost to implement this recommendation is $7.4 million; while 
the annual savings after implementation is $0.23 million, with an immediate return on investment. 

(a) Shaw AFB, South Carolina 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the 726th 
Air Control Squadron is tentatively planned to relocate to Mountain Home AF'B, Idaho. This 
action results in a decrease of 258 fcll-time military and 6 civilian manpower authorizations. 

(b) Mountain Home AFB, Idaho 

As a result of 1995 base closurelrealignment recommendations, the 726th 
Air Control Squadron is tentatively planned to relocate from Shaw AFB, South Carolina. This 
action results in an increase of 123 full-time milimy manpower authorizations. 

Criffiss AFB, New York (TWO Actions) 

(1) Change the recommendation of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission regarding the transfer of the 485th Engineering Installation Group (EIG) as follows: 
Inactivate the 485th EIG. Transfer the engineering functions to the 38th EIG at Tinker AFB, 
Oklahoma, and the installation functions to the 838th Electronic Installation Squadron at Kelly AFB, 
Texas, and the 938th Electronic Installation Squadron at McClellan AFB, California. . 



Reorganization of the installation and engineering functions will achieve additional personnel 
overhead savings by inactivating the 485th EIG and r'dismbuting the remaining activities to other 
units. The originally planned receiver site for the 485th EIG at Hill AFB has proven to require costly 
renovation. This redirect avoids additional costs and provides a more efficient workload allocation. 

The estimated one-time cost to implement this recommendation is $0.5 million; while the 
annual savings after implementation is $2.9 million, with an immediate return on investment. 

(2) Change the recommendation of the 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission regarding support of the 10th Infanny (Light) Division (ID) Fort Drum, New York as 
follows: Close the minimum essential airf~eld to be m.aintained by a contractor at Griffiss AFB and 
provide the mobility/contingency/uaining support to the 10th ID from the Fort Drum airfield. 
Mission essential equipment from WISS AFB's aufield will transfer to Fort Drum. 

Operation of the minimum essential airfield after Griffiss AFI3 closes has proven to far exceed 
earlier cost estimates. Support at Ft Drum can be accomplished by improvement of the existing Ft 
Drum airfield and facilities. This redirect will pennit the Air Force to meet the 
mobility/contingency/training support requirements of the 10th ID at a reduced cost to the Air Force. 
Having airfield support at its home location will improve 10th ID'S response capabilities, and will 
avoid the necessity of traveling significant distances, sometimes during winter weather, to its mobility .- 

support location. 

The total estimated one-time cost to implement this recommendation is $51.3 million; while 
the annual savings after implementation are $12.7 million, with a return on investment expected in 5 
years. 

(a) Fort Drum, New York 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the 10th 
Infantry (Light) Division's mobility/contingency/training support is tentatively planned to relocate 
from Griffiss AFB, New York. This action results in an increase of 150 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Tnstaliations/Facilities Recommended as Receivers 

Edwards AFB, California 

As a result of 1995 base closurelrealignment recommendations, the following functions 
are tentatively planned to relocate to Edwards AFB: (1) The Electronic Warfare Evaluation 
Simulator activity and equipment will uansfer from Fon Worth, Texas. (2) The Real-Time 
Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor activity and equipment will transfer from Buffalo, New 
York. These actions result in a net increase of 2 full-time military and 1 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 



March Air Reserve Base, California 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the 148th Combat 
Communications Squadron and the 210th Weather Flight are tentatively planned to relocate from 
Ontario International Airport Air Guard Station, California. These actions result in a net increase 
of 1 full-time military, 151 drill, and 19 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Falcon AFB, Colorado 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the following functions 
are tentatively planned to relocate to Falcon AFB: (1) The 750th Space Group's space tracking 
functions will relocate from Onizuka Air Station, Califbmia (2) Detachment 2, Space and 
Missile Systems Center's functions will relocate from Onizuka Air Station. These actions result in 
a net increase of 287 full-time military and 234 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Peterson AFB, Colorado 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the following functions 
are tentatively planned to relocate to Peterson AFB: (1) Some of the 91 1th Airlift Wing's (AFR) 
C-130 aircraft will transfer from Greater Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station, - 

Pennsylvania. (2) Space Systems Support Group's Derachment 1 personnel and equipment will 
relocate from Lowry AFB, Colorado. These actions result in a planned net increase of 10 full- 
time military, 154 drill, and 63 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Tyndall AFB, Florida 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the Air Force Center for 
Environmental Excellence is tentatively planned to relocate from Brooks AEB, Texas. This action 
results in an increase of 53 full-time military and 3 14 civiiian manpower authorizations. 

Dobbins Air Reserve Base, Georgia 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, some of the 91 1th Airlift 
Wing's (AFR) C-130 aircraft are tentatively planned to transfer from Greater Pittsburgh 
International Airport Air Reserve Station. Pennsylvania. This action results in a planned increase 
of 155 drill and 52 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Hanscom AFB, Massachusetts 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, the Surveillance, 
Intelligence & Reconnaissance Software Technology, Advanced c2 Concepts, and Space 
Communications activities are tentatively planned to relocate from Rome Laboratory, New York. 
These actions result in an increase of 5 full-time military and 504 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 



NelIis AFB, Nevada 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignrnent recommendations, two functions are 
tentatively planned to relocate to Nellis AFB: (1) The Electromagnetic Test Environment, 
consisting of eight electronic combat threat simulator systems and two electronic combat pod 
systems will relocate fmm Eglin AFB, Florida. (2) The Defense Nuclear Agency's High 
Explosive Testing will relocate from Kinland AFB, New Mexico. These iictions result in a net 
increase of 60 full-time military and 50 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey 

As a result of 1W5 base closure/realignment recommendations, the Photonics, 
Electromagnetic & Reliability, Computer Systems, Radio Communications and Communications 
Network activities are tentatively planned to relocate firom Rome Laboratory, New York. This 
action results in an increase of 5 full-time military and 369 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Holloman AFB, New Mexico 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment rec:ommendations, the 58th Special 
Operations Wing and its associated aircraft are tentatively planned to relocate from Kirtland AFB, 
New Mexico. This action results in an increase of 1,368 full-time military and 198 civilian 
manpower authorizations. 

Stewart International Airport Air Guard Station, New York 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignrnent reoommendations, the 213th Electronic 
Installation Squadron (ANG) and the 274th Combat Communications Group (ANG) are tentatively 
planned to relocate from Roslyn Air Guard Station, New York. These actions result in an increase of 
5 full-time military, 235 drill, and 33 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio 

As a result of 1995 base closure/realignment recommendations, two functions are 
tentatively planned to relocate to Wright-Patterson AFB: (1) The 178th Fighter Group, and the 
251 st Combat Communications Group with its 269th Combat Communications Squadron will 
relocate from Springfield-Beckley Air Guard Station, Ohio. (2) The Human Systems Center, 
including the School of Aerospace Medicine and Armstrong Laboratory, will relocate from 
Brooks AFB, Texas. These actions nsult in a net increase of 1,371 full-time military, 820 drill, 
and 1 2  1 3 civilian manpower authorizations. 

Lackland AFB, Texas 

As a result of 1995 base closure/nalignment recommendations, the following functions are 
tentatively planned to relocate to Lackland AFB: (1) The Air Force Office of Security Police will 
relocate from Kirtland AFB, New Mexico. (2) The 7 10th Intelligence Flight (AFR) and the 



hyperbaric chamber operation, including associated personnel, will relocate from Brooks AFB, Texas. 
These actions result in a net increase of 65 full-time military, 33 drill, and 26 civilian manpower 
authorizations. 

Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve Base, Texas. 

As a result of 1995 base closurehealignmnt recommendations, 10th Air Fom, (AFR) is 
tentatively planned to relocate from Bergstom Air Res'erve Base, Texas. This action results in an 
increase of 78 drill and 94 civilian manpower authorizations. 
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9 July 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

SUBJECT: Joint Fixed-Wing Training (Secretary of Defense Memorandum, 15 April 1993) - 
ACTION MEMORANDUM 

This memorandum and the attached plan mspond to your 15 April 1993 memorandum 
directing the Serretary of the Air Farce, assisted by the Secretary of the Navy, to consolidate 
initial fixed-wing aircraft training. The plan also addresses related issues of airWtanker/maritime 
training, and navigatorblaval Flight Officer (NFO) training. 

In primary training, the services will begin an instxuctor exchange in Fiscal Year 1993, and.a 
student exchange in Fiscal Year 1994. The 35th Flying Training Squadron at Reese Air Force 
Base, Texas, and Training Squadron 3 at Naval Air Station Whiting, Florida, will be the prototype 
joint training squadrons. They fly the T-37 and T-54 aircraft respectively. Other squadrons will 
become joint not later than the point at which they convert to the Joint.Primary Aircraft Training 
System (JPATS) aircraft and a common syllabus. 

The sexvices will test joint airlift/tankm/maritime training and systems officer training. Pilots 
in the airWtanker/maritime track will complete either Air Force T- 1A or Navy T-44 training. Air 
Force systems officers will attend initial training at Randolph Air Force Base, Texas, and then 
cross flow into the Navy program at Naval Air Station Pensacola, Florida. 

Two post-graduate programs will be affected. In Fiscal Year 1995, Navy electronic warfare 
officers will attend joint training at Randolph Air Force Base. The Army indicates efficiencies 
may be possible by aligning their fixed-wing transition training with existing Navy programs. 

Most cost avoidance has already accrued by closing four training bases. Additional cost 
avoidance ,ydl occur through acquiring a common JPATS. A small recurring cost will grow to 
approximately $500 thousand annually. The services agree joint training is worth the cost. 

Acting Secretary of the Air Farce I 
Frank B. Kelso, II 
Acting Secretary of the Navy 

Attachment: i 

Joint Fied-Wing Aircraft Training Plan 



EXECUTIVE SlJMMARY 

This plan responds to the 15 April 1993 Secretary of Defense memo on the "Roles, 

Missions, and Functions of the Armed Forces of the US." The plan will consolidate joint 

fixed-wing aircraft training for Air Force, Navy, Amy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard 

students. Three distinct areas for training future combat aircrews can be immediately 

exploited as joint training: fmed-wing primary, advanced airWtanker1maritime patrol 

training, and advanced training for Naval Flight Officerslsystems officers/electronic 

warfare officers. 

As the services studied joint training options, several observations were apparent. 

First, the services, in conjunction with the U.S. Congress have closed several training 

bases--the cost avoidance associated with these base closure initiatives will account for the 

preponderance of cost reductions associated with military flying training. One Navy base, 

Chase, and two Air Force bases, Mather and Williams, have closed in FY93. One other 

Navy base, Meridian, has been nominated for closure in BRAC Round ID. As a result of 

these closures, DoD will realize an annual recurx-ing savings of $189M per year with only 

$324M required up front to close all four bases. 

Moreover, Secretary Aspin's direction to' continue with the acquisition of a 

common Joint Primary Aircraft Training System (PATS), will avoid additional costs. 

More than $575M in redundant development and production costs are avoided by 

conducting a single aircraft procurement for both services. Additional savings will be 

realized with one depot overseeing a reduced number of sources for parts and support, 

and training management staff responsibilities that are jointly shared. 

Training capacity and infrastructure were also examined as part of this joint study. 

Neither the Air Force nor the Navy has the remaining aircraft ur base capacity to train all 

DoD primary students projected for FY99 and lxyond. Both services have retired 

substantial numbers of obsolete training aircraft as projected student loads have been 



modified to reflect force structure drawdowns. It was determined that any reduction to 

post-BRAC 111 basing structure would preclude expected FY99 mission accomplishment 

due to the excessive base and airspace loading which would result. Both service training 

infrastructures are sized appropriately to the forcc: structure supported by existing 

budgets. Whereas the on-going DoD Bottom-Up Review may produce additional force 

structure changes that in time further reduce the required numbers of aviation graduates, 

both services are prepared to respond to these adjustments as they are finalized. 

In response to Deputy SECDEF Perry's 28 May 1993 memo on fixed-wing 

training for helicopter bound student pilots, the helo study group, led by the Secretary of 

the Navy, will separately address alternatives to the present method of training to include 

the practice of using fixed-wing training to select and train students enroute to follow-on 

rotary wing training. Their report will outline the impacts on fixed-wing training force 

structure associated with these alternatives. Based on their recommendations, fixed-wing 

training plans could change accordingly. As with the results of the Bottom-Up Review, 

both services will respond to any policy changes in this regard by resizing the numbers of 

primary aircraft and instructors, and reevaluating the base infrastruca~re needed to 

accommodate modified training loads. 

The services will test other joint training programs as well. Prototype airlift/ 

tankerlmaritirne patrol advanced pilot training will occur at Reese AFB in the T-1A and at 

NAS Corpus Christi in the T-44. The Air Force will also train systems officers in the 

Navy NFO program at NAS Pensacola. Navy electronic warfare officers will attend Air 

Force electronic warfare training at Randolph AFB after they complete their initial training 

at NAS Pensacola. While incuning slight additional costs, these initiatives allow us to 

exploit existing hardware and programs to provide the best training possible to students of 

all services. 

In summary, joint training has enormous potential. Our approach will be to start 

this year, build the program year by year, learn as we go, and produce the world's best 



joint pilot and systems officer training programs. Young aviators will be exposed to the 

joint service environment, while field grade officers will earn joint duty credit, thus 

promoting future joint operations. Services will gain from each others' training strengths, 

resulting in better training overall. Economies of scale will be attainable in every joint 

training venture, especially with a common aircraft, ground training system, and logistics 

system. The services are prepared to step smartly into joint training and take full 

advantage of common training systems like JPAXS. The remainder of this report outlines 

the details of our plan and schedule, and offers a first look at costs and cost avoidance. As 

we train together, we will continue to improve the quality of our graduates and work 

toward further efficiencies. 
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OBSERVATIONS 

There have been three base closures of military flying training bases as a result of 

the Base Realignment and Closure process--Mather and Williams Air Force bases, and 

Chase Naval Air Station. NAS Meridian has been nominated for potential closure in the 

BRAC Round IT1 (See Figure 1). The remaining infrastructure appears to be sized 

appropriately for steady state outyear needs. 

USAFIARMYIUSN TRAINING 
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FIGURE 1 



W e  USN capacity for primary student production at their two locations is 1253 

per year. Seventy four excess T-34 aircraft are being retired, resulting in 255 used to meet 

this requirement. Then is no excess capacity when compared to the projected FY99 

production of 1253 (See Figure 2). 
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FIGURE 2 



The Air Force possesses 307 T-37 aircraft that have been modified via a service 

life extension program (SLEP) and are located i ~ t  their four remaining undergraduate pilot 

training bases. Maximum student production capacity of these assigned aircraft is 1404 

per year. The reduced Air Force requirement due to force downsizing in the steady state 

by FY99 is 1212. This leaves an excess capability to produce only 212 USN pilots at Air 

Force bases (See Figure 3). 
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JOINT F'IXED-WING PRIMARY 

The USAF and USN pilot training programs have evolved over the ye& into 

similar training philosophies. Basic military flying skills are taught in the primary training 

phases, followed by service specific training taught in advanced phases. The USAF pilot 

training program as shown in Figure 4 is transitioning to Specialized Undergraduate Pilot 

Training (SUPT), where the advanced track splits into the bomberlfighter track and the 

airlift,/tanker track. Reese AFB is the first USAF base transitioning to SUPT, and will be 

the first USAF base to host and participate in joirit primary training. 
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The present USN Pilot Training Program consists of a four pipeline system as 

shown in Figure 5 providing training in four aircraft communities: Strike, Maritime, E- 

2/C-2, and Helo. [Note: the terns "USN," "Navy," and "Naval" indicate USN, USMC, 

and USCG students and training.] Each pipeline is divided into three building block levels 

of training: primary, intermediate, and advanced.. The primary phase of all four pipelines 

is a common syllabus in the T-34 aircraft. Upon completion of primary, student aviators 

'pipeline select' and proceed through the pipeline-specific training curriculum. NAS 

Whiting provides the largest volume of student pilots through the primary phase, and was 

selected to be the first USN base to host and pm.icipate in joint primary training. 
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In compliance with the Secretary of Defense memo, the following describes the 

plan to move away from the service-specific training programs outlined above and 

consolidate primary fixed-wing aircraft training fbr Air Force, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast 

Guard, and perhaps Army flight students. This will be achieved using JPATS as shown in 

Figure 6 and a common syllabus that will be jointly developed as the services begin to train 

jointly in 1993 and expand the program through :subsequent years. 

JOINT TRAINING PROJECTION - JPATS 

/ 
AIR FORCE USN 

FKiHlERIATTACK 

USAF 

1 
BOMBEWFlOHTER 

JOINT PRIMARY - JPATS 
1 AIRLIFTKANKER 

Y ARlTlME 

HELO 
USN. USMC I 7  

WINGS 

- 
FIGURE 6 

Near term instructor and student exchanges will gradually build to two prototype 

squadrons with alternating USAF and USNKJSMC commanders by September 1994. 

Each squadron is expected to have 30 exchange instructor pilots, and train an annual 

exchange student load of 100 students by 1998. As directed in the Secretary of Defense 

memo, advanced training will consist of four pipelines: Navy fightedattack, Air Force 

fighterbomber, Joint airliftJtankerImaritime patrol, and Joint helicopter. 



Two interim joint training arrangements will allow immediate joint training and 

enhance a smooth transition to the fully joint JPALTS posture illustrated by Figure 6 . 
The USAF-hosted interim joint training ax Reese AFB is shown in Figure 7. It will 

use the current 89 hour T-37 primary curriculum, modified to facilitate Naval pipeline 

selection at 66 hours. At that point, Naval students selected for the fighter/attack and 

E2/C-2 pipelines will return to Naval training. Naval srudents selected for the Maritime, 

and Helicopter pipelines continue with their Air 'Force counterparts to complete the USAF 

T-37 curriculum, where Air Force student track :selection occurs for the advanced 

pipelines. Upon completion of T-37 training, both Naval and Air Force students proceed 

to their advanced training aircraft. 
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The USN-hosted interim joint training flow at NAS Whiting Field is shown in 

Figure 8. It will use the current 66 hour T-34 primary syllabus. Upon completion of 

primary training, Naval students pipeline select. Student Naval Aviators selected to the 

Strike and E-2/C-2 pipelines proceed to their respective intermediate training locations 

and aircraft. Naval students selected to fly Marit:ime or Helo pipeline and all Air Force 

students will continue through the current T-34 i.ntermediate syllabus (26 hours). Upon 

completion of the intermediate syllabus, Naval students will progress to an advanced 

pipeline training phase. Air Force students track select upon completion of the T-34 

intermediate syllabus and then proceed to advanced training. 
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The initial prototype joint training squadrons will be established by September 

1994. Joint squadron leadership will alternate between USAF and USNlUSMC. The 35th 

Flying Training Squadron (35 FTS) at Reese AFB and Training Squadron 3 (VT-3) at 

NAS Whiting Field will be the prototype joint primary flight training sites. 

Beginning in September 1993, the first instructor pilot exchange will occur. Six 

experienced USAF instructors will report to VT-3. Six experienced USN instructors will 

report to 35 FTS. By March 1994,4 more instructors will exchange, with a continuous 

exchange rate of 3 instructors each quarter thereafter until 2 full joint prototype squadrons 

are manned with 30 exchange instructors. 

In September 1994, two exchange students from each service will begin training, 

with gradual growth until September 1998, when 100 exchange student enmes will occur 

annually in prototype squadrons (Figure 9). Additional joint squadrons will ramp up 

leading to total joint primary training with PATS full training capability. 
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The overall plan for initiating joint fnd-wing training will use a three phase 

approach. The first phase will be the "foot in the door" stage where the instructor/student 



exchange begins (FY93 - 94). The second phase will be the "learning as we go" stage 

where the primary USN and USAF syllabi are modified to accommodate current hardware 
k 

(FY95 - 96). Finally the last phase will be "full up operation" where the services transition 

to a common aimaft and syllabus (FY97 - 98). Then based on lessons learned during the 

growth period, other'squadrons will become joint not later than the point at which the 

PATS aircraft arrives. 

The s e ~ c e s  have an opportunity to accelerate joint squadrons by modifying the 

currently programmed beddown sequence to alternate JPATS deliveries to USAF and 

USN squadrons as shown in Figure 10. This should not change the c;umnt acquisition 

schedule, but would require some funding shifts in both services since the funding is 

currently front-loaded for US AF deliveries. 
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JOINT AIRLIFTlTANKER/MARrl'IME PATROL TRAINING 

Undergraduate flight training for airliftltankerlmaritime patrol pilots requires one 

Navy T-44 squadron and four Air Force T-1A squadrons. SECDEF tasking directs a 

pipeline for Navy and Air Force airlift/tanker/maritime patrol flight training. Neither 

service has the capacity to meet the total training requirement. The prototype program 

will use aimaft and training programs from both the Air Force and Navy in a joint training 

evaluation. In addition, a review of Army initial fixed-wing transition training 

requirements was performed. It may be possible: to improve quality and cost effectiveness 

by having the Navy provide fixed-wing multi-engine transition training for Army rotary 

wing pilots. 

Advanced joint fixed-wing training is predicated on turbopn~p bound students 

training in T-44 turboprop aircraft and jet bound students training in T-1A jet aircraft. 

Figures 11 and 12 reflect Air Force and Naval multi-engine tracks. Following a test 

program in FY94, and assuming that apparent potential for improved turboprop training is 

realized, Air Force pilots selected for C- 130 mining could complete advanced 

undergraduate training at VT-31, NAS Corpus Christi in the T-44 aircraft. Navy pilots 

selected for E-6 training could complete advanced undergraduate training at 52 FTS, 

Reese AFB in the T-1A ahraft. Advanced turboprop training, including approximately 

50 Air Force C-130 bound students, could be conducted by the Navy. Advanced jet 

airlift~tanker training, including 25 Navy E-6 bound students, could be conducted by the 

USAF. Both programs, when fully implemented will also involve a joint instructor force. 



USAF C-130lUSN E-6 TRACK SELECT 

USN, USMC 
& USCG - WINGS 

USAF PRIMARY 
6.9 HRS 147 

WAF GIs0 
(SWYR) 

NAVAL PPELINE SELECT 

FIGURE 11 

USN E-GIUSAF C-130 TRACK SELECT 

AF 

NAVAL PPEUNE SELECT 

FIGURE 12 

WINGS 



The number of exchange instructors within the multi-engine training squadrons will 

be proportional to the number of exchange students. Three experienced training instructor 

exchanges wiU'be completed by December 1993. Subsequent instructor exchanges will 

come from fleetloperational units starting in June: 1995. 

After the instructor pilot exchanges are in place at 52 FTS and VT-3 1, syllabi will 

be evaluated and refined, if necessary, to meet service specific requirements. Further 

refinement of the syllabi will follow by tracking graduate performance with feedback from 

follow-on training managers in the C- 130 and E-.6 prior to full exchange of instructors and 

students. 

Initial student exchanges will start in 1994. As the quality of this initiative is 

substantiated through graduate evaluation, exchanges will continue until the number of 

exchange students on board each tracklpipeline supports total service requirements in the 

affected aimaft. The ramp-up of USAF and USN exchange students would be complete 

by September 1995, barring unforeseen problems. 



JOINT NFOISYSTEMS OFFICEWEWO TRAINING 

Like their pilot training counterparts, the USAF and USN navigator training programs 

mirror the overall pilot training philosophy. Basic military navigation skills are taught in a 

core or primary phase, followed by m i c e  specific training in the intermediate and 

advanced phases. The cumnt USAF Specialized Undergraduate Navigator Training 

(SUNT) program is depicted in Figure 13. 

USAF NAVIGATOR TRAINING 

NAVIGATOR 

(24 WKS) 

- WINGS 

I 
i 



The current USN NFO training program at NAS Pensacola is depicted in Figure 14. 

USN NAVAL FLIGHT OFFICER TRAINING 

PRlMARY lNTERMEDlATE ADVANCED 

T-43 
22 WEEKS 

RANDOLPH AFB 

OJN 
20 WEEKS 

ATDS 

1 13 WEEKS y'( l3 WEEKS 22 WEEKS 
PENSACOLA PENSACOLA MRAMARNORFOLK 

TN 
h 

IUNTI INTERSERVICE UNT 
20 WEEKS 

OJN n OVERWATER JET NAVIGATION 
ATDS r ADV TACTICAL DATA SYSTEMS RIO 
TN r TACTICAL NAVIGATION T-39K-2C 
RIO r RADAR INTERCEPT OFFICER 24 WEEKS 

PENSACOLA 

FIGURE 14 

WINGS 



The proposed joint Naval Flight Officer (NFC))/systems officer (S0)lelectronic warfare 

officer (EWO) training (Figure 15) would combirle undergraduate specialized training to - 
maximize the quality of training and optimize the: use of resources. Under the proposal all 

Air Force SOs and Navy NFOs assigned to strike: aircraft could be trained at NAS 

Pensacola, following a prototype exchange of instructors and students in 1993/4. All 

USN/USMC navigators and NFOs assigned to transport and land based maritime patrol 

will continue to train in the Interservice Undergraduate Navigator Training program at 

Randolph AFB. This joint NFO/SO/EWO training would substantially change US AF SO 

training. USN NFO training at Pensacola will not significantly change. USN NFO track 

selection will occur at the same point and advanced NFO graduates will report to their 

respective Fleet Replacement Squadron (FRS) for aircraft specific training. Refer to 

Figure 14. Assuming the prototype validates the: postulated benefits, the revised program 

would provide the services with better quality strike and multi-purpose combat navigators 

for fewer resources expended. 

JOINT STRIKE/SO/EWO TRAINING 

FIGURE 15 

20 



In the joint program USAF SO officers would complete core training and receive basic 

aviation indocmnation and fundamental navigation training at Randolph. After this 22- 

week course, track selection occurs to determine the location of the lJSAF students' 

advanced training. USAF officers selected for training at Pensacola would receive 

additional training in the T-37 aircraft at Randolph to hone the aircraft skills required at 

Pensacola. USAF SO students reporting to Pensacola would enter with USN students in 

the NFO intermediate phase in the T-39 aircraft . From the intermediate phase until 

graduation, USAF and USN students would receive the same training. Upon completion 

of the program, USAF and USN students would be assigned to their specific follow-on 

combat aircraft training. 

An additional opportunity to combine electronic warfare training for all USAF 

SOs/EWOs and USN NFOs occurs with delivery of the USAF's Simulator for Electronic 

Combat Training in 1995. USN NFOs requiring EW training would complete training at 

Randolph after their training at Pensacola. This training would take place enroute to the 

FRS during time currently spent in the USN EW School at Cony Sation. US AF officers 

destined for EW duty in tactical aircraft would receive this same Em' training at Randolph 

prior to going to Pensacola. 

There will be an incremental transition to joint NFOISOIEWO training. This transition 

will occur with the implementation of a revised USAF SO/EWO syllabus scheduled to 

begin in July 1994. Some students commencing training after July 1994 will enter the 

revised course and complete the joint NFO/SO training program at Pensacola. After the 

program is validated, a full exchange of students will occur. 

Joint instructor exchange will begin in September 1993. Initially, two USN NFO 

instructors will be assigned to the SUNT program at Randolph and two USAF instructors 

will be assigned to Pensacola. USAF insauctor manning at Pensacola will continue to 

increase until the final number of nine USAF instructors is reached in December 1994. 



All land based Navy NFOs are currently trained at Randolph in the Interservice 

Undergraduate Navigator Training program. The instructor and student ratios of USAF 

to USN are sufficient to establish this squadron as a joint squadron in October 1994. 

Conducting joint NFOJSO training at Pensacola results in significant benefits for both 

the USAF and USN. The training uses an in-place, proven training system (T-39n-2 

aircraft) which better replicates operational USAF systems officer avionics suites and 

more effectively meets USAF training requirements in those radar, visual, and instrument 

navigation skills needed in strike and multi-purpose combat aircraft. 



ESTIMATED COSTS .AND SAVINGS 

This analysis provides a first look at the cost issues for joint training. Analysis 

shows clearly that cost savings and cost avoidance will primarily accrue as a result of base 

closures associated with BRAC, and the JPATS single aircraft procurement program. 

Both additional costs and savings are associated with the following joint flying training 

areas: primary fixed-wing, airlift/tanker/maritim patrol, and navigator/NFO. All of the 

cost data in this document are rough order of magnitude (ROM); if this plan meets with 

SECDEF approval, all costs will be subjected to a more detailed financial analysis. 

Both services are in the process of closing a total of three training bases. The Air 

Force has closed Mather AFB, CA, and Williams AFB, AZ, and the Navy has closed NAS 

Chase, TX. In addition, NAS Meridian, MS has been nominated for closure. The up 

front, non-recurring cost to close these bases will be approximately $322M, and the 

recurring annual savings will be $1 89M. 

Cost savings associated with the PATS single aircraft procurement program occur 

in these areas: development, acquisition, the limiting of support facility requirements to 

one depot and one source of partdsuppon, and joint management. A one-time savings in 

development and acquisition cost avoidance would amount to approximately $577M. 

Operating only one depot for PATS could save as much as $500K per year. In addition, 

there are savings for having one source of partdsupport, and for the consolidation of 

operations and logistics services management responsibilities. 

Primary fixed-wing training has a mixture of additional costs and savings. There is 

an additional cost of approximately $43OK per year for PCS costs to send USAF students 

from USN primary training to USAF advanced training. This PCS cost would only apply 

to USAF students who attend training at NAS-Whiting or NAS Corpus Christi. A flying 

hour savings of $47K per year accrues for USAF students as a result of flying the T-34 



aircraft instead of the T-37. These are the only two areas in primary fixed-wing training 

where the joint initiatives outlined herein had an impact on cost. 

AirliftJtankerImaritime patrol training initiatives will also procluce both costs and 

savings. The TDY cost to send USAF students, selected to fly C-130 aircraft, to NAS 

Corpus Christi for advanced training in the T-44 would amount to approximately $298K 

per year. There would be a reduced requirement. for T-1A aircraft if the USAF were to 

send its entire C-130 student pilot flow to NAS Corpus Christi for training in the T-44. 

This reduced requirement would provide a one-time savings of approximately $20M. 

Flying hour savings that are a result of the differences between the T-44 and the T- 1A 

training programs and the differential in flying hour costs, amount to approximately $1.2M 

per year. 

In the navigatorINF0 training program there were five areas that had an impact on 

costs and savings: the PCS cost of USAF students to Pensacola to complete their SO 

training; the additional flying hours for USAF students in the T-37, T-39, and T-2 aircraft; 

the flying hour savings for not flying the T-43 and T-38; the cost of three additional 

electronic warfase simulator seats at Randolph AFB; and the TDY cost of USN students 

to Randolph AFB for EWO training. The PCS (cost of USAF SO students to Pensacola 

would be $139K per year. The flying hour cost for flying the T-37, T-39, and T-2 aircraft 

would amount to approximately $1.2M per year. The flying hour savings for USAF 

students not flying the T-43 and T-38 aircraft in the SO track at Randolph AFB, TX 

would amount to $421K per year. The addition of three simulator seats at Randolph 

AFB, to accommodate USN EWO students, would cost approximately $3.4M, and the 

TDY cost of USN students to Randolph AFB for EWO training would be $103K per year. 

The possible overall savings/costs for this plan would include a one time cost 

avoidance of approximately $16.6M, with an annual recurring additional cost of $55 1K 

Again, these are "fust-look" figures. A more rigorous cost scrub will follow Mr. Aspin's 



decision on these initiatives, and could be incorporated in subsequent POM development 

and budget submissions.. 



SUMMARY 

The foregoing plan responds to Secretary of Defense tasking. It reflects 

interservice agreement toward meeting training objectives, exploitation of best available 

training, and an aggressive joint focus. 

Our commitment to start immediately, learning as we go, will ensure a seamless 

and effective transition to joint training. Imbedded in this transition is an equally strong 

commitment to produce more than just pilots and navigators/NFOs. The services will 

continue to produce the best combat aircrews in the world. The joint training initiatives 

described will provide new synergistic combat capability built upon the strengths of each 

services' training systems. This plan confums the requirement for JPATS as the avenue to 

true jointness in initial flying training. This study uncovered no roadblocks as to the 

course described. 

The services agree -- joint training is worth the cost. 
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00 Recommend subjects for hearings and proposed witnesses to Staff Director no later than 
mid-January 

l Responsible R&A Team: 

0. Provide requested information to Travel & Advance for preparatiorl of invitation letters to 
witnesses 

*. Coordinate agenda with Travel & Advance at least five days prior to the hearing -+ 00 Consolidate proposed questions prepared by each R&A Team and provide 16, three-hole 
punched copies to Travel & Advance by COB three days before the hearing 

0. Respond to Commissioners' questions and requests for information 
0. Attend hearings 
0. Prepare thank you letters with follow-up questions for appropriate witnesses and give to 

Executive Secretariat for dispatch no !ater than. two days after hearing 

l Military Assistant: 

0. Provide notice to the Federal Register at least one month prior to the hearing, but in no 
event later than 10 days before the hearing 

l Travel & Advance: 

0. Dispatch letters inviting nimesses at l e s t  two weeks prior to the hearing 
e r  Arrange for stenographer no iater than seven days prior to the hearing 
0. Draft hearing agenda in coordination with responsible R&A Team no later than five d2ys 

prior to the hearing 
** Arrange Commissioners' travel no iater than five days prior to the hearing 
0. Make luncheon arrangements for Commissioners and appropriate staff no later than five 

days prior to the hearing 
** Provide hearing schedule to Commissioners' st:cretaries no iater them three days prior to the 

hearing 
0. Inform the Chairman and StafYDirector of Cornmissioner attendance no later than three 

days prior to the hearing 
00 Prepare 21 read-ahead books by COB two days before each hearing and distribute them as 

follows: one copy to each Commissioner. the Staff Director, the E:uecutive Director. the 
General Counsel. the Director of Communicat~~ons. and the Director of Congressional and 
Intergovernmental Affairs; six copies to Review BL Analysis; and hvo copies to the 
Executive Secretariat 

00 Send read-ahead books to Commissioners by over-night mail at least two days before each 
hearing 

00 Provide record copy of read-ahead book to Executive Secretariat 



Travel & Advance (Continued): 

0. Take all necessary materials to hearing room 
0. Set-up and clean-up hearing room 
0. Prepare and submit travel vouchers for Commissioners as soon as possible after the hearing 
00 Finalize and mail thank you letters 

Liaison Office: 

00 Schedule hearing room 
00 Notify "Super 20" 

Communications: 

0. Prepare appropriate press releases no later than five days prior to hearing 
00 Prepare opening remarks for the Chairman no later than two days pri.or to the hearing 
0. Obtain copies of prepared statements of witness as soon as they are s~vailable 

Attachments: 

1. Sample of Proposed Questions 



8 Feb 95 

MEMORANDUM FOR R&A TEAM CHIEFS 

SUBJECT: Questions for SECDEF and CJCS Investigative Hearing, 1 Mar 95 

1. We need your help developing questions for the SECDEF and CJCS hearing on 1 Mar 95. 
Generally, the questions for this hearing should focus above the Service level--although they may 
reflect Service or Agency concerns--and should address issues in the following suggested 
categories (Add more if you want): 

SECDEF 
Selection Process 
Selection Criteria 
Force Structure 
Military Value 
Return On Investment 
Economic Impact 
Environmental Impact 
Cross Service Groups (Depots, UPT, Etc.) 

CJCS 
Selection Process 
Selection Criteria 
Force Structure 
Military Value 
Cross Service Groups 

2. Please indicate the category for each question and number your questions as follows so we 
can track the originator of each question during the development process. 

Army A 1 through An 
Navy N 1 throuigh Nn 
Air Force F 1 through Fn 
Interagency I1 through In 
Cross Service C 1 through Cn 

3. Format questions as follows: 

Use 1 inch margins all around. 
Number questions sequentially and indicate category in parenthesis at the end of the question. 
Print entire question using 12 pt Times New Roman Hold. Do not indent. 
Double space after question. 



If background information is required to provide context for the commissioners, print 
"Background:" using 12 pt Times New Roman Bold. Do not indent. 
Continue on same line with background information using 12 pt Times New Roman (not Bold). 

Example: 

F1. How did you balance the Services' operational training needs against environmental 
restrictions, and did environmental restrictions influence the selection of a particular base 
for closure? (SECDEF Environmental Impact) 

Background: Many environmental protection statutes, regulations, and associated permit 
requirements influence the Services' ability to conduct military training, particularly at range 
complexes. Commanders are faced with maintaining and enhancing warfighting capabilities 
within environmental guidelines enacted by Congress,, federal regulatory agencies, the states, and 
local authorities. 

F2. What instructions were the Services given to investigate joint use of installations, and 
what steps were taken to ensure DoD guidance was followed throughout the process? 
(SECDEF Selectiori Process) 

F3. What methodology and measures of effectiveness were used to ensure costs were 
accurately calculated for depot closure and realignment recommendations? (SECDEF 
Selection Process) 

Background: The Services use individual cost accoimting systems which capture different sets 
of costs. These may provide an inadequate basis for cost comparisons between services unless 
appropriate adjustments are included. 

4. Mail questions as a Word Atch to Steve Ackerman NLT COB 13 Feb 95. We will 
consolidate inputs into a final draft (Encl 1) for your review on 14 Feb 95. If you have questions, 
please contact Dave Olson or Merrill Beyer. 

2 Encl Thanks 
Frank 



SECDEF HEARING - X MARCH 1995 

SELECTION PROCESS 

1. What methodology and measures of effectiveness were used to ensure costs were 
accurately calculated for depot closure and realignment recommendations? 

Background: The Services use individual cost accounting systems which capture different sets 
of costs. These may provide an inadequate basis for cost comparisons between services unless 
appropriate adjustments are included. 

2. What instructions were the Services given to investigate joint use of installations, and 
what steps were taken to ensure DoD guidance was followed throughout the process? 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

3. How did you balance the Services' operational training needs a g a i ~ s t  environmental 
restrictions, and did environmental restrictions influence the selection of a particular base 
for closure? (SECDEF Environmental Impact) 

Background: Many environmental protection statutes, regulations, and associated permit 
requirements influence the Services' ability to conduct military training, particularly at range 
con~plexes. Commanders are faced with maintaining and enhancing warfighting capabilities 
within environmental guidelines enacted by Congress,, federal regulatory agencies, the states, and 
local authorities. 



COMMlSSlON PROCESS AND COMMUNITY HINTS 

\ I 

J efense Base Closum and Realignment Commission 

ENSURE FAIRNESS: 
- "IN CONSIDERING INSTALLATIONS FOR CLOSURE OR 

REALIGNMENT, THE SECRETARY SHALL CONSIDER 
ALL MILITARY INSTALLATIONS INSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES E Q ~ R  
THE INSTALLATION HAS B E N  P W O U S L Y  

ONSIDERED OR PROPOSED FOR CLOSIIRF OR 

[Section 2903(c)(3), Public Law f01410] 

i' 

ENSURE OfJENNESS: 
4 

- "EACH MEETING OF THE COMMISSION, OTHER THAN 
MEETINGS IN WHICH CLASSIFIED INFORMATION IS TO / 
BE DISCUSSED, SHALL BE OPEN TO THE PUBLIC." 
[Section 2902(e)(2)(A), Public Law 107-5101 

Defense Base Closure and/ 
_I 



COMMISSION POLICIES 

EVERY MAJOR BASE UNDER CONSIDERATION VfSlTED BY AT 
LEAST ONE COMMISSIONER 

( REGIONAL HEARINGS GIVE COMMUNlTlES A CHANCE TO 
TESTIFY I 

1 ALL DOCUMENTATION USED IN DELIBERATIONS AVAILABLE 
TO ANYONE 

1 ALL COMMISSION ACTIVITIES OPEN TO THE PRESS AND THE 
PUBLiC I 
EVERY AFFECTED COMMUNITY HAS A SEAT AT THE TABLE 
NO SECRETS 
NO SPECIAL ACCESS NEEDED 

/ ! OPPORTUNITIES ~ 0 5 7  
COMMUNITY INTERACTION 

PROVIDE TWO COPIES OF ANY INFORMATION SUBMITTED TO 
THE COMMISSION 

I 

( MILITARY VA LUE--MILITA RY VALUE--MILITA RY VALUE 1 

/ KNOW THE PROCESS 
ORIENTATION MEETINGS WITH COMMISSION STAFF 
REVIEW COMMISSION LIBRARY 
REGIONAL HEARINGS -- KEY ON MILITARY VALUE 
FOLLOW-UP MEETINGS WITH STAFF AND COMMISSIONERS 
PRIOR TO FINAL DELIBERATIONS -- &W INFORMATION ONLY 
SOLID, WELL-DEVELOPED COMMUNITY PITCH IS KEY 
CONSIDER POTENTIAL CLOSURE SCENARIOS 

Defense Base Closure and fiea 2xc4 lgnment ommrssJon 



Cirillo, Francis A. 
-- 

From: Carman, Cece 
To: Almand, Bond; Bailey, Steve; Beyer, Merrill; Bivins, Bob; Borden, Ben; Brown, Edward 

A.; Cirillo, Francis A.; Cook, Robert (/Bob); Creedon, Madelyn; Dicamillo, Rick; 
Earnhardt, John; Eckles, Kent; Farrington, Les; Gertler, JJ; Hall, Craig; Hegarty, Paul; 
Helmer, Dick; Kennedy, Mike; Kress, Rob; Landrith, Jim; Lyles, David; Miller, Bob; 
Nelson, Wade; Owsley, James L.; Petersen, Mark; Purser, Wayne; Brown, Rick; 
Reese, Ann; Schufreider, Jim; Smith, Charles; Thompson, Sylvia; Varallo, Joe; 
Walgren, Chip; Yellin, S. Alexander 

Subject: Monday's Meetings 
Date: Friday, February 03, 1995 4:41 PM 

This is the beginning of a rough week in terms of many, many meetings. I 'm afraid it only gers worse from 
here ... 
Monday 216 

12:OO -- Rep. Saxby Chambliss and staff. He represents Robins AFB, Moody AFB and the Marine Corps 
Logistics Base in Albany. process brief required. David will give the brief. 

3:00 -- Bay County Chamber of Commerce re: Tyndall AFE;. they have been in several times. no process 
brief required. Frank will be the lead. 
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Cirillo, Francis A. 

From: Bivins, Bob 
To : Bailey, Steve; Beyer, Merrill; Borden, Ben; Brown, Edward A.; Cirillo, Francis A.; Cook, 

Robert (Bob); Dicamillo, Rick; Farringl:on, Les; Helmer, Dick; Kennedy, Mike; Miller, 
Bob; Owsley, James L.; Reese, Ann; Yellin, S. Alexander 

Cc : Campbell, Jeff; Carman, Cece; Cornella, Alton; Forkin, Antonia; Fuchs, David; Goode, 
Chris; Kress, Rob; Lyles, David; Phillips, James K.; Varallo, Joe; Smith, Walton 

Subject: COBRA Schedule 
Date: Thursday, February 02, 1995 3:46PM 

I've just been informed that there is a new version of COBRA out. We are now up to  Version 5.08. R&K, 
Inc. had to  correct a problem in calculating Packing costs. 

Also, we  have set up COBRA training for all R&A senior analysts on 16 &I 7 Feb and for the executive staff 
and associate analysts on 22 Feb. We will also train people on the 23rd of Feb. if necessary. The team 
leads can fill in on the "l ight" days if they want the training. R&K, Inc. will be conducting the training on 
1 6  & 17 Feb in  the Navy team area and in  the Interagency area on 22 & 23 Feb. The training will last from 
approximately 0 8 3 0  until 1600  each day. I will start a sign-up list around sometime next week when more 
of our people are in place. Please sign up with a firm commitment t o  attend one of the days of training. 
(Training slots and computer availability wil l be limited so please attend on the day you sign up for.) 

Signed 

The COBRA-meister 
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(202) 225-7772 
(202) 225-7614 (fax) 
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(20%) 225-7120 
(202) 225-0789 (fax) 

Rep. Ron Dellums 
Ranking Member 
National Security Committee 
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National Sercurity Committee 
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Rep. Bob Livingston 
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Committee on Appropriations 
H-2 18, The Capitol 
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Rep. David Obey 
Ranking Member 
Committee on Appropriations 
10 16 Longworth HOB 
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(202) 225-3841 
(202) 225-9476 (fax) 

Staff Contact: Phil Grone 
Larry Shockley 

Staff Contact: Sheila McCready 

Staff Contact: James Dyer 
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Rep. Bill Young 
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Subcommittee on National Security 
Committee on Appropriations 
H-144, The Capitol 
Washington, DC 205 15-601 8 

(202) 225-2847 
(202) 225-2822 (fax) 
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No. 095-95' 
(703)695-0192(mcdia) 
(703)697-3 189(copics) 

IMMIDJATE RE-E February 28,1995 (703)697-5737@ublidmdustry) 

SECRETARY PERRY RECOMMENDS CLOSING, REALIGNING 146 BASES 

Secretary of Defense William Perry today announced the Deparuncnt's recomrntndations 
to close or realign 146 miliw installations in the Ur~itcd States. The rt~~mmeodations arc 
being fonvardcd to the independent Defense Basc Closun: and Realignment Commissioo. 

7%- rccommcndations, though painful, am, necessary to achieve tbc Ievels of readiness 
and modemhation we need within the budget we ha\re,*' said Secretary Perry. "Ow armed forces 
and our budget have been cut by one-third or mom, but our iafrastructwc only about half that. 
Today's recommendations will save the taxpayers and the Department some $18 billion over the 
next two dcc8dcs." 

The Sccntary's rccommtndations were developed by each of the military services in 
accordmce with tbe strict procedures laid down by the Basc Closure and Rcalignxnent Act of 
1990. Each base was evaluated using a set of published criteriq giving priority f i s t  to the 
military value of the fwiliry, and then to the savings and the economic and otbcr effects that tbe 
closure would have. Tbe evaluation data is certified for accuracy by each Service, and then 
rtviewcd by b t b  tbe Base Closure aod Realignment Commission and the General Accounting 
Office. 

During press conference at the Pentagon, Perry said that botb be and Gcncnl John 
S h ~ h v i l i ,  cbainnan of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, had approved the rtcommendations made by 
thc military dtpartments without exception. "IbEsc actions JUC aectssq so that we can 
amfully shape our anncd f m s  to support the National Military Strategy and the Bonom Up 
Review,'' tbe Sanury explained 

Tbe BRAC 95 rtcommtndations will con lcsg t b  the BRAC 95 tauad ($3.8 billion vs. 
$6.9 billion) mxI will genemk wvbgs morc quickly. (her the six-year implemtation period 
prrwribcd by law. the c l o s u ~  and ~ g u m c n t s ;  PC ex@ 14 gmNe net savings of 
.pproximattly $4 billion. Ru:&g savings tbcreak are exptctcd to reach $1.8 billion per 
ycu. Total uviags over 20 yam. discounted to present vduc, an? estimated to be $18 b i ion .  

AVAUABUTY: This dccumcnt is  nvdable on LkfnreLINK r WorM Wide Web Suva on the 
latanq U: b t t p d ~ d f i c . m i V d e f ~  



Perry also announced that be wiU recommend tbat the c m n t  BRAC authority be 
extended to permit another base closure round in three or four years. "We need time to absorb 
the closure of over a bundred major bases," the Secretary said, "bur we are continuing to nfme 
our forcc structure and our mission. Each service has told me that, ultimatcIy, they can do 
more." 

While some of these actions will have sipX]~cant economic impact upon focal 
communities, Perry said that be did not rcmovc any Service recommendations for this reason. 
However, be pledged to continue and expand the Department's efforts to encourage recovery and 
reuse. Department of Defense assistance programs include persome1 transition and job training 
assistance. local reuse planning grants, on-site transition ~rd inators ,  acccltratcd property 
disposal, and faster environmental cleanup that supports reuse needs. 

These installations offer an opportunity for communities to diversify and reshape their 
economic futures. We bavc already seen impressive rcdcvclopment successes in sucb diverse 
communities as Sacramento, Calif.; Alexandria, hi.; and Rantoul, 111. They prove tbat new jobs 
can be created to replace those that arc lost Thae is no doubt that it takes strong local 
leadership and a lot of hard work.. but the President has cornmittcd us to help, and we will." 
Stcretary Peny said. 

Attached arc summaries of the impacts of each BRAC action, listed by state. 



1W5 List of Military Instsllations 
h i d e  the Udted States for Closure or Realignment 

Pwt 1: Majot Base Closures 

A r m y  

Fort McCleUan, Alabama 
For1 Oaffee, Arkansas 
Fitzsirnons Army Medical Center, CoIorado 
Price Support Center, Illinois 
Savanna Army Depot Activity, Illinois 
Fort Ritchit, Maryland 
Selfridgc Army Garrison, Mjcbigan 
Bayomt Military Ocean Terminal, New Jersey 
Seneca Army Depot, New York 
Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania 
Red Rivcr Amy Depot, Texas 
Foxt Pickctt. Virginia 

Navy 

Naval Air Facility, Adak, Alaska 
Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California 
Ship Repair Facility, Guam 
Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, Indianapolis, Indiana 
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane Division Dcrafhment, huisville, Kentucky 
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgrcn Division Detachment, Whir Oak, Marylapd 
Naval Air Station, Soutb Weymouth, Massachusetts 
Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi 
Naval Air Warfare enter, Aircraft Division, Lakchml, New J e ~ y  
Naval Air Warfare Ccntct, Aircrrsft Divisjon. Wamhstcr, Pemsylvanis 

Alr Force 

Nortb Highlands Air Guard Station, California 
Ontario IAP Air Guard Station, Womia 
Rome laborstory, Rome, New YorL 
Roslyn Air Guard Station. New York 
Springfkl&BccWey MAP. Air Ourrd Station, Ohio 
Gnafm Pimbutgb IAP Air Reserve Stdon, Pennsylvania 
B c r g m m  Air Reserve Bue, Tern 
Brooks Air Forct Base. Twah 
Rttse Air Force Base, Texas 



Pnri 111,. Smaller Base or Activity Closures, ,Realignments, 
Diseslablishments or Relocations 

Army 

Branch U.S. Disciplinary Barrecks, California 
East Fort Baker, California 
Rio Vista Army Reserve Center, California 
Stratford Anny Engine Plant, Cbnnccticut 
Big Coppen Key, Florida 
Concepts Analysis Agency, Maryland 
Publications Distribution Ctnccr Baltimon. Maryland 
Hingbam Cobasset. Massachusetts 
Sudbury Training Annex. Massachusetts 
Aviation-Troop Command (ATCOM), Missouri 
Fort Missoula, Montana 
Camp Kiimcr, New Jersey 
Cavcn Point Reserve G n t e r ,  New Jersey 
Camp Pedricktown, New Jersey 
Bellmore Logistics Activity, New Yo* 
Fort Totten, New York 
Recreation Center #2, Faycttvillt, Nonh Carolina 
Information Systcms Software Command (ISSC), Vlrginia 
Camp Bonncvillc, Washington 
Valley Grove A m  Maintenance Support Activity (AMSA). West Virginia 

- - 

Navy 

- 
Naval Command, Control and Ocean SurvciUanct C.nter. In-Service Engineering West Cbast 

Division. San Diego, Wornia 
Naval Health Research Center, SM Diego, W a r n i a  
Naval Personael Research and Development Center. San Diego. California 
Supervisor of Shipbuilding. CoovcrrIw and Repah, USN. Long Beach, Wornia 
Naval Undersea Warfare Center-Newport Division, New London Detachment, New London, 

Connecticut 
Naval Rescarcb W r a t w y ,  Undttwatcr Sound Refvtnce Detachment, Orlando, Florida 
Flcet md Industrial Supply en-, Guam 
Naval Biodyndcs Laboratwy, New Or1-, Louisiana 
Naval Medical Research Lostitutc, &tb#da, Marylmd 
Naval Suxf8cc Warfare Center, Cadcrock Division I k ~ h m c a t ,  Annapolis, Maryland 
Naval Technical Training Gnttr, Meridian, Mississippi 
Naval Aviation Engineering Suppart Unit, Philalphia, Pe~sylvania 
Naval Air Technical Sentices Facility, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Naval Air Warfare Ccnttr, Ahcraft Division, Open Water Test Facility, Oreland, Pennsylvania 



Naval Reserve ReadJness Commands at: 

New Orleans, Louisiana (Region 10) 
Cbarltston, South Carolina (Region 7) 

Alr Force 

Moffett Federal Airfield AGS, California 
Real-Time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor Activity, Buffalo, Ncw York 
Au Force Electronic Warfare Evaluation SimuIator Activity, Fort Worth, Texas 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Defense Contract Management District South, Marietta, Georgia' 
Dcfcnsc Contract Management Command Intcrnationai, Dayton, Ohio 
Defense Distribution Depot Columbus, Ohio 
Defense Distribution Depot Lentrkcnny, Pennsylvania 
Defense industrial Supply Center Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Defensc Distribution Depot Red River, Texas 

Defense Iavtstigatlve Service 

Investigations Control and Automation Directorate, Fort Holabkd, Maryland 

P u t  XV: Changes to ReviourlJ Approved BRQC Recornmendrrtions 

Army Bio-Medical Researcb Labontory, Fm Dctrick, Maryland 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Tom, California 
Marine Corps Air Station, Tush, California 
Naval Air Station Namda, W O z n j a  
Naval Recruiting District. San Diego, ~~ 
Naval Training Center. San Dicgo, Califomin 
Naval Air Station. Cecil Field, Florida 
Naval Aviarion Dcpo~ Peasacola Flcxida 
Navy Nuckar Power Propulsion Training Cmtcr. Naval Training Center, Orlmdo. norids 
Naval Training Center Orliado, Florida 
Naval Air Station, Agaaa Guam 
Navnl Air Station, Barbers Poiat, Hawaii 



Naval Air Facility. Detroit, Michigan 
Naval Shipyard. Norfolk Detachment, Philadelphia, P t ~ s y l v a n i a  
Naval Sea Systems Command, Arlington, Virginia 
Ofice of Naval Research, Arlingon, Virginia 
Space and Naval Warfarc Systems Commmd, Arlington, Virginia 
Naval Recruiting Command, Washington. D.C. 
Naval Security Group Cammand Detachment Potomac, Washington, D.C. 

Alr Force 

Williams AFB, Arizona 
Lawry AFB, Colorado 
Homestead AFB, Flori& (301s Rescue Squadron) 
Homestead AFB, Florida (726th Air Control Squadron) 
MacDill AFB, Florida 
Gri fiss AFB, New Y ollr (Airfkld Support for 1 Oth Infantry (Light) Division) 
Griffiss AFB, New Y orir (485tb Engineering Lnstallation Group) 

Defense Logistics Ageacy 

Defense Contract Management District West, El Stgundo. California 



Naval Command. Control and Ocean SwvcilJance Center. RDT&E Division Dewhment. 
Warminster, Pennsylvania 

Reef and Lndustrial Supply Center, Charleston, South Caroliaa 
Naval Command, Control and Ocean SwveUance Center, In-Service Engioeering East Coast 

Detachment, Norfolk, Virginia 
Naval Information Systems Management Ceoter. klington, Virginia 
Naval Management Systems Support Ofice, Cbesapcakc, Virginia 

Naval Rcscrvc Centers at: 

Huntsvifle. Alabama 
Stockton. California 
Santa Ana, Irvine. California 
Pomona, California 
Cadillac, Michigan 
Staten Island, New York 
tartdo. Texas 
Shcboygan, Wisconsin 

Naval Air Reserve Center at: 

Olathe, Kansas 
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Defense bgfstirs Agency 

Defense Distribution Dcpot Memphis, Tennessee 
Deiense Distribution Depot Ogdco, Utah 

Part II: Mqior Base Realignments 
- - 

Army 

Fm Gmly. Alaska 
Fort Hunter Liggett, California 
Sierra Army h p o k  California 
Fort Meade, Maryland 
Detroit Arsenal, Michigan 
Fort Dix, Ncw Jersey 
Fon Hamilton, New York 
Charles E. Kelly Support Center, Pennsylvania 
Lctterkenny Army Depot, Pennsylvania 
Fort Buchaoan, Pueno Rico 
Ihgway Proving Ground, Utah 
Fort Lee, Virginia 

Navy 

Naval Air Station, Key Wesk Florida 
Naval Activities, Guam 
Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi. Texas 
Naval Undtrsea Warfare Center. Keyport, Washington 

McCltllan Air Fkm Base, ~~ 
Onizuka Air Station, California 
Em Air Force Basc, Florida 
Robins Air Forct Bast, Georgia 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana 
ICirtland Air Forct Base, New Mexico 
Grand Forb Air Force Bast, Nortb Dakota 
Tier Air Force Basc. Oklaboms 
Kelly Air Forct Basc, Texas 
Hill Air F a  Bast, Utah 
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I Department of Defense Recommended BRAC 95 Job Changes by State 1 
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February 28, 1995 

Memo To The File -- Lewis 

Air Force Recommendations -- Medical Impacts 

Closures: 

Brooks AFB -- Close Aeromedical School, clinic with base 
Reese AFB -- close "hospital" (actually clinic) with base 

Realignments: 

Kirtland AFB -- terminate medical activities at VA hospital 
(MDMIS lists a 25 bed hospital at Kirtland) 

Onizuka AFB -- close clinic 
Grand Forks AFB -- keep 15 bed hospital open 
Hill AFB -- no mention of 25 bed hospital 
Eglin AFB -- no mention of 85 bed hospital 
Robins AFB -- no mention of 15 bed hospital 



PRESIDENT 
Charles W. Burson 
Attorney General of Tennessee 

PRESIDENT-ELECT 
Tom Udall 
Attorney General of New Mexico 

VICE PRESIDENT 
Scott Hanhbarger 
Attorney General of Massachusetts 

MILITARY BASE CLOSURE 
BULLETIN 

IMMEDLATE PAST PRESIDENT 
Hubert H. Humphrey Ill 
Attorney General of Minnesota 

FEBRUARY 1995 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE SAYS NUMBER OF BASES CLOSED IN 1995 
WILL BE SMALLER THAN NUMBER OF BASES CLOSED IN 1993 

Secretary of Defense William J. Perry announc:ed, at a national meeting of mayors in Washington, 
DC, that the number of bases closed during the 1995 round of closings will not be as great as the number 
closed during the 1993 round. One hundred thirty bases. including 3 1 major bases, were scheduled for 
closure during the 1993 round. It had been anticipated that the 1995 round of closures would be larger 
than the three previous rounds of closures. 

Although Secretary Perry gave no reason for the change, the Pentagon has recently begun focusing 
more resources on the readiness of the services. While: saving money over the long-term, the upfront costs 
of closing bases have been higher than anticipated and receipts from the sales of real p ropeq  at the closing 
bases have been lower than anticipated. One of the upfront costs of closing bases, which has received 
attention lately, is the cost of meeting the cleanup and other standards set in federal and state environmental 
laws. Accordrng to Secretary Perry, the cost of closing the 70 major bases already scheduled for closure 
will be E 1 5 billion. 

S e c r e w  Perry. under the: Base Closure and Itealigmnent Act of 1990 (PL 101 -5 1 O), is required 
to submit his recommendations 011 which bases to close during this year's round of closures to the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission on or before March 1, 1995. 

PRESIDENT CLINTON NOMINATES SIX TO SERVE ON THE 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

President Clinton has nominated six persons to the Defense Base Closure and Reali-mert 
Commission: the Commission cur~ently has seven open positions. The Committee on Armed Services held 
a confirmation hearing for all the nominees on Febniary 14. 1995% and the nominees are expected to be 
confirmed by the end of February. A nominee for the last open position is expected to be named shortly. 
The persons nominated by the President are as follows: 

Al Cornella is President of Cornella Refrigeration. Inc., in Rapid City, SD. and a 
U.S. Navy veteran with service in Vietnam. He has been involved in military issues 
for more than a decade and currently serves on the boards of the South Dakota Air 
and Space Foundation and the Rapid (:it\. Economic Development Loan Fund. 

Rebecca G.  Cox is currently a Vice-president of Continental Airlines. Inc.. and has 
served as an ,assisl:ant to President Reagan and as Director of the Office of Public 
Liaison. She also served on the 1993 commission. 
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General J.B. Davis, 1J.S. Air Force (retired), served in the U.S. Air Force for 35 
years as a combat fighter pilot, commander, strategic planner and programmer, 
including service ;as a commander of a combat fighter wing, of the U.S. Air Force's 
military Personnel Center, Pacific Air Forces, and United States Forces Japan. 

S. Lee Kling is C:haiman of the Board of' Kling Rechter & Company, a merchant 
banking company., and serves as a Special Advisor and Managing Director of Willis 
Corroon Corp. 

Benjamin F. Montoya is President and Chief Executive Officer of Public Service 
Company of Nevv Mexico, a public utility providing gas, electricity, and water 
service throughout New Mexico. He also served in the U.S. Navy for 3 1 years and 
retired with the rank of Rear Admiral. 

Wendi L. Steele serve:d as the liaison for the Senate with the Commission in 1991 
and has worked in the legislative affairs ofices of both the Office of Maoagement 
and Budget and the White House. She is (currently a writer. 

The chair of the Commission., Alan Dixon, former U.S. Senator fiom Illinois, was nominated by 
President Clinton and confirmed by the Senate before it adjourned in October 1994. Mr. Dixon served two 
terms as Senator and was on the: Committee on Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs, the Committee on 
Small Business, and the Committee on Armed Services Committee. He also chaired the Senate Armed 
Services Subcommittee on Readiness;. Mr. Dixon is currently a senior partner in the St. Louis law firm 
of Bryan Cave. 

Under the Defense Base (Zlos~ue and Realignment Act of 1990 (PL 10 1-5 1 O), the Commission will 
hold hearings and review the recommendations of the Secretary of Defense as to which U.S. military bases 
hould be closed or realigned ancl prepare a final list of bases for approval by President Clinton. Assuming 

-e President approves the list, Congress will have 45 legislative days to disapprove the entire list or the 
recommendations will become final imd the bases closed or realigned. 

PRESIDENT CLINTON SENDS BUDGET FOR THE 1996 FISCAL YEAR TO CONGRESS 

President Clinton sent his proposed budget for the 1996 fiscal year to Congress on February 6, 
1995. The proposed budget indudes reductions in the level of funding for the Defense Environmental 
Restoration Account (DERA), t:he account used to fund cleanups at operating military bases and bases 
scheduled for closure this year, and increased funding for the Base Realignment and Closure Accounts 
(BRAC accounts), the accounts used to fund all closure: activities, ir,cluding emirormental restoration 
activities, at closing military bases. 

The proposed budget includes $1.622 billion for the DERA account, a reduction of $159 million 
' in funding from last year's appropriation. (The amount appropriated for the DERA account last year was 

$400 million less than what President Clinton requested in his proposed budget for the 1995 fiscal year.) 
The proposed budget also includes ;m additional $965 rnillion for the 1991 BRAC account and $2.15 
billion for the 1993 BRAC account and initial funding for the 1995 BRAC account of $785 million. 
Unlike previous years, no minimurr~ amount of funds i~n the BRAC accounts would be set aside for 
environmental restoration activities. See, Cost of Complying with Environmental Laws at Federal Facilities 
Expected to be Issue in Budget and Super-nd Debates, January 1995, for a description of the budget 
process and a list of the members of the Senate's and House of Representative's Committees on 
Appropriations. The proposed budget also calls for appropriating funds for the 1997 fiscal year as part 
of this year's appropriations. Urtder the proposed budget, $127 million for the 1991 BRAC account, $809 
million for the 1993 account. and $8;!4 million for the 19'35 BRAC account would be appropriated for the - -  . 

997 fiscal year. 
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Q: What is the timetable for the befense Base Closure and Realignment Commission to review 
the Secretary of Defense's recommendations on which bases to close and realign and prepare 
and transmit its OWL recommendations to the President? 

w 

Date -. Action 

ANSWERS TO FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT THE 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

March 1, 1995 Last day for the Secretary of 
Dlefense to transmit a list of bases 
that he recommends for closure or 
realignment to the Commission and 
Congress 

March 1 through June 30, 1995 Period of review, site visit. by 
individual members of the 
Commiss ion and the  ful l  
Commission, and public hearings 

Not less than 45 days before Last day for Commission to publish 
transmitting the Commission's notice in the Federal Register that 

report to the President bases other than those listed by the 
Secretary will be considered for 
closure or realignment 

July 1, 19'95 

July 15, 1995 

Last day for the Commission to 
t r a n s m i t  i t s  r e p o r t  a n d  
recommendations to the President 

Last, day for the President to approve 
or disapprove entire list 

Forty-five legislative clays after the Last day for Congress to enact a 
President approves the joint resolution "disapproving" the 

Commission's recommendations entire list 
and transmits his approval and the 
Commission's recommendations to 

Congress or adjournment of 
Congress sine die 

If the President disapproves the Commission's recommendations, the President will 
transmit his reasons for disapproving the recommendations to the Commission and Congress 
and the Commission will have until August 15, 1995, to submit a revised list of 
recommendations to the President. If the President does not approve any Iist of bases for 
closure or realignment by September 1, 1995, no bases will be closed or realigned this year. 

Q: What standard will be used by the Commission in reviewing the Secretary's proposed list of 
base closures and realignments? 

A: Under the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, as amended, the Secretary of 
Defense must prepare a force-structure plan for the Armed Forces based on an assessment of 
the probable threats to the national security during the next six years and the anticipated levels 
of funding that will be available for national defense during that same period. An unclassified 
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version of the force-structure plan should be available in March. In addition, the Secretary 
was also required to pi~blish the criteria to be used in selecting bases for closure and 
realignment. The final selection criteria were published in the December 9. 1994, edition of 
the Federal Register and include the military value of the facility, the return on investment 
from closing or realigning the base, and the impacts, including environmental effects, of the 
closure or realignment on the existing and receiving communities. The Commission can make 
changes to the Secretary's recommendations only if it determines that the Secretary "deviated 
substantially" from the current force-structure plan and the eight final selection criteria in 
making his recommendations. 

Who can help me to schedule i3 visit with the Commission? 

A visit can be scheduled with the Commission by. contacting CeCe Carman, Director cf 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs. Ms. Carman's mailing address is Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission, 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425, Arlington, VA 
22209, and her telephone number is (703) 696-0504. 

REPORTS AVAILABLE FROM THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

llution Prevention: Status of DO1)'s Efforts (GAOlNSIA1)-95-13). In this report, the GAO reports 
(1) the efforts of the Department of Defense to collect and report on its inventories and releases of toxic 

substances, (2) what progress DOD has made in reducing hazardous substances, (3) what problems DOD 
faces in reducing the use of toxic chemicals, and (4) what DOD has done to incorporate pollution 
prevention in procurement and inventory processes. GAO concludes, while some progess has been made, 
DOD has much more to do to meet the requirements of Executive Order 12856 

Environment Cleanup: Case Studies of Six High Priority DOD Installations (GAOINSIAD-95-8). In 
April 1994, DOD was criticized by G140 in a report for spending too much money on studies and not 
enough on "moving dirt," This report foFollo~ws up on the earlier report and studies six high priority sites: 
Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Fort Wainwright, McChord Air Force Base, McClellen Air Force Base, Pearl 
Harbor Naval Complex. and Schofield Barracks. The GAO discusses the status, cost, and other aspects 
of the restoration programs at these facilities. 

A copy of any of these reports may be obtained free of charge by writing to the GAO at P.O. 
Box 6015, Gaithersburg, MD 20884-6015 or faxing a request to (301) 358-4066 or by calling (202) 
5 16-6000. 

Printed on paper containing SOo? recycled paper. 
Copyright 1995 by the National Association ofAttorneys General. (no copyright claimed for government works.) 

d Y BASE CLOSURE BULLETIN is published 10 tinles pe. vear by the Environment Project of the National Association o i  Attorneys General, 
rth Capitol Street, Suite 339, Washington, D.C. 20001. <I\BCB is edited hy Brian 1. Zwit, Ellvironnient Counsel. Subscription rate: $75.00 per 

For subscription services, call (202) 434-8030. 

~blication of MBCB is tunded, in part, by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency under cooperative agreement number CR-823591-01. The 
~ t s  oi this bulletin do not necessarilv rrtlect the views ,~nd p o l i r  ir.; ot the U.S. Fnvirorimc~ntal f'rotct-tion Agencv nor ot the National Associatior 
srnrvs Genrr,il. nor do<,\ mrntrori 01 t r , ~ t l c ,  :~,tmc>\ or 1 ollin:c>rc.i,ll r ir i  * t i t i c  t s  ( on\ l~t t r t~,  r.!icli,r\c.n?t~nt or r fv  omn>c.nrla:it~n tor i~.;r. 
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If transfer of the property is supported, w e  will 
direct preparation and execution of the Form DD 1354 to 
effect the conveyance. 

Deputy Assistant secretary of the A r m y  
(Installations and Houslns) 

OASA( I, S&E)  

Attachment 

CF: Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Econom~c Security, ATTN: ASDiZS) 

Director of the Army Staff, 
ATTN: DAS-TA3 ! C O ~  J O P E ? ~  ) 

Chief, A r m y  Reserve, 
AYTN : 9 A A R - f  N (Mr. 20:: t er ) 

Commander, A r m y  Reserve Comnand 
ATTN: h?2C-3CS-EN ( LTC A r d  1 ,  
AFRC-COE ( Y r .  Smi:h) 





C.'E 
aLdb-L.  . - -  . . a ? s f a r  of L a ~ d  z , ~ d  3u:ld:: :1;~ :a 3~pa::nent 

CI Si t h e  A r m y  - Jrooks d l r  Force  Base, .enas 

The following l a z g c a ~ e  :s reco~nende? in the A l r  
Forcs11303 sti;n:t:a? to :he 3asc Real~qnment and Closure 

P - C2mml::+zs for 2SA; 3 3 ;  

- T h e  A i r  Force shall transfer t h e  land and 
buildznps to be vacated a i  Srooks A F J ,  San 
A n t g n i o ,  Texas, to the Army f c r  r n  A r m y  Reserve 
Znc lave .  " 

See t h e  attached menoranlum from k z e  ; e ? u t y  A.s r l s t an  t 
Secretary of the Amy ( I Z H )  w:::h r e l a ~ ? d  s ~ ; e  ;Isn :or 
justificatron. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE COMMISSIONERS (* 05 Mar 95 

SUBJECT: Decp AttacUPrecision Conventional Strike Draft Issue Paper 

9.m 
FROM: Colonel Dave .Deptula, Issue Tearn Leader 

1. An arithmetic emor irr one of the evaluation sumnary tables was d~scovered after this 
issue paper was sent you on 3 Mar 95. Please remove page 72 (first Iinc reads, "c. 
Evaluation summary: Deep AttacWrecision Conventional SCrtke Systems..."), and 
replace with new page provided. Replace appendix B, pages 28-3 1, with new pages 28- 
30, and renumber following pages accordingly. 

2. I apologize for this inconvenience. 

cc: Mr. Michael Leonard 
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c. Evaluatton sunmaw: Deep AttacWPrecisicln Conventional. Strike Svstems The results of the 
subjectivc assessment of the o'ptlons relative to the applicable critena is presented in the following 
paragraphs All assessmr:nts are relative to tile baseline option (cuu-rent plans and programs). 

NOTE: For this matrix Option X=Baseline, Optlon 2=Fund PGMs, Option 3=Optimize Systems 
Co~lsidtring RMA, Option 4=Cut Redundant Systems, Option 5=Perform Deep Attack COE.4 

1) Responsiveness: Option 2 and 3-l~rovides more diverse precision capabilities, 
increases probability of current military strategy mission accomplishme~~t. PGMs married with 
long-range, quick response platforms produce a fom~idable quick reaction force to address the 
early stages of contingencies; both large and small without the need for proximate basing. Option 
3-increases reliability and capability in a range of mlssion areas-means increased speed of 
response and improved mlssiorl executability (i.e. ensure you will accomplish what you say you 
will with nlinimum casualties). Enable smaller, mobile highly effective fighting units. Allows 
rapid shift of force betweenhmong theaters. 

Cost (95$B) 
FYDP -- 

18YRS 

2) Robusmess: Option 2--increased deployment to other tactical units, which ulcludes Navy 
and USMC fighter units could provide broader and becter capabilities. Vast decrease in the number of 
personnel exposed to enemy threat. Option 3-high n~arks because you add capabiltt~es and 
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0 

+ 
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Fund PGMs 

Optimize 
Systems 
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Cut 
Redundant 
Systems 
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APPENDIX B: COSTTNG OF lLLUSTIWTIVE OPTION ALTERNATWES 

The work of the aviation force structure group is currently on-going and not complete with 
respect to the Congressional nskings. The mix of force structure alternatives in the current paper 
were chosen for the purpose of illustrating potential of the higher order option. Other alternative 
mixes ~ ~ 1 s t  that would provide different, but most likely comparable, results. 

The range of costs displayed in cases involving more than one system or chotce associated 
with a particular alternative (carrier battle groups, B-2s, B-Is, F/A-ISEE) reflect the spread of 
sub-alternatives within that pal-ticular alternattve from least costly to most costly. The intent is 
to identify the spectrum of costs associated with the spread of force smlchlre adjustments that 
might accompany selection of a particular alternative. All costs are 1995 dollars rounded to 
nearest billion displayed as FYDP: I8YR cost diffen2otials. 

E~anrplefbr Option B3-4pt imize Svsfenis Considei~ing RMA: I 
klternativc ] ,ow Sub-dernative* W s u b - a l t m t i v e *  * 

Camr=r/CVBG -1C\//CVW -4:-12 -3 CVBG -14:-55 
Reduction 

B-2 Plus Up +20 13-2s +lo: 22 -t55 B-2s +22:69 

F/A- 18EE F/A- I 8C -8:-15 Cancel -15:50 

FYDP Spread 
18YR Spread 

Example f i r  Option BJ--Clir Pof~wtinlly Xednrzciairt s~~sterns: 

Alternative Low Sub-altenative* - Flieh sub-alternative** 

US MC FIA- 1 8 -10 SQDS -1:-15 -10 SQDS -1:-IS 
Reduction 

Terminate B- 1 B Upgrade -2:-3 Retire All -7:-26 

Cancel ATACMS 
Future Variants 

Retire Camers - 1 C V / C W  -4:-12 -2 CVBG -10:-38 
Excess to BUR 
War Rqmts 

March 5. 1995, 10:06 
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FYDP Spread 
18YR Spread 

COSTING DATA: A11 costs were computed by IDA using the FACS model. 

1. Removing Carriers from the Active Force 

Reduce to a total of 11 carriers: 
*Case A. -I CV + Air Wing, Do not postpone CVN 77 

FYDP 96-01 -4 
18 Yr. 9Ci-13 -12 

Case B. -1 CV + Air Wing + BG + Postpone CVN77 
FYCIP 96-01 -6 
18Yr.96-13 -22 - 

Reduce to n total of 10 carriers: 
Case C. -2 Cvs + Air Wings, Do not postpone CVN77 

FYDP 9 6 4 1  -7 
18 Yr. 96-13 -23 

Case D. -2 Cvs + Air Wings + BGs + ;Postpone CVN77 
FYDI' 96-01 -10 
18 Yr. 9&.13 -38 

0 

Reduce to a total of 9 carriers: 
Case E. -3 C W s  + A I ~  Wings, Do not postpone CVN77 

FYDP 96-01 -10 
18 Yr. 96-13 -36 

**Case F. -3 CVNs + Arr Wings + BGs + Postpone CVN77 
FYDP 96-01 -14 
18 Yr. 96-1 3 -55 

firwin~include; (14) F-14DIE;-18C h t t l e  Grouv (BG) Conslsts of two each: 
(36) F-18CjF-18F DD 963 Spmance Class 
(4) E-2C DDG 5 1 Arleigh Burke Class 
(8) S-3El SSN 688 Los Angeles Class 
(6)  SH-AO/HH6O CG 47 Ticotlderoga Class 

March 5, 1995, 10:06 

- 
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2. Buy More EL2s +20 +S5 I 
FYDP 9601  +lo*  4-22 
18 Yr. 96-13 +2:! +69** 
Note: FACS could not accomnlodate some of the unique costs associated with the B-2 program. 
Other costing techniques rhat incorporate all these costs are being used for B-2 estimates. 

- 
3. Cancel F-18E/F Buy (530 Aircraft) 

**Case A. Cancel Program. 
FYIIP 9 6 0  1 -15 
1 S E'r. 96- 13 -50 

*Case B. Cancel program, but maintain force structure by buying 
F- 1 OC/D one-for-one. 

FYDP 96-41 -8 
18 Yr. 96-13 -15 

4. Remove (10) squadrons of Marine active and reserve F-18s. No replacement. 

FYDP 96-01 -1 
18 Yr. 96-13 -15 
- 

5. Cancel the B-1B Conventional Mission Upgrade Program (CMUP) or Retire all B-1Bs. 

*Case A. Cancel the ConventionaI Mission Upgrade Program (CMUP). 

FYDP 9 6 4 1  -2 
18 Yr. 96-13 -3 

**Case B. Retire the B-IB fleet. 

FYDP 96-01 -7 
18 Yr. '96-13 -26 
- 

6. Cancel Future Variants of ATACMS 

FYDP 96-0 1 -1 
18Yr.96-13 -3 
- 

7. Reduce 144 Air Force A-1 0/OA-10s 

March 5, 1995. 10:06 

FYDP 96-01 4 
18 Yr. 96-13 -15 



M E M O R A N D U M  

DATE: March 15, 1995 

TO: Team Leadsl'Associate Analysts 

FROM: Ty Trippet 

RE: Matching the Cobra numbers to the Economic 
Impact Database (the Dave Henry database) 
numbers. 

We need to make sure the "obs lost/realigned" numbers from the 
Cobra runs for each installation match the appropriate numbers on the 
Economic Impact Database. I've attached a printout of the Economic 
Impact Database report for your team's installations. Please divide the 
Economic Impact Database sheets among your team members and have the 
appropriate analyst check the numbers on hisher installations. I have 
attached more specific instructions and a sample for your guidance. 

If you or your team membe,rs have questions, contact me (Ext. 157), 
Dave Henry (Ext. 159), or Bob Bivins (Ext. 155). Please complete this by 
COB Friday (Mar 17). 

Attachment 



How to Match Numbers between Cobra 

and Economic Impact Database 

Step 1 

Make sure you have an Economic Impact Database datasheet for each of 
your installations. 

Step 2 

On the Economic Impact Database datasheet, add the numbers across from 
1996 through 200 1 for the following rows (DO NOT add the years 1994 & 
1995): 

Mil. Personnel Relocated (OUT) 

Mil. Personnel Disestablished (OUT) 

Civ. Pers. Relocated (OUT) 

Civ. Pers. Disestablished (OUT) 

Mil. Training Status (OUT) 
p *** ***See the attached sampl ,. 

Step 3 

Compare the above totals with the first page of the Cobra run (titled "Cobra 
Realignment Summary"). The numbers on the Cobra sheet that you are 
looking for are under the "Positions eliminated" and the "Positions 
realigned" sections. **,*See the attached sample.* * * 

Step 4 

If your numbers match, send an e-mail to Bob Bivins confirming that the 
numbers for your specific irlstallations match. 

If you have number problems, send an e-mail to Bob Bivins telling him the 
specific numbers and problems. Most of the problems you find will have a 
reasonable explanation. 





M E M O R A N D U M  

DATE: March 15, 1995 

TO: Team Leacls/Associate Analysts 

FROM: Ty Trippet 

RE: Matching the Cobra numbers to the Economic 
Impact Database (the Dave Henry database) 
numbers. 

We need to make sure the "jobs lost/realigned" numbers from the 
Cobra runs for each installation match the appropriate numbers on the 
Economic Impact Database. I've attached a printout of the Economic 
Impact Database rep'ort for your team's installations. Please divide the 
Economic Impact Database sheets among your team members and have the 
appropriate analyst check the numbers on hislher installations. I have 
attached more specific instructions and a sample for your guidance. 

If you or your team members have questions, contact me (Ext. 157): 
Dave Henry (Ext. 159), or Bob Bivins (Ext. 155). Please complete this by 
COB Friday (Mar 17). 

Attachment 



How to Match Numbers between Cobra 

and Economic Impact Database 

Step 1 

Make sure you have an Economic Impact Database datasheet for each of 
your installations. 

Step 2 

On the Economic Impact Database datasheet, add the numbers across from 
1996 through 200 1 for the following rows (DO NOT add the years 1994 & 
1995): 

Mil. Personnel Relocated (OUT) 

Mil. Personnel Disestablished (OUT) 

Civ. Pers. Relocated (OUT) 

Civ. Pers. Disestablished (OUT) 

Mil. Training Status (OUT) 

***See the attached sarr.ple.* ** 

Step 3 

Compare the above totals with the first page of the Cobra run (titled "Cobra 
Realignment Summary"). The numbers on th:e Cobra sheet that you are 
looking for are under the "Positions eliminated" and the LLPositions 
realigned" sections. ***See the attached sample.* * * 

Step 4 

If your numbers match, send an e-mail to Bob Bivins confirming that the 
numbers for your specific installations match. 

If you have number problems, send an e-mail to Bob Bivins telling him the 
specific numbers and problems. Most of the problems you find will have a 
reasonable explanation. 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

DATE: March 15, 1995 

TO: Team LeadsiAssociate Analysts 

FROM: Ty Trippet 

RE: Matching the Cobra numbers to the Economic 
Impact Database (the Dave Henry database) 
numbers. 

We need to make sure the "jobs lostirealigned" numbers from the 
Cobra runs for each installation match the appropriate numbers on the 
Economic Impact Database. I've attached a printout of the Economic 
Impact Database report for your team's installations. Please divide the 
Economic Impact Database sheets among your team members and have the 
appropriate analyst check the numbers on hlis/her installations. I have 
attached more specific: instructions and a sample for your guidance. 

If you or your team members have questions, contact me (Ext. 157): 
Dave Henry (Ext. 1591, or Bob Bivins (Ext. 155). Please complete this by 
COB Friday (Mar 17). 

Attachment 



How to Match Numbers between Cobra 

and Economic Impact Database 

Step 1 

Make sure you have an Economic Impact Database datasheet for each of 
your -installations. 

Step 2 

On the Economic Impact Database datasheet, add the numbers across from 
1996 through 2001 for the following rows (DO NOT add the years 1994 & 
1995): 

Mil. Personnel Relocated (OUT) 

Mil. Personnel Disestablished (OUT) 

Civ. Pers. Relocated (OUT) 

Civ. Pers. Disestablished (OUT) 

Mil. Training Status (OUT) 

***See the attached sample.*** 

Step 3 

Compare the above totals with the first page of the Cobra run (titled "Cobra 
Realignment Summary"). The numbers on the Cobra sheet that you are 
looking for are under the "Positions eliminated" and the "Positions 
realigned" sections. ***See the attached sample. * * * 

If your numbers match, send an e-mail to Bob Bivins confirming that the 
numbers for your specific installations match. 

If you have number problems, send an e-mail to Bob Bivins telling him the 
specific numbers and problems. Most of the problems you find will have a 
reasonable explanation. 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1'700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-6960504 

FOR IMMEDIATE RSLEASE Contact: Wade Nelson 
Chuck Pizer 

John Earnhardt 

BASE VISIT SCHEDULE ANNOUNCED BY COMMISSION 

54 Bases To Be Visited 

Washington, DC, March 20, 1995 - The Defmse Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission announced its schedule for visits to bases being considered for realignment and 
closure. 

Fifty-four major  atio ions proposed for closure or realignment are currently scheduled 
to receive a bare visit by one or more Commissioom. Base visits provide an opportunity for 
Commissioners to view a base directiy and to investigate first-hand many of the issues related to 
that base. The Base Public; Mairs Officer should be contacted for visit specifics. 

- All dates are subject to change. Interested persons should contact the Commission prior 
, j -- to visits for c o b a t i o n  of dates and Commissioners attending the visit. 

Scheduled visits as of today: 

March 22 - Fort McClelhm, AL 
March 23 - Robins AFB, GA 
March 24 - Defense Dhribution Depot, TN 

MacDill AF'5, FL 
Ft. Ritchie, hdD 
Letterkenny, PA 

March 27 - Fort Leonard Wood, MO 
NSWC Annapolis, MD 
NSWC White Oak, MD 

March 28 - Guam Installations 
ATCOM, MO 
Fort Pickett, VA 
Price Support Center, IL 

March 29 - Guam Installations 
March 30 - Minot A m ,  ND 

Grand Forks A D ,  M) 

March 3 1 - Malmstrom .AFB, MT 

April 3 - NAS Meridian, MS 
Tinker AFB, OK 

April 5 - Reese AFB, TX 
Rome Lab, NY 
GrifEss AFB, NY 
Seneca Army Depot, NY 

April 6 - NSWC Louisville, KY 
Red River Army Depot, TX 
Brooks AFB, TX 
Bergstrom AFB, TX 

April 7 - Defense Supply Center 
Philadelphia, PA 

NCCOSC Warminster, PA 
Selfiidge Army Garrison, MI 
Detroit Arsenal, MI 

April 10 -- Pittsburgh Air Reserve Station, 
PA 

Fort Indimtown Gap, PA 
NAWC Indianapolis, IN 



'1 
April I I - Defense Distribution Depot April 26 - Fort Hunter Liggett, CA 

Columbus, OH' Onizuka Air Station, CA 
Dugway Proving Ground, UT Moffett Air Guard Station, CA 
Defense Distribution Depot April 27 - Long Beach Ship Yard, CA 

Ogden, UT April 28 - Fort Buchanau, PR 
Fort Chaffee, AR May 1 -- NUWC New London, CT 
Savanna Depot, I L  Straeord Engine Plant, CT 

April 13 - Fitzsimoas AMC, CO 2 -- Bayonne MOT, NJ 
NAS South Weymouth, MA - May 3 - Fon Dix, NJ 

April 18 - Kirtland AFB, NM NAWC Lakehurst, NJ 
April 24 - Fort Greely, AK 
April 25 - Sierra A m y  Depot, CA *'&% 

The Commission's regional hearing schedule, announced March 10, is as follows: 

March29 Guam 

March 30 Grand Forks, North Dakota 

March 3 1 Great Falls, Montana 

April 4 I-. Birmingham, Alabama 

Apd  12 Chicago, Illinois 

April 19 Dallas, Texas 

April 20 Albuquerque, New Mexico 

April 24 Delta Junction, Alaska 

April 28-29 San Francisco, California 

May 4 Baltimore, Maryland 

May 5 New York City 



* 2 / i 6  
At least one member of the 1995 DBCRC will visit each of the major installations recommended for closure or 
realignment by the Secretary of Defense. The ofofese visits is to assess firsthand the base's military 
value. Each installation visit is unique in its own way, and there ils reasonable latitude within the limited time 
Commission personnel have for on-sight investigation of pertinent issues. Please use the following checklist as a - 
planning "tickler" or menu of suggestions: 

1. Expect at least one (1) Commissioner and one (1) staff member. Usually the staff member will arrive one day in 
advance for informal staff coordination and to provide assistance 'as desired for the Commissioners visit the next day. 

2. Expect only about half a day, give or rake, for the Commissioner's visit. The Commissioner will basically be in 
"receive mode" to look, listen, and learn as part of the independent process to investigate the issues critical to your base 
and its mission. Here's what past experience has shown works pretty well as a notional itinerary: 

a. Airport pickup and transportation to the base. 

b. Arrival of DBCRC personnel at insta'llation. 

c. 15 minutes presslmedia availability. Your public-affairs office can easily handle setup for this. You 
might have himher contact Wade Nelson, Chuck Pizer, or John Earnhardt in our Communications Department, 
DSN 226-0504 or commercial (703) 696-0504. 

d. Missionlfunction briefmg at installation conference facilitylcommander's office. Potential attendees: 
installation leadership, state elected officials, downtown leadership (Mayorlcity council/"save-the-base" 
committee spokespersons/etc.). Written materials will be placed in our library, which is available to the public, 
and information therein will be considered during our analyses. 

e. Brief community presentation. As a reminder, the primary purpose of the visit is to assess military value. 
However, community leaders or groups may want time to present their case. Again, we accept all 
documents for our analyses. 

e. Windshieldlwalking tour of installationkey areas. 

f. Transportation back to airport. 

;. Depending upon arrival/departure times. a workin2 breakfast or lunch may be appropriate . If you decide to go this 
,oute, something simple like coffee, juice, pastries, sandwiches, soft drinks, etc., is all that is expected. We pay our 
)wn way in this area. 

1. Please do not hesitate to call if you have any question or doubt about any aspect of the visit. There are no dumb 
luestions or details too small! Contact Col. Wayne Purser. USAF, Military Assistant, through our main phone number 
ISN 226-0504 or commercial (703) 696-0504, seven days a week until July 1. 
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DEFEbSE BA,SE CLOSURE A N E  F;EALIGl\iME%T COMMISSION 

a'., . . 1700 N O R T H  'VIOGRE STREET SUITE 1325 

For Immediate Release 

ARLINGTON.  V A  22209 
7 0 3 - 6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

Contact: Wade Nelson 
Chuck Pizer 

John Earnhardt 

BASE CLOSURE C~NMTSSION ANNOUNCES REGIONAL HEARING SCHEDULE 

Eleven d ~ n a l  hearings to be held between March 29 and May 5 

WASHINGTON, DC, March 10, 1995 -- The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission is 
announcing its schedule of 11 regional hearings to be held around the country. The purpose of these 
Regional Hearings is to receive testimony from communities affected by the Secretary of Defense's 
recommendations to close or realign domestic military installations. 

Today's announcement includes the dates and the cities the hearings will be held. Specific times and 
locations will be announcecl shortly. 

The list of hearings: 

March 29 Guam 

March 30 Grand Fork:s, North Dakota 

 arch 3 1 - Great Falls, Montana 

April 3 

April 12. 

April 19 

April 20 

April 24 

.April 28-29 

May 4 

May 5 

ti ama Birmingham, rUT b 

Chicago, Illinois 

Dallas, Texas 

Albuquerque, New ,Mexico 

Delta Junction, .Alaska 

San Francisco, California 

Baltimore, Maryland 

Sew York City 



.* l icrc is :hc !is[ ol'i\hici? :ii;iaila~ion~ fill; under uhich rcgionai hearing: 

March 29 (Location: Territory of Guam) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Fleet artd Industrial Supply Center Guam 
Naval Air Slation Agana Guam 
Naval P~ctivities Guam 
Ship Repair Facility Guam 

March 30 (Location: Grand Forks ND) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Grand Forks Air Force Base ND 
Minot Air Force Base ND 

March 3 1 (Location: Great Falls MT) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Fort Missoula MT 
Malmstn~m Air Force Base MT 

April 4 (Location: Birmingh,am AL) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Anniston Amiy Depot A1 
Fort McC:lellan AL 
Reserve Center Huntsville ~J!L 
Big Coppet Key FL 
Eglin Air Force Base FL 
Homestead Air Force Base FL 
MacDill Air Force Base FL 
Naval Air Station Cecil Field FL 
Naval Air Station Key West FL 
Naval Aviation Depot Pensacola FL 
Naval Research Lab & Naval Underwater Sound Reference Detachment FL 
Naval Training Center Orlando FL 
Xuclear Plower Propulsion Training Center Orlando FL 
Defense Contract Management District South Marietta GA 
Robins Air Force Base GA 
Naval Biodynamics Lab Yew Orleans LA 
Reserve Center New Orleans (Region 10) LA 
Naval Tec hnical Training Center ,Meridian ,CIS 
Naval .4ir Station ,Meridian MS 
Fort Buchanan Puerto Rico 
Fleet and Industrial Supply Center Charleston SC 
Reserve Center Charlestown (Region 7) SC 
Defense D~~stribution Depot Memphis TN 



,.\pril 12 ( L,)catioil: C11iciigo 11- 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Char1e:s Melvin Price Support Center IL 
Savanna Army Depot Activity IL 
Naval Air 'Warfare Center Aircraft Division Indianapolis IN 
Resenle Center Olathe KS 
Naval Surface Warfare Center Crane Division Detachment Louisville KY 
Detroit Arsenal MI 
Naval Air lzacility Detroit MI 
Resenre Center Cadillac MI 
Selfriclge PLmy Garrision MI 
Aviatilon-Troop Command (ATCOM) MO 
Defense Contract Management Command International OH 
Defense Distribution Depot Columbus OH 
Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station OH 
Reserve Center Sheboygan M 

April 19 (Location: Dlallas: TX) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Fort C haffee AR 
Tinker Air Force Base OK 
Bergstrom Air Reserve Base TX 
Brooks Air Force Base TX 
Defense Distribution Depot Red River TX 
Electronic 'Warfare Evaluation Simulator Activity Fort Worth TX 
Kelly Air Force Base TX 
Naval .Air Station Corpus Christi TX 
Red River h n y  Depot TX 
Reese .Air Force Base TX p) 

Reserve Center Laredo TX 

April 20 (Location: Albuquerque NM) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Williarns Air Force Base AZ 
Fitzsirnons Army Medical Center CO 
Lowry Air Force Base CO 
Kirtland Air Force Base NM 
Defense Distribution Depot Ogden UT 
Dugway Proving Ground UT 
Hill ,4ir Force Base UT 

April 24 (Location: Delta Junction .AK) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Fort Greely .4K 
Naval Air Facility Adak AK 



I 

.-lpril 28-2') (I.t ,~at~r)n. San Franc~sco C.\)  
Regional hearing regarding the Sollowi~ng installations: 

Branclz U.S. Disciplinary Barracks CA 
Camp Bonneville WA 
Defense Contract Management District West El Segundo CA 
East Fort Baker CA 
Fort Hunter Liggett CA 
Marine Corps Air Station El Toro CA 
Marine Corps Air Station Tustin CA 
McClellan Air Force Base CA 
Moffert Federal Airfield Air Guard Station CA 
Naval Command Control and Ocean Surveillance Center San Diego CA 
Naval Health Research Center San Diego CA 
Naval Personnel Research & Developmet Center San Diego CA 
Naval Recruiting District San 1)iego CA 
Naval Ship Yard Long Beach CA 
Naval Training Center San Diego CA 
North Highlands Air Guard Station CA 
Onizuka Air Station CA 
Ontario International Airport Air Guard Station CA 
Reserve Center Pomona CA 
Reserve Center Santa Ana Irvin~e CA 
Reserve Center Stockton CA 
Rio Vista b y  Reserve Center CA 
Sierra ,Army Depot CA 
Supervisor of Shipbuilding Conversion and Repair Long Beach CA 
Naval Air Station Barbers Poini: HI 
Naval TJndersea Warfare Center Keyport WA 

May 4 (Location:Baltimore MD) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Naval Iiecnliting Command DC: 
Naval Security Group Command Detachment Potomac DC 
Army Bio-Medical Research Lab, Fort Detrick ,MD 
Concepts Analysis Agency h1D 
Fort Meade MD 
Fort fi tchie MD 
Investigations Control and Automation Directorate Fort Holabird MD 
Naval Medical Research Institute Bethesda MD 
Naval Surface Warfare Center C'arderock Division Detachment Annapolis MD 
Naval Surface Warfare Center Dahlgren Division Detachment White Oak iClD 
Publications Distribution Center Baltimore MD 
Recreation Center #2 NC 
Charles E. Kelly Support Center PA 
Defense Distribution Depot Letterkenny PA 
Defense Industrial Supply Center Philadelphia PA 
Fort 1ncliantou;n Gap PA 



Grcaicr P~tisburgh International .Airport Air Resene Station P.4 
N a ~ a l  Corr~mand Control and Ocean Surveillance Center Warminster P.4 
Naval Aviation Engineering Support Unit Philadelphia PA 
Naval Air Technical Services Facility Philadelphia PA 
Letterlcenn:~ Army Depot PA 
Naval Air 'Warfare Center Aircraft Div Open Water Test Facililty Oreland PA 
Naval Shipyard Norfolk Detachment Philadelphia PA 
Fort Lee VA 
Fort Pi~ckett VA 
Inform~ation Systems Software Command (ISSC) VA 
Naval Command Control and Ocean Surveillance Center In-Service Engineering 

East Coast Detachment Norfolk VA 
Naval Info~rnation Systems Management Center Arlington VA 
Naval Management Systems Support Office Chesapeake VA 
Naval Sea Systems Command Arlington VA 
Office of Naval Research Arlington VA 
Space and Naval Warfare Systems Command Arlington VA 
Valley Grove Area Maintenance Support Activity WV 

May 5 (Location: Nevv York City) 
Regional hearing regarding the following installations: 

Naval IJndersea Warfare Center Newport Division New London CT 
Hinghm Cohasset MA 
Naval Air Station South Weymouth MA 
Bayonne Military Ocean Termillal NJ 
Bellmolre Logistics Activity NJ 
Camp IGlmer NJ 
Camp Pedricktown NJ 
Caven Point Reserve Center NJ 
Fort Dix NJ 
Naval Air Warfare Center Aircrifi Division Lakehurst NJ 
Fort Hmiltton NY 
Fort Totten NY 
Griffiss Air Force Base NY 
Real-Time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor Activity Buffalo NY 
Reserve Center Staten Island NY 
Rome Laboratory NY 
Roslyn Air Guard Station NY 
Seneca Army Deport NY 
Stratford Army Engine Plant CT 
Sudbury Training Annex NY 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORM19TION: Please call the Commission to confirm dates, times, and locations 
prior to each event. Individuals needing special assistance should contact the Commission in ad\.ance of 
each event to facilitate their requirements. 



Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
Regional Hearing Locations 

March 29 - May 5,1995 
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Delta Junction, AK 

April 24 

0 '  

Guam 
March 29 

11 Regional Hearing Sites 
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SECXETARY (3F DEFENSE RECOM?:?ENDS CLOSING 33 MAJOR M!LITP.RY 
INSTALLATIONS L\ND REALIGNING 26 OTHERS TO SUPPORT SMALLER MILITARY 

Secretary of Defense IVilliam Perry recommended on February 28, 1995, that 33 major military 
bases be closed and 26 others be realigned to support a smaller, post-Cold War militaq force. In addition, 
the Secretary recommended closing, realigning. dise:stablishing. or relocating 60 activities and smaller bases 
and changing 27 pre\-iousIy approved recommendations. A list of the major bases recommended for 
closure or realignment by the Secretary is included in this issue of the Bulletin as an insert. Nine of the 
major bases recommended for closure and seven of the major bases recommended for realignment are on 
the National Priorities List (NPL). 

These base closures will be in addition to the other bases already closed or iealigned or scheduled 
to be closed or realigned under the 1988, 199 1. and 1093 rounds of closures and realignments. "These 
recommendations, though painfill. are necessary to achieve the levels of readiness and modernization we 
need within the budget mre have." said Secretary Per-i?,. "Our armed forces and our budget have been cut 
by one-third or more. but our infrastructure only about half that. Today's recommendarions will save the 
taxpayers and [DOD] some $1 S billion over the next two decades." See Table I .for tile ncr sa~,in,os and 
job related iltlauacrs o f  tizc iP9J and pl-erious l-ou~zas o f  base closures. The 1995 closures %.ill. based on 
Pentagon figures. cost less r ' n a  the 1993 closures and ivill generate more sa\.ings than the 1993 closures. 

During a hearing of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission held on h4arch 1. 
1995, to receive the Secretaq's recommendations, Secretary Perry_ also- jndicatehthat.-DOD-would need 
to close even more bases'in the funire and called for at least one additionarround of closures in 4 years. 
These additions! base clcs7;res, according to Secre*mr-y ?err:;, arc aeede:! bcczuse (1) COD wi!! cc;z:intlz 
to have excess infrastructure even after the 1995 recommendations are implemented (2) DOD needs time 
to absorb current closures: and (3) future threats might justifi additional closures or realignments of the 
force structure. 

[ ,  In addition to the March 1 hearing, the Commission held a series of hearings in Washington, DC, 
( j . , on the justifications for c10si11g the bases, funding for closure activities. and environmental problems at the 

*,. bases recommended for closure or realignment. The Commission will also be holdjng eleven regional 
hearings throughout the c o u n p  during April and May to receive testimony from the communities affected 
by the Sec re tq ' s  recommendations. A list of the regional hearings is 011 page I. 

By Jul! 1: 1995? the Commission mill complete its review of the Secretary's recommendations and 
send a final list to President Clinton for his approval. The President will have until July 15 to approve or 
disapprove the entire list. If the President rejects the list, the Comnlission ~vill revise and submit another 
list to the President by Ausust 15. If the President does not approve the rei.ised list by September 1, 1995. 
the base closure process terminates this year. If the first list or a re~ised  list is approved by the President. 

b .  
1 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATIOt\' OF ,ATTORk1E)'S LENERXL 



h l l L I T A R I '  BASE C L O S U R E  B U L L E T 1 5  -- h1.4RCti 1 QQ5 

Congress can block the closures only by passing a joint resolution. scl~.iect to \.eta. disappro\.ing the whole 
list. 

FY 96 $ Billions' 
B U C  '95 Closure Annual Civilian Sob 

Costs Savings -- Loss (000s) 

Army S 1.1 S; 0.7 S 6.8 14.5 

Air Force 1 . 1  0.4 3.1 6.1 

Agencies 0.4 0.1 - 1 . 1  2.9 

Total 3.8 1.8 18.4 34.2 

BRAC '93 

BRAC '91 

I BRAC '88 2.2 0.7 6.S 11.9 11 
* The net savings figures exclude the costs of  environmental cleanup at the bases and revenues from land sales and 

represent the savings over 70 years, discounted to their present value at .4.2 D/b. 

Table 1: The savings and job related impacts of the 1988, 199 1. 1992, and 1995 base 
closures. 

PRESIDENT CLINTON NOMINATES AND SENATE CONFIRMS ALL 
THE NOMINEES TO THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

President Clinton nominated Josue Robles. jr.. for the last open position on the Defense Closure 
and Realignment Commission on Februar). 2s. 1995. President Clircon had nominated six others to sen,e 
on the Commission earlier in Februaq.. See President Clinton honzr11are.i Six ro Serve on the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignnzent Comnzission in the Febr-ual~l Bulletin. h4r. Robles is currently senior \-ice 
president, chief financial officer, and corporate controller for USA4 Financial Services. Mr. RobIes is also 

.. a 28-year veteran of the U.S. Army. His last served a s  Commanding General of the 1st h'lechanized 
Infantry Division at Fort Riley, Kansas. 

On March 2, 1995, the U.S. Senate confirmed hh. Robles and the other nominees to the 
Commission. The commissioners were sworn in shortly after their coniirmation. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND SENATE VOTE TO RESCIND A PORTION OF 
THE FUNDING FOR CLEANUPS AT OPERATING DOD FACILITIES 

The U.S. House of Representatives, on February 22, 1995, voted to rescind $150 million of the 
funds appropriated for the 1995 fiscal year for the Defense Environmental Restoration Account (DERA). 
the account which funds environmental compliance and restoration actilities at operating bases. The U.S. 
Senate, voting on the House bill on h4arch 16. 1995. voted to rescind S>OO million from the DER4 
account. The actions in both the House and Senate were taken as part of a supplemental appropriations 
bill for the Department of Defense (DOD) to cover the costs of unl-lanned military operations during the 
1995 fiscal year, includinz the occupation of Haiti and the deployment of troops to the Persian Gulf to 
counter Iraqi troops along the border of Kuwait. A conference corr~minee has been appointed to resolve 
the differences bet\~een the House and Senate versions of the bill. 



MAJOR DOMESTIC MILITARY IhlSTALLATIONS RECOMMENDED 
FOR CLOSUR1, OR REALIGNMENT IBY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE' 

3l:lior Ijnses Rccomrncnded for Closure 
(closures \vhich \vil~resull  in 3 loss of 300 or nlorc ci\,ilian and'or milirar). jobs) 

Fort McClellan. Alabama 
Fort Chaffee. Arkansas 
Fitzsimons -4rrn:b. h4cdical Center. Color,~do 
Price Support Ct:nter. Illinois 
Savanna Army Depot Acti\.ity. Illinois" 
Fort Ritchie. Alar!flarid 
Selfridge Army Garrison. Michigan 
Ba?.ome Militar?. Ocean Terminal. Nen Jerse!. - - --- - 
Seneca Arnm~~ Dcpot. h'c1.s York" 
Fort lndiantown Gap. Pems!~l\~ania 
Red k v e r  .4rm\? Depot. Texas 
Fort Pickett, vGginia 

Naval Air Facility. Adak. ~ l a s k a "  
Naval Shipyard. Long Bsach. California 
Ship Repair Faciliry. Guam 
Naval Air \Varfare Ctsnrer. Aircraft Dilrision. Indianapolis. Indiana 
Naval Surface 14'arfa;e Center. Crane Di\.ision Deraclmlent. Louis\,ille. Keiltuck\ 
Na\-a1 Surface Ii'arfare Center. Dahlgren Di7:ision Detachmcn~. i ihite Oak. h'larj,land . . 
Na\.al ,4ir Station. Sou:h \i.vej.mouth. h~lzssa~husens 
Ka\.al Air Station. h4r:riiian. hlississi?pi . . 
N a \ d  .Air II'arfase Cr:nit.r. iiscrai? Dj\.isioc. i~i.-hlxs:. Ne\i .; c;sey,. -. . . .- Na1.z: Air \I*arl'ar-e C:%n:i.r. .A.ircrafi Di\.isior.. 12 ~rxlinsrer. f ' c ~ ~ ~ \ . I ; . ~ n i s  

North Highlands .Air ( J u a d  Station. Calii'ornia 
.- Ontario IAP__Air_Guard Station. California 

Rome iabora~ory. Rome, iu'eu- i'ork" 
Roslyn Air Guard Stai.ion. 5el.s J'ork 
Springfield-Beckley hl-4P. -4ir Guard Station. Ohio 

* Pursuant to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990. P.L. 10 1-5 10 as amended. the 
Secretap. of Defense's recommendations. including the 87 activities and smaller bases recommended for closure, 
realignment, or termination. and the justification, return on investment. and impact of each closure or realignment 
were published in the Federal Register on March 1.  1995. SEE 58 FED. REG. 1 1339-1 1607 (March 1, 3 995). 

* * Facilit!. is currently listed on the National Priorities List (NPL) of hazardous lvaste sites tarfeted 
for remediation by the U.S. E~l\~ironmental Protection Agent!. The Rome Laboratory. Rome. X e ~ v  York. is not 
listed b!- name on t l ~ e  KPL. ~ L I :  the Griffiss .4ir Force Base. u.hich the Laboraton* is a pan of. is lisred. 



Greater Pinsburgh 1 .V Air Rcserve Station. Penns!.l\.ania 
Bergstrom .4ir Rcser\re Base. Texas 
Brooks Air Force Base. l'csas 
Iieese Air Forcc Base. Texas 

Defense Logistics Agcnc!. 

Defense I l is~ributio~~ Depot. h/len~pl~is. ~ennessec" 
Defense I~istribution Depot. Ogden. ~ t a h "  

~Vaior  Base I i c a l i ~ n r n c r ~ ~  
jrealig~m~ents which \vill result in a loss of 300 or more civilian and/or military jobs) 

Fort Greel)~, Alaska 
Fort Hunter Lig;;ett. California 
Sierra Army Depot, California 
Fort Meade, Maryland 
Detroit Arsenal, Mic@,gan 
Fort Dix, New Jersey 
Fort Hanlilton, New York 
Charles E. Kelly Support Center, Pennsxlvania 
Letterkenny Army Depot, Pennsylvania 
Fort Buchanan. Puerto Rico 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah 
Fon Lee. I'irginia 

Sz\.ai .Air Station. $2). ii ' \ 'est .  Floride 
-L - .\a\-a1 ..ictivities. Guam 
!Val-ai lriir Stztion. C o r p ~ s  Chisti. Texas 
Ka\.al Lynaersea Warfare Center. Keypon. \i;zsninf;ronm' 

-4ir Force 
.. ... 

McCiellan Air Force Base. California 
Onizuka Air Station, California 
Eglin Air Force Base, Florida .. ... 
Robins .4ir Force Base. Georgia 
h4almstrom Air Force Bzse. Montana 
Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma" ... -" 

Kelly Air Force Base. Texas 
Hill Air Force Base. Utah*' I*' 

-- -- 

* * "  \'arious functions at the Air Logistics Centers at hlcClelliin .4FB. Robins AFB. Tinker .4FB. Kell!, 
AFB. and i-Iill AFB \yere recommended for consolidation to reduce t:sce:s depot maintenance capacity. 



>IILITARb' BASE CLOSURE EICLLETIN - J1:IRClI 1995 

In Septernbcr 1994. Congl-ess appropriated nc:irl!. 5 1 .S tillion to ;!me DEIt.4 accounr for thc 1995 
fiscal >.ear. The DER.-1 :iccount is used to fund t.n\rironmenral compliance and restoration acti\.ities at 
operr~ting military 1-lciliries. Prrsi~lent Clinton Iud rcquesttd about S3.7 Ilillion. all aJditiona1 5400 niillion. 
DOD. assuniin~ thc rcszisslon bill bccomrs law. espccts insufficient fil~mding \ \ . i l l  bc a\.ailnblc this >.car to 
perfornm environn~cntnl restorntio~.~ clc!i\,ities u.irh :i Io\v or mcdiunm pt-iorit?.. Furthcnimorc.. some high 
priority pro.iccts might rllso be clf'f'ccted b ~ .  a rescissior:~. Some ,acri\.ities at clo:,ing militar~. bases clrr also 
funded from the DER.-I account. tIo~ve\~cr. 3n amendment to the ~ s n a t c  \.ersion of the bill \vould prohibit 
the Secretary of Dcfense from taking Into account the rescission in obligating funds at closing military 
facilities. 

NAAG TO HOST SEMINAR (3N ENVIRONMENTAL AND PROPERTY TRANSFER ISSUES 
AT CLOSING MILITARY BASES 

The National .-Issociation of :&6orne\.s General (N.4.4G) \\.ill host a seminar. lvith the cooperation 
of the U.S. Environmental Protection .4$ency (EPA). focusing on the en\.ironmental and land transfer 
issues at closing military bascs in the Unltrd States on bl:~y 10. 1 1 .  and 12. 1995. The seminar \vill be 
Ileld in Boston. Massachusertr;. and at Fort Devens. a closing U.S. Army base located outside of Boston. 

The seminar was designed specifically for attorneys in the offices of the Attorneys General and state 
regulatory agencies. The agenda includes discussions of long-term lease issues. property transfer issues 
such as reverter clauses and public benefit and economic de\.e!opment transfers. Restoration Advisory 
Boards (also knonn as RABs). screening procedures for homeless providers. Superfund reauthorization. 
and indemnification. The hghlight of the seminar will be a tour of Fort Devens and discussions \vith rhe 
base commander. reuse mthorit\.. md EPA and Massachusetts regulatory officials. 

The seminar is opcn to  attomej.s from ihz offices of ths .~.rtorne~.s Genercli and ;rare rezuiator\. 
agencies. For re_risirn:ior, infbrx:irion. please cail Tina J l o r p i  ST 1202 J J3-SG".  The deadiinc. for 
registering for the seminar is Friday, April 31, 1995. 

REPORTS AVAILABLE FROM THE CONGilESSIONAL 3UDGET OFFICE AND 
GENERAL ACCOU,NTING OFFICE 

Cleaning Up Defense installations: Issues and Options The Congressional Budget Office (CBO). in this 
paper, describes the progress rnade by the Department of Defense (DOD) in cleaning up its facilities and 
-examines the cost and budget history of the cleanups.-The paper also discusses current issues affecting the 
implementation of remediation activities by DOD. CBO recommends, among other things. that DOD 
(1) establish priorities for cleanup. rank all contaminated sites on defense installations and forrnerly used 
defense site (FUDS). and give priority to those sites which pose the greatest risk to public health and the 
environment: (2) delay the most difficult and expensive remediation activities at sites that do not pose an 
immediate danger to public heillth and safety; and (5) employ more cost efficient technologies. CBO also 
recommends that Congress consider legislation that would allow DOD and the federal and state regulatory 
agencies to use more flexible standards or adopt less restrictive standards on a generic basis for various 
types of contaminants. 

Military Bases: Environmen1.al Impact a t  Closing Installations (GAO/NSIAD-95-70) In this report. 
the GAO reviews the (1) cleanup costs. transferability, and reuse of property by nonfederal users and 
(2) progress, difficulties. and plms to address environmental problems at closing bases. The GAO 
concludes that (1) the Department of Defense's cost estimates have historicall\. been low and continue to 
be low, (3) environmental issues have held up the reuse of some property, (3) DOD has made limited 
cleanup progress. and (4) impediments remain to quick cleanups. 

A copy of the CBO paper is available from NAAG by faxing a request, which includes your name. 
mailing address. and telephone nurriber. to Tina Morgan at (202) 134-8058. .A copy of the GAO report 
may be obtained free of charge b!. u~ i t i ng  to the G.40 at P.O. Bos 6015. Gaithersburg. h,lD 20881-6015 
or faxing a request to (301 ) 255-4066 or by calling (2021 512-6000. 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMIE:NT COMMISSION 
REGIONAL HEARING SCHEDlJLE 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Comnmis!;ion \\.ill be holding 1 1  regional 
hearings bcr\\.ec.n hlarclm 29. 1995. and hIa\. 5. 1995. The purpose of the rcgional hearings is to 
receive resti~non~. from the con~munities affected bj. the Secretarj of Defense's recommendations 
to close or realign militar!. bases. and the subject of each hearing \{ill  be the bases proposed for 
closure or realiglmment nrithin the general area of the hearing The dates and locations of the 
hcari~igs are as follows: 

March 29. 1995 Guam 

I I  htlarch 30.- 1995 Grand Forks. Nortli Dakota I 1  
I I iviarcli 3 1. i 995 Great Falls, h4onta:a I I 
I I April 3, 1995 Birmingham. Alabama I I 

April 12, 1995 

April 19, 1995 

April 20, 1995 

April 21. 1995 

.-ipiil 23-29- 1995 

Chicago, Illinois 

Dallas, Texas 

Albuquerque. New Mexico 

Delta Junction. A12.!;1;3. 

S z n  Francisco. Cai--fo'orr;i2 

I * ~ n n -  Baitimore. hiar\.iani ?\<a> -. 1 Y Y ?  

i I  

The times and specific locations of the hearings are not available yet. T'nat information 
should be al~ailabie shonl!!from the Commission and may be obtained from Howard L. "Chip" 
IYalgren. Manager, State and Local Liaison. at (703) 696-0501. Regardless of when you last 
spoke with the Commission, it is highly recommended that you confirm the date, time, and 
specific location of any ilearing no more than a day or w o  beiore i t  is scheduied. A cop! uf 
the news release listing the hear~nss and which bases on the Secretary's list of proposed closures 
and realignments will be covered by lvhich regional hearirg is available from the National 
Association of Attorneys General by telecopying a request for the release to Tina Morgan at (302) 
434-8058. Please include your name, title, organization. and facsimile number in your request. 

Printed on paper containing 50% recycled paper. 
Cop?:,.igilr 1995 h ~ .  rh? Korional as so cia riot^ o f  Arrort~q~.s Ger~eral. (Ko co,c!~v-rgh~ claimed for povertlnlenr 11.0rh.l 
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE A.ND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE: STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 
ALAN J. DIXON. CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSIONERS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCA COX 
GEN J. 6 .  DAVIS, USAF (RET) 
S. LEE KLlNG 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA. USN (RETI 
MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA t RET) 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

- - . . .  -- 

Contact: Wade Nelson 
Chuck Pizer 

John Earnhardt - 

April 11, 1995, Washington, DC -- The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission will 
hold a public hearing on April 17, 1995 starting at 8:OO AM in the Hart Senate Office Building, 
Room 21 6. 

At this hearing, the Commission will hear testimony from the General Accounting Office (GAO), 
as required by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990. The Commission is 
scheduled to receive GAO's report on the Department of Defense's recommendations on April 
15. 

The Commission will also hear testimony fiom the Department of Defense's Joint Cross Service 
Groups -- Depot Maintenance, Undergraduate Pilot Training, Medical, Labs, and Test and 
Evaluation - and fiom represexltatives of the Military Departments and the Defense Logistics 
Agency. 

The schedule is as follows: 

8:OO AM-10:OO AM 
General Accounting Office 

-Mr. Henry L. Hinton, Assistant Comptroller General, National Security and International 
Affairs, GAO. 

-Mr. David Warren, Director, Defense Management and NASA Issues, GAO. 

-Mr. Barry W. Holman, Assistant Director, Defense Management and NASA Issues, GAO. 

10:OO AM-12:OO PM 
Depot Maintenance 

-Mr. James Klugh, Deputy Under Secretary of De:fense for Logistics. 



1 :00 PM-2:00 PM 
Undergraduate Pilot Trainin.g 

--Mr. Louis C. Finch, Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Readiness. 

200  PM-3:00 PM 
Medical 

. . - -  - 

--Edward DI Martin, M.D., :Princ:ipal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health Affairs. 

3:00 PM - 4:00 PM 
Labs, Test and Evaluation 

--Mr. Philip E. Coyle, Director, Operational Test and Evaluation. 

--Mr. John A. Burt, Director, Test, Systems Engineering and Testing. 

--Dr. Craig Dorman, Deputy Director (Laboratory Management). 

Also offering testimony will1 be: 

--Brigadier General James El. Shme, Jr., Director of IManagement, Office of the Chief of Staff of 
the Army. 

--Mr. Charles Nernfakos, Vice Chairman, Navy Base Structure Evaluation Committee. 

--Major General Jay D. Blurne, Jr., Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff of the Air Force for 
Base Realignment arid Transition. 

--Ms. Marge McManamay, Chief, Defense Logistics Agency BRAC Working Group. 

## 30 ## 

Individuals needing special assistance should contact the Commission prior to the hearing. 



New York Sues to Halt Closure 1 
Of Platts burgh Air Force Base 1 
ALBANY, Dec. 6 (AP) -New York ' that 175 mllltary lrlstallat~ons worlo- 

State filed a lawsuit today seeking to wide be closed or realigned. 
overturn recommendati~ons of the , "Congress explicitly llmlted the 
base-closing commissio~? and keep powers of the commission to overturn 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base open. , .,.: the recommendations of the milltary 

The lawsuit, filed in Federal Dis- experts, and those powers were clear- 
trict Court in Albany, argues that the ly exceeded when the commission 
commission oversteppetl its powers sought to 'close Plattsburgh," Mr. 
when it recommended closlng Platts- Cuomo sald. 
burgh. Plattsburgh stands to lose about 

The state is the 3,000 mllltary and clvll~an lobs ~f the 
Issue an iniunctlon to prevent the base 1s closed as  planned In 1995 Department of Defense from carry- Grlfflss wlll lose about 4,500 lobs 
lng out the closure plans. when operations there &re shut down "This is a unifled effort to make the same year 
sure that the law is uoheld. and that 
no harm is done to the nation's de- 
fense or to the citizens who rely upon 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base for their 
live!ihoocl," Gov. Mario hl. Cuomo 
said. 

After Air Force officials proposed 
that Plattsburgh's mission be ex- 
panded, the commissio.n voted last 
June to recommend that Plattsburgh 
be closed and that operations a t  Crif- 
fiss Air Force Base in Rome be dras- 
tically ikduced. The expanded rnis- 
sion went to McGuire Air Force Base 
in New Jersey. 

3.000 Jobs at Risk 
In July, President Clinton acGepted 

the . commiss~on's --  . recommendatlons . -. 
< 3i:- 

Several states have filed similar 
lawsuits to save their military bases. 
In October, the United States Su- 1 
preme Court agreed to decide wheth- i 
e r  states and communities could chai- I 
lenge the base closings in court. The ' 
decision is expected in July 1994. i 

The New York lawsuit was filed on i 
behalf of the state by Mr. Cuomo and 
other New York officials, including 
United States Representative John 
McHugh and State Senator Ronald 
Stafford, whose - districts include 
Plattsburgh. Tnose named in the law- 
suit a r e  the commission and its seven. 
members, Secretary of Defense Les 
A ~ p i n  and Secretary of the Air Force 
Sheila Widnall. 

, 



iitt~rne)~ Client I'ri\.l lecje,i Communication 

Attorney Client Commur~ication 

To : Jim Courter, Chairman 
Matt Behrmann, Staff Director 
Commission !;taf f 

1 1  

From: Mary A. Hook, Acting General Counsel 

Re : Update on Plattsburgh: Motion for a Preliminary 
Injunction 

Date: April 18, 1594 

State of New York,>omo, McHuqh et: al. v. Defense Base Closure 
Commission et al.: Plattsburgh AFB 

On December 2, 1933, plaintiffs filed a civil action for 
declaratory judgment against the Com:nission, DOD and the Air Force 
to enjoin the Secretary of Defense from taking any action to close 
Plattsburgh AFB, Nei.: Y2rk. 

The complaint cites ncnercus causes of acticr. including; (1) -,he 
 omm mission '?j:ceeded i:: statutorlr ~c::fi~rity and (2) the Commission 
did rlot find subc%an:Lal cie\riz,$o:: 5 y . r  the e,-r--:ar-,- i r l  r-ndeyipq 

.- - its l ^ e ~ s ? : , r r , e > d ~ t i ~  ,2r. ::,35:1~5; :-_.iltz~13:::-9:? ( :he Comnissicr: 
- ... 
& - - -- L c l i e d  ~a f n l  1 n-.. , .. .----D;>>,-> x- -,-Y, - - A  - - I  - - -  -1 . e,d~rsrnen~s of a 3 0 dal'  

, . -. - . -. 
- - h C  ,-. 1 - . ; Lil t .  ,-smnissicr! ir?.properl-\- 

, , . - n '2 1- ,-. ,- - - 1 ,-aL r -?C! 1x5 sn.2:: i _r:z s r ; :~~ ,  ' 5 r c , c ~ i l - e n e n z s  for t h e  decision- -- , . ! ~ l r i n c !  . :.recess. - 

Su-:.-.::r7,- L:r;ci,zre : - .- i.;arck:, 15?9< the 3laintizfs filed 2 

rsquesc for 2 preliminar)? i n  junction motion to 
3x313 all azti~r,s (aircraft and military and 
n Ll.ilian - .>. personnel movement) by the Secretary _ * 
v: Defense in inplenenting the closure of 
21 . -LLLsburgh ~ - t  anti1 the Supreme Court's decision 
3 : -  S p e c t e r  is handed dor.:n in Jzne/July of 
159;. 
A 

A r q u n e n t s  on t h e  motion were h e l d  on the 
injunction rsquest in the 1Jorthern District of 
:;el,: Yorl: District Court on A p r i l  11, 1994. Tilt 
2u5:;e did not rule on the motion, rather. he 
., . . . , . P $  c 1- \ 2 p . l t j z ~  T,o z t t ~ - - : : c  t ~ :  sr-ive at 31; 

,' ,-. . ... - ,-- . . A  . . . . .  L .  

. . .  - -  
, :-. . . : . ; 3~ -1~  ~ 2 ,  l'!'.;, ~ h e  parties 2~;?-3Ci i t- L r g  ; , . :~ i t~:  

, - . , 
I -  : the - r zrce  :.:G:I? i 

, - < -  n - . ,?, ,-, -3 
. . 

- . 1 - * -  . - ,; .-:.,-,-, L A , - -  I 
, . 2 < .. . -, .. - -. . - .- - .<- - -. . .- , - . -  ::!E;\.L :-.I,: 



A t t o i - ) l e y  Client Privileged Communic.!? i (,n 

aircraft and 1 ,  

st] pulation resll i 
lose their jobs i ) ~ >  
If the Air F o r ~ c  
betxeen now and 
plaintiffs with 10 

:;ilitary pel-sonnel. 
is that no civilians 

"ding the Specter deci 
needs to alter the 
June, it will pr 

days notice. 

The 
wi 11 

sion. 
plan 

,ovide 

L* The motion for summary judgment and the 
government's motion to dismiss will be stayed 
until June 1994. 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COEQ4ISSION 

MEDIA RELEASE 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
May 24, 1 9 9 4  

Contact: Tom Houston 
( 7 0 3 )  6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

C0UqTE:R APPLAUDS SUPREME COURT DECISION 

Jim CourLq, Chairman of the independent Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment commission, today hailed the Supreme Court's 
unanimous rejection of all legal challenges to the military base 
closure process. 

The high court's decision closed the door on a claim that the 
Commissionls recommendation to close the ~hiladelphia Naval 
shipyard did not comply with the requirements set forth in the Base 
Closure Act. The claim was upheld last year by the united States 
Third Circuit Court of Appeals. but Monday's Supreme Court action 
reversed the lower court.'s ruling and effectively ruled out future 
challenges. 

"We consider this a broad rejection of the court's ability to 
review the Secretary's, the  omm mission's, or the president's 
actions in the base closure process," Courter said. "We are very 
hopeful that this decision will bring an end to litigation that 
attempts to invalidate the process. We a r e  relieved and a r e  
anxious to Burn our f r l l  atzention r o  :he inpcrzant task of clcsing 
unnecesszry nilitary .mses. 

11 m i  .= - , . . - -- - - .-. - .  -.&- - ISC:S_CI: ii;__- -,,nq E ,cn~-eve~zec ser-se sr zlnz-~zy rc 
. - - - .  

e process cr.zz k-zs ?-- - - -  -Art  L=5 r o r  znar very ? c r ~ o s e .  H:Z~CCZ ckzf 
?rcvisior fcr finzlLzy, T ~ E  e n r i r e  base closxre Frocess zs know 
it wscle 5e muarcec and rhe :remenesus savings zssociated with 
bese closures would be unnecessarily delayed or never rezlized a= 
a l l . "  

Under Courterrs leadersnip, the commission since 1991 has 
recommended the closure of 164 U.S. military installations and the 
realignment of 93 others. These actions, according to comxiiission 
estimates, will result in net Fiscal Year 1992-99 savings of $ 5 . 2  
billion and recurring savi:2gs of $3 .6  billion each year thereafter . 

Under a different bc.t similzr law, the commission in 1988 
marked 86 additional bases for closure and 59 f c r  realignment with 
an estimated savings of $693 .6  million annually. 

### 



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 
ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSIONERS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCA COX 
GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF I RET) 
S. LEE KLING 
RADM SENJAMIN F. MONTOYA. USN (RET) 
MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR.. USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

FOR fMMEDUTE RELEASE 
Contact: Wade Nelson 

Chuck Pizer 
John Earnhardt 

Washington, DC -- May 3, 1995: The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission will 
hold a public hearing at 9:30 Ah4 on May 10, 1995 in the Hart Senate Office Building, Room 216 
to consider adding domestic; rniIjtary bases to the Secretary of Defense's list of installations to be 
closed or realigned. 

A majority vote of commissioners present is required to add a new base to the list for 
closure or realignment, or to increase the scope of a realignment already recommended by the 
Secretary of Defense. 

The format for the hearing will be as follows: DBCRC s t a d  appear as witnesses, 
under oath, to brief cornrnis;sioners regarding bases that have been analyzed since March 1, 1995 
for possible addition to the list. 

The Air Force briefing will be first, followed by the Navy, Army, and Defense Logistics 
Agency. 

When the tist of additions is complete, the Commission will develop a schedule of base 
visits and regional hearings aimed at gathering more data on the added installations. Those 
hearings and visits wiII be completed by June 9. 

On June 12 and 13, the Commission will conduct hearings in Washington, D. C., at which 
members of Congress will testfi regarding proposed closures and realignments. 

The fdl Commission is tentatively scheduled to begin its final voting on June 22, in 
Washington, D.C. 

Individuals needing special assistance should contact the Commission prior to the hearing 
date. 
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NO. 95-D 30 / DECISION BRIEF 8 May 1995 
I For immediate Release 

THE 
CENTER MISCHIEF IN MOSCOW, CRISIS IN WASHINGTON: 

FOR WILL CLINTON DEFY CONGRESS ON MISSILE DEFENSE? 
SECURITY 

POLICY Of all the mistakes President Clinton appears poised to make in his summit with 
I President Yeltsin -.- including legitimating Ye1 tsin' s S talinesque genocide in Chechnya, his 

nuclear proliferation to Iran &dhis ~ ~ ~ c l - w r e c k i n ~  operation -- one is in a class by 
itself: Mr. Clinton's efforts to impede, if r~ot preclude, effective anti-missile defenses 
threatens not only to jeopardize U.S. national security interests; it could also produce a 
constitutional crisis. 

Summit Shenanigan 

This singularly portentous problem arises from communique language the Clinton 
Administration has developed with the Russians. The plan is for the two presidents to 
pronounce the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty the "cornerstone" of U.S.- 
Russian relations and strategic stability. 

The Administration hopes with this statement to lock-in the United States' 
commitment to an agreement that effectively bans missile defenses for the American 
people, notwithstariding the facts that it was forged with a country (the Soviet Union) that 
no longer exists and it was drafted in a strategic environment that no longer pertains 
(namely, one in which essentially only the Soviets' nuclear weapons and ballistic missiles 
posed a threat to the U.S. and its troops and allies overseas). Despite these dramatic 
changes, the United States remains without deployed, effective anti-missile defenses. 
And, if the Clinton team has its way, this will remain the case indefinitely. 

Worse yet, the summiteers are expected to embrace written commitments that 
would have the effect of dramatically expanding the ABM Treaty's scope. By agreeing 
not to deploy "regional defenses" against each other's ballistic missiles and to assure 
"non-circumvention" of' the treaty, Mr. Clinton would give the Kremlin important rights. 
Three key leaders of the House of Representatives -- Appropriations Committee 
Chairman Robert Livingston, .National Security Committee Chairman Floyd Spence and 
Appropriations Defense Subcommittee Chairman Bill Young -- wrote the President the 
attached letter last Thursday. It warns that: 

" m e s e  limitations] suggest unacceptable geographical limitations on U. S. theater 
missile defenses (TMD) and could open the door for Russia to oppose any U.S. 
TMD deployments. In addition, the reported 'non-circumvention' language could 
cause Russia to challenge our international cooperative theater defense programs." 

The legislators went on to note their continuing opposition to the Clinton 
Administration's efforts to negotiate the "multilateralization" of the ABM Treaty. That 
initiative would open the Treaty to additional signatories, a step calculated to make it 
more difficult to change its terms in the future. They also reiterated their opposition to 
the current U.S. negotiating position which would "place velocity limits on TMD 
interceptors.. .[and] ham~string our ability to provide the most capable missile defenses to 
our forward-deployed forces. " Messrs. Livingston, Spence and Young concluded by 
observing: 

- more - 
1250 24th 5 treet, N.W., Suite 350, Washin!;ton, D.C. 20037 (202) 466-0515 FAX (202) 466-0518 
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"...President Yeltsin must be made to realize that we are ready to act cooperatively 
[with Russia] if we can, but unilaterally if we must when it comes to missile defenses. 
The importance of this iss.ue to U.S. security is simply too great to extend Russia or any 
other nation a veto." 

The Constitutional Question 

Such a warning to the President of the United States from senior members of the 
House of Representatives who control the government's purse-strings cannot prudently be 
ignored. It would be more thim foolish, however, for the Administration to ignore a letter, 
also attached, which was :sent on May 2nd by fifty members of the U.S. Senate -- including 
Majority Leader Robert Dole ;md virtually every other member of the Republican leadership. 
This letter served formal notice on Mr. Clinton: 

"We are deeply troublled by indications that you intend to proceed, in the face of clearly 
stated congressional oppo!;ition, to make commitments in Moscow that would impede 
U.S. efforts to provitfe American troops with effective protection against missile attack. 
We find particularly itrouhling press reports describing the draft communique language 
being developed for that meeting .... We want you and the Russians to be fully aware of 
our determination to prevent the creation of new impediments to missile defenses." 

The fifty signatories to this letter represent more than enough to defeat any new 
missile defense treaty or ABM amendment that President Clinton might submit for 
Senate advice and conselat, as required by the 1J.S. Constitution. Therefore, the 
Administration seems to b~elieve that it can do as it did with the notorious North Korean 
"agreed framework" -- namely, ignore altogether the Senate's role in treaty-making. Senator 
Dole and his colleagues must not allow an Admin:~stration bent on "dumbing-down," if not 
altogether precluding, US. mksile defense capabilities to dumb-down the Constitution in the 
process. 

The Bottom Line 

It is noteworthy that in addition to Senator Dole, two other Senate Republicans -- Phil 
Gramm, Dick Lugar and Arlen Specter -- who share Mr. Dole's desire to bring an early end 
to the Clinton presidency, are among those who signed the May 2nd letter. If Mr. Clinton 
will not be deterred frona making a serious mistake on missile defenses at the summit by 
virtue of either the strategic dangers or the potential constitutional crisis it may 
precipitate, perhaps the political risks associated with leaving the United States exposed 
to missile attack will do the trick. 

After all, the President has been at pains in the wake of the Oklahoma City bombing 
to promise the populace that he would take every step to protect it. Does he really mean that 
he will do so unless the attacker uses a ballistic missile, in which case the public is on its 
own? If so, Mr. Clinton will be roughly as vulnerable politically as he would leave the 
American people. 



4 May 1995 

The Honorable William J. Clinton 
President 
The White Hcuse 
Washingcon, D.C. 2 0 5 0 0 "  

Dear *. President:: 

As you prepare for your upcoming t r i p  to Moscow, w e  w i s h  to 
register om conce:,n over the A&nin.istrarion'a latest attempt to 
resolve the issue of theater missile defenses and the A!W E e a t y  
and our strong ap~~osition to any ag'teerneat that restricc,~ the 
ability to defend our tzoope abroad from ballistic missile 
attack. ad 

Reports of &aft csarm~~?ique lan~uage describing the ABM 
Treaty as t!.!.e "cornerstone" of the 1f.S.-Russian arms control 
r e l a t ionsh ip  onco, again i l l u s t = t e  t h e  difficulty the 
A d d z i s t r a t i o n  is hav.ing i n  caning t o  terns with poet-Cold War 
realities. aseemtnt  t o  ban deployment of nrcgional defenses 
against che other 's  ballistic missilesn suggests unacce~table 
gecgraphical limitarions on U.S. TKl deployments and could open 
the door for Russia to oppose U . 9 .  TMD deployments. In 
addition, the r e~or t e t i  unon-circumventionu language could cause 
Russia to challecge our international cooperative theater defense 
programs. 

Moreover, the Administration's negotiating position 
continues to sup~o:rt t h e  multilateralization of the  TYeaty, which 
would rnake futxre ;ameridsnents more d i f f i ec r l t  . It also continues 
to placz velocity :Lini.ta on 'MI intercestors, which would 
hamstring our ability to provide t h e  m o s t  c a p a l e  missile 
defenses to our  fairward Zeployed forces .  Weeencourage you to 
i n fo rn  President I t c l t s in  that the United States is o g ~ o s e d  to 
such limits. 

The focus of any negotiations with the Ruaaians should be on 
finding ways to move fornard cooperatively, not t o  limit 13.5. 
capabilities. We encourage you to seek Rusaia'e aveezient to 
resume tbe discussions thac began in 1992 on a "global protection 
system,~i.lcludi~g eaarly warning da ta  r ,  and related issues 
of mutual benefit. Xowever, Presidenc Yeltsin must be.mde to 
realize t h a t  w e  are  ready to act cooperarively if w e  can, bu t  
unilaterally if w a  must wher it cmer  t o  missile defenses. The 
importance of this issue to U . S .  securicy 16 simply rco @cat t o  
extad Russia or any other nation a veto. 

Sincerely, 

a*%- F l o e  D. S nca 



O U D  W L C  . KnNSAS 

The President 
May 2 ,  1995 

The White House 
Washington 

Dear Mr. President: 

We are writing in advance of your summit meeting in Moscow 
to reiterate our strenuous objections to any action which would 
politically strengthen the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ARM) 
Treaty, expand its scope, increase the number of signatories, or 
otherwise add impediments to the development and deployment of 
effective U.S. theater missile defenses. On four eeparate 
occaeione -- January 17, February 6, March 8, and April 6 -- 
Senate Republicans have written to you on this critical issue, 
indicating our opposition to such efforts and underscoring our 
position that any such treaty changes would be subject to the 
advice and consent of the Senate. Unfortunately, there are 
indications that your administration has not been dissuaded from 
pursuing a course which would place ffierious new conetraints on 
our ability to pursue effective missile defenses. 

The threat posed by the proliferation of ballistic missile 
technology and weapons of mass destruction grows daily. We had a 
close look at this threat during the Gulf War. The next time a 
conflict arises, our- troops and our allies could face a greater 
threat, as terrorist: regimes like Iran, bent on acquiring missile 
technology, nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction 
move closer to that goal. The Russiansr intent to follow through 
with a reactor deal that would add to Iran's nuclear know-how 
only makes the situaltion more urgent. 

As such, we are deeply troubled by indications that you 
intend to proceed, in face of clearly stated Congressional 
opposition, to make commitments in Moscow that would impede U.S. 
efforts to provide American troops overseas and allies with 
effective protection ageinst missile attack. We find 
particularly troubling press reports describing the draft 
communique language being developed for that meeting. 
Furthermore, we note t h a t  in January  1992, Russian President 
Boris Yeltsin proposed not only deeper offensive force 
reductions, but collaboration with the United States on a joint 
"Global protection System" of anti-missile defenses. This would 
be a much more appropriate and constructive avenue for your 
discussions with President Yeltsin. 

Failing to get Russia to back down on its nuclear reactor 
deal with Iran, while simultaneously acting to severely limit our 
ability to protect U.S. forces, allies, and American citizens 
would be inexcusable. Should this be the outcome, we want you 
and the ~ussians to be fully aware of our determination to 
prevent the creation of new impediments to missile defenses. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Dole 
Spencer Abraham 
John Ashcroft 
Robert Fo-r Bermea 
Christopher S. Bond 
Hank Brown 
C o m d  &nu 
Ben Nighthorse Campbell 
Daniel R.  Coau 
n . A  I--I.-- 

William S. Cohen 
Paul Coverdell 
L a y  E. Craig 
Alfonse D'Anuto 
Mike DeW~ne 
Pelt V. Domcnici 
D.  M. 'Luch' Faircloth 
Bill Friat 
Slrde Gotton 
m;1 G-nrr. 

Rodney Gmms 
Charles Grassley 
Judd Allan Gregg 
Onin Hatch 
Jesse Helm 
b y  Bailey Hutchison 
James M. Inhofe 
Dirk Kempthorne 
Jon L. Kyl 
T-nt 1 nn 

Richard Lugar 
Connie Mack 
John McCain 
Milch McConnell 
Frank Murkowski 
Don Nickler 
Bob Pachvood 
Lr ry  Prcrsler 
Wdtiam W. Roth 
P i r C  C."t,,",rn 

Richard Shelby 
Alan K. Simpaon 
Robert Smith 
Olympia J. Soowe 
Arlen Spccltr 
Ted Sltvenr 
Craig Thonus 
Fred Thompaon 
Strom Thurmond 
lnhn W W.-r 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
t 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Wade Nelson 
Chuck Pizer 

John Eamhardt 

MINOT AFB, NORTH DAKOTA ADDED TO LIST FOR REALIGNMENT 

Washington, DC, March 7 -- The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission formally 
added Mnot AFB, North Dakota to the list of militay bases being considered for realignment. 

The commission voted 7-0 to add Minot AFB to the list for consideration to ctanfL its 
status and officially noti@ interested parties. 

Minot AFE3 did not appear separately on the list released by the Secretary of Defense on 
February 28. Instead, it was mentioned as a recommendation to replace Grand Forks, AFB, 
North Dakota on the realignment list should the Secretary of Defense determine that Grand Forks 
ballistic missile defense (BMD) options (32 1 st Missile Group) need to be retained because of ... 
treaty considerations. 

The Air Force's recommendation is that if the Secretary of Defense makes this 
determination then realignment at Grand Forks AFB would effectively be precluded and, 'Mnot 
AFB, North Dakota, will be realigned and the 91st Missile Group will inactivate." 3 

The commissioners added Minot to the redignment list to cIarifjr its status. 



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSlON 
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ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN 
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CORRECTED VERSION AS OF 8:00 PM EST 
Contact: Wade Nelson 

Chuck Pizer 
John Earnhardt 

COMMISSION ADDS 31 NEW BASES TO CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT LIST 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 10, 1995 - The Defense 'Base Closure and Realignment Commission today 
voted to add 3 1 military installations to the list of bases it is rwiewing for realignment or closure. 

In a hearing in Washington, D..C., the eight-member commission also voted to evaluate for greater 
realignment or complete closure 4 bases that were recommended only for realignment by the Secretary &Defense 
when he submitted his list to the Commission February 28. 

"Just because a base was added to the list today doesn't mean it will close or be realigned," said former 
U.S. Senator Alan J. Dixon, the commission chairman. "It means the commission believes a fuIler evaluation of 
the base is a reasonable thing to undertake at this time. 

"We do not make additions to the list lightly, but it is the responsiiility of the commission to submit to the 
President by July 1 the best possible closure and realignment list," Dixon said 

The commission's actions today atTected bases in two overall categories: those that were not on tbe 
kcmay's February list and those that wen. 

Those that were not on the list were added today "for realignment or closwe." Those that were on the list 
were added "for further realignment or closure." "Further realignment" means an action that will result in greater 
job loss at the installation than contemplated by the Secretary's list 

Between now and June 11, the commissioners will visit bases added to the list today and conduct regional 
hearings at which the atTkcted communities will be able to testiQ regarding the base. Members of Congress will 
testify before the commission June 12-13 in Washington, D.C. and a date will be set for Defense Department 
officials to test@ r e m g  the added bases. 

The commission will begin its final deliberations June ;!2 in Washington 
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Here is the list of bases added to the list today: 

BASES NEWLY ADDED FOR WEALIGNMENT OR CLOSURE - 31 

AIR FORCE (13) 

Chicago O'Hare IAP Air Reserve Station 
Minneapolis-St. Paul IAP Air Reserve Station 
Columbus Air Force Base 
Niagara Falls IAP Air Reserve Station 
Youngstown-Warren MAP Air Reserve Station 
Vance Air Force Base 
Carswell Air Reserve Station 
Laughlin Air Force Base 
General Mitchell Air Reserve Station 
McClellan Air Force Base 
Robins Air Force Base 
Tinker Air Force Base 
Kelly Air Force Base 

Chicago, ILLINOIS 
Minneapolis, MINNESOTA 
Columbus, MISSISSIPPI 
Niagara Falls, NEW YORK 
Youngstown, OHIO 
Enid, OKLAHOMA 
Fort Worth, TEXAS 
Del Rio, TEXAS 
Milwaukee, WISCONSIN 
Sacramento, CALIFORNIA 
Warner-Robins, GEORGIA 
0kl.ahoma City, OKLAHOMA 
San Antonio. TEXAS 

Space and Strategic Defense Command (Leased Facilities) Hurrtsville, ALABAMA 
Oakland Army Base Oak~land, CALIFORNIA 
Fort Holabird Baltimore, MARYLAND 
Tobyhanna Army Depot Wilkes-Barre, PENNSYLVANIA 

Engineering Field Activity, West 
Fleet and Industrial Supply Center 
Naval Air Station Point Mugu 
Naval Warfare Assessment Division 
Supervisor of Shipbuilding, Conversion, and Repair 
Naval Air Station 
Public Works Center 
Portsmouth Naval Ship Yard 

San Bruno, CALIFORNIA 
Oakland, CALIFORNIA 
Oxnard, CALIFORNIA 
Corona, CALIFORNIA 
San Francisco, CALIFORNIA 
Atlanta, GEORGIA 
GUAM 
Kittery, MAINE 

more 
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DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY (6) 

Defense Distribution Depot McClellan Sacrrimento, CALIFORMA 
Defense Distribution Depot Warner-Robins Warner-Robins, GEORGIA 
Defense Distribution Depot Okla. City Oklahoma City, OKLAHOMA 
Defense Distribution Depot Tobyhanna Wilkes-Barre, PENNSnVANIA 
Defense Distribution Depot San Antonio San Antonio, TEXAS 
Defense Distribution Depot Hill Ogden, UTAH 

Y OF DEFENSE'S CLOSURE AND REWGNMENT LIST 

OED TODAY BY C O m S S I O N  FQR F ' U R T u h L d C N M E N T  OR CLOSURE - 4 

AIR FORCE (3) 

Homestead Air Reserve Station 
Grand Forks Air Force Base 
Hill Air Force Base 

Letterkemy Army Depot 

Florida City, FLORIDA 
Grand Forks, NORTH DAKOTA 
Ogden, Utah 

Letterkenny, PENNSYL,VANIA 

# # # 
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LENGTH: 773 words 

HEADLINE: Major Commands; 
Air Combat Command 

HIGHLIGHT: 
A major command is a subdivision of the Air Force assigned a major part of the 
Air Force mission and directly subordinate to Hq. USAF. In general, there are 
two types of major commands: operational and support. 

BODY : 

Headquarters Langley AFB, Va. 
Established June 1, 1992 
Commander Gen. John Michael Loh 

MISSIONS 
Operate USAF bombers 
Operate USAF1s CONUS-based, combat-coded fighter and attack aircraft 
Organize, train, equip, and maintain combat-ready forces 
Provide nuclear-capable forces for US Strategic Command 

COROLLARY MISSIONS 
Monitor and intercept illegal drug traffic 
Test new combat equipment 

OTHER RESPONSIBILITIES 
Supply aircraft to the five geographic unified commands: Atlantic, European, 
Pacific, Southern, and Central Commands 
Provide air defense forces to :North American Aerospace Defense Command 
Operate certain air mobility forces in support of US Transportation Command 
Equipment 
(Primary Aircraft Authorized) 
Bombers (B-lB, B-2, B-52 12 1. 
Fighters (F-15A/C, F-16) 324. 
Attack aircraft (A/OA-10, F-15:E, 
F-111, F-117) 2 3 1. 
EC/EW aircraft (F-4G, EF-111) 4 8, 
Aerial refuelers (KC-10, KC-135) 12 
Combat delivery (C-130, C-27) 135, 
Other aircraft (all types) 175 

FORCE STRUCTURE 
Four numbered air forces: 1st (ANG), Tyndall AFB, Fla.; 8th, ~arksdale AFB, La.; 
9th, Shaw AFB, S.C.; 12th, 'Davis-Monthan AFB, Ariz. 

Two direct reporting units: USAF Air Warfare Center, USAF Weapons and Tactics 
Center 
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Twenty-nine wings 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 112,166 
Officers 1.5, 918 
Enlisted 916,248 
Reserve component 107,521 

ANG 81,192 
AFRES 26,329 
Civilian 16,412 
Total 236,099 
OPERATIONAL ACTIVITY 
Flying hours 45,000 per month 

Major overseas deployments 
Bright Star (Central Comman.d), Central Enterprise, Crested Cap (European 
Command), Cobra Gold (Pacific Command), Northern Viking, Strong Resolve 
(Atlantic Command) 

Major CONUS JCS exercises 
JTFEX (USACOM) 
Roving Sands (USACOM) 

Major training exercises 
Air Warrior, Nellis AFB, Nev. 
Air Warrior 11, Barksdale A.FB, La., and Little Rock AFB, Ark. 
Blue Flag, Hurlburt Field, Fla. 
Coalition flag, Nellis AFB, Nev. 
Green Flag, Nellis AFB, Nev. 
Maple Flag, CFB Cold Lake, Canada 
Red Flag, Nellis AFB, Nev. 
UNIT BASE 
1st Figher Langley AFB, Va. 
Wing 

2d Bomb 
Wing 
4th Wing 
5th Bomb 
Wing 
6th Air 
Base Wing 
7th Wing 
9th 
Reconnaissance 
Wing 
20th Fighter 
Wing 
23d Wing 
24th Wing 
27th Fighter 
Wing 
28th Bomb 
Wing 
33d Fighter 

Barksdale AFB, La. 

Seymour Johnson AFB, N.C. 
Minot AFB, N.D. 

MacDill AFB, Fla. 

Dyess AFB, Tex. 
Beale AFB, Calif. 

Shaw AFB, S . C . 
Pope AFB, N. C. 
Howard AFB, Panama 
Cannon AFB, N.IY. 

Ellsworth AFB, S.D. 

Eglin AFB, Fla. 

WEAPONS 
C-21A, F-15C/D, UH-1N 

(also HH-60, HC-l30N/p at 
Patrick AFB, Fla. ) 

B-52H, T-38 
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Wing 
49th Fighter 
Wing 
55th Wing 

57th Wing 

65th Air Base 
Wing 
85th Wing 

93d Bomb 
Wing 
99th Wing 
314th Airlift 
Wing 
347th Wing 
355th Wing 
366th Wing 

388th Fighter 
Wing 
410th Bomb 
Wing 
416th Bomb 
Wing 
509th Bomb 
Wing 
552d Air 
Control Wing 
79th Test & 
Evaluation 
Group 

Holloman AF'B, N.M. F-117A, F-4E, T-38, HH-60 

Offutt AFB, Neb. 

Nellis AFB, Nev. 

Lejes Field., the Azores 
(support 
NAS Kef lavik, Iceland (becomes 
85th Group July 1, 1995) 
Castle AFB, Calif. 
(base closes Sept. 30, 1995) 
Ellsworth A,FB, S .D. 
Little Rock. AFB, Ark. 

Moody AFB, Ga. 
Davis-Month.an AFB, Ariz. 
Mountain Home AFB, Idaho 

Hill AFB, Utah 

K. I. Sawyer AFB, Mich. 
(base closes Sept. 30, 1995) 
Griffiss AFB, N.Y. 
(base closes Sept. 30, 1995) 
Whiteman AFB, Mo. 

Tinker AFB, Okla. 
EC-135K, T-37 
Eglin AFB, Fla 
F-111F, EF-111A 

F-16, C-130E, A-10 
A-10, EC-130E/H 
F-~~C/D/E, F-16, 

T-37, KC-135R 
(also B-1B at 

Ellsworth AFB, S .D. ) 
F-16 

COMMAND NOTES 

Air Combat Command, with headquarters at Langley AFB, Va., acts as the 
primary provider of combat air forces and is the proponent for fighter, bomber, 
reconnaissance, combat delivery, battle-management, and rescue aircraft and 
command, control, communications, and intell.igence systems. 

As a force provider, ACC organizes, trains, equips, and maintains 
combat-ready forces for rapid deployment and employment while ensuring that 
strategic air defense forces are ready to meet the challenges of peacetime air 
sovereignty and wartime air defense. 

GRAPHIC: Staff Photo, With headquarters at Langley AFB, Va., Air Combat Command 
operates the Air Force's bombers, fighters, and attack aircraft. The C-130, 
A-10, and F-16 aircraft equip one of the Air Force's newest units, the 347th 
Wing at Moody AFB, Ga. This composite wing i.s one of twenty-nine wings in ACC. 
by Guy Aceto; Diagram 1, AIR COMBAT COMMAND * HEADQUARTERS, LANGLEY AFB, VA.; 
Diagram 2, 1st AIR FORCE (ANG) * HEADQUARTEFLS, TYNDALL AFB, FLA. ; Photo, In 
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1994, ACC took part in sixty-seven overseas deployments. ACC personnel, such as 
these maintainers checking information on an F-15, handle tremendous 
responsibilities in helping th.e Air Force's largest operational command 
organize, train equip, and maintain the combat-ready forces. by Randy Jolly; 
Diagram 3, 8th AIR FORCE (ACC) * HEADQUARTERS, BARKSDALE AFB, LA.; Diagram 4, 
9th AIR FORCE (ACC) * HEADC!UAR.TERS, SHAW AFB, S . C . ; Diagram 5, 12 th AIR FORCE 
(ACC) * HEADQUARTERS, DAVIS-MONTHAN AFB, ARIZ. 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 

LOAD-DATE-MDC: May 10, 1995 
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HEADLINE: Field Operating Agenlzies 

HIGHLIGHT: 
A field operating agency (FOA) is a subdivi~iion of the Air Force that carries 
out field activities under the operational control of an Hq. USAF functional 
manager. Though the FOAs have the same administrative and organizational 
responsibilities as the major commands, their missions remain separate from 
those of the major commands. 

BODY: 

Air Force Audit Agency 
Headquarters Washington, D.C. 
Established July 1, 1948 
Director Jackie R, Crawford 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide internal audit evaluations for all levels of Air Force 
management 
Produce audit reports that evaluate the efficiency, effective- 
ness, and economy of Air Force programs and activities 
STRUCTURE 
Acquisition and Logistics Audit Directorate, Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio 
Financial and Support Audit Directorate, March AFB, Calif. 
Field Activities Directorate, 'Nashington, D.C. 
Four regional offices 
Fifty-four field offices 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 6 
Officers 3 
Enlisted 3 
Reserve component 0 
Civilians 916 
Total 922 
NOTE 
The director of AFAA is the Auditor General of the Air Force. 
Air Force Base Conversion Agenlzy 
Headquarters Arlington, Va. 
Established November 15, 1991 
Director Alan K. Olsen 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide integrated execution management for Air Force bases 
in the US as they are closed under the Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1988 and thlz Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 
STRUCTURE 
Office of the Director 
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Base operating locations 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 2 
Officers 2 
Enlisted 0 
Reserve component 0 
Civilians 340 
Total (authorized) 342 
Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence 
Headquarters Brooks AFB, Tex. 
Established July 23, 1991 
Commander Col. Thomas W. Gorges 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide Air Force commanders wortdwide with services in 
environmental remediation, compliance, planning, and pollution 
prevention, including independent testing and application of 
environmental restoration a.nd pollution prevention technologies 
STRUCTURE 
Air Force Design Group 
Construction Management Directorate 
Environmental Restoration Directorate 
Environmental Conservation and Planning Dire:ctorate 
Pollution Prevention Directorate 
Three regional compliance offices 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 55 
Officers 53 
Enlisted 2 
Reserve component 40 
ANG 0 
AFRES 40 
Civilians 358 
Total 453 
Air Force Civil Engineer Su:ppo:rt Agency 
Headquarters Tyndall AFB, Fla. 
Established August 1, 1991 
Commander Col. Paul W. Hains I11 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide tools, practices, and professional support to maximize 
Air Force civil engineer capabilities in base and contingency 
operations 
STRUCTURE 
Contingency Support Directorate 
Technical Support Directorate 
Operations Support Directorate 
CMI Enqineer Maintenance, Inspection, and Repair Team 
~ i e l d - ~ u ~ ~ o r t  
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
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Air Force Civilian Personnel 
Management Center 
Headquarters Randolph AFB, Tex. 
Established January 1, 1986 
Director John R. Graham 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Manage, operate, and support Air Force civilian career man- 
agement programs and systems 
STRUCTURE 
Career Management Division 
Integrated Systems Management :Division 
Operations Support Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Force Command, Control, 
Communications, and Computer Agency 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 
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Scott AFB, 111. 
May 28, 1993 

Col. (Brig. Gen. 
selectee) Harry D. 

Raduege , Jr . 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Support the Air Force deputy chief of staff for Command, 
Control, Communications, and C'3mputers (Cc4 :.) 
Develop and validate Cc4> architectures, technical standards, 
requirements, policies, procedures, and solutions 
Ensure integration and interoperability among Air Force C<4> 
systems 
Ensure that policies, procedures, and app1ic:ations take full 
advantage of Cc4> capabilities to meet future information require- 
ments 
Serve as the technical arm and extension of Hq. USAF/Deputy 
Chief of Staff, Cc4> 
STRUCTURE 
Four headquarters functional areas: Plans and Analysis, Sys- 
tems and Procedures, Interoperability and Technology, and 
Resources 
Cc4> Technology Validation Office, Barksdale AFB, La. 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
NOTE 
Air Force Communications Command became the Air Force C<4> 
Agency May 28, 1993. 
Air Force Cost Analysis Agency 
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Headquarters Arlington, Va. 
Established August 1, 1992 
Commander Col. Gordon D. Kage I1 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Conduct Component Cost Analyses (CCAs) for rr~a j or weapon 
system acquisition programs and automated in.formation sys- 
tems as required by public law and DoD directives 
Develop independent estimates :£or the Secretary of Defense, 
the Secretary of the Air Force, the Air Force Acquisition Execu- 
tive, Program Executive Office:rs, and other senior executives 
Perform cost research on emerging technologies, software, 
operating costs, and subsystems to support ClCAs 
STRUCTURE 
Aircraft Programs Division 
Command, Control, Communicatioins Programs Division 
Management Information Systems Programs Division 
Program Control/Research Di.vis:ion 
Small Missiles and Munitions Programs Division 
Space Systems and Boosters Programs Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 3 0 
Officers 30 
Enlisted 0 
Reserve component 0 
Civilians 23 
Total 53 
Air Force Doctrine Center 
Headquarters Langley AFB, Va. 
Established July 21, 1993 
Commander Col. Robert D. Coffman 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Develop and publish basic and operational-level doctrine for 
the Air Force 
Provide Air Force input into joint and multinational doctrine 
development 
Ensure that Air Force doctrine is consistent with policy and 
joint doctrine 
Serve as the Coordinating Review Authority for joint doctrine 
and for joint tactics, techniques, and procedures for which the 
Air Force is not the lead agent: 
Prepare and present coordinated Air Force comments on joint 
doctrine, tactics, techniques, and procedures and their devel- 
opment 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Force Flight Standards Agency 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 

Andrews AFB, Md. 
October 1, 1991 
Col. Dennis W. 

Traynor I11 
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Develop, standardize, evaluate, and certify Air Force policy, 
procedures, and equipment for global flight operations and 
centrally manage the Air Force Air Traffic Clontrol and Landing 
Sys tems (ATCALS ) 
Perform worldwide flight inspection of airfields, navigation 
systems, and instrument approalzhes during combat, contin- 
gencies, and Joint Staff exercises 
Represent the Secretary of the Air Force ancl Hq. USAF in 
Federal Aviation Administratio:n (FAA) airspa.ce management 
and air traffic control issues 
Represent the Department of Defense on issues of interna- 
tional airspace and air traffic control 
Provide flight standards and aeronautical services to develop 
USAF instrument requirements and training 
Certify procedures and directives for curren.t and emerging 
cockpit display technologies and new navigation systems 
Provide the Air Force with air traffic control and airfield proce- 
dures, functional management, operational evaluation of air 
traffic control systems, and airspace management procedures 
Lead ATCALS planning and programming, sustainment, and 
coordination with FAA and military services 
Maintain the USAF ATCALS database 
STRUCTURE 
USAF Representative to FAA, Hq. FAA, Washington, D.C. 
Flight Inspection Center, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Airfield Operations Directorate, Andrews AFB, Md. 
Operations Directorate, Andrews AFB, Md. 
Resources and Requirements Directorate, Andrews AFB, Md. 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
EQUIPMENT 
Two C-21 Learjets 
Air Force Frequency Management Agency 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 
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Arlington, Va. 
October 1, 1991 
Col . Kimberly 
J. Dalrymple 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Develop USAF policy and procedures for radio frequency 
spectrum management in support of air and space combat 
operations 
Represent USAF requirements and capabilities to regulatory 
agencies at national and international levels 
Direct frequency assignments in support of global air and 
space operations and contingencies 
STRUCTURE 
Plans Division 
Systems Engineering Division 
Technical Services Division 
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PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Force Historical Research .Agency 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 

Maxwell AFB, Ala. 
September 12, 1949 

Col. Richard S. 
Rauschkolb 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Serve as the repository for more than sixty-five million pages 
of historical documents, ranging from the Civil War to the 
Persian Gulf War 
Maintain the largest specialized collection of documents on 
US military aviation in the world 
Provide manpower and historical support to preserve docu- 
ments during contingency operations 
Preserve Air Force history and provide data and analyses to 
support the Air Staff and major commands 
Operate research facilities for professional military education 
students, faculty, visiting scholars, and the general public 
STRUCTURE 
Information Systems Division 
Research Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 10 
Officers 4 
Enlisted 6 
Reserve component 20 
ANG 0 
AFRES 20 
Civilians 44 
Total 74 
Air Force History Support Office 
Headquarters Washington, D.C. 
Established September 30, 1994 
Commander Col. George K. Williams 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Research, write, and publish books and other studies on the 
history of the Air Force 
Provide historical support through the Air Force historian to 
Hq. USAF 
Publish books to help the Air Force formulate strategy, plans, 
and doctrine to conduct its operations; educate Air Force 
students at professional military schools; provide scholars with 
research and teaching materials; and inform the public about 
the role of the Air Force a:nd airpower in national security 
STRUCTURE 
Histories Division 
Research Division 
Special Projects Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
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Officers j 

Enlisted 2 
Reserve component 4 
ANG 0 
AFRES 4 
Civilians 25 
Total 34 
NOTE 
AFHSO was formerly the Center for Air Force History. 
Air Force Inspection Agency 
Headquarters Kirtland AFB, N.M. 
Established August 1, 1991 
Commander Col. Robert M. Murdock 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide Air Force leadership with objective and independent 
assessments of Air Force readi:ness, discipline, and manage- 
ment efficiency and effectiveness 
Conduct special reviews and inquiries as directed by the Air 
Force Secretary, Chief of Staff, and Inspector General 
STRUCTURE 
Acquisition Inspection Directorat 
Field Inspection Directorate 
Management Inspection Directorate 
Medical Inspection Directorate 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 125 
Officers 97 
Enlisted 28 
Reserve component 1 
ANG 1 
AFRES 0 
Civilians 21 
Total 147 
Air Force Legal Services Agency 
Headquarters Boiling AFB, D.C. 
Established September 1, 1991 
Commander Col. (Brig. Gen. 

selectee) Olan G. 
Waldrop, Jr. 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide civil and military legal services to the Air Force and Air 
Force personnel 
Handle Air Force patent and copyright matters 
Provide judges and counsel for courts-martial and review trial 
results 
Provide computer support and database management for the 
Office of The Judge Advocate General 
STRUCTURE 
Air Force Court of Military Review 
Civil Law and Litigation Directorate 
Contract Litigation Division 
Environmental Law and Litigation Division 
General Claims Division 
General Litigation Divisio:n 
Legal Assistance Division 
Patent Law Division 
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Tort Claims and Litigation Se.rvices Division 
Judiciary Directorate 
Appellate Defense Division 
Clemency, Corrections, and Officer Review ~ivision 
Government Trial and Appellate Counsel Division 
Military Justice Division 
Trial Defense Division 
Trial Judiciary Division 

~ctorate Legal Information Services Dir', 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 414 
Officers 287  
Enlisted 127 
Reserve component 8 7  
ANG 0 
AFRES 8 7  
Civilians 137 
Total 638 
Air Force Logistics Management Agency 
Headquarters Maxwell AFB, Gunter 

Annex, Ala. 
Established September 30, 1975 
Commander Col. Clarence T. Lowry 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Develop, analyze, test, evaluate, and recommend new or 
improved concepts, methods, systems, policies, and proce- 
dures to enhance Iogistics efficiency and effectiveness 
Publish the Air Force Journal of Logistics 
STRUCTURE 
Functional directorates 
Contracting 
Logistics Plans 
Maintenance and Munitions 
Supply 
Transportation 
Support directorates 
Logistics Analysis 
Plans and Programs 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Force Management Engineeri:ng Agency 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Work with Air Staff and major ~zommands to achieve significant 
improvement through process reengineering 
Determine manpower requirements and manage manpower 
resources 
Provide commanders and functio:nal managers with technical 

Randolph AFB, Tex. 
November 1, 1975 

Col. Chades F. 
Dibrell, Jr. 
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expertise and process improvement techniques' 
Oversee the implementation of technical and procedural guid- 
ance for Air Force Management :Engineering and Productivity 
Programs 
Serve as the executive agent for the Navy, Army, and Air Force 
for the development of DoD medical manpower determinants 
through the Joint Health-Care IYanagement Engineering Team 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 87 
Officers 26 
Enlisted 61 
Reserve component 0 
Civilians 64 
Total 151 
Air Force Medical Operations Agency 
Headquarters Boiling AFB, D.C. 
Established July 1, 1992 
Commander Maj . Gen. Charles 

H. Roadman I1 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Formulate plans, practices, and procedures a.nd direct pro- 
grams for the Air Force Medical Service in a.erospace medi- 
cine, family advocacy, clinical investigations, clinical quality 
management, radiation protection, and health promotion 
STRUCTURE 
Aerospace Medicine Division 
Clinical Investigations and Life Sciences Division 
Clinical Quality Management Division 
Family Advocacy Division, Broo:ks AFB, Tex. 
Health Promotion Division 
USAF Radioisotope Committee Se3zretariat, Brooks AFB, Tex. 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 40 
Officers 33 
Enlisted 7 
Reserve component 4 
ANG 0 
AFRES 4 
Civilians 1 8  
Total 62 
Air Force Medical Support Agenlzy 
Headquarters Brooks AFB, Tex. 
Established July 1, 1992 
Commander Col. Richard W. Rushmore 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Improve global performance and capability of the medical 
service in supporting combat forces and maintaining the health 
of beneficiaries 
Serve as the Air Force Surgeon General's foc!al point for 
policy development, strategy, plans, consultant services, and 
requirements for facilities, s.upplies, equipment, acquisition, 
information systems and resources, and patient administra- 
tion 
STRUCTURE 
Directorate of Medical Support 
Health Facilities Division 
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Medical Information Systems Division 
Medical Logistics Division 
Patient Administration Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Force Military Personnel Center 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 
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Randolph AFB, Tex. 
July 25, 1963 

Maj. Gen. William 
B. Davitte 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide personnel operations service 
STRUCTURE 
Assignments 
Mission Support 
Personnel Accountability 
Personnel Data Systems 
Personnel Operations 
Personnel Programs Management 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 867  
Officers 268  
Enlisted 599 
Reserve component 8  

ANG 3 
AFRES 5 
Civilians 448  
Total 1,323 
NOTE 
In 1995, AFMPC will reorganize to allow the center to group 
similar processes and improve customer support. 
Air Force News Agency 
Headquarters Kelly AFB, Tex. 
Established June 1, 1978 
Commander Col. Joseph S. Panvini 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Support public affairs offices by creating and delivering timely 
and credible products and services 
Communicate and broadcast news, information, and enter- 
tainment through print and electronic media, keeping the Total 
Force and the American public informed during peace and war 
STRUCTURE 
Air Force Broadcasting Service 
Air Force Internal Information Directorate 
Army and Air Force Hometown News Service 
Resource Management Directorate 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
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Civilians 
Total 
NOTES 
Air Force Internal Information Directorate news products in- 
clude Airman Magazine, the Air Force Policy Letter, Air Force 
Television News, and Air Force Radio News. The Air Force 
Broadcasting Service operates all USAF-managed Armed Forces 
Radio and Television Service outlets. 
Air Force Office of Special 
Investigations 
Headquarters Bolling AFB, D.C. 
Established August 1, 1948 
Commander Brig. Gen. Robert 

A. Hoffman 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide criminal investigative and counterin~telligence infor- 
mation and services to commanders 
Identify and prevent criminal activity, including homicide, drug 
abuse, espionage, terrorism, sabotage, econclmic (major de- 
fense contractor fraud and local fraud), environmental, and 
other crimes that threaten .Air Force and DoCl resources 
Provide force protection to deployed wings a.nd units 
STRUCTURE 
USAF Special Investigations Academy 
Seven regional offices 
Seven overseas squadrons 
160 detachments and operating :Locations 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 1,480 
Officers 378 
Enlisted 1,102 
Reserve component 420 
ANG 0 
AFRES 420 
Civilians 487 
Foreign nationals 37 
Total 2,424 
Air Force Operations Group 
Headquarters Washington, D.C. 
Established July 26, 1977 
Commander Col. Robert W. 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Tapaszi, Jr. 

Support the Air Force Chief of Staff and deputy chief of staff for 
Plans and Operations 
Maintain a twenty-four-hour watch on all current operations 
Handle emergency actions through the Air Force Operations 
Support Center 
Provide facilities, policy, procedures, and staff for the Hq. 
USAF Crisis Action Team during crises, conti:ngencies, and 
exercises 
Develop policy and monitor USAF readiness and resource 
allocation worldwide 
Coordinate actions between USAF major commands, other 
field operating agencies, and direct reporti:ng units in response 
to taskings from the Joint Chiefs of Staff National Military 
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Command Center (NMCC) 
Provide operational oversight of USAF counterdrug opera- 
tions 
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Assist in providing military support to civilian authorities 
Prepare and provide weather data to the President, Secretary 
of Defense, Joint Chiefs of Staff, NMCC, Army Operations 
Center, and other federal agencies 
Maintain the USAF portion of the Worldwide Military Command 
and Control System Intercomputer Network, the Air Force's 
resources and training system database and worldwide exer- 
cise scheduling database, and the Joint Uniform Lessons 
Learned database 
FORCE STRUCTURE 
AFOG is supported by ten Air Staff functional areas: Opera- 
tions, Plans, Logistics, Manpower and Personnel, Intelligence, 
Civil Engineering, Security Police, 1nformat.ion Systems Man- 
agement, Medical Readiness Division, and Cha.plain Response 
Forces. 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
NOTE 
AFRES and ANG are also integrated into AFOG, which was 
formerly the Air Force C0mbi2t Operations Staff. 
Air Force Pentagon Communications Agency 
Headquarters Washington, 
Established October 1, 
Commander Col. Stephen E .  
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide twenty- f our- hour-a-day communications and computer 
support to the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Joint 
Staff, the Office of the Secret~ary of the Air Force, National 
Military Command Center (NMCC) , the Air Staff , and the Air 
Force Operations Center 
Maintain five red (secure) communications switches and three 
black (nonsecure) switches, including the Washington Tactical 
Switch, 8,000 telephones, and 2,500 leased circuits 
Handle 3,000 specialized secure telephone units, NMCC and 
AFOC networks, and an extensive pager and cellular tele- 
phone network 
STRUCTURE 
Air Staff Systems Directorate 
Mission Support Directorate 
OSD Systems Directorate 
Security Directorate 
Systems Management Directorate 
Plans and Programs Directorate 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 

D.C. 
1984 
Anno 
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0 ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
NOTE 
AFPCA was formerly the 7th Communications Group. 
Air Force Personnel Operations Agency 
Headquarters Washington, D.C. 
Established August 15, 1993 
Commander Steve N Smith 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Execute personnel programs and portions of programs located 
in the Washington, D.C., area in proximity to the policy- and 
decision-making personnel 0rga:nizations 
Develop and operate officer, enlisted, and civilian models and 
databases for management infor~nation 
Handle small computer acquisition, technical support, and 
network management for the deputy chief of ~itaff for Personnel 
and for local users of the Per,sonnel Data System 
Process congressional inquirie;s and third-party civilian com- 
plaints and actions - 
Execute the Air Force Emplo.yee Development F'rogram and 
training budgets 
Manage the Air Force Relocation, Employee, a.nd Labor Rela- 
tions Programs 
Conduct Air Force Quality Assessments and th.e quality awards 
program 
STRUCTURE 
Analysis Division 
Performance Management Division 
Systems Support Division 
Work Force Appeals and Relations Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 38 
Officers 27 
Enlisted 11 
Reserve component 0 
Civilians 31 
Total 69 
Air Force Program Executive Office 
Headquarters Washington, D.C. 
Established November 1990 
Service Acquisition Executive Clark G. Rester 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Manage and account for the execution of major and selected 
Air Force acquisition programs 
STRUCTURE 
Service Acquisition Executive 
Program Executive Officers: 
Brig. Gen. William F. Moore, Bombers, Missiles, and Trainers 
Harry E. Shulte, Conventional Strike Systems 
Brig. Gen. (Maj . Gen. selectee) James S. Childress, Tactical 
and Airlift Programs 
John M. Gilligan, Combat Support Systems 
Maj. Gen. Garry A. Schnelzer, Space Systems 
Brig. Gen. Berwyn A. Reiter, Command, Control, and Commu- 
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nications Systems 
Kathy L. Boockholdt, Acquislition Career Management Pro- 
grams 
PERSONNEL 49 
Air Force Real Estate Agency 
Headquarters Boiling AFB, D.C. 
Established August 1, 1991 
Director Anthony R. Jonkers 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Acquire, manage, and dispose of real property worldwide for 
the Air Force 
Maintain a complete land and facilities inventory 
Plan and execute the Real Property Management program 
Provide instructions to assist USAF in complying with public 
laws and federal and DoD guidance 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 0 
Reserve component 0 
Civilians 13 
Total 13 
Air Force Reserve 
Headquarters Robins AFB, Ga. 
Established April 14, 1948 
Commander Maj . Gen. Robert 

A. McIntosh 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Support the active-duty force 
Serve in missions including fighter, bomber, airlift, aerial re- 
fueling, rescue, special operations, aeromedical evacuation, aerial 
fire-fighting, weather reconnaissance, and space operations 
Provide support and disaster relief in the US 
Support national counterdrulg e:ff orts 
FORCE STRUCTURE 
Three numbered air forces: ,4th, McClellan AFB, Calif.; loth, 
Bergstrom ARS, Tex. ; 22d, :Dobbins ARB, Ga. 
Thirty-seven flying wings 
128 groups 
392 squadrons 
111 flights 
PERSONNEL 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Civilians (non-ART) 
Total 
EQUIPMENT 
B-52H bombers 
F-16 fighters 
A/OA-10 attack aircraft 
C-5A airlifters 
C-141B airlifters 
C-130~/H airlifters 
K C - ~ ~ ~ E / R  tankers 
HC-~~ON/P rescue aircraft 
HH-6OG rescue helicopters 
C-130A gunships 
WC-130H weather planes 
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Total primary aircraft authorized 
OPERATIONAL ACTIVITY 
Coronet Oak (Central and South America), Deny Flight and 
Provide Promise (Bosnia-Hercegovina), Provide Comfort 
(northern Iraq) , Provide Hope I1 (former Soviet Union) , Pro- 
vide Relief (Kenya and Somalia) , Restore Hope (Somalia) , 
Support Hope (Rwanda) , Uphold Democracy (Haiti) 

Relief effort for victims of the 1994 Georgia floods; support in 
1994 storm relief 

NOTES 
The AFRES commander also serves as chief, Air Force 
Reserve, Washington, D.C. AFRE,S serves under federal 
government jurisdiction. Officler and enlisted personnel fig 
ures are Selected Reserve, including Air Reserve techni- 
cians-Civil Service employees in dual status. Approximately 
12,000 of these Air Force Rese:rvists are assigned to active- 
duty units under the Individual Mobilization Augmentee pro- 
gram. Reserve crews also fly active-duty KC-10, C-5, C-141, 
KC-135, C-17, and C-9 aircraft daily under the associate 
program. 
Air Force Review Boards Agency 
Headquarters Andrews AFB, Md. 
Established June 1, 1980 
Deputy Joe G. Lineberger 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Manage military and civi1ia:n appellate processes for the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force 
Develop overall policy and act for the Secretary of the Air 
Force in deciding individual cases before th.e boards 
STRUCTURE 
Air Force Board for Correction of Military R.ecords 
Air Force Civilian Appellatle Review Off ice 
Air Force Personnel Council 
Air Force Personnel Boar 
Board of Review 
Clemency and Parole Board 
Decorations Board 
Discharge Review Board 
DoD ~ivilian/Military Service Review Board 
Physical Disability Appeal Board 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 11 
Officers 4 
Enlisted 7 
Reserve component 3 
ANG 1 
AFRES 2 
Civilians 33 
Total 47 
Air Force Safety Agency 
Headquarters irtland AFB, N.M. 
Established August 1, 1991 
Commander Col. Bernard 

B. Burklund, Jr. 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Execute Air Force safety and nuclear surety policies, plans, 
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and programs 
Oversee all USAF mishap-prevention programs, including 
nuclear weapons surety, ballistic missiles, remotely piloted 
vehicles, and satellites 
Conduct USAF aircraft mishap investigation, chief of safety, 
and flight safety officer courses 
Contract ground safety training for USAF personnel 
Investigate and report on- and off-duty misl-laps 
Oversee major command mishap investigations and evaluate 
corrective actions for applicability and implementation USAF-wide 
STRUCTURE 
Mission directorates 
Flight Safety 
Ground Safety 
Nuclear Surety 
Weapons and Space Safety 
Support directorates 
Data Operations and Analysis 
Life Sciences 
Engineering and Technical Services 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
NOTE 
AFSA publishes Flying Safety Magazine, Road and Rec Maga- 
zine, and USAF Nuclear Surety Journal. 
Air Force Security Police Agency 
Headquarters Kirtland AFB, N.M. 
Established February 1991 
Commander Col. John E. Killeen 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide expertise for the security of nuclear weapons and 
weapon systems 
Prepare guidance on air basle defense operations and continu- 
ation training and guidance for law enforcern,ent, resources 
protection, and antiterrori,sm 1JSAF-wide 
Develop and implement base-level training and combat arms 
training and maintenance programs 
Assist in planning, allocating, and evaluating security police 
resources, equipment, and future technology requirements 
Develop and maintain tables of allowance identifying security 
police equipment requirements 
Manage Air Force corrections activities 
STRUCTURE 
Directorate of Corrections 
Directorate of Law Enforcement and Training 
Directorate of Physical Securitzy 
Directorate of Resources and Equipment 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
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Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
FACILITIES 
Det. 1, US Disciplinary Barracks, Fort Leavenworth, Kan. 
Det. 2, Naval Consolidated Brig, NAS Miramar, Calif. 
Det. 3, Naval Consolidated Brig, Charleston Naval Weapons 
Center, S.C. 
NOTE 
AFSPA publishes SP Digest. 
Air Force Services Agency 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 

San Antonio, Tex. 
February 5, 1991 

Col. Stephen 
R. Wingfield 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Support the bases, major commands, and Air Staff by provid 
ing technical assistance, fielding new initiatives, developing 
procedures, and managing selected central support functions 
to ensure successful services programs 
Manage Air Force nonappropriated central funds and operate 
central systems, such as banking, investments, purchasing, 
data flow, insurance, and benefit programs 
STRUCTURE 
Base-level services managers 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 71 
Officers 22 
Enlisted 49 
Reserve component 9 
Civilians 339 
Total 419 
Air Force Studies and Analyses Agency 
Headquarters Washington, D.C. 
Established February 1991 
Commander Col. Thomas 

L. Allen 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide analyses and simu1atio:n and modeling tools to support 
the assessment of force-structure options and acquisition de- 
cisions for the assistant secretaries of the Air Force and the Air 
Staff 
Aid Air Force decision-makers in addressing force-sizing and 
force-shaping issues, weapon systems employment, resource 
allocation, and arms reductions proposals 
Assist the Air Staff in pre:par.ing responses to congressional 
inquiries and requests for testimony 
Serve as the configuration .manager for a variety of simulation 
models used within the Air Force by other DclD agencies and by 
civilian contractors 
STRUCTURE 
Force Application Division 
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Force Enhancement Division 
Resource Management Division 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted8 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Force Technical Applications Center 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
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Patrick AFB, Fla. 
May 1, 1960 

Col. Glen D. Shaffer 

Monitor compliance with several international nuclear trea- 
ties, including the Limited Test Ban Treaty, Threshold Test Ban 
Treaty, and Peaceful Nuclear Explosion Treat.y 
Operate and maintain a global network of subsurface, surface, 
airborne, and spacebased sensors and analytical laboratories 
that provide national authorities with technical measurements 
with which to monitor foreign :nuclear activity 
Conduct research and deve1opme:nt of proliferation-detection 
technologies for all weapons of mass destruction 
STRUCTURE 
Headquarters and Analysis Center, Patrick AF'B, Fla. 
McClellan Central Laboratory, 'Technical Operations Division, 
McClellan AFB, Calif. 
Seven operational sites/det achments worldwide 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
Civilians 
Total 
EQUIPMENT 
Eighteen seismic arrays consisting of seismometers and asso- 
ciated central terminals and workstations 
Six hydroacoustic recording locations 
More than 130 sensors on thirty-six satellites, with associated 
ground systems instrumentation and data-processing equipment 

Airborne and groundbased equipment to collect nuclear event 
debris 

Atmospheric sampling equipment for TC-135 and U-2 aircraft 
Military and civilian laboratories that perform low-level radio- 
active sample analysis 

Air Intelligence Agency 
Headquarters Kelly AFB, Tex. 
Established October 1, 1993 
Commander Brig. Gen. (Ma? . 

 en. selectee) 
MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 

John P. Casciano 

Provide direct intelligence, security, electronic combat, for- 
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eign technology, and treaty-monitoring support to national 
decision-makers and field air component cominanders 
Develop principles and doct:rines of information dominance for 
application in future warfare 
Provide combat commanders oiitl-1 data enabling them to de- 
cide when to exploit, jam, deceive, or destroy hostile military 
communications 
Provide human and scientifi-c-t.echnica1 intelligence support 
Provide tailored intelligence assessments in support of Air 
Staff planning and policy f!ormulation 
Conduct USAF Sensitive Compartmented Information security 
functions 
Assist Air Force components in the development of concept, 
exercises, and employment of agency assets to support low- 
intensity conflict, counterdru.g, and speciall operations 
Provide nuclear intelligence production and support (including 
data collection, analysis, and. exp1oitation:l 
EQUIPMENT 
Two AN/FLR-9 antennas located in Alaska and Japan 
FORCE STRUCTURE 
Air Force Information Warfare Center, Kelly AFB, Tex. 
National Air Intelligence Center, Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio 
67th Intelligence Wing, Kelly AFB, Tex. 
26th Intelligence Group, Vogelweh, Germany 
67th Intelligence Group, Kelly AFB, Tex. 
497th Intelligence Group, Boiling AFB, D.C. 
480th Intelligence Group, Langley AFB, Va. 
544th Intelligence Group, Peterson AFB, Colo. 
692d Intelligence Group, Hickam AFB, Hawaii 
694th Intelligence Group, Fort Meade, Md. 
Intelligence Systems Group, Kelly AFB, Tex. 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
OPERATIONAL ACTIVITY 
Provide Comfort (northern I:raq:), Southern Watch southern 
Iraq) , Support/Uphold Democracy (Haiti) 

NOTES 
AIA was formed by integrating personnel and missions of the 
former Air Force Intelligence Command and Air Force Intelli- 
gence Support Agency and elements of Air Combat Command. 
The agency reports directly to the assistant chief of staff for 
Intelligence. In 1994, the agency supported more than fifty 
worldwide, joint, unified, and specified command-sponsored 
exercises. General Casciano also serves as director of the 
Joint Command and Control Warfare Center. 
Air National Guard 
Headquarters 
~stablished 
Director 
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Washington, D.C. 
September 18, 1947 

Maj. Gen. 
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MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide air defense of cont,inental US 
In emergencies, under federal government jurisdiction, en- 
force federal authority, suppress insurrection, and serve in the 
national defense 
FORCE STRUCTURE 
Major command assignments 
Air Combat Command 
Air Education and Training. Command 
Air Force Special Operaticlns Command 
Air Mobility Command 
Pacific Air Forces 

Twenty-four wings 
Sixty-five groups 
PERSONNEL 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Civilians 
Total 
OPERATIONAL ACTIVITY 
Deny Flight and Provide Promise (Bosnia-Herc:egovina), Pro- 
vide Comfort I1 (Turkey and Middle East), Southern Watch 
(Middle East) , Support Hope (Rwanda) , ~phol.d/~aintain 
Democracy (Haiti) 

Donald W. 
Shepperd 

Relief effort for victims of the 1994 Georgia floods, fire-fighting 
support in western US 

NOTES 
ANG serves under state government jurisdiction except in 
emergencies. It provides 100 percent of USAF"s fighter- 
interceptor force, 100 percent of the RF-4C force, twenty-six 
percent of the tactical air su:pport, forty-t.hree percent of the 
tactical airlift, twenty-nine percent of the air-rescue capability, 
thirty-three percent of the ta'ctical fighters, forty-three percent 
of the KC-135 air refueling ca:pability, and eight percent of the 
strategic airlift capability. 
Air Reserve Personnel Center 
Headquarters Denver, Colo . 
Established November 1, 1953 
Commander Col. James H. 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONIS 
~rovide~~ersonnel services and administrative support to mem- 
bers of the Air Force Reserve and Air National Guard, including 
assignments, promotions, discharges, retirements, veterans' 
entitlements, and presidentially activated mobilizations 
STRUCTURE 
Chaplain Individual Reserve Programs Directorate 
Health Services ~ndividual Reserve Programs Directorate 
Individual Reserve Programs Directorate 
Information Systems Support Directorate 
Personnel Directorate 
Personnel Records Management and Services Directorate 
Plans Directorate 
Public Affairs Directorate 

White, Jr. 
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Resource Management and Support Services Directorate 
Staff Judge Advocate 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
Air Weather Service 
Headquarters 
Established 
Commander 

MISSION, PURPOSE, OPERATIONS 
Provide centralized weather, climatological, and space sup- 
port to the Air Force and A.rmy 
Render technical advice, develop procedures, and field sys- 
tems for the integrated weather support system 
STRUCTURE 
Air Force Global Weather Central, Offutt AFB, Neb. 
Air Force Environmental Technical ~ ~ ~ l i c a t i o n s  Center, Scott 
AFB, Ill. 
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Scott AFB, Ill. 
July 1, 1937 
Col. Frank J. 

Misciasci, Jr. 

Combat Weather Facility, Hurlburt Field, Fla. 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
NOTE 
Colonel Misciasci retires May 18, 1995. His successor as AWS 
commander is Col. Joseph Dushan. 
Joint Services Survival, Evasic>n, 
Resistance, and Escape (SERE) Agency 
Headquarters Fort Belvoir, Va. 
Established November 15, 1991 
Commander Col. John C. 

Chapman, Jr . 
MISSION, PURPOSE, 0PERATION:S 
Serve as Office of the Secretary of Defense executive agent for 
DoD Code of Combat/SERE-related training and DoD POW/ 
MIA programs 
Serve as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff executive agent 
office of primary responsibility for Joint Evasion and Escape 
and POW/MIA matters 
Develop area contingency guides, training programs, and 
SERE products for use in joint commands' regional and 
counterdrug operations 
STRUCTURE 
Operations Support Division 
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Three operating locations 
PERSONNEL 
Active-duty 
Officers 
Enlisted 
Reserve component 
ANG 
AFRES 
Civilians 
Total 
FACILITIES 
Three buildings at Fort Belvoir, Va. 
Operating locations in Virginia, Washington,, and Florida 
NOTES 
In 1994, the Joint Services SERE Agency provided SERE 
information updates, through messages and mobile training 
teams, to all current areas of operation, including South Korea, 
Bosnia-Hercegovina, Haiti, and Iraq. JSSA advised DoD agen- 
cies on technical matters related to Korean War and Vietnam 
War MIA accountability. JSSA's Desert Storm POW Study was 
published by the Defense Intelligence Agency in December. A 
stockpile of SERE products and capabilities is available for use 
by the warfighting CINCs to meet contingency requirements. 

Air Force Reserve Flying Wings and Assigned Units 
Wing Hq. Squadron Aircr-af t Location 

4th Air Force (AMC) - Hq. McClellan AFB, Calif. - Brig. Gen. Wallace 
W. Whaley, Commander 

349th Air 301st Airlift Squadron C-~A/B Travis AFB, Calif. 
Mobility Wing 312th Airlift Squadron C-~A/B Travis AFB, Calif. 

708th Airlift ,Squadron C-1.41B Travis AFB, Calif. 
710th Airlift Squadron C-1.41B Travis AFB, Calif. 
70th Air Refueling KC-1OA Travis AFB, Calif. 

Squadron 
433d Airlift 68th Airlift Squadron C-5A Kelly AFB, Tex. 

Wing 
446th ~irlift 97th Airlift Squadron C-141B McChord AFB, Wash. 

Wing 313th Airlift Squadron C-141B McChord AFB, Wash. 
728th Airlift Squadron C-141B McChord AFB, Wash. 

452d Air 336th Air 15!efueling KC-135E March AFB, Calif. 
Mobility Wing Scruadron - 

79th ~ i r  Refueling KC-1OA March AFB, Calif. 
Squadron 

729th AirliEt Squadron C-141B March AFB, Calif. 
730th Airlift Squadron C-141B March AFB, Calif. 

507th Air 465th Air Refueling KC-135R Tinker AFB, Okla. 
Refueling Wing Squatlrorl 
932d Airlift 73 d Air1 i f t Squadron C-9A Scott AFB, Ill. 

Wing 
940th Air 314th Air Refueling KC-135E McClellan AFB, Calif. 

Refueling Wing Squadron 
10th Air Force (ACC) - Hq. Bergstrom ARS, Tex. - Maj. Gen. David R. Smith, 

Commander 
94th Airlift 700th AirlifIt Squadron C-13013 Dobbins ARB, Ga. nl 
Wing 
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301st Fighter 457th Fighter Squadron F-16G/D 
Wing 
302d Airlift 731st Airlift Squadron C-130E/H 
Wing 
403d Wing 815th Airlift Squadron C-130E 

53d Weather WC- 13 OH 
Reconnaissance 
Squadron 

419th Fighter 466th Fighter Squadron F-16(:/~ 
Wing 
440th Airlift 95th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
442d Fighter 303d Fighter Squadron A/OA--10A 
Wing 
482d Fighter 93d Fighter Squadron F-16Zi/B 
Wing 
908th Airlift 357th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
910th Airlift 757th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
911th Airlift 758th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
913th Airlift 327th Airlift Squadron C-130E 
Wing 
914th Airlift 328th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
917th Wing 47th Fighter Squadron A/OA-~OA 

93d Bomb Squadron B-52H 
919th Special 711th Special C-130E/H, 
Operations Wing Operations Squadron AC-130A 

5th Special HC-13 ON/P 
Operations Squadron 

924th Fighter 704th Fighter !Squadron F-16C/D 
Wing 
926th Fighter 706th Fighter Squadron F-16C/D 
Wing 
928th Airlift 64th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
934th Airlift 96th Airlift Squadron C-130H 
Wing 
939th Rescue 304th Rescue Squadron HC-130P, 
Wing HH-60G 

301st Rescue Squadron HC-130~/O, 
HH-6OG 

305th Rescue Squadron HH-6OG 
944th Fighter 302d Fighter Squadron F - ~ ~ C / D  
Wing 

22d Air Force (AMC) - Hq. Dobbins ARB, Ga. 
Mc!Nei 1, Commander 

315th Airlift 300th Airlift Squadron C-14113 
Wing 

701st Airlift Squadron C-141B 
707th Airlift Squadron C-141B 
317th Airlift Squadron C-17A 

434th Air 72d Air Refueling KC- 13 E5R 
Refueling Wing Squadron 
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Carswell Field, Tex. 

Peterson AFB, Ohio 

Keesler AFB, Miss. 
Keesler AFB, Miss. 

Hill AFB, Utah 

General Mitchell IAP/ARS, 
Wis. nl 
Whiteman AFB, Mo. 

Homestead ARB, Fla. nl 

Maxwell AFB, Ala. 

Youngstown-Warren ARS, 
Ohio nl 
Pittsburgh IAP/ARS, Pa. nl 

Willow Grove ARS, Pa. nl 

Niagara Falls IAP/ARS, 
N.Y. nl 
Barksdale AFB, La. 
Barksdale AFB, La. 
Duke Field, Fla. 

Eglin AFB, Fla. 

Bergstrom ARS, 
Tex. nl 
NAS/JRB New 
Orleans, La. 
O'Hare IAP/ARS, 
Ill. nl 
Minneapolis-St. Paul 
IAP/ARS, Minn. nl 
Portland IAP, Ore. 

Patrick AFB, Fla. 

Davis-Monthan AFB, Ariz. 
Luke AFB, Ariz. 

- Maj. Gen. Joseph A. 

Charleston AFB, S.C. 

Charleston AFB, S.C. 
Charleston AFB, S.C. 
Charleston AFB, S. C. 
Grissom ARB, Ind. nl 



439th Airlift 
Wing 
445th Airlift 
Wing 

459th Airlift 
Wing 
512th Airlift 
Wing 

514th Air 
Mobility Wing 

916th Air 
Refueling Wing 
927th Air 
Refueling Wing 
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74th Air Refueling KC-135R 
Squadron 
337th Airlift Squadron C-5A 

356th Airlift Squadron C-141B 

89th Airlifrt Squadron C-14:lB 

756th Airlift Squadron C-14:lB 

326th Airlift Squadron C-5A/B 

709th Airlift Squadron C-5A/B 
335th Airlift Squadron C-14:LB 
702d Airlifit Squadron C-14:LB 
732d Airlifit Squadron C-14:LB 
76th Air Refueling KC- 1OA 
Squadron 
78th Air Refueling KC-1OA 
Squadron 
77th Air Refueling KC-1OA n2 
Squadron 
63d Air Refueling KC-1:35E 
Squadron 
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Grissom ARB, Ind. nl 

Westover ARB, Mass. nl 

Wright-Patterson 
AFB, Ohio 
Wright-Patterson 
AFB, Ohio 
Andrews AFB, Md. 

Dover AFB, Del . 

Dover AFB, Del. 
McGuire AFB, N.J. 
McGuire AFB, N. J. 
McGuire AFB, N. J. 
McGuire AFB, N.J. 

McGuire AFB, N. J. 

Seymour Johnson AFB, N.C. 

Selfridge ANGB, Mich. 

nl AFRES installation 

n2 ACC gained 
ANGB Air National Guard Base 
ARB Air Reserve Base 
ARS Air Reserve Station 
IAP International Airport 
JRB Joint Reserve Base 
NAS Naval Air Station 

The Air National Guard by Major Command Assignment 
(As of April 1, 1995) 

Air Mobility Command 
C-5A transport 

105th Airlift Group Stewart IAP, N.Y. 
C-141B transport 
164th Airlift Group Memphis IAP, Tenn. 
172d Airlift Group Allen C. Thompson Field, Miss. 

KC-135 tanker 
lOlst Air Elangor IAP, Me. 

Refueling Wing 
108th Air McGuire AFB, N.J. 

Refueling Wing 
117th Air Birmingham Airport, Ala. 

Refueling Wing 
121st Air Rickenbacker ANGB, Ohio 

Refueling Wing 
126th Air OIHare IAP/ARS, Ill. 

Refueling Wing 
128th Air General Mitchell IAP/ARS, Wis. 

Refueling Wing 
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134th Air 
Refueling Wing 

141st Air 
Refueling Wing 

151st Air 
Refueling Wing 

155th Air 
Refueling Wing 

157th Air 
Refueling Wing 

161st Air 
Refueling Wing 

163d Air 
Refueling Wing 

171st Air 
Refueling Wing 

186th Air 
Refueling Wing 

190th Air 
Refueling Wing 

A/OA-1OA attack aircraft 
103d Fighter 
Group 
104th Fighter 
Group 
110th Fighter 
Group 
175th Fighter 
Group 
B-1 bomber 
184th Bomb 
Group 
C-130 transport 
109th Airlift 
Group 
118th Airlift 
Group 
123d Airlift 
Wing 
130th Airlift 
Group 
133d Airlift 
Wing 
135th Airlift 
Group 
136th Airlift 
Wing 
137th Airlift 
Wing 
139th Airlift 
Group 
143d Airlift 
Group 
145th Airlift 
Group 
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McGhee Tyson Airport, Tenn. 

Fairchild AFB, Wash. 

Salt :Lake City IAP, Utah 

Lincoln MAP, Neb. 

Pease ANGB, N. H. 

Sky Harbor IAP, Ariz. 

March AFB, Calif. 

Pittsburgh IAP/ARS, Pa. 

Key Field, Miss. 

Forbes Field, Kan. 

Air Combat Command 

Bradley Iap, Conn. 

Barnes MAP, Mass. 

W. K. Kellogg Airport, Mich. 

Balt imore, Md. 

McConnell AFB , Kan . 

Schenectady Airport, N.Y. 

Niashville MAP, Tenn. 

Standiford Field, Ky. 

Yeager Airport, W. Va. 

Minneapolis-St. Paul IAP/ARS, 
I\IIinn . 
Balti.more, Md. 

NAS Dallas, Tex. 

Will Rogers World Airport, Okla. 

Rosecrans Memorial Airport, Mo. 

Qu!onset State Airport, R. I. 
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146th Airlift 
Wing 
153d Airlift 
Group 
165th Airlift 
Group 
166th Airlift 
Group 
167th Airlift 
Group 
179th Airlift 
Group 
182d Airlift 
Group 
189th Airlift 
Group a 
F-4G "Wild 
Weasel 
124th Fighter 
Group 
F - 1 5 ~ / ~  
fighter 
116th Fighter 
Wing 
131st Fighter 
Wing 
159th Fighter 
Group 
F-15A/B fighter-air 
defense 
102d Fighter Wing 
142d Fighter Group 
F-~~A/B/C/D fighter 
113th Fighter Wing 
114th Fighter Group 
122d Fighter Wing 
127th Fighter Wing 
128th Fighter Wing 
132d Fighter Wing 
138th Fighter Group 
140th Fighter Wing 
149th Fighter Group 
150th Fighter Group 
156th Fighter Group 
169th Fighter Group 
174th Fighter Wing 
178th Fighter Group 
180th Fighter Group 
181st Fighter Group 
183d Fighter Group 
185th Fighter Group 
187th Fighter Group 
188th ~ighter ~roup 
192d Fighter Group 
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Channel Islands ANGB, Calif. 

Cheyenne MAP, Wyo. 

Savannah IAP, Ga. 

New Castle County Airport, Del. 

ECast.ern West Virg.inia Regional 
Air-port/Shepherd Field, W. Va. 
blansf ield Lahm Airport, Ohio 

Greater Peoria Airport, I11 

Little Rock AFB, Ark. 

~oise Air Terminal, Idaho 

Clobbins ARB, Ga. 

L,ambert-St . Louis IAP, Mo. 

NAS/JRB New Orleans, La. 

Otis ANGB, Mass. 
Portland IAP, Ore. 

Andrews AFB, Md. 
Joe Foss Field, S .D. 
Fort Wayne IAP, 1n.d. 
Self :ridge ANGB, Mich. 
Truax Field, Wis. 
Des Moines IAP, Io'wa 
T u l s a  IAP, Okla. 
Buckley ANGB, Colo . 
Kelly AFB, Tex. 
K:irt:Land AFB, N.M. 
Puertzo Rico IAP, Puerto Rico 
McEntlire ANGB , S . C . 
Hancock Field, N. Y. 
Springfield-Beckley MAP, Ohio 
Toledo Express Airport, Ohio 
Hulman Regional Airport, Ind. 
Capital MAP, Ill. 
Siioux Gateway Airport, Iowa 
Dannelly Field, Ala. 
Fort Smith MAP, Ar:k. 
Richmond IAP, Va. 

F-~GA/B fighter-air 
defense 



107th Fighter Group 
119th Fighter Group 
120th Fighter Group 
125th Fighter Group 
144th Fighter Wing 
147th Fighter Group 
148th Fighter Group 
158th Fighter Group 
177th Fighter Group 
191st Fighter Group 
HC-~~O/HH-~OG 
rescue aircraft 
106th Rescue Group 

129th Rescue Group 
A/OA-1OA observation 
aircraft 
111th Fighter 
Group 
RF-4C reconnaissance 
aircraft 
152d Reconnaissance 
Group 
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Niagara Falls IAP/ARS, N.Y. 
Hector IAP, N.D. 
Great Falls IAP, :Mont . 
Homestead AFB, Fla. 
Fresno Air Terminal, Calif. 
Elli-ngton Field, Tex. 
Iluluth IAP, Minn. 
E3url.ington IAP, V . t .  
Atlantic City Airport, N.J. 
Selfridge ANGB, Mich. 

Eprancis S. Gabreski 
I:AP, N.Y. 
BIAS Moffett Field, Calif. 

hlillow Grove ARS, Pa. 

Reno -Cannon IAP , TJev . 
Air Edu.cation and Training Command 

F-16A/B/C/D fighter 
162d Fighter Group Tucson IAP, Ariz. 

Pacific Air Forczes 
C-130 transport 
154th Group (204th Hickam AFB, Hawaii. 
Airlift Sqdn. ) 
176th Group b A.nchorage, Alaska 
F - 1 5 ~ / ~  fighter 
154th Group c Hickam AFB, Hawaii. 
KC-135 tanker 
168th Air Eielson AFB, A1ask:a 
Refueling Group 
154th Group Hickam AFB, Hawaii. 
(203d ARS) 

Special Operations Clommand 
EC-130E special 
operations aircraft 
193d Special Harrisburg IAP, Pa. 
Operations Group 

a Aircrew CCTU 

b Includes 210th Air Rescue Squadron with HC-130 and HH-60G aircraft 

c Includes 203d Air Refueling Squadron with KC-135 aircraft 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 
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DEFENSE B A S E  CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. V A  22209 
703-696-0504 

FOR IMMEDIATE IIEL,EASE Contact: Wade Nelson 
Chuck Pizer 

John Earnhardt 

BASE VISIT SCHEDULE ANNOUNCED BY COMMISSION 

27 Bases To Be Visited 
- 

Washington, DC, lvlay 16, 1995 - The Defknse Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission announced its schedule for visits to bases being considered for realignment and 
closure as a result of the C:omnlission's May 10 decision to add bases to the Secretary of 
Defense's list. All dates arle subject to change. 

Twenty-seven major installations proposed for closure or realignment are currently 
scheduled to receive a basle visit by one or more Commissioners. Base visits provide an 
opportunity for Commissioners to view a base directly and to investigate first-hand many of the 
issues related to the military value of the base. The: Base Public Affairs Officer should be 
contacted for visit specifics. 

Scheduled visits as of todaiy (a visit to Homestead AFB, Florida will be added to the schedule): 

May 22 - McClellan A.FE3, CA 
May 23 - San Bruno EFAW, CA 

-- SUPSHIP, CA 
- NWAD Coron;~ CA 
- FISC, CA 
- Oakland Army Base, CA 

May 24 - HiU AFB, UT 
May 26 - McClellan AFB, CA 

- Grand Forks AfB, ND 
May 30 - General Mitchell A X ,  WI 

- Minneapolis-St. Paul IAP Am, 
MN 

- O'Hare TAP ARS, IL 
- NAWC Pt. M u m  CNChina 

Lake, CA 

May 30 - Niagara Falls IAP ARS, NY 
- Youngtown-Warren MAP A M ,  

OH 
June 1 - Letterkemy A m y  Depot, PA 

- Tobyhanna Army Depot, PA 
June 2 - Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, ME 
June 5 - NM Atlanta, GA 

- Robins AFB, GA 
- Carswell A S ,  TX 

June 6 - Kelly AFE3, TX 
June 7 - Laughh AFB, TX 

- Tinker AFB, OK 
June 8 - Vance AFB, OK 

- Columbus AFB, MS 
-- Space & Strategic Defense 

Command, Huntsville, AL 

more 



The Commission's regional hearing schedule, announced May 15, is as follows. Specific 
locations to be determined. 

May 25 San F:rancisco, California 9:00 AM -- 5130 PM 

May 3 1 Chicago, 1:llinois 9:00 AM -- 1:30 PM 
. .  

June 3 Boston, Massachusetts 8:30 AM -- 1:15 PM 

June 9 Atlanta, Georgia 9:00 AM -- 2:45 PM 

June 10 Dallas, Texas 9100 AM -- 3:30 PM 

Interested persons should contact: the Commission prior to visits for confirmation of dates and 
the Commissioner(s) attending each visit. 
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REGIONAL HEARING LOCATIONS 
1995 

-FRANCISCO.LTHURSDA,Y. MAY 25: 9:OOAM - 5.34PM 

The Basilone Theater 
Bldg 401 
Naval Station, Treasure Island 
San Francisco, CA. 
(415) 395-51 12 
Seating Capacity: 998 

CAGO. IT,: m A Y . M A Y 3 1 .  . 9.00A.M . - -  1- 

The O'Hare Hilton 
O'Hare International Airport 
Lower Level, Terminal Two 
Chicago, IL. 
(3 12) 686-8000 
Seating Capacity: 300 

BOSTON. MA: - m y .  JUNE 3: 8:30AM - 1.09PM 

The John F. Kennedy Library 
Columbia Point 
Boston, MA. 
(6 17) 929-4552 
Seating Capacity: 500 

ATJ 'ANTA. GA: - FRIDAY. JUNE 9: 9:00AM - 2-46pM 

The Fox Theater 
660 Peach Tree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, GA. 
(404) 88 1-2 100 
Seating Capacity: 600 

FORT WORTH. TX: SATURDAY. JUIVF: 10: 9:OOA.M . . -  3.25PM 

Fort WorWTarrant County Convention Center 
1 1 1 1 Houston Street 
Fort Worth, TX. 
(8 17) 884-2222 
Seating Capacity: 1500 

DRAFT 5/22/95 9:39 AM 
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fair share of closures.~ 

3Y law, the commission must send its final recommendations to President 
nton and Congress by July 1 In the past, neither the executive branch nor 
gress has dissented from the panel's recommendations. 

In  March, Perry recommended keeping open the Oakland Army Base, adjacent to 
fSe port of Oakland, for strategic purposes. The base is the Army's only West 
coast port, and Pentagon officials said it would be needed in the event of a 
major conflict in Korea or elsewhere in the l?acific. 

In addition, they said the Oakland base, with 2 , 2 0 0  civilian and military 
might be needed during a national emergency because commercial ports 

cannot handle "unique cargo." 

However, commission members said the Pentagon could use other ports if 
necessary and that, "other than bulk ammunition, there is no item of Army 
zquipment that requires exclusive use of a military port." 

Only one member voted against putting the Oakland Army Base back on the list. 
tebecca Cox accused her fellcw commissioners of going on a "fishing 
!xpeditionu to find bases to shut, without sufficient analysis. 

"We have some recommendations here on which we don't have a lot of 
ackground information, and it is not clear that the military has done its 
omework regarding what its options are," Cox said. 

Retired Admiral Robert Toney, president of the Oakland Metropolitan Chamber 
F Commerce, said he thinks the Oakland base ultimately will be spared. In 1993, 
fought U ~ S U C C ~ S S ~ U ~ ~ ~  to save Alameda Naval Air Station and was shocked when 

le Navy decided to relocate two nuclear carriers to San Diego and Everett, 
~sh. 

"Having seen them do that, anything is possible, but it wouldn't make any 
rategic or economic sense," he said. "If they close it, somebody's getting 
nd of crazy." 

Assemblywoman Barbara Alby, R-Fair Oaks, whose district includes McClellan, 
?ressed amazement at the recommendation to close the base. 

"The Defense Department and Ai.r Force studied it for a full year, and they 
:ermined and swore under oath th.at it should stay open," she said. "Now a 
\mission decides within 45 days that the experts were all wrong. I can't see 
re this supernatural wisdom came from, but it must be reversed." 

Dixon rejected charges that California is being disproportionately hurt by 
closures and noted that there .is abundant evidence that the United States 
more defense facilities than it needs for the post-Cold War era. 

luring three earlier rounds of base closures, California lost nearly 50,000 
.lian jobs on the bases and perhaps four times as many jobs in surrounding 
~unities, a hit that played an inportant role in driving the state into a 
and deep recession. 
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predicted savings may be "under~tated.~~ 

He also voiced concern that the Air Force had underestimated its worker 
=,duction rate from closed depots at 7 percent, with the rest transferring to 

facilities. The Navy and Army assume a reduction rate of between 4 3  
percent and 63 percent, he said. 

~t was those and other concerns that weighed on  commissioners^ minds. 

"The Air Force data was so suspect from the beginning," said Commissioner 
J.B. Davis, a retired Air Force general. 

Another commissioner, retired Rear Adm. Benjamin Montoya, said, "Is it wise 
to downsize five facilities and have excess capacity at every one of those 
facilities lying idle? As a businessman, I know that costs you money." 

McClellan and Kelly are more at risk than the other three depots because both 
were separately ranked as the least valuable by the Air Force and by a Pentagon 
task force that studied ways to consolidate equipment repair. 

Both scored low in military value. They were found to be the least costly to 
close, and would provide the fastest savings and inflict the least economic 
damage on surrounding communities. 

"1 would predict that probabl-y one or both those will end up on the final 
List, " said military analyst Tai.bl. 

"I'm afraid that seems to be the case," said Rep. John Doolittle, R-Rocklin. 
'That's because (the commission) is into the mentality of having to bag a prey 
lere. . . . We've got to make sure that we're not the prey that's in the bag." 

Rep. Robert Matsui, D-Sacramento, said the commission should also examine the 
reater efficiency of McClellan1s workers, whi.le Fazio said it would be unfair 
o close McClellan given the cum~~lative economic impact from the recent closures 
f Mather Air Force Base in Rancho Cordova and. the Sacramento Army Depot. 

"The fight for McClellan is far from over," said U.S. Sen. Barbara Boxer, 
-Calif. 

Bee staff writers Paul Schrlitt and Steve Gibson contributed to this report. 

What happens next 

Wednesday was the last opportunity for the Base Closure and realignment 
mmission to add bases to the list for possib1.e closure. This year marks the 
st round of Defense Department downsizing. The final list will be compiled and 
proved as follows: 

Before June 11 
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U.S. Department Commandant 
U. S. Coast Guard 

Unlted States 
Coast Guard 

Honorable Alan Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

2100 Second St.. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20593-0001 
Staff Symbol: O-CPP 
Phone: ( 2 0 2 )  2 6 7 - 2 3 5 5  

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Coast Guard has reviewed the list of recommended base 
closures and realignments provided by the Secretary of Defense 
and the 35 recently added by the Commission. I have enclosed a 
matrix portraying those facilities which will have direct impacts 
on Coast Guard operations should they close or realign. 

The eight Department of Defense facilities identified in the 
matrix will directly impact our operations in terms of forcing 
the relocation of a Coast Guard tenant command or terminating 
established relationships in direct support of Coast Guard field 
operations. We have identified numerous other facilities that 
will indirectly affect the Coast Guard in terms of loss of 
traditional military support provided among services. Examples 
of these indirect affects include the potential closure of Navy 
Public Works Center Guam which supplies shoreside services to 
Coast Guard vessels and waterfront maintenance; the potential 
closure of Navy Fleet and Industrial Supply Center which 
frequently provides supplies, equipment and repair parts for 
Coast Guard vessels; and the potential closure of Naval Shipyard 
Long Beach which provides direct, h.igh quality ship repair 
services and family support services to the Coast Guard. 

A s  the federal government continues to streamline operations to 
meet the needs of its customers, the Coast Guard's motto remains 
Semper Paratus, always ready. I ask that you consider the Coast 
Guard in your recommendations to the President. Should you have 
questions, my p o i n t  of contact is Captain Blain Brinson, who may 
be reached at (202) 267-2355. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosure 
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NAVAL AIR FACILITY ADAK, LORAN STATION (LORSTA) ATTU Closure of this facility will have a major 
AL (Closure) AIR STATION (AIRSTA) KODIAK impact on CG operations in the North 

ADAK LORAN MONITOR Pacific. Loss of use of this facility 
COMMUNICATION STATION KODIAK will impair our ability to perform 

maritime law enforcement and safety and 
security missions. Adak currently provides 
both cutter and aircraft support for CG ops. 
Loss of this facility wiii result in 
decreased aircraft on-scene time and delay 
of medical evacuation patients. It will 
result in fewer on-scene cutter days for law 
enforcement patrols. Loss of Loran monitoring 
station at Adak may force a relocation of the 
site at great cost. CG cutters also use 
Adak for JP-5 refueling. They could 
potentially switch to diesel fuel available 
at Dutch Harbor, but with negative impacts. 
Naval Security Group Adak currently supports 
COMMSTA Kodiak remote MF and HF transceivers 
and receivers. Its closure will terminate 
the Inter-service Support Agreement (ISSA). 
Other support alternatives are being 
investigated. 

CHARLES MELVIN PRICE NAVAL ENGINEERING SUPPORT NESU & EMD St. Louis are existing tenants 
SUPPORT CENTER, IL UNIT (NESU) ST. LOUIS of this facility. MSO St. Louis currently 
( Closure ) ELECTRONICS MAINTENANCE maintains their small boats and pollution 

DETACHMENT (EMD) ST. LOUIS responses equipment in a building at the 
MARINE SAFETY OFFICE (MSO) Support Center. A planning proposal for a 
ST. LOUIS new Base St. Louis at this site has been 

approved. Anticipate closure will lead to a 
Title 10 transfer of 22 acres to the CG for 
the new base. Impact on NESU and EMD 
St. Louis is unknown. Charles Melvin Price 
Support Center also provides an exchange, 
commissary, gym, golf course and club house 
that are used by CG personnel. The Army Depot 
at Granite City will remain active, providing 
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CHARLES MELVIN PRICE commissary/exchange services to CG personnel. 
SUPPORT CENTER CG Auxiliary would be directly impacted by 
cont . closure of this facility. The Support Center 

houses the Auxiliary's National Supply Center 
(ANSC). The ANSC is the storage and 
distribution center for Auxiliary pubs, awards, 
member course, etc. The ANSC is operated under 
contract, with CG managing the contract and 
overseeing operations. The Auxiliary may be 
forced to lease the same space, most likely at 
an ixcreased cost, or move the location, 
requiring transportation of inventory and 
development of a new contract. The CG District 
2 armory is currently in shared Army space. A 
new armory is included within the scope of the 
new Base St. Louis design. There may be an 
opportunity for future consolidation of the 
NESU, EMD, and MSO at the new base site. 

SELFRIDGE ARMY GARRISON, AIRSTA DETROIT 
MI GROUPjBASE EETRCIT 
(Closure ) MSO DETROIT 

STATION BELLE ISLAND 
STATION PORT HURON 
STATION ST. CLAIR SHORES 
AIDS TO NAVIGATION TEAM (ANT) 
DETROIT 
CG CUTTER (CGC) BRISTOL BAY 

Airsta Detroit is a tenant command of this 
facility. It is unlikely that the Airsta 
will have to relocate as the airfield property 
is under the custody of the Michigan Air 
National Guard (ANG). Operational services are 
supported by an ISSA between the Air Station 
and Michigan ANG. With a total closure of 
this base, CG may lose commissary, exchange, 
medical, and child care services. Fire 
fighting services and Airfield Crash 
and Rescue are 50% funded by the Army and 
50% by the 127th Fighter Wing of Michigan ANG. 
If the ANG is unable to absorb 100% 
funding, a significant cutback in the airfield 
support could occur or CG might have to provide 
additional funds to continue support of this 
service. CG occupies 116 of 745 Army housing 
units. The Army has no plans to continue 
to run this housing. Closure could mean 
expanding our leased housing for eligible 
members. 
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SENECA ARMY DEPOT, NY LORSTA SENECA Staffing at LORSTA Seneca is programmed to 
( Closure ) decrease from 20 personnel to 4 with the 

completion of a LORAN consolidated control 
project 7/97. The nature of LORAN operations 
makes movement of the LORAN facility 
impossible and the option to acquire the 
property has been explored locally. The effect 
of closure of Seneca housing, 32 units, would 
minimally impact the CG. Additional minor 
concerns include the transfer of LORSTA water 
and sewer currently provided by Seneca Army 
Depot, to Seneca County. The Army also manages 
a profitable MWR recreational travel camp, used 
by Active Duty Military and retirees as 
vacation cottages. The depot also provides 
telephone services to LORSTA Seneca. 

NAS SOUTH WEYMOUTH, MA SOUTH WEYMOUTH BUOY DEPOT South Weymouth Buoy Depot is a tenant command 
( Closure ) STATION SCITUATE of this facility. The CG does not own or 

CG DISTRICT 1 lease, just has use of the site. The ISSA with 
* L - . . - - - - cr le  N ~ V Y  sta tes  that an additional 6 acres 
could be made available to the CG if the NAS 
ever closed. The NAS Fire Department provides 
protection and safety inspections for the 
Depot. We may be able to rely on the local 
Fire Department to provide protection services. 
We currently lease 50 housing units from the 
Navy for CG families in the Boston area. The 
housing is poor and considered to be a 
maintenance burden; however, other housing 
options are limited. The NAS housing 
may be unnecessary for Boston-area members; 
District 1 needs to address this in the future. 
The Navy exchange may close; may be feasible 
for CG Exchange System to take over if a CG 
presence remains. The CG may see a significant 
decrease in the established ISSA with the Navy 
at Airsta Cape Cod. The CG provides the Navy 
use of 95 units of housing at Cape Cod. 
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local radio transceivers and antennae installed 
in the Air Force hangar, such as VHF and HF. 

NAS POINT MUGU, CA CG DISTRICT 11 

BAYONNE MILITARY OCEAN 
TERMINAL, NJ 
( Closlure ) 

P 
a FORT DIX, NJ 
I 
u ( Realignment) 

ATLANTIC STRIKE TEAM 

The CG has a National Distress System VHF-FM 
High Level Site at Point Mugu. The Navy 
provides the control circuits, power and 
emergency power to the site. 

This site is being considered as a proposed 
location for several NY area commands. 
Closure of this faciiity wiii probably make 
Army barracks unavailable for CG cutters 
tentatively planned to homeport there as 
part of the Streamlining proposals. 

Atlantic Strike Team is a tenant command 
of this facility. FY95 AC&I project to 
construct equipment facility with construction 
award anticipated 3/30/95. No impact 

5 anticipated. 
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EGLIN AFB, FL LORAN MONITORING SITE STA Destin, FT Walton NDS, Cape San Blas NDS 

(Realignment ) STA DESTIN all located on Army property but managed by 
FT WALTON NATIONAL DISTRESS Eglin (utilities, tower, equipment hut, etc) 
SYSTEM Impact unknown. 

CAPE SAN BLAS NATIONAL 
DISTRESS SYSTEM 

NSWC CRANE DIVISION 
DETACHMENT, KY 
(Closure) 

CGYD 
MLCLANT 
MLCPAC 

NUWC NEWPORT DIVISION CGC EAGLE 
NEW LONDON DETACHMENT CGC REDWOOD 
NEW LONDON, CT STA NEW LONDON 
( Closure ) 

NAVAL COMMAND, CONTROL G-T 
AND OCEAN SURVEILLANCE MLCLANT 
CENTER, IN-SERVICE MLCPAC 
ENGINEERING CENTER 
EAST COAST DETACHMENT, 
NORFOLK, VA 
( Realignment ) 

FORT HAMILTON, NY 
( Realignment ) 

This closure will have a major impact on 
field support of the MK75 gun, MK15 CIWS and 
MK36 SRBOC. This center provides technical and 
parts assistance, overhauis and defines 
maintenance procedures for these weapon 
systems. T h e  Navy may continue to support the 
MK15 CIWS and MK36 SRBOC, but is removing the 
MK75 from its inventory. CG YARD may be able 
to fill this gap. 

CGC EAGLE currently moors at Pier 7 when 
in homeport. SECDOD recommendation is for 
Pier 7 to remain open. This pier also provides 
a homepert fer the CGC REEWSQC. Anticipate 
STA New London will acquire its current site 
and will retain access to Pier 7. 

Headquarters, Headquarters units, and MLCs 
contract with NISE East for electronics 
engineering support. Unclear from the 
recommendations as to what functions may be 
deleted. Major moves of personnel/equipment 
may result in project elimination or delays. 

May affect USCG personnel remaining in NY 
area if GI relocates and cornmissary/exchange 
close. Other potential impacts unknown. 
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NAVAL SHIPYARD LONG BEACH, SUPRTCEN SAN PEDRO The shipyard and SIMA provide direct, high 
CA quality ship repair services to local CG. 
( Closure ) Service connectivity for the RAPIDS program 

and the Defense Switched Network at CGDll are 
provided by the Naval Shipyard. Alternate 
service points will have to be identified. 
This closure will also impact support services 
for the CG, i .e., a Family Support Center, 
commissary, exchange, barber shop, pharmacy, 
medical services, child care. CGDll Response 
Advisory Team houses our Vessel of Opportunity 
Skiiiing System at the Shipyard. SUPRTCEN San 
Pedro uses the Navy clinic for some x-ray and 
laboratory services. Because of the distance 
of San Pedro from any other federal direct care 
inpatient or specialty service provider, the CG 
may have to contract for or obtain an MOU with 
the Dept. of Veterans Affairs for many of these 
services. Closure may also eliminate berthing/ 
messing opportunities for reservists augmenting 
CG commands in the area. PSU 311 is in the 
process of being established using a ware- 
house on the shipyard. They are currently 
setting up temporary storage facilities and 
will probably require additional warehouse cost 
if they have to relocate. 
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EAST FORT BAKER, CA STA GOLDEN GATE The Fort has some limited housing, currently 
(Closure) used by a few CG families. Recent degradation 

in maintenance has already influenced a 
decision to vacate. 

RIO VISTA ARMY RESERVE 
( Closure ) 

STA RIO VISTA 

AIRSTA SACRAMENTO 

U 

rn NAVAL COMMAND, CONTROL G-T 
AND OCEAN SURVEILLANCE MLCLANT 
CENTER, IN-SERVICE MLCPAC 
ENGf NEERING WEST COAST 
DIVISION, SAN DIEGO, CA 

( Closure ) 

(D 

N 

hl 
the 

0 &/&+> AR&SC ELIZABETH CITY 
L-. (Realignm 

.r X 
. . 

' a I 
0 

. ,. HILL AFB, - T (Realignment) AR&SC ELIZABETH CITY 
In 

"- AVIATION TROOP COMMAND, MO (Closure) 
G? 
\ 
3 
r? 
\ 
In 
0 

This facility is adjacent to Station Rio Vista. 
Do not anticipate any impact due to closure. 

The 129th Air National Guard Air Rescue 
Squadron is located at this facility. 
Occasionally, t h i s  squadron flies long range 
SAR for the CG and maintains long range SAR 
guard when CG C-130's are down. SECDOD 
recommendation is for Squadron to relocate 
to McClellan AFB which should facilitate 
an improved working relationship between 
Airsta Sacramento and the Squadron. 

Headquarters, Headquarters units, and MLCs 
contract with NISE West for electronics 
engineering support, Unclear frem the 
recommendations as to what functions may be 
deleted. Major moves of personnel/equipment 
may result in project elimination or delays. 

AR&SC receives complete Air Force support for 
repair of CG C-130's through ISSA agreements. 
AR&SC does not have the facilities to repair 
C-130's. Impact on ISSA's unknown. 

AR&SC receives complete Air Force support for 
repair of CG C-130's through ISSA agreements. 
ARSC does not have the facilities to repair the 
C-130's. Impact on ISSA's unknown. 

These facilities provide ISSA support to 
AR&SC. They do depot level preventive 
maintenance on our C-130's and H60s. 
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NAVAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS This facility provides In-Service Engineering 
SUPPORT OFFICE, Agent (ISEA) services for the Microcomputer 
CHESAPEAKE, VA Organizational Maintenance Management Systems. 
( Closure) This system allows for an electronic link to 

the USN Maintenance Data System. We currently 
have a MIPR in place with them to perform this 
function for us. 

NAVAL SEA SYSTEM COMMAND, G-OD0 
ARLINGTON, VA 
(Realignment) 

GRU GALVESTON 
a. 
C 

GRU CORPUS CHRIST1 
u AIRSTA CORPUS CHRIST1 

I 
U 

I 
UI 
U 

GRU GALVESTON 

2 GRU CORPUS CHRISTI 
AIRSTA CORPUS CHRIST1 

All NAVORD equipment program managers are 
located here. We deal directly with all 
applicable program managers on ordnance 
matters. Impact unknown. 

Loss of commissary/exchange facilities will 
impact active duty and reserve personnel in 
CGD8. 

Loss of comrnissary/exchange facilities will 
impact active duty and reserve personnel in 
CGD8. 

EEFENSE DI-TR~B-~-TL"N GRU GALVESTON Loss of support services will impact reserve 
DEPOT RED RIVER, TX GRU CORPUS CHRIST1 personnel in CGD8. 
( Closure ) AIRSTA CORPUS CHRIST1 

3 
3 
-l' 
rl 

RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT, TX GRU GALVESTON 

I- 
(Closure ) GRU CORPUS CHRIST1 

w 
N 

AIRSTA CORPUS CHRIST1 
N 
o NAS BARBERS POINT, HI CGAS BARBERS POINT 
6 (Change to previous BRAC) 

Loss of support services will impact reserve 
personnel in CGD8. 

Navy housing may continue to be available 
to the CG; the BRAC '95 SECDOD recommendation 
retains it for multi-service use. Positive 
impact to CG. 
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FORT GREELY, AL LORSTA TOK LORSTA Tok personnel use the commissary and ' 

(Realignment) exchange at Ft Greely. Ft Greely closure 
will not impair LORAN operations. The Army 
metrology lab at Greeley repairs and calibrates 
all electronics equipment on inventory at 
LORSTA TOK. If the lab were to close as part 
of this realignment, the CG would have to pay 
for this service or purchase $25K worth of 
calibrating equipment. 

SHIP REPAIR FACILITY, MARSEC 
GUAM ! C l o s u r ~  ) i v i ~ ~  ~ ~ j j p j  

CGC BASSWOOD 
CGC GALVESTON ISLAND 

NAVALACTIVITIESGUAM w 
d 

MARSEC 

I. 
(Realignment) MSO GUAM 

(D 
3 4  

CGC GALVESTON ISLAND 
N 

CGC BASSWOOD 
0 

6 

Closure of this facility could iead to eventual 
closure of the naval station clinic and 
hospital, the primary source of medical 
care for the 116 CG personnel and their 
dependents in Naval housing. Vessel 
maintenance and repair assistance has been 
provided at this facility, as well as dry 
dock capability. Additional cutter transit 
time will be required for this type of 
maintenance. In addition, the Navy metrology 
lab repairs and calibrates all slectronics 
equipment on inventory at MARSEC Guam. If the 
lab closes, the cost for this work would 
increase by an estimated $5K per year. 

Naval Activities Guam supports active duty and 
reserve CG on Guam in many ways as tenant 
activities. ISSA's are in place with the Navy 
Public Works Center for general, electrical, 
water/sewer and housing support, as well as 
telephone services for our buildings, offices 
and grounds on NAVACT. MARSEC, MSO and the 
2 cutters are located on CG property within 
NAVACTS. CG units are directly supported by 
almost every department of NAVACTS. The 
Navy provides security, training spaces, 
MWR services, food services, consolidated 
bachelor quarters, portion operations, 
commercial travel, fire department response, 
legal services, etc. 
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OFFICIALS 

.5, 1995, Monday, City Edition f 

S 'TART 

BYLINE: By HENRY L. DAVIS, News Staff Reporter 

RODY: 
Facing hearings less than a month away, local officials will begin today to 

plan a strategy to thwart a proposal to close the Niagara Falls Air Reserve 
Base. 

Rep. John J. LaFalce, whose district includes the base, said he arranged a 
meeting of local officials in his Niagara Falls office to prepare a response for 
public hearings June 12-13 in Wa hin ton on ehe ba e-closin roposal 9 P - ~ Y ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ b c K r n n ~ ~ w l w ~  w ~ L I ~ ? c v ~  1 J 3 ~ 6 ~ ~ ~ m ~ ~ ~ ~  O ~ N P  flj-~, 

"It's a preliminary gatherin.g to consider what to do and how to do it," he 
said. 

9 

The Defense Base Reducticln and Closure Cornmission agreed last week to add the 
Niagara Falls base and five other bases in Chicago, Minneapolis, Milwaukee, 
P' 'sburgh and Youngstown, Ohio, to the federal government's latest round of 
t(.LI. closings- f l L { d n / ( l  - ' ' f ld l  F o r ~ j r ( & ~ f i j * 1 9 J n f , a d  f l s f l ~  

T Q ~ L ~ Q @ - . ( O - F  o & w ~ n c , l , f , ~ o d  
A commission official said he believes that one or two of 

June 22 . 
"This came 

Tonawanda, who lobbied to get $ 25 million in federal funding in the last five 
years for improvements at t h e  base. 

LaFalce suggested that officials prepare for the June hearings by devising an 
nrgument for each of the eight criteria the commission will use to make its 
iecision. -7k J V M  & n r ~ n ~ ~  nn * ) -  12 -13 - C O W .  ym,, r t a C e ~ , . . # ~ )  - bcp tlf .pNJ w-m (& d f i r n r ~ ~ c d ~  I 22-,23,3,L9 26 - ~ ( f i n / & / ~ b f i f , o n ) - 9 I k ~ d ~ f i  nbrk-up, S+dF &I {,& 

For instance, he s a i d , ~ ~ ~ a l l s  economy would suffer 
iisproportionate financial damage compared with those of such larger cities as 
Ihicago . 

He also said the commission must take into account the $ 70 million invested 
~t the base over the last 10 years. - 0 /thod9i 1 AW- ~ n ~ l  or -p/J f cdp dla 1 t r ~ ~ ~ h ~ t  15 w~~s,&c+! ~ o , & c e r f s  41 F ~ J -  flf (t? r c c j r o d  

On the issue of manpower, LaFalce said four oe the six facilities suggested 
or closing are near another C-130 base, making shutdowns there less painful for 
eservists, while Niagara Falls is not within commuting distance of another 
-'?O base. 
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Tw, years ago, the base closing commission voted to shut Plattsburgh Air 
Force -ase and most of Griffiss Air Force Base in Rome. The current round of 
base ,osings includes the ,Air Force's Rome Laboratory. - 

*he Niagara Falls facility includes eight new C-130 Hercules transport planes 
and a fleet of 10 midair tai-s. About 2,500 Reserve members from Western New 
York report to tEe base, which employs about 800 civilians and has an annual Air 
Force payroll of $ 56 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 
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BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION ANNOUNCES CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS 

Over 200 b b b e r s  of Conafess to testift on June 12 and June 13 

WASHINGTON, DC, JUNE', 5, 1995 - The Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission today announced it schedule for two days of Congressional hearings to be 
held on Capitol Hill. The purpose of these hearings is to receive testimony from Members 
of Congress who have requested to speak on behaif of their installations which face 
realignment or closure. 

The June 12 hearing will begin at 8:30 am in room 345 of the Cannon House OEce 
Building. The June 13 hearing wilI begin at 8: 3 0 am in room 2 16 of the Hart Senate 
Office Building. 

Department of Defense officials will testfi before the Commission regarding the Secretary 
of Defense's list and on .additions by the Commission to his list on June 14 in room 216 of 
the Hart Senate Oace Building. Further information on this hearing will be released this 
week. 

A list of the Members scheduled to test@ on June 12 and June 13 follows: 
(Schedule is subject to change). 

DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY 

JUNE 12,1995 
345 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

8:30-8:35 Opening remarks 

NEW MEXICO 
8:35-8:40 Sea Pete Domenici 
8:40-8:45 Sen. Jeff Bingaman 
8:45-8:50 Rep. Joe Skeen 
850-855 Rep. Bill Richardson 
855-9:OO Rep. Steve Schiff 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
9:03-9:08 Sen. Strom Thurmond 
9:08-9: 13 Sen. Ernest Hollings 
9: 13-9: 18 Rep. Mark Word 
9: 18-9:23 Rep. James Clyburn 



MASSACHUSETTS 
4:5 1-456 Sen. Ted Kennedy 
456-5:01 Rep. Gerry Studds 

MICHIGAN 
5:04-5:09 Sen. Carl Levin 
5:09-5: 14 Rep. David Bonior 
5:14-5:19 Rep. Sander Levin 

MINNESOTA 
5:22-5:27 Rep. Martin Sabo 
5:27-5:32 Rep. Bruce Vento 

5:35-5:40 Rep. Steve Horn 
5:40-5:45 Rep. Elton Gallegly 
5:45-550 Rep. Eva Clayton 

DEFENSE BASIE C1,OSURE AND RErUIGNMENT COMMISSION 
CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY 

JUNE 13,1995 
216 HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 

850-8:35 Opening remarks 

MISSISSIPPI 
8:35-8:40 Sen. Thad Cochran 
8:40-8:45 Sen. Trent Lott 
8:45-850 Rep. Sonny Montgomery 

MlSSOURI 
853-858 Sen. Kit Bond 
858-9:03 Sen. John Ashcroft 
9:03-9:08 Rep. Dick Gephardt 
9:08-9: 13 Rep. William Clay 
9: 13-9: 18 Rep. James Talent 
9: 18-9:23 Rep. Ike Skelton 

MONTANA 
9:26-9:3 1 Sen. Max Baucus 
9:3 1-9:36 Sen. Conrad Burns 
9:36-9:4 1 Rep. Pat Williams 

NEW JERSEY 
9:44-9:49 Sen. Bill Bradley 
9:49-954 Sen. Frank Lautenberg 
9:54-959 Rep. Jim Saxton 
959- 10:04 Rep. Chris Smith 
10:04- 10:09 Rep. Frank Pallome 
10:09- 10: 14 Rep. Robert Menendei: 

NEW YORK 
10: 17- 10:22 Sen. Pat Moyniham 
10:22- 10:27 Sen. A1 D'Amatal 
10:27- 10:32 Rep. Gary Ackennan 
1032-10:37 Rep. Susan Molir~ari 
10:37-10:42 Rep. Sherwood Boehlert 
10:42-10:47 Rep. Jack Quinn 
10:47-1052 Rep. John LaFalce 

NORTH CAROLINA 
110:55-11:OO Sen. Lauch Faircloth 
1 1 :00- 1 1 :05 Rep. Walter Jones 

NORTH DAKOTA 
1 1 :08- 1 1 : 13 Sen. Kent Conrad 
11:13-11:18 Sen. ByronDorgan 
1 1 : 1 8- 1 1 :23 Rep. Earl Pomeroy 

OHIO 
1 1 :26- 1 1 :3 1 Sen. John G l e ~  
1 1:3 1-1 1:36 Sen. Mike Dewine 
11:36-11:41 Rep. Tony Hall 
1 '1 :41- 1 1 :46 Rep. David Hobson 
1 '1 :46- 1 1 :5 1 Rep. Jim Traficant 
1:1:51-1156 Rep. Rob Portman 
1 1156-12:Ol Rep. John Kasich 

OKLAHOMA 
1204-12:09 Sen. Don Nickles 
1209- 12: 14 Sen. Jim Inhofe 
12: 14-12: 19 Rep. Bill Brewster 
1219-12:24 Rep. J.C. Watts 
1224-12329 Rep. Ernest Istook 
11!:29- 12:34 Rep. Frank Lucas 

PENNSYLVANIA 
12::37- 12:42 Sen. Arlen Specter 
12:42-12:47 Sen. Rick Santonun 
12:47-1252 Rep. Tom Foglietta 
12:52-1257 Rep. Robert Borski 
1257-1:02 Rep. Ron Klink 
1 :02-1:07 Rep. Tim Holden 
1:07-1: 12 Rep. Curt Weldon 
1 : 12- 1 : 17 Rep. James Greenwood 
1 : 17- 1 :22 Rep. Bud Shuster 
1 22- 1 :27 Rep. Jon Fox 



ALABAMA 
9:26-9:3 1 Sen. Howell Heflir~ 
9:3 1-9:36 Rep. Glen Browder 
9:36-9:41 Rep. Tom Bevill 

ALASKA 
9:44-9:49 Sen. Ted Stevens 
9:49-954 Sen. Frank Mukovvski 
954-959 Rep. Don Young 

ARKANSAS 
10:02-10:07 Sen. Dale Bumpers 
10:07- 10: 12 Sen. David Pryor 
10: 12-10: 17 Rep. Jay Dickey 

CALIFORNIA 
10:20- 10:25 Sen. Dianne Feinstein 
10:25-10:30 Sen. Barbara Boxer 
10:30-10:35 Rep. Vic Fazio 
10:35- 10:40 Rep. Wally Herger 
10:40- 10:45 Rep. John Doolinle 
10:45-1050 Rep. Robert Matsui 
1050-1055 Rep. Richard Ponibo 
10:55-1 1:00 Rep. Anna Eshoo 
11:OO-11:05 Rep. Sam Farr 
1 1 :05-11: 10 Rep. Andrea Seastrand 
1 1 : 10- 1 1 : 15 Rep. Tony Beilenson 
1 1 : 15- 1 1 :20 Rep. Walter Tucker 
1 1 :20- 1 1 :25 Rep. Julian Dixori 
1 1:25-11:30 Rep. Esteban Torres 
1 1 :30- 1 1:35 Rep. Dana Rohrabacher 
1 1:35-11:40 Rep. Ken Calvert 
1 1 :40- 1 1 :45 Rep. George Broun 

COLORADO 
1 1:48-1153 Sen. Hank Brown 
1 153- 1 1 :58 Sen. Ben Nighthorse Campbell 
1 1:58- 12:03 Rep. Pat Schroeder 
12:03- 12:08 Rep. Dan Schaefer 
12:08-12: 13 Rep. David Skaggs, 

CONNECTICUT 
12: 16-12:2 1 Sen. Chris Dodd 
12:2 1 -12:26 Sen. Joe Lieberman 
12:26- 12:3 1 Rep. Chris Shays 

FLORIDA 
12:34- 12:39 Sen. Bob Graham 
1239- 12:44 Rep. Joe Scarborough 
12:U-12:49 Rep. Bill McCollum 
1249-1254 Rep. Bill Young 
1254-1259 Rep. Dave Weldon 
1259-1:04 Rep. Carrie Meek 

GEORGIA 
1 :07- 1 : 12 Sen. Sam Nunn 
1 : 12- 1 : 17 Sen. Paul Coverdell 
1 : 1 7- 1 :22 Rep. Newt Gingrich 
1 :22- 1 :27 Rep. Bob Ban 
1 :27- 1 :32 Rep. Mac Collins 
1 :32- 1:37 Rep. Saxby Chambliss 
1 r37- 1:42 Rep. Sanford Bishop 
1 :42- 1 :47 Rep. Cynthia McKinney 

GUAM 
150-155 Del. Robert Underwood 

ILLINOIS 
1:58-2:03 Sen. Carol Moseley-Braun 
2:03-2:08 Rep. Richard Durbin 
2:08-2: 13 Rep. Jerry Costello 
2: 13-2: 18 Rep. Don Manzullo 
2: 18-2:23 Rep. Lane Evans 
223-2:28 Sen. Paul Simon 

INDIANA 
2:3 1-2:36 Sen. Dan Coats 
236-2:41 Rep. Dan Burton 
2:4 1 -2:46 Rep. John Hostettler 
2:46-2:5 1 Rep. Lee Hamilton 

KENTUCKY 
254-259 Sen. Wendell Ford 
259-3:04 Sen. Mitch M c C o ~ e u  
3:04-3:09 Rep. Mike Ward 
3 :09-3 : 14 Rep. Ron Lewis 

MAINE 
3 : 17-3 :22 Sen. Bill Cohen 
3:22-3:27 Sen. Olympia Snowe 
3:27-3:32 Rep. James Longley 
3:32-3:37 Rep. John Baldacci 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
3:40-3:45 Sen. Bob Smith 
3:45-350 Sen. Judd Gregg 
350-355 Rep. Bill Zeliff 
3:55-4:00 Rep. Charlie Bass 

MARYLAND 
4:03-4:08 Sen. Paul Sarbanes 
4:08-4: 13 Sen. Barbara Mikulski 
4: 13-4: 18 Rep. Wayne Gilchrest 
4: 18-4:23 Rep. Robert Ehrlich 
4:23-4:28 Rep. Kweisi Mfume 
4:28-4:33 Rep. A1 Wynn 
4:33-4:38 Rep. Steny Hoyer 
4:38-4:43 Rep. Roscoe Bartlett 
4:43-4:48 Rep. Benjamin Cardii 



(Pennsylvania continued) 
1 :27- 1 :32 Rep. William Coyne 
1:32-1:37 Rep. Mike Doyle 
1 :37- 1 :42 Rep. Frank Mascara 
1 :42- 1 :47 Rep. Phil English 

UTAH 
357-4:02 Sen. Onin Hatch 
4:02-4:07 Sen. Bob Bennett 
4:07-4: 12 Rep. Jim Hansen 
4: 12-4: 17 Rep. Enid Waldholtz 

PUERTO RICO 
150- 1 :55 Rep. Carlos Romero-Barcelo 

RHODE ISLAND 
1:58-2:03 Sen. Claiborne Pel1 
2:03-2:08 Sen. John Chafee 
2:08-2: 13 Rep. Jack Reed 

TENNESSEE 
2: 16-2:2 1 Sen. Bill Frist 
2:2 1 -2:26 Sen. Fred Thompson 
2:26-2:3 1 Rep. Bart Gordon 
2:3 1 -2:36 Rep. Harold Ford 
2:36-2:41 Rep. Ed Bryant 

TEXAS 
294-2:49 Sen. Phil Gramm 
2:49-254 Sen. Kay Bailey Hutchison 
254-259 Rep. Jim Chapman 
259-3:04 Rep. Joe Barton 
3 :04-3:09 Rep. Lloyd Doggett 
3:09-3: 14 Rep. Pete Geren 
3: 14-3: 19 Rep. Charles Stenholm 
3: 19-3:24 Rep. Larry Combest 
3:24-3:29 Rep. Henry Gonzalez 
3:29-3:34 Rep. Lamar Smith 
3:34-3:39 Rep. Henry Bonilla 
3:39-344 Rep. Martin Frost 
394-3:49 Rep. Frank Tejeda 
3:49-3:54 Rep, Greg Laughtin 

VTRGINIA 
4:20-4:25 Sen. John Warner 
4:25-430 Sen. Chuck Robb 
4:30-4:35 Rep. Owen Pickett 
4:35-4:40 Rep. Bobby Scott 
4:40-4:45 Rep. Norm Sisisky 
4:45-450 Rep. Jim Moran 
450-455 Rep. Frank Wolf 

WISCONSIN 
458-5:03 Sen. Herb Kohl 
5 :03-5:08 Rep. Gerald Kleczka 
5:08-5: 13 Rep. Thomas Barrett 

5: 16-521 Sen. Richard Shelby 
5:2 1 -5:26 Rep. Bud Cramer 
5:26-5:3 1 Rep. Tom Lantos 
5:3 1-5:36 Rep. Maxine Waters 
536-5:41 Rep. Lucille Roybal-Allard 
5:41-546 Rep. Jane Hannan 
5:46-5:5 1 Rep. Sam Gejdenson 
5:5 1-556 Rep. Rosa DeLauro 
556-6:O 1 Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen 
6:O 1 -6:06 Rep. Charles Canady 
6:06-6: 1 1 Rep. Andy Jacobs 
6: 1 1-6: 16 Sen. John Kerry 
6: 16-6:2 1 Rep. Tim Hutchinson 

OTHER MEMBERS OT('FERING 
TESTIMONY: 

Sen. Connie Mack 
Sen. Russ Feingold 
Rep. Sonny Bono 
Rep. George Gekas 
Rep. Sam Gibbons 
Rep. Dick Zimmer 

Individuals needing special assistance should contact the Commission in advance of each 
event to facilitate their requirements. 
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COMMISSION CLOSES OR REALIGNS 26 BASES IN FIRST DAY OF 
DELIBERATIONS 

WASHINGTON, DC, June 22, 1995 - The Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission (DBCRC) voted to recommend closure of 20 military bases and the reaiignment of 6 
others on the first day of its final deliberations. 

The Commission also voted to recommend keeping open 7 bases that had been 
recommended for closure by the Department of Defense. The recommendations must be accepted 
or rejected in firll by the President and Congress. 

The Commission recommended significant cuts in the Air Force's Air Logistics Center 
category, voting to close M c C l e 5  Air Force Base, Sacramento, and to close the ALC located at 
Keny Air Force Base San Antonio. 

Commission Chairman Alan J. Dixon called the closure of the two depots the "greatest 
single deviation fiom the recommendation of the Secretary of the Defense in the history of the 
base closure process." 

Here is a fist of the Commission's actions of June 22, in the order in which they were 
taken: 



A r Following is the list of the recommendations the Commission made today (in chronologica3 
order): 

Vote Legend (nay votes will be noted, recusals will be in bold): 
In the event of a tie vote, the Secretary of Defense's recommendation is adopted. 
AD - Alan J. Dixon; AC - A1 Cornella; RC - Rebecca Cox; JD - James B. Davis; 

enjamin Montoya; JR - Josue Robles; WS - Wendi L. Steele 
! 

dation: Close Rome Laboratory, Rome, New York. Rome 
i 
k 

activities will relocate to Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, and Hanscom AFB, j 

Commission Recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. 
, . . Vote: 8-0. Rome lab remains open. 

> .  
2-Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Kirtland AFB. The 58th Special Operations 
Wing will relocate to Holloman AFB, New Mexico. The AF Operational Test and Evaluation 
Center (AFOTEC) will relocate to Eglin AFB, Florida. The AF Office of Security Police 
(AFOSP) wiil relocate to Lackland AFB, Texas. The AF Inspection Agency and the AF Safety 
Agency will relocate to Kelly AFB, Texas. The Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA) will relocate to 
Kelly AFB, Texas (Field Command) and Nellis AFB, Nevada (High Explosive Testing). Some 
DNA personnel (Radiation Simulator operations) will remain in place. The Phillips Laboratory 
and the 898th Munitions Squadron will remain in cantonment. The AFRES and ANG activities 
will remain in existing facilities. The 377th ABW inactivates and ail other activities and 
facilities at Kirtland AFB, including family housing will close. Air Force medical activities 
located in the Veterans Administration Hospital will terminate. 
Commission Recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. Kirtland remains open. 

3-Brooks Air Force Base, Texas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Brooks AFB. The Human Systems Center, 
including the School of Aerospace Medicine and Armstrong Laboratory, will relocate to Wright- 
Patterson AFB, Ohio, however, some portion of the Manpower and Personnel hct ion,  and the 
Air Force Drug Test laboratory, may relocate to other locations. The 68th Intelligence Squadron 
will relocate to Kelly AFB, Texas. The Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence w21 
relocate to Tyndall AFB, Florida. The 710th Intelligence Flight (AFRES) will relocate to 
Lackland AFB, Texas. The hyperbaric chamber operation, including associated personnel, will 
relocate to Lackland AF-B, Texas. All activities and facilities at the base including family 
housing and the medical facility will close. 
Commission Recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. Brooks remains open. 



4-Air Logistics Centen 
I . 

Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the Air Logistics Centers (ALC) at Hill.AFB, 
Utah; Kelly AFB, Texas; McClellan AFB, California; Robins AFB, Georgia; and Tinker AFB, 
Oklahoma. Consolidate the followings workloads at the designated receiver locations: 

Composites and plastics 
Hydraulics 
Tubing manufacturing 
Airborne electronic automatic 

equipment software 

Sheet metal repair and manufacturing 

Machining manufacturing 

Foundry operations 

Airborne electronics 

Electronic manufacturing 
(printed wire boards) 

ElectricaUmechanical support equipment 
Injection molding 
Industrial plant equipment software 
Plating 

SM-ALC, McCIellan AFB 
SM-ALC, McClellan AFB 
WR-ALC, Robins AFB 
WR-ALC, Robins-AFB, OC- 
ALC, Tinker AFB; 00-ALC, 

Hill AFB 
00-ALC, Hill AFB, WR- 

ALC, Robins AFB 
OC-ALC, Tinker AFB, WR- 

ALC, Robins AFB 
SA-ALC, Kelly AFB, 00- 

ALC, Hill AFB 
SM-ALC, McClellan AFB 

(some unique work remains 
at 00-ALC, Hill AFB and 
WR-ALC, Robins AFB) 

WR-ALC, Robins AFB, OC- 
ALC, Tinker AFB, 00-ALC, 
Hill AFB 

WR-ALC, Robins AFB 

SM-ALC, McClellan AFB 
SM-ALC, McClellan AFB 
SA-ALC, Kelly AFB 
OC-ALC, T i e r  AFB, 00- 
ALC, Hill AFB, SA-ALC, 
Kelly AFB, WR-ALC, Robins 
AFB 

Move the required equipment and any required personnel to the receiving location. These 
actions will create or strengthen Technical Repair Centers at the receiving locations in the 
respective commodities. Minimal workload in each of the commodities may continue to be 
performed at the other ALCs as required. 

Commission Recommendation: Reject DoD Proposal. Close McClellan ALC. Realign Kelly 
AFB by closing ALC. 
Vote: 6-2 (RC, BM) on McClellan. 6-2 (R JD) on Kelly. 



5-Kelly Air Force Base, Texas . 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission Action. Recommend Realignment of Kelly by closing ALC. 
Vote: 6-2. JR, JD. 

6-McClellan Air Force Base, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. - 

a Commission Action: Close. 
Vote: 6-2. RC, BM. 

7-Letterkenny Army Depot, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Letterkemy Army Depot by transferring the 
towed and self-propelled combat vehicle mission to Anniston Army Depot. Retain an enclave 
for conventional ammunition storage and tactical missile disassembly and storage. Change the 
1993 Commission's decision regarding the consolidating of tactical missile maintenance at 
Letterkemy by transferring missile guidance system workload to ~ o b ~ h a n n a  Army Depot 
Note: The Commission voted that Letterkenny Army Depot, Pa, currently on the list of bases 
recommended by the Secretary of Defense for realignment, be considered by the Commission for 
closure or to increase the extent of the realignment. 
Commission Recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Approve same language as SECDEF 
motion, with addition of language encouraging and permitting private sector use. 
Vote: 5-3 (AC, RC, JD) 

8-Red River Army Depot, Texas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Red River Army Depot Transfer the 
ammunition storage mission, intern training center, and civilian training education to Lone Star 
Army Ammunition Plant. Transfer the light combat vehicle maintenance mission to Anniston 
Army Depot. Transfer the Rubber Production Facility to Lone Star. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD Proposal. Realign downward; Bradley and other 
missions stay. 1 13 line moves to Anniston. 
Vote: 7-1. AD. 

9-Defense Distribution Depot Red River, Texarkana, Texas (DDRT) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Defense Distribution Depot Red 
River, Texas. Material remaining at DDRT at the time of disestablishment will be relocated to 
the Defense Distribution Depot Anniston, Alabama, (DDAA) and to optim'urn storage space 
within the DoD Distribution System. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD Proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. AD. 



, 10-Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane Division Detachment, 
Louisville, Kentucky 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane 
Division Detachment, Louisville, Kentucky. Relocate appropriate hct ions,  personnel, 
equipment, and support to other naval activities, primarily the Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia; 
the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Port Hueneme, California; and the Naval Surface Warfare 
Center, Crane, Indiana. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal; Close, but add language to encourage privitization 

. of hc t ions  to the extent practical. 
Vote: 8-0. 

1 Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, 
Indianapolis, Indiana 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Air Warfare Center (NAWC), 
Aircraft Division, Indianapolis, Indiana. Relocate necessary functions along with associated 
personnel, equipment and support to other naval technical activities, primarily Naval Surface 
Warfare Center, Crane, Indiana; Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, Patuxent River, 
Maryland; and Naval Air Warfare Center, Weapons Division, China Lake, California 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal; close, but add language to encourage privitization 
of functions to the extent practical. 
Vote: 8-0. 

12-Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, 
Lakehurst, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, 
Lakehurst, New Jersey, except transfer in place certain facilities and equipment to the Naval Air 
Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, Patuxent River, Maryland. Relocate other functions and ' 
associated personnel and equipment to the Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, Patuxent 
River, Maryland, and the Naval Aviation Depot, Jacksonville, Florida. Relocate the Naval Air 
Technical Training Center Detachment, Lakehurst, to Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida 
Relocate Naval Mobile Construction Battalion 21, the U.S. Army CECOM Airborne Engineering 
Evaluation Support Activity, and the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office to other 
government-owned spaces. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal. Lakehurst remains open. 
Vote: 7-1. AD. 

13-Eglin Air Force Base, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Eglin AFB, Florida. The Electromagnetic 
Test Environment (EMTE), consisting of eight Electronic Combat (EC) threat simulator systems 
and two EC pod systems will relocate to the Nellis AFB Complex, Nevada. Those emitter-only 
systems at the Air Force Development Test Center (AFDTC) at Eglin AFB necessary to support 
Air Force Special Operations Command (AFSOC), the USAF Air Warfare Center, and Air Force 
Materiel Command ArmamentsIWeapons Test and Evaluation activities will be retained. All 
other activities and facilities associated with Eglin will remain open. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 



14-Real-Time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor Activity, 
' Buffalo, New York 

Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Real-Time Digitally Controlled 
Analyzer Processor activity (REDCAP) at Buffalo, New York. Required test activities and 
necessary support equipment will be relocated to the Air Force Flight Test Center (AFFTC) at 
Edwards AFB, California. Any remaining equipment will be disposed of. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

5-Air Force Electronic Warfare Evaluation Simulator Activity, 
Fort Worth, Texas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Air Force ~lectrinic Warfare 
Evaluation Simulator (AFEWES) activity in Fort Worth. Essential AFEWES capabilities and 
the required test activities will relocate to the Air Force Flight Test Center (AFFTC), Edwards 
AFB, California. Workload and selected equipment from AFEWES will be transferred to 
AFFTC. AFEWES will be disestablished and any remaining equipment will be disposed of. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal. Activity remains open. 
Vote: 7-1. AD. 

15-Hill Air Force Base, Utah 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Hill AFB, Utah. The permanent Air Force 
Materiel Command (AFMC) test range activity at Utah Test and Training Range (UTTR) will be 
disestablished. Management responsibility for operation of the UTTR will transfer from AFMC 
to Air Combat Command (ACC). Personnel, equipment and systems required for use by ACC to 
support the training range will be transferred to ACC. Additional AFMC manpower associated 
with operation of the range will be eliminated. Some armamentfweapons Test and Evaluation 
(T& E) workload will transfer to the Air Force Development Test Center (AFDTC), Eglin AFB, 
Florida, and the Air Force Flight Test Center (AFFTC), Edwards AFB, California Note: The 
Commission voted that Hill Air Force Base, UT, currently on the list of bases recommended by 
the Secretary of Defense for realignment, be considered by the Commission for closure or to 
increase the extent of the realignment. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0, 

16-Williams Air Force Base, Arizona 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1991 Commission 
regarding the relocation of Williams AFB's Armstrong Laboratory Aircrew Training Research 
Facility to Orlando, Florida, as follows: The Armstrong Laboratory Aircrew Training Research 
Facility at Mesa, Arizona, will remain at its present location as a stand-alone activity. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

17-Naval Air Warfare Center, Weapons Division, Point Mugu, CA 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretaxy of Defense. 
Commission Action: Point Mugu remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 



18-Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, 
Warminster, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft 
Division, Warminster. Pennsylvania. Relocate appropriate functions, personnel, equipment, and 
support to other technical activities, primarily the Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, 
Patuxent River, Maryland. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD Proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

19-Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, RDT&E 
Division Detachment, Warminster, Pennsylvania - 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Command, Control and Ocean 
Surveillance Center, RDT&E Division Detachment, Warminster, Pennsylvania Relocate 
appropriate functions, personnel, equipment, and support to other technical activities, primarily 
.the Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, RDT&E Division, San Diego, 
California; and the Naval Oceanographic Office, Bay St. Louis, Mississippi. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD Proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

20-Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, Open Water Test Facility, Oreland, 
Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft 
Division, Open Water Test Facility, Oreland, Pennsylvania 
Commission Action: Accept DoD Proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

21-Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Newport Division, New London Detachment, New 
London, Connecticut 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Naval Undersea Warfare Center, 
Newport Division, New London Detachment, New London, Connecticut, and relocate necessary 
fictions with associated personnel, equipment, and support to Naval Undersea Warfare Center, 
Newport Division, Newport, Rhode Island. Close the NUWC New London facility, except retain 
Pier 7 which is transferred to the Navy Submarine Base New London. The site presently 
occupied by the U.S. Coast Guard Station, New London, will be transferred to the U.S. Coast 
Guard. The Navy Submarine Base, New London, Magnetic Silencing Facility will remain in its 
present location as a tenant of the U.S. Coast Guard. Naval reserve units will relocate to other 
naval activities, primarily NUWC Newport, Rhode Island, and Navy Submarine Base, New 
London, Connecticut. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. JD. 

22-Naval Biodynamics Laboratory, New Orleans, Louisiana 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Biodynamics Laboratory, New 
Orleans, Louisiana, and relocate necessary personnel to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, 
Dayton, Ohio, and Naval Aeromedical Research Laboratory, Pensacola, Florida. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



23-Naval Medical Research Institute, Bethesda, Maryland 
. Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Medical Research Institute (NMRI), 

Bethesda, Maryland. Consolidate the personnel of the Diving Medicine Program with the 
Experimental Diving Unit, Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren Division, Coastal Systems 
Station, Panama City, Florida. Relocate the Infectious Diseases, Combat Casualty Care and 
Operational Medicine programs along with necessary personnel and equipment to the Walter 
Reed Army Institute for Research at Forest Glen, Maryland. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. ' 

24-Naval Research Laboratory, Underwater Sound Reference Detachment, Orlando, 
,i s Florida - 

3 ,, 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Naval Research ~aboratory, 
Underwater Sound Reference Detachment (NRL UWSRD), Orlando, Florida. Relocate the 

s, .. calibration and standards function with associated personnel, equipment, and support to the 
. . Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Newport Division, Newport, Rhode Island, except for the 

Anechoic Tank Facility I, which will be excessed. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

25-Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, In-Service Engineering East 
Coast Detachment, Norfolk, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the In-Service Engineering East Coast 
Detachment, St. Juliens Creek Annex, Norfolk, Virginia, of the Naval Command, Control and 
Ocean Surveillance Center, except retain in place the transmit and receive equipment and 
antennas currently at the St. Juliens Creek Annex. Relocate functions, necessary personnel and 
equipment to Norfolk Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia \ 

Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

26- Dugway Proving Ground, Utah 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Dugway Proving Ground by relocating the 
smoke and obscurant mission to Yuma Proving Ground, AZ, and some elements of 
chemical/biological research to Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD. Dispose of English Village and 
retain test and experimentation facilities necessary to support Army and DoD missions. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Dugway remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

27-Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Grand Forks AFB. The 321st Missile Group 
will inactivate, unless prior to December 1996, the Secretary of Defense determines that the need 
to retain ballistic missile defense (BMD) options effectively precludes this action. If the 
Secretary of Defense makes such a determination, Minot AFB, North Dakota, will be realigned 
and the 9 1 st Missile Group will inactivate. 

If Grand Forks AFB is realigned, the 321st Missile Group will inactivate. Minuteman I11 
missiles will relocate to Malmstrom AFB, Montana, be maintained at depot facilities, or be 
retired. A small number of silo launchers at Grand Forks may be retained if required. The 3 19th 
Air Refueling Wing will remain in place. All activities and facilities at the base associated with 



the 3 19th Air Refueling Wing, including family housing, the hospital, cornmissaxy, and base 
exchange will remain open. 

If Minot AFB is realigned, the 9 1 st Missile Group will inactivate. Minuteman I11 missiles 
will relocate to Malmstrom AFB, Montana, be maintained at depot facilities, or be retired. The 
5th Bomb Wing will remain in place. All activities and facilities at the base associated with the 
5th Bomb Wing, including family housing, the hospital, commissary, and base exchange will 

on: Accept DoD proposal. 

28-Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Malmstrom AFB. The G r d  Air Refueling 
Group and its KC- 135 aircraft will relocate to MacDill AFB, Florida. All fmed-wing aircraft 
flying operations at Malmstrom AFB will cease and the airf~eld will be closed. A small airf~eld 
.operational area will continue to be available to support the helicopter operations of the 40th 
Rescue Flight which will remain to support missile wing operations. All base activities and 
facilities associated with the 341st Missile W i g  will remain. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AC. 

29-MacDill Air Force Base, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendations of the 1991 and 1993 
Commissions regarding the closure and transfer of the MacDill AFB airfield to the Department 
of Commerce (DOC) as follows: Redirect the retention of the MacDill airf~eld as part of MacDill 
AFB. The Air Force will continue to operate the runway and its associated activities. DOC will 
remain as a tenant. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AC. 

30-Reese Air Force Base, Texas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Reese AFB. The 64th Flying Training W i g  
will inactivate and its assigned aircraft will be redistributed or retired. All activities and facilities 

- at the base including family housing and the hospital will close. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 6-2. AC, RC. . 

31-Onizuka Air Station, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Onizuka AS. The 750th Space Group will 
inactivate and its functions will relocate to Falcon AFB, Colorado. Detachment 2, Space and 
Missile Systems Center (AFMC) will relocate to Falcon AFB, Colorado. Some tenants will 
remain in existing facilities. All activities and facilities associated with the 750th Space Group 
including family housing and the clinic will close. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-3. RC, BM, WS. 



32-Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 199 1 Commission 
regarding the cantonment of the 1 OOlst Space Support Squadron at the Lowry Support Center as 
follows: Inactivate the 100 1 st Space Systems Squadron, now designated Detachment 1, Space 
Systems Support Group (SSSG). Some Detachment 1 personnel and equipment will relocate to 
Peterson AFB, Colorado, under the Space Systems Support Group while the remainder of the 
positions will be eliminated. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

!,.;.,: . : 33-Bergstrom Air Reserve Base, Texas - 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Bergstrom ARB. The 924th Fighter Wing 
(AFRES) will inactivate. The Wing's F-16 aircraft will be redistributed or retire. Headquarters, 
10th Air Force (AFRES), will relocate to Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve Base, 
Texas. 
Commissioh Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 4-4. AD, AC, JD, BM. 

34-Carswell Air Reserve Station, Texas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this rnilita~y 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission Action: Remove Carswell from f h e r  consideration. Carswell remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

35-Homestead Air Force Base, Florida 
301st Rescue Squadron (AFRES) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
regarding Homestead AFB as follows: Redirect the 30 1st Rescue Squadron (AFRES) with its 
associated aircraft to relocate to Patrick AFB, Florida. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

36-Homestead Air Force Base, Florida 
726th Air Control Squadron 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
regarding the relocation of the 726th Air Control Squadron (ACS) from Homestead AFB to 
Shaw AFB, South Carolina, as follows: Redirect the 726th ACS to Mountain Home AFB, Idaho. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

37-Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station 
(ARS). The 91 1th Airlift Wing will inactivate and its C- 130 aircraft will be distributed to Air 
Force Reserve C-130 units at Dobbins ARB, Georgia, and Peterson AFB, Colorado. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal. Pittsburgh remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 



38-Chicago O'Hare IAP Air Reserve Station, Illinois 
' 

Secreta y of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense 
Commission Action: Close O'Hare IAP Air Reserve Station. Relocate 126th Air Reheling 
Wing to Scott AFB, Illinois, if City of Chicago covers cost. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AD. 

39-Moffett Federal Airfreld Air Guard Station, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Moffett Federal Airfield Air Guard Station. 

, i t . "  
Relocate the 129th Rescue Group and associated aircraft to McCIellan AFB, California. - 
~om&ission Action: Reject DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

40-North Highlands Air Guard Station, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close North Highlands Air Guard Station (AGS) and 
relocate the 162nd Combat Communications Group (CCG) and the 149th Combat 
Communications Squadron (CCS) to McClellan AFB, California. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal.. 
Vote: 8-0. 

41-Ontario International Airport Air Guard Station, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Ontario International Airport Air Guard Station 
(AGS) and relocate the 148th Combat Communications Squadron (CCS) and the 210th Weather 
Flight to March ARB, California 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

42-RosIyn Air Guard Station, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Roslyn Air Guard Station (AGS) and relocate 
the 21 3t.h Electronic Installation Squadron (ANG) and the 274th Combat Communications Group 
(ANG) to Stewart International Airport AGS, Newburg, New York. The 722nd Aeromedical 
Staging Squadron (AFRES) will relocate to suitable leased space within the current recruiting 
area. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal. Same as SECDEF recommendation with provision 
on sale of land. 
Vote: 8-0 

43-Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport 
Air Guard Station, Ohio 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air 
Guard Station (AGS) and relocate the 178th Fighter Group (ANG), the 25 1 st Combat 
Communications Group (ANG), and the 269th Combat Communications Squadron (ANG) to 
Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal. Springfield-Beckley remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 



44-Griffiss Air Force Base, New York * 
Airfield Support for 10th Infantry (Light) Division 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
regarding support of the 10th Infantry (Light) Division, Fort D m ,  New York, at Griffiss AFB, 
as follows: Close the minimum essential airfield that was to be maintained by a contractor at 
Griffiss AFB and provide the mobility/contingericy/training support to the 10th Infantry (Light) 
Division fiom the Fort Drum airfield. Mission essential equipment from the minimum essential 
airfield at Griffiss AFB will transfer to Fort Drum. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

45-Grif'fiss Air Force Base, New York 
485th Engineering Installation Group 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 

regarding the transfer of the 485th Engineering Installation Group (EIG) from Griffiss AFB, New 
York, to Hill AFB, Utah, as follows: Inactivate the 485th EIG. Transfer its engineering 
functions to the 38th EIG at Tinker AFB, Oklahoma. Transfer its installation function to the 
838th Electronic Installation Squadron (EIS) at Kelly AFB, Texas, and to the 938th EIS, 
McClellan AFB, California. 
Commission Action: Reject DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



Following is the list of the rccornrnen&uons the Commission made June 23 (in chronological 
order): 

Vote Legend (nay votes will be noted, recusals will be in bold): 
In the event of 3 tie vote, the Secretary of Defense's recommendation is adopted. 
.AD - Alan J. Diuon; AC - A1 Cornella; RC - Rebecca Cox; JD - James B. Davis; 
LK - S. Lee Kling; Bhl - Benjamin Montoya; JR - Josue Robles; WS - Wendi L. Stcele 

46-Naval Activities, Guam 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval Activities Guam. Relocate all 
ammunition vessels and associated personnel and support to Naval Magazine, Lualualei, Hawaii. 
Relocate all other combat logistics force ships and associated personnel and support to Naval 
Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. Relocate Military Seaiifi Command personnel and Diego Garcia 
support functions to Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. Disestablish the Naval P a d c  
hleteoro logy and Oceanographic Center- WESTP AC, except for the Joint Typhoon Warning 
Center, which relocates to the Naval Pacific Meteorology and Oceanographic Center, Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii. Disestablish the Afloat Training GroupWESTPAC. All other Department of 
Defense activities that are presently on Guam may remain either as a tenant of Naval Activities, 
Guam or other appropriate naval activity. Retain waterfront assets for suppoG mobilization, and 
contingencies and to support the afloat tender. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Dispose of property owned by Naval 
Activities declared releasable under the 1994 Guam Land Use Plan (GLUP) with appropriate 
restrictions. Locate MSC ships as operationally required. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 

47-Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site specified by the 1993 
Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at page 1-21) for "the aircraft, personnel, and associated 
equipment" from the closing Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam from "Andersen AFB, Guam" to 
"other naval or DoD air stations in the Continental United States and Hawaii." 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Allows colocation of HC-5s with MSC 
ships. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 

JCShip Repair Facility, GUk\f 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Ship Rzpair Facility (SRF), Guam, 
except transfer appropriare assets, including the piers, the floating drydock, its typhoon basin 
anchorage, the recompression chamber, and the floating crane, to Xaval Activities, Guam. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 

49-Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Guam 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, 
Guam. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Disestablish except for fuel farm and 
appropriate assets. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 



SO-Public Works Center, GUAM 
Secret3 y of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
3~ a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission recommendation: Realign PWC to match assigned workload. Close officer 
housing at NAS Agana 
Vote: 7 4 1 .  RC 

51-Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, ~Massachusetts 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, 
>fassachusetts. Relocate its aircraft and necessary personnel, equipment and support to Naval 
.G Station, Brunswick. Maine. Relocate the Marine Corps Reserve support squadrons to 
another facility in the local area or to NAS Brunswick Reestablish Naval Reserve Centa, 
Quncy. Massachusetts, and change the receiving site specified by the 1993 Commission (1993 
Commission Repo* at page 1-64) for consolidation of Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Center, 
Lawrence, Massachusetts; Naval Reserve Center, Chicopee, Massachusetts; and Naval Reserve 
Center. Quincy, Massachusetts, from WAS South Weymouth, Massachusetts" to "Naval R m e  
Center. Quincy. Massachusetts." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

52-Xaval Air Facility, Detroit, Michigan 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site specified by the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission Report, at page 1-25) for the ML Clcmons, Michigan Manine 
Corps Reserve Center, including MWSG-47 and supporting units, from "Marine Corps R w e  
Center, Twin Cities, Minnesota" to "Air Natiod Guard Base, SeEdge, Wchigm* 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

53-Naval Air Station, Meridian, iMississippi 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, 
except retain the Regional Counterdrug Training Academy facilities which arc -erred to the 
Academy. Relocate the undergraduate strike pilot training function and associated personnel 
equipment and support to Naval Air Station, Kingsville, Texas. Its major tenanq the Naval 
Technical Training Center, will close, and its training functions will be relocated to other mining 
activities, primarily the Navy Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia, and Naval Education and 
Training Center, Newport, Rhode Island 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. bferidian remains open. 
Vote: 7-1 AD. 

51 Yaval Technical Training Center, Meridian, Mississippi 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Technical Training Center, Meridian, 
hfississippi, and relocate the training functions to other mining actitities. primarily the Nacy 
Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia, and Naval Education and Training Center, Xewport 
Rhode Island. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. XTTC remains open. 
Vote: 5-3. WS, JD, .a. 



. 
55-Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texv  
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval .Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas, as a 
Naval .Air Facility, and relocate the undergraduate pilot training function and associated 
personnel, equipment and support to Naval Air Station. Pensacola. Florida, and Naval Air 
Station, Whiting Field. Florida 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Remain open and realign as necessary. 
Vote: 7-1 AD. 

anne Corps Air Station, El Toro, California, and 
:::~i . + . . Marine Corps %r Station, Tustin, California 

Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites for "squadrons and related 
activities at NAS Miramar" specified by the 1993 Commission (1993 Commission Report, at 
page 1-1 8) from WAS Lemoore and NAS FaUon" to "other naval air stations, primarily NAS 
Oceana, Virginia, NAS North Island, California, and NAS Fallon, Nevada" Change the 
receiving sites for MCAS Tustin, California, specified by the 1993 Commission &om WAS 
North Island, N A S  Mkamar, or MCAS Camp Pendlaon" to "other naval air stations, primarily 
MCAS New River, North CaroIina; MCB Hawaii @ l C M  Kaneohe Bay); MCAS Camp 
Pendleton, California; and NAS Miramar, California" 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Change is that possible Tustin receiving P 

sites are to be "consistent with operational requirements." 
Vote: 8-0. 

57-Xaval Air Station, Alameda, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites specified by the 1993 
Commission for the closure of Naval Air Station, Alamek California (1 993 Commission 
Report, at page 1-35) for "aircraft along with the dedicated personnel, equipment and supportn 
and "reserve aviation assetsm &om 'YAS North Island" and "NASA b e f i l o f f e t t  Field* 
respectively, to "other naval air stations, primarily the NavaI Air Facility, Corpus Christi, Texas, 
to support the Mine Warfare Center of Excellence, Naval Station, Ingleside, Texas." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. Change language to Naval Air Station, 
Corpus Christi, Texas. 
Vote: 8-0. 

;&-Naval .4ir Station, Cecil Field, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites specified by the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission R e p o ~  at page 1-20) from "%larine Corps -4ir Station. Cherry 
Point Xorth Carolina; Naval .%I Station, Oceana, Virginia; and blarine Corps Air Station, 
Beaufort, South Carolina" to "other naval air stations, primarily Naval Air Station, Oceana, 
Virginia; Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufon South Carolina; Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, 
Florida; and Naval Air Station, Atlanta, Georgia; or other Navy or Marine Corps Xir Stations 
with the necessary capacity and support idktructure." In addition, add the following: "To 
support Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, rerain OLF Whitehouse. the Pinecastle target complex, 
and the Yellow Water family housing area" 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



* 
59- YavaI Air Facility, Adak, h k a  
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Facility, Adak, Naska 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

&Naval Air Station, Key West, Florida 
ecretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval Air Station, Key We- Florida, to a 
a h  Air Facility and dispose of certain porfious of Truman Annex and Tnunbo Point 

Iuding piers, wharfs and buildings). 
ommission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Realign as per DoD request but change 

language to include "dispose of all property not required to support operational commitments, 
including Truman h e x  and Tnunbo Point." 

61-Naval .4ir Station, Barbers Point, Hawaii 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommen&tion of the 1993 Commission 
regarding items excepted from the closure of Naval Air Station, B h  Poi* Hawaii (1993 
Commission. at page 1 - 1 9) fiom *Retain the family housing as needed for m u l t i - d c c  usen to 
"Retain the family housing as needed for multi-service w, including the following family 
housing nrppon facilities: commissary facilities, Public Works Center compound with its 
sanitary landfill, and beach recreational areas, known as Nimitz Beach and White Plains Beach. " 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

62-Navy Xuclear Power Propulsion Training Center, 
Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site specified by the 1993 
Commission (1 993 Commission Repo* at page 1-3 8) for the "Nuclear Power School" (or the 
Navy Nuclear Power Propulsion Training Center) &om "the Submarine School at the Naval 
Submarine Base (NSB), New London" to "Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South Carolina." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. JD. 

63- Naval Training Centers 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
(1993 Commission Repon at page 1-38) concerning the closure of Naval Training Center, 
Orlando, Florida by deleting all references to Service School Command from the list of major 
tenants. Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission (1 993 Commission R e p o ~  at 
page 1-39) concrming the closure of Naval Training Center, San Diego, California, by deleting 
all references to Service School Command, including Service School Command (Electronic 
Warfare) and Service School Command (Surface), from the list of major tenants. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. .a. 



64- Xaval Shipyard, Long Beach, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Xaval Shipyard Long Beach, California, 
except retain the sonar dome government-owned contractor-opented facility and those family 
housing units needed to fulfill Department of the Navy requirements, particularly those at Naval 
Weapons Station, Seal Beach, California Relocate necessary personnel to other naval activities 
as appropriate, primarily Naval Weapons Station, Seal Beach and naval activities in the San 
Diego, California, area 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 6 - 2  BM, RC 

6S;Yaval Shipyard, Xorfolk Detachment, Philadelphia, Pennsytvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendations: Change the recommendation of the 199 1 
Commission relating to the closure of the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard (1 99 1 Commission 
Report, at page 5-28) to delete "and preservation" (line 5) and "for emergent r e q ~ e n t s n ( I i n e s  
6-71. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

66-IYaval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport, Washington 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Xaval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport, 
Washington, by moving its ships' combat systems console refurbishment depot maintenance and 
general industrial workload to Naval Shipyard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, Washington. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

67-Supervisor of Shipbuilding, Conversion and Repair, USN, 
Long Beach, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Supervisor of Shipbuilding, 
Conversion and Repair, USN, Long Beach, California Relocate certain functions, personnel and 
quipment to Supervisor of Shipbuilding, Conversion and Repair, USN, San Ditgo, California 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

68-Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Oakland, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the Iist of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission recommendation: Close FISC Oakland, move DFAS and MSC to government 
o w e d  space. Close Pt hlolate Naval Refueling Station, Richmond, CA. Close Navy Supply 
.-ex. XlameQ C.4. 
Vote: 8-0. 

69-Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Charteston, South Carolina 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, 
Charleston, South Carolina. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 
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70-Naval Personnel Research and Development Center, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish Naval Personnel Research and 
Development Center, San Diego, California, and relocate its ~ c t i o n s ,  and appropriate 
personnel, equipment, and support to the Bureau of Saval Personnel, Memphis, Tennessee, and 
Naval Air Warfare Center, Training SystCm Division, Orlando, Florida 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

71-Naval Health Research Center, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Navd Health Research Center 
(NHRC), San Diego, California, and relocate necessary functions, personnel and equipment to 
the Bureau of Naval Personnel (BUPERS) at Memphis, Tennessee. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. NHRC remains open in San Diego. 
Vote: 8-0. 

72-Office of Naval Research, Ariington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
(1993 Commission Repon at pages 1-59/60) by deleting the Office of Naval Research from the 
list of National Capital Region activities to relocate from leased space to Government-owned 
space within the NCR 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

73- Saval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren Division Detachment, White Oak, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgm 
Division detach men^ White Oak, ~Maryland. Relocate the functions, pemmel  and equipment 
associated with Ship Magnetic Signature Control R&D Complex to the Naval S d a c e  Warfarc 
Center, Carderock, Maryland, and the functions and personnel associated with reenw body 
dynamics research and development to the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgrtn, Virginia 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-3. RC, JD, IR. 

71Nava l  Surface Warfare Center, Carderock Division Detachment, 
Annapolis, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Carderock 
Division Detachment, Annapolis, Maryland, including the h?KE Site, Bayhead Road, .-polis, 
except transfer the fuel storage/refueling sites and the water treatment facilities to Naval Station, 
Annapolis to support the U.S. Naval Academy and Navy housing. Relocate appropriate 
bct ions.  personnel, equipment and support to other technical activities, primarily Naval Surface 
Warfare Center, Carderock Division Detachment, Philadelphia Pennsylvania; Naval Surface 
Weapons Center, Carderock Division. Carderock. hfarvland: and the 5avai Research Laboratory. 
Washington, D.C. The Joint Spectrum Center. a DoD cross-service tenant will be relocated with 
other components of the Center in the local area as appropriate. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 
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75-Saval .Air Technical Services Facility, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Air Technical Services Facility 
(NXTSF), Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and consolidate necessary functions, personnel, and 
equipment with the Naval Aviation Depot, North Island, California 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

76--3aval Aviation Engineering Service Unit, Philadelphia, Pennsytvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Aviation Engineering Service Unit 

. WAESU), Philadelphia, Pennsylvania and consolidate necessary functions, personnel, and 
equipment with the Naval Aviation Depot (NADEP). North Island, California 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

77-Xaval Management Systems Support Office, Chesapeake, Viiginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Naval Management Systems Support 
Office ( N A ~ ~ S S O ) ,  Chesapeake, Virginia, and relocate its functions and necessary personnel 
and equipment as a detachment of Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, San 
Diego, California, in government-owned spaces in Norfolk, Virginia 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Modify receiving sites to Tidewater, VA 
area. 
Vote: 8-0. 

78-Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, In-Service Engineering 
West Coast Division, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the In-Service Engineering West Coast 
Division (NSE West), San Diego, California, of the Naval Command, Control and Ocean 
Surveillance Center (NCCOSC), including the Taylor Street Special Use AIW, and consolidate 
necessary hctions and personnel with the Naval Command, Conaol and Ocean Surveillance 
Center, RDTBtE Division, either in the NCCOSC RDT&E Division spaces at Point Lorna, 
California, or in current NISE West spaces in San Diego, California 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

79-Space and Naval Warfare Systems Command, .Arlington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation for the Space and Naval 
Warfare Systems Command, ,biington, Virginia specified by the 1993 Commission 
(Commission Report, at page 1-59) from "[r]elocate ... fiom leased space to Government-owned 
space within the YCR, to include the Navy Annex, Xrlington, Virginia; Washingon Navy Yard 
Washington. - D.C.; 5801 Nebraska Avenue, Washington D.C.; hfarine Corps Combat 
Development Command. Quantico. Virginia; or the W t e  Oak facility. Silver Spring, bfaryland" 
to "Relocate ... from leased space to Government-ouned space in San Diego, California to allow 
consolidation of the Naval Command, Connol and Ocean Surveillance Center. with the Space 
and Yaval Warfare Command headquarters. This relocation does not include SPAWZLR Code 
10. which is located at NU, or the Program Executive Oficer for Space Communication 
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r) Create two [CPs for che management of weapon system-related FSCs at the Defense 
Construction Supply Center (DCSC), Columbus, OH and the Defense General Supply Center 
(DGSC), Richmond V A. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

34- Defense Contract Management District South (DCba)), Marietta, Georgia 
of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish DCSD South and relocate missions to 

orthest and D O  West 
sion action: Accept DoD proposal. 

135- Defense Contract Management District West (DCltID), El Segundo, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: This is a redirect of the following BRAC 93 

' Commission recommendation: "Relocate the Defense Contract Management Diseict, El 
Segundo, California to Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Los Angeles, California, or space obtained 
from exchange of land for space between the Navy and the Pon AuthorirylCity of Long Beach." 
The current recommendation is expanded to read. Relocate the DCMD, El Segundo, CA, (a) to 
Government property in the Los .bgeleslLong Beach area, or, (b) to space obtained &om 
exchange of land between the Navy and Pon AuthoriqdCity of Long Beach. or (c) to a purchased 
ofice building, whichever is the most cost-effective for DoD. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

136- Defense Contract Management Command International (DCMCT), Dayton, Ohio 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the DCMCI (Gentile AFS), Damn, Ohio, 
and merge its mission into the Defense Contract ,Management Command Headquarters @CLMC 
HQ), FL Belvoir, Virginia 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

137-Investigations Control and Automation Directorate, Fort Holabird, Baltimore, 
Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Relocate the Defense Investigative Service @IS), 
Investigations Control and Automation Directorate (IC&AD) from Fort Holabird., Maryland, to a 
new facility to be built on Fort Meade, Maryland. This proposal is a revision to the 1988 Base 
Closure Commission's recommendation to retain the Defense Invesigative S e ~ c e  at Fort 
Holabird. Once DIS vacates the building on Fort Holabird, the base will be vacant. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

138- Fort Holabird, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure or realignment as 
a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by rhe S e c r e q  of Defense. 
Commission action: Close Fort Holabird. 
Vote: 8-0. 



4 - 127- Sudbury Training Annex, 3lwsachusetu 
Secretary of Defense Recommend3 tioa: Close Sudbury Tnining h e x .  
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

128- Branch U.S. Disciplinary Bamck3, Lompoc, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Branch G.S. Disciplinary Barracks (VSDB), 

tion: Xccept DoD proposal. 

rove Area 4laintenance Support .Activity, West Virginia 
efense Recommendation: Close Valley Grove .kea Maintenance Support 

Activity (AbfSX). Reiocate reserve activity to the Kelly Suppon Center, PA, provided the 
recommendation to realign Kelly Support Center is approved. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Valley Grove remains open 
Vote: 8-0. 

130- Defense Distribution Depot Columbus, Columbus, Ohio (DDCO) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the Defense Distribution Depot Columbus, 
Ohio, and designate it as a storage site for slow moving/tlrzr reserve material. Active material 
remaining at DDCO at the time of redigaent  will be attrited. Stock replenishment will be 
stored in optimum space within the distribution system. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

131- Defense Distribution Depot Memphis, Tennessee (DDMT) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Defense Distribution Depot Memphis. 
Tennessee. Material remaining at DDMT at the time of closure will be relocated to optimum 
storage space within the DoD Didbution System. .As a result of the closure of DDbfT. all DLA 
activity will cease at this location and DDblT will be excess to DLX needs. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. J R  

132- Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, Utah @DOC-) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close DetPnse Distribution Depot Oo,den. Utah. 
except for a 26.000 square foot cantonment for .Army Reserve personnel. blarerid remaining at 
DDOU at the time of closure will be relocated to optimum storage space within the DoD 
Distribution System. .As a result of the closure of DDOL'. all DLX activiry will cease at this 
location and DDOU will be excess to DLA needs. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. blodifv closure proposal to enlarge cantonment 
area. Ogden closes. 
Vote: 8-0. 

133- Defense Industrial Supply Center (DISC), Philadelphia, Pennsytvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: The Defense Industrial Supply Center is 
disestablished. Distribute the management of Federal Supply Classes (FSC) within the 
remaining DL.4 Inventory Connol Points (ICP). Create one ICP for the management of troop 
and general support items at the Defense Personnel Suppon Center (DPSC) in Philadelphia P.4. 
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* - 119-- Camp Kilmer, .Yew Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Camp Kilmer, except an enclave for minimum 
necessary facilities to support che Reserve Components. 
Commission Action: Xccept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

120- Camp Pedricktowa, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Camp Pedricktown, except the Sievers- 
Sandberg Reserve Center. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

111- Caven Point Army Reserve Center, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Caven Point U. S. Army Reserve Center. 
Relocate its reserve activities to the Fon Hamilton, >Y, provided the recommendation to realign 
Fort Hamilton is approved. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Caven Point remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

122- East Fort Baker, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close East Fort Baker. Relocate all tenants to other 
installations that meet mission requirements. Return dl real property to the Golden Gate National 
Recreation ,+rea. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

123-Fort >lissoula, Montana 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fon .Llissoula, except an enclave for minimum 
essential land and facilities to support the Reserve Component units. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

124- Hingham Cohasset, Massachusetts 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Hin- Cohasset. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

125- Recreation Center #2, North Carolina 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Recreation Center 32, Fayetteville, NC. 
Commission action: ,4ccept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

126-- Rio Vista Army Reserve Center, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Rio Vista . k n y  Reserve Center. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



Relocate Functions related to soldier systems to Natick 
Research. Development, Engineering Center. MA. to align with the 
Soldier Systems Command. 

Relocate fknctions related to materiel management of 
communications-electronics to Fort bionmouth, NJ, to align with 
Communicarions-Elec~onics Command 

Relocate automotive materiel management functions to 
Detroit Arsenal. MI, to align with Tank-Automotive and .-ents 
Command. 

i l  .11, 1 

Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-1-2. LK JD, AD. 

113- Concepts .Analysis Agency, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close by relocating Concepts Analysis Agency to 
Fort Beivoir, V.4. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

111- Information Systems Software Command (ISSC), Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close by relocating Wormation Systems Sofnvare 
Command to Fon Meade, 340. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

115- Publications Distribution Center Baltimore, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close by relocating the U.S. Xrmy Publications 
Distribution Center, Baltimore to the U.S. .%my Publications Center St. Louis, Missouri. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 6-2. AC, RC. 

116--Bellmore Logistics Activity, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Bellmore Logistics Activity. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

1 17- Big Coppett Key, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Big Coppett Key. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

118- Camp Bonneville, Washington 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: CIose Camp Bonneville. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



b - 107- - Savanna .Army Depot Activity, Illinois 
Secreta y of Defense Recommendation: Close Savanna .Army Depot Activity (.ADA). 
Relocate the United States A r m y  Defense Ammunition Center and School (USADACS) to 
bIcXlcster A m y  . m u n i t i o n  Plant. Oklahoma 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. .iD. 

- 108- S t ~ t f o r d  Army Engine Plant, Connecticut 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Sfratford Army Engine Plant. 

mmission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
8-0. . 

109- Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal, Yew Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Bayome hfilitary Ocean Terminal. Relocate 

' the Military Transporntion Management Command (hfl31C) Eastern . h a  Command 
Headquarters and the naffc  management portion of the 130 1 st Major Port Command to Fort 
bfonmouth, New Jersey. Retain an enclave b r  the Navy Military Sealifi Command, Mantic, 
and Navy Resale and Fashion Distribution Center. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Close Bayonne, move all tenants to receiving 
locations to be determined. 
Vote: 6-2. RC. -4C. 

1 10-Oakland Army Base, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and reaIignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission recommendation: Close Oakland Army Base. 
Vote: 5-3. AC, RC, BM. 

11 1- Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fiusimons Army Medical Center (FAMC), 
except for Edgar J. SlcWhethy Army Reserve Center. Relocate the Medical Equipment and 
Optical School and Optical Fabrication Laborarory to Fort Sam Houston, TX. Relocate Civilian 
Health and Medical Pro- of the Uniformed Services (CHAMPUS) activities to Denver leased 
space. Relocate other tenants to other installations. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with modification to the 
Secretary's proposal. Tenants relocate to locdon to be determined by Dept. of Army. 
Vote: 6-3. XC. JD. 

1 13-Aviation-Troop Command, >Iissouri 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish -Aviation-Troop Command (XTCObI), 
and close by relocaring its missionu'fimctions as follows: 

Relocate .Aviation Research, Development & Engineering 
Center: Aviation Management: and Aviation P r o w  Executive 
Offices to Rtdstone . b e n d .  Huntsville. .%L. to fonn the Aviation & 
Missile Command. 



101- Fort Hamilton, Yew York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Hamilton. Dispose of all family 
housing. Retain minimum essential land and facilities for existing . h y  units and activities. 
Rs1oc;ite d l  , h y  Reserve units from Caven Point, New Jersey, to Fort Hamilton. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Ft. Hamilton remains open. (See also vote #119, 

tten, Xew York 
of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Totten, except an enclave for the U. S. 
me. Dispose of family housing. 

ction: Accept DoD proposal. 

103- Detroit Arsenal, Michigan 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Detroit Arsenal by closing and disposing of 
the Detroit &my Tank Plant. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. .AD. 

104- Tri-Service Project Reliance, Fort Detrick, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 199 1 Commission 
regarding Tri-Service Project Reliance. Upon disestablishment of the U.S. A m y  Biomedical 
Research Development Laboratory (USABRDL) at Fort Detrick, MD, do not collocate 
environmental and occupationai toxicology research with the Armstrong Laboratory at Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base, OH. Instead relocate the health advisories environmental fate research 
and military criteria research functions of the Enviro~lental  Quality Research Branch to the 
U.S. . h n y  Environmental Hygiene Agency (*HA), Aberdeen Proving Ground, bfD, and 
maintain the remaining h c t i o n s  of conducting non-mammalian toxicity assessment models and 
on-site biomonitoring research of the Research Methods Branch at Fort Detrick as part of 
Headquarters, U.S. Army Medical Research and Materiel Command. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

105-Sierra .Amy Depot, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Sierra Xrmy Depot by eliminating the . 

conventional ammunition mission and reducing it to a depot activity. Retain an enclave for the 
Operational Project Stock mission and the static s t o w e  of ores. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Modify DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0 

106-Seneca Army Depot, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Seneca .4my Depot, except an enclave to store 
hazardous material and ores. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



95- Fort bleade, hfaryhnd 
Secretaq of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort bleade by reducing Kimbmugh Army 
Cornrnuni~, Hospital to a clinic. Eliminate inpatient services. 
Corn mission action: Accept DoD proposal. 

, . Vote: 6-2. JR, AC. 

96- Fort Ritchie, Mary [and 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Ritchie. Relocate the 11 1 1 th Signal 
Bactalion and 1 108th Signal Brigade to Fort Detrick MD. Relocate Information Systems - 
Engineering Command elements to Fort Huachuca .a. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. F t  Ritchie closes but preserves a National Guard 
enclave. 
Vote: 8-0. 

97- Selfridge Army Garrison, Michigan 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close U.S. Army Garrison, Selfridge. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Selfridge remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

P 

98- Price Support Center, Illinois 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Charles Melvin Price Support Center, except a 
small reserve enclave and a storage arta 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Price Support Center remains open 
Vote: 6-0-2. AD, JD. 

99- Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Buchanan by reducing ganison 
management functions and disposing of family housing. Retain an enclave for the reserve 
components. .bmy and Air Force Exchange Service (AAFES) and the Xntilles Consolidated 
School. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Fort Buchanan closes but retains mobilization 
mission. 
Vote: 7-1. AD. 

100- Kelly Support Center, Pennsyivania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the Kelly Support Center by consolidating 
A m y  Reserve units onto three of its five parcels. Dispose of the remaining two parcels. 
Relocate the .-y Reserve's leased maintenance activity in VaIIey Grove, WV, to the Kelly 
Support Center. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Kslly is realigned. Ziothing is moved from Valley 
Grove. 
Vote: 8-0. 



39-Fort Hunter Liggett, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fon Hunter Liggcn by reiocating the U.S. 
.Amy Test and Experimentation Center (TEC) missions and hct ions to Fon Bliss. Texas. 
Eliminate the Active Component missioa Relain minimum essential facilities and training area 
as an enclave to support the Reserve Components (RC). 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

90- Fort Pickett, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fon  picker^ except minimum essential tminbg 
a re s  and facilities as an enclave for the Rewrve Components. Relocate the Peeoleurn Training 
Facility to Fort Dix, XJ. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with amendment to ensure 
preservation of Reserve Component training. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

91- Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsyhania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Indiantown Gap, except minimum 
essential facilities as a Reserve Component enclave. 
Commission recommendation: Rejecr DoD proposal. Close with amendment to ensure 
preservation of Reserve Component mining. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

92-Fort Chaffee, Arkansas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Chaff"e, except minimum essential 
buildings, and ranges for R e m e  Component (RC) W g  as an enclave. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with amendment to ensure 
preservation of Reserve Component training. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

93- Fort 31cClellan, Alabama 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort McClellaa except minimum essential land 
and facilities for a Reserve Component enclave and minimum essenrial facilities, as necessary, 
to provide auxiliary support to the chemical demiIitarization operation at kmiston b y  Depot 
Relocate the U. S. Army Chemical and Military Police Schools to Fort Leonard Wood, Mssoissouri, 
upon receipt of the required permits. Relocate the Defense Polygraph M t u t e  (DODPI) to Fon 
Jackson. South Carolina. License Pelham Range and cunent Guard facilities to the .Uabama 
.krmy Sational Guard. 
Commission action: Reject DoD Proposal. Ft. b1cClellan closes but CDTF remains in 
Alabama until a new one is operable in Missouri. 
Vote: 8-0. 

94- Fort Lee, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fon Lee. by reducing Kenner . m y  
Cmmunir;v Hospital ;o a clinic. Eliminate inpatient senices. 
Commission action: Xccept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. IR. 



u ; a  85- Reserve Cen tedCommands 
Recornmeadation: 
Close the folIowing Naval Reserve Centers: 

Stockton, California 
Pomona, California 
Santa h a ,  Irvine, California 
Laredo. Texas 
Sheboygan. Wisconsin 
Cadillac, Michigan 
Staten Island, New York 

, <  ,. , .. Huntsville, Alabama 
Close the following Naval rZir Reserve Center: 

Olathe, Kansas 
Close the following Naval Reseme Readiness Commands: 

,- 
Region Seven - Charleston, South Carolina 
Region Ten - New Orleans, Louisiana 

Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

86-Naval Aviation Depot, Pensacola, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission R e p o ~  at pages 1 4 / 4 3 )  by mikiog the following: "In 
addition, the Commission recommends that the whirl tower and dynamic components f8cility be 
moved to Cherry Point Navy or Corpus ChrLd Army D e w  or the private sector, in lieu of the 
Navy's plan to retain these operations in a stand-alone facility at NADEP Pensacola" 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. JD. 

87- Fort Dix, New Jersey 
Secreta y of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Dix by replacing the Active Component 
garison with a U.S. h r m y  Reseme garrison. Retain minimum essential muses, facilities, and 
training areas required for Reserve Component (RC) training as an enclave. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

88- Fort Greely, Alaska 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fon Greely by relocating the Cold Region 
Test Activip 1CRT.A) and Northern Warfare Training Center @%TC) to Fort Wainur~ight, 
Alaska 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Realign Ft Greely in accordance with 
SecDef recommendation, but amend to "not move facilities until July, 1997." 
Vote: 8-0. 



w Y + Sensors a d  his immediate staff who will remain in Navy-owed space in the Xatioaal Capital 
Region." 
Commission recommend3tion: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

80-Naval Sea Systems Command, Arlington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites specified by the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission Report, at page 1-39) for the ~Iocation of the Naval Sea 
stems Command. including the Nuclear Propulsion Directorate (SEA 08), the Human 

esources Office supporting the Naval Sea Systems Command. and associated PEOs and 
RPMs. from "the Navy .-ex. Arlington. Virginia; Washington Xavy Yard, Washington, 

D.C.; 3 80 1 Nebraska Avenue. Washington. D.C.; Marine Corps Combat Development 
Command, Quantico, Virginia; or the White Oak facility, Silver Spring, Maryland" to "the 
Washington Navy Yard. Washington, D.C. or other government-owned property in the 
metropolitan Washington, D.C. area'' 
Commission recommendation: Accrpt DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-3. RC, WS, AC. 

81-Naval Information Systems Management Center, Ariington, V ' i i a  
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Relocate the Naval Information Systems Management 
Center from l ewd  space in &lington, Virginia, to the Washington Yavy Yard, Washington, 
D.C. 
Commission recommendation: .4ccept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

82-Naval Recruiting Command, Washington, D.C. 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site for the Naval Recruiting 
Command Washington. D.C., specified by the 1993 Commission (1993 Commission R c p o ~  at 
page 1-59) from "Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois" to "Naval Support Activity, 
Memphis. Tennessee." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AD. 

83--Naval Recruiting District, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site for the Naval Recruiting 
District, San Diego, California specified by the 1993 Commission (1993 Commission Repoa at 
page 1-39) &om "Naval Station North Island" to "other government-owned space in San 
Diego, California" 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

8tiVaval Security Group Command Detachment Potomac, 
Washington, D.C. 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Chanse the receiving site for rhe Yavai Security 
Group Command Detachment Potomac. Washingon. D.C.. &om '5ational Security Agencv. Ft 
Slede. Maryland" specified by the 1993 Commission (1993 Commission Repon, at page i-59) 
to " S a d  Research Laboratory. Washington, D.C." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 
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a. 
. ..-- . -- . . Dcprrrfr?rl*nl o f  fhc i\:rr~y 

h'nvnl Air Facility. Adak. AX - .  
Nav;11 Sliipyard. I-ol~g I3c;lcll. O h  
Ship Rcpair 1-acility. GU 
Naval Air \i1arf;rrc Ccntcr. Aircraft Di\lision. Indianapolis. IN 
Naval Surface Warfarc Ccntcr. Crane Division Detachment. Louisville. K\' 
Naval Surface Warfare Center. Dahlgren Division Detachrncnt, White Oak. hlD 
Naval Air Station, South \I'eymouth. MA 
Naval Air Warfare Center. Aircraft Division. Warminster. PA 

Dcpcrrtr?icrrl of tire Air Force 
I\.lcClellan Air Force Base. C.4 
01lra;io Inrernational Airpol1 .Air Gua1.d Stntio~l. CA 
Chicago O'Hare Iniern3iional Airpoi? .~Zir l<e~er \~e  Staiion. 11- 
Rosl!.n .Air Guard S131ion. K'r' 
6or:srronl t i ~ r  IZr\er\ r. i3;!5t.. '!'S 
Reese Aii For-cc L ? . I ~ ~ .  T\ 

Dclivr.rc Lo~i . v l i c  . . I  rrc'/r:.~ 
Defense Distribution Dcpoi hlcClt.lla~~. C,.I 
Defense Distribution Dcpor hlcmpl~is. TX 
Defensc Dislribu~ion Dcpot San t2nronio. TS 
Defense Distribution Depot Ogden. U T  

Part 11: hlajor 13:)s~ Rcalignnirrlts -- (21)  

I ) c ~ u r ~ ~ r r ~ ~ ~ ~ r  o f  /Ire . 4 r 1 q  

Fort Greely, A K  
Fon Hunter Liggen. CA 
Sierra Amly Dcpot, CA 
Fon Meade, MD 
De~roit Arsenal, hll 
Fon Dis. RJ 
Charles E. Kelly Suppon Center, PA 
Lenerkenny Ann!, Depot. PA 
Fort Buchannn. PI< 
Red River Ann). Depot. TX 
Fon Lee, VA 



&urftt~crtf i 4 i / 1 c  . \ 'JI~ 

h a \ A  Air Statwu. Kc\ U'csr. t-1. 
Naval Act11 lr~cs, GU 
h'n\ a1 Air Stnrlon. Cor;,u< Cllri\t~. 1'S 
h;r\-nl U~ldcrsca \i1ar1arc Ccntcr. tic!lpon. \ilA 

strom Air Forcc B~ISC. MT 
Forks Air I'orcc D;Is~. Nl) 

clly Air Forcc Uasc. 'I'X 
I-lill Air i'orcc Bnsc. U7' (Lltall 'l'cst and 'l'raining 1<:11rgc) 

I'art 111: Soi:~llcr- I1:lsr or- Acli\pilp Closures. Hcaligumcnts, 
I ~ i s c s ~ i ~ l ~ l i s ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~ t s  or I<cloc:1tio11s -- (50) 

--- - 
I ) ~ ~ I I ( I ~ ~ I I ~ C * I I I  of 11te ,-ir1111 
Drancll U.S .  l~iscipl~nary IIi~rr;~chs. CA 
East Fon Bnkcr, CA 
Rio Vista Anny Rcscrvc Ccn~cr. CA 
Stratford Anny Engine Plant. CT 
Big Coppett Key. FL 
Concepts Analysis Agency. h4D 
Fon Holabird. MD 
Publications Distribution Cenrer Baltimore. M D  
Hingham Cohasset. MA 
Sudbury Training Annex, MA 
Aviation-Troop Cornrnand (..lTCO\I). h.10 
Fon Mirsoula. MT 
Camp Kilnier. h'l 
Czmp Pec:ickro\!.n. N.1 
Bcilnlore Lo;~s~ics .2r1i\ 11). \ \  
FPZ ?-cr~:y,. 'i!. 
Rec:catron Ct.l~tcr - 2 .  F;I! L'!IL,\ 1 1 1 ~ '  \C 
lnformstto:1 S!stt.n~s Soli\i.arc Ccrltcr (ISSC). \'.I 
Camp Bonncl illc, \{'A 

Fleet and Industrial Supply Center Oakland. CA 
h:a\*al Conimand, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center. In-Scrvicc E~lgirlccri~lg \Vest Coast Division, San 

Diego. CA 
Naval Perso~lnel Rescarcll and Development Centcr. San Diego. CA 
Supcr\,isor of Shipbuilding. Co!i\rcrsion and Rcpnir. USN. Long Bc3ch. C:l 
x3\'31 Undcrscn n'arfare Center-Nc\rport Division. Ye\\, London Drtacll~~icnt. Ns\v London, CT 
Naval Research Laboratory, Unden\+aler Sound Reference Detachment, Orlando. FL 
Fleet and Industrial Supply Ccntcr, G U  
Public Works Center. GU 
Natrnl Biod!.namics Laboratoqs, N C U  Orleans. LA 
Naval Medical Research Institute. Bethcsda. M D  
Naval Surface Warfare Ccnter. Cardrrock Division Detachment. Annapolis, MD 
Naval A\fiation Engineering Supporl Unit. Philadelphia. PA 
Naval Air Technical Scrviccs Facility. Philadelphia. PA 
Naval Air \Varfnrc Centcr. Aircraft Ili\*ision, Open \{:ater Test Fnciliry. Orcland. PA 
Na\.al Comrnand, Control and Ocean Sur\leillance Center, RDTbE Division Detachment. \Varminster. PA 

d Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Charleaon. SC 



Saval Coninland. Conrrol and Occrrn S u n  ull,incc Ccnlcr. In.Scr\ lr c I.n;~tlccrlng I;:I\I C.O.I\I I ) c I ; I c I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  \orlolL. 
\ 'A 

Naval Informalion Sysrcnls hlnnagcmcnr Ccntcr. Ari~ng~orl. \'A 
N ~ v n l  h1nn;l~cnlcnr S!srcri~s Strppnn Oilicc. Cl~csnp~~.~Lc. \ 'A  

"Z 
1 
! 

Rescrve Ccnlcrs at: 

nnta Ana. Irvitie. CA . . 

Slicboyg;ln, \+'I 

' -  Naval Air Rcscrvc Ccn~cr  ;I[: - - -  - - . - . . - - - - 
. . 

Oln~l~c.  KS 

Naval Rcscrve Rc;ldincss Cornmnnd~ at: 
Nciv Orleans. LA (Rcgion 10) 
Charlcs~on, SC (Rcgion 7) 

l)en(~rrrrmrf nf t l~c  Air Force 
Real-Time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor Acti\lit\l. Buffalo. NY 

Defense I,o?isiic.r A ? o r c ~ ~  
Defense Contract Management District South. hlariena. G.4 
Defense Contract Management Con~mand Intcrnsrionnl. Dn!,ron. 01 1 
Defense Distribution Depot Columbus. OH 
Defense Distribution Depot LettcrLenn\-. PA 
Dcfense Industrial Suppl! Cen:cl I'llil::dei;?l~~::. I':\ 

Part  I\': CllangcS to f'r-c\'iousl!' .4llpro\ c.d Bli.4C I<c.cor~~ 111ctrd:11 ior15 -- ( 2 - )  

D c p a r ~ t ~ ~ c t ~ f  of I / IC  ,4rt1y 

Tri-Service Project Rcliancc. Army Bio-h4cdic;ll Iicscarcll Laborarory. Forr Detr-iik. h.1D 

D c p ( ~ r t t ~ ~ c ~ ~ f  ( ~ 1 1 1 ~  1\'(11:1~ 

Marine Corps .4ir Stntion. El Tnro. C..t 
Marine Corps Air Slation. Tus~in. CA 
Naval Air S%ion Alameda. CA 
Naval Recruiting District. San Diego. C.4 
Naval Training Center, San Dicgo, CA 
Naval Air Station. Cecil Field. FL 
Naval Aviation Depot. Pensacola, FL 
N a y  Nuclear Power Propulsion Training Center, Na\,al Traini~lg Ccntcr. Orlando, FL 
Naval Training Center. Orlando, FL 
Naval Air Station, Agana. G U  
h ' a ~ ~ a l  Air Station. Barbcrs Point, HI 
Naval Air Facility. Detroit, hll 

...- .) Naval Shipyard. Norfolk Detacliment. Philadelphia, PA 
Naval Sea S),stems Conln~nnd. Arlington. \'A 



Offlcc of  Naval Kc\rarch. i\rlrricton. \ ' A  
Spacc and Naval U'arf;lrc S!.sicnls Co111111at1d. ~Irltrlytot~. \:A 
Nat.al Hccruiting Comnland. \4';lsl\ington. I)C 
Naval Scc\irit!. Group C O I I I I I I ; I ~ I ~  l ~ c t ; t c I l ~ ~ \ ~ ~ ~ i t  l'oto~i\:tc. \i';~>ljitt$tot~. l)C 

Prrttfr1111ct11 of  ~ I I C  .-fir Force 
\i'illiams Air Forcc B;lss, A7. 
I.o\vry Air Forcc I3asc. CO 
I-lomcstcad Air I:orcc Unsc. I:I. (30 l st I<cscuc Scluadro~~) 
Iiomestead Air I'orcc Basc. I'L (776111 Air Conrrol Squi~dron) 
MacDill Air Forcc Bitsc, F1, 
Grifiss Air Forcc 13nsc. NY (Airlicld Supporl for IOt l i  ltiri\~~tl.\. ( I - i ~ I 1 1 )  1)ivision) 
Griftiss Air Forcc 13asc. Nl' (lX5tll Engincrring Instnll;~~ion Group) 

j)pfcrtsp /.n:*i.v/ic:v . . l r ~ c r r ~  
Dcfcnsc Contract M;t~lngcrncnt District \Vest. 131 Scguirdo. CA 

IJrrrj~o.vc(l Cltrsrrrcs h'cjccrctl hy rllc Ct)ttrrrri.s.viorr -- ( 1  4) 
Moffctt i'cdcnrl Airficld AGS. CA 
Naval I-lcnlll~ Rcscsrch Ccntcr. Sat1 Dicgo. CA 
North Ilighlands Air Guard Stnlion. CA 
Pricc Support Ccnter. IL 
Sclfridgc Army Garrison, MI 
Naval Air Station, Meridian. h4S 
Naval Technical Training Centcr. Meridian, M S  
Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division. Lakehurst, NJ 
Rome Laboratory, Rome, NY 
Springfield-Beckle!. Iv1AP. Air Guard Station. 011 
Greater Pinsburgh 1.4P Air Rescr\.c Slafion. IJA 
Air Force Electronic \Varfare Evnlualion Sirnulalor ,Acli\.ii!.. I-err \\'o!-111. I'S 
Brooks Air Force Base. TS 
Defense Disrri'nution Dcnoi Kcd l < i \  c!.. 'IT 

I'roposcd J~ct~Ii.;*~tt~t~~ttr.v h'c;jc,i.~~~I /],,I. ri~t* < . O ~ I I I I I ~ . Y . ~ ~ O I I  -- ( 4  ) 

Robins Air Forcc DJST. G:l 
Fori Haniilton. Nl' 
Tinker Air Forcc Bssc. OK 
Hill Air Forcc Base. UT 

Propo.~cd Rccon~~r~cnr/rrrior~.v Rcjccrcrl hy rlrc Comnti.v.viott 
NI fltc R C ~ I ~ C S I  offlrc Sccrctrtiy o j D c f c t ~ s c  -- ( 4 )  
Ca\,en Point Reserve Center. NJ 
Kinland Air Forcc Bssc. NAI 
Dug\v3>' IJrovin: Ground. UT 
Valley Grove Area hlaintenance Support Activity (AMSA), \VV 



, * 

1995 Closure & Realignment Recommendations 
(I in Millions) 

- 20-Year Savings 
1-Time CosL Annual Savings (Net P resen t  Value) 

- -- 

DoD Subrnission 
(28 February 1995) 3,743 1,768 21,026 

DoD Revised 
Baseline* 

Final Deliberations 
Results 

Change from DoD 1 
Revised Baseline I 

I%-. .- - 

'Reflects revisions in costs and  savings esl i i l iates submit ted to  the Commission by the Defense 
Departrnetlt, as wel l  as t l le rernoval of  the f u l l u w i ~ ~ g  i ~ ~ s t a l l a t i o n s  f rom the list as requested by the 
Secretary of Defense: Ki r l land A i r  Force Ba:;c, NM; Dugway Prov ing Ground, UT; Caven Poin t  
Reserve Center, NJ; and Valley Grove Mai l l  l c i l a i ~ c e  S l ~ p p o r t  Activity, WV. 







1995 BASE CLOSURES AND REALIGNhqEN1.S 

Brooks Air Force Base, Texas 
Red River Arm). Depot, Texas 
Price Support Center, Illinois 
Rome Laboratoly, Rome, New York - - - - -  

Selfiidge Army Garrison, Michigan 
Naval Air Slation, Meridian, Mississippi 
N o ~ t h  Highlands Air Guard Station, California 
Springfield-Beckley MAP, Air Guard Station, Ohio 
Greater Pittsburgh IAP, Air Reserve Station, Pennsylvania 
Naval Air Warfare Center, Aircraft Division, Lakehurst, Neiv lerse)~ 

Major Realipn ments Rejected By Con1 rn ission ( 6 )  

i o i r  Ha~;liiton. S z i ~ ,  ?'o;-1, 
Robins Air Force Base. Geoi-cia 

L 

Kirtland Air Force Base. New Mexico* 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma 
McClellan Air Force Base, California 
Dugu~ay Proving Ground. Utah* 

* Removed from list at request of the Secretar) of Defellse. 

- 1 -  



Caven Point Reserve Center, New Jeney* 
Valley Grove Area Maintena~ice Support Activity (AMSA), West Virginia* 
Naval Health Research Center, San Diego, California 
Naval Tecllnical Training Center, h4eridian, Adississippi 
Moffett Federal Airfield AGS, California 

. Ail- Force Electro~iic Warfare Evoluatio~l Silliula~or Activit)~, 1.0n Wortll, Texas 
Defense Distribution Depot Red P '  \~ver,  Texas 

Installations Added bv Commission (91 

McClellan Air Force Base, California (Close) 
Oakland Army Base, California (Close) 
Chicago O'Hare IAP, Air Reserve Station, Jllinois (Close) 
Defense Distribution Depot McClellan, California (Close) 
Defense Distribution Depot San Antonio, California (Close) 
FIes  and i i~dus~i ia l  Suppi?. CCII~CI-. Ozkland. Cn1ifb:-11i.l t Close) 
FOIT Holabird. htlar!.lsnd (Close) 
Kelly Air Force Base, Tesss (Realign) 
Public Works Center. Guam ( R e a l i ~ )  

*Removed from list at request of the Secretary of Defense. 



6RAC 7995 
N e l  Dlree J O ~  Change. 

By State 



TESTIRIONJ'IQUOTES ON A I R  FORCE LIEI'OTS 

General Accounting Office Repol-t to the Co~~gress and the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission (I\llili~ar.!l Rases. Anal\lsis o f  D W ' s  1995 I'l-occss 

I- Closure and Real-, April, 1995) p.7: 

"Even tiiougll tlie Air Force recognized that  it ilnd excess capacity a t  its l i ~ c  
maintenance dcpots sod  s f a s  considering closing two, it opted lntc in the 
process to realign tlic \\~orkforce rstlicr than close any depots. I -TOII~~~CI- ,  tllc 
Air Fat-cc based its decision on preliminar-y data from incomplctc iotet-nal 
studies on tlie potential for  co~isolidatir~g i ~ n d  r-caligning wol-kload and 
r e t l~~c iog  perso~ir~el  levels a t  the dcpofs. Sor~lc of t i~cse  studies were completed 
after DOD's BRAC report \\.as published and d o  not f l~l ly support  the BRAC- 
recommended consolidations. Tllese recomn~ended consolidations appear  to 
expand the ~rlorkload a t  some depots that  a r e  in tlie process of dolrmsiziog. 
Thus, tile Air  Force's recommendation may not be cost-effective and  does not 
solve the problem of excess depot capacity." 

Secretary of the .4nny Togo West, Testimony beSol-s the commission on June I ? ,  
1995: 

"I think. ftenlil!.. tl?:lt o ~ : r  ::r::i!>.sis tc!ls 11s :];:it tllr I ) c [ : : l i - t n l c ~ ~ ~  of D c f c ~ l s c  is 
blceditlg depot nlone!.. \Ye a r e  just spcnding rnone! on capaciry t h a t  r1.e 
simply do not need noj~.." 

"\Ve have concluded tha t  that [downsizing ratl~er tila11 closing depots] is not the 
1r.ay to go and titat those w h o  may be going that  a r e  not making as good 
judgments as 15.e arc." 

Report of the Co~n~nission on Roles and Missions of the .I\rnmed Forces , May 21, 
1995 (Chaired by Dr. John white, currently Deputy Secretary of Defense ), p. 3-7: 

"\17ith proper oversight, private contractors could provide essentially all of 
the depot-level maintenance services now conducted in g ~ \ ~ e r n r n c n t  facilities 
within the United States ...." 



"\ye rcrornnlcr~d t11:lt tllc Dcp:lr.tn~cnt 111:lhc t l ~ c  fl-:jr~sit ion to :I depot 
ti~ainfcnancc sllstcm relying nlostly on tllc pri\*:itc sector. DOD s t~ou ld  rctairl 
organic depot cap:lOil i~~ otiljv \\*l~ere privntc-sector ;iltcrn:~tivcs are n o t  
;~vail:, blc ant1 c : ~ n ~ l o f  be t l ~ \ ~ c l ( ~ p c d  rcason:~ bly." 







List of 1995 Defense B ~ S C  Closure 2nd I : C ~ ~ ~ ~ I I I I ~ C I I ~  C01lllllissi011 Actiolls 

Army Bio-Medical Research Lab, I-or~ Detrick, MD 
Aviation-Troop Co~nmand (ATCOM), MO 
Bellmore Logistics Activity, NY 
Bergstrom AFB, TX 
Big Coppett Key, FL 
Brancll U.S. Disciplinnly Barracks, Lompoc, CA 
Camp Bonneville, MIA- - 

Camp Kilmer, NJ 
Camp Pedricktown, NJ 
Chicago O'Hare IAP ARS, IL 
Concepts Analysis Agency, Bethesda, MD 
DCMC International, Dayton, OH , 

DCMD South, Marietta, GA 
DCMD West, El Segundo, CA 
Defense Distribution Depot Columbus. OH 
Defense Distribution Depor Lettel-kenrl>t. P.4 
Defense Distribution Depot A4cClcllsn. C.4 
Delknse Disi;-i hurio11 D c j > ~ i  ?\lCni!>llis. 1-2 

...- 
f i ~ ! ' > i ] ~ L '  I-)i.\i;.ib~]tio~] ~ c ~ ~ ( > ~  (,)cdL!l- [ ; 

< 

Defense Disii.ihulic)n Dcpo: S ~ I I  .\111onio. TZ 
Defense Inaustrisl Suppl) Center. Pl~iladelphia. Pi 
Detroit .41*senal. At11 

3-' - 3  East Fort Bakel-, C.4 
24 Eglin AFB, FL 
25 Fitzsimons AI-my A4edical Centel-, CO 
26 Fleet and lndustl-ial Suppl~r Ceiltel:. Guam - T - - I-leer and 1naust1-ial Supply Center, Chal-leston, SC 
28 Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Oakland, CA 
29 Fon Buchanan, Pueno Rico 
30 Fort Chafiee. AR 
3 1 Fo1-t Dix, NJ 
3, *7 FortGreely,AK 
33 FOIT Holabird. MD 
34 Fort Huntel- Liggett, CA 



Fort Indi3rlto\vn G3p. PA 
Fon Lee, VA 
For1 h4cClel Ian, AL 
For-t Meade, h4D 
Fort Missoula, MT 
Fo1-t Pickett, VA 
Fort Ritchie, hID 
Fort Totten, NY 
Grand Forks AFB, ND 
Gsiffiss AFB, 10th Infantry Airfield Support, NY 
Gsiffiss AFB, 485th Engineering Installation Group, NY 
Hill AFB, UT 
I-IillgIla~n Cohasset, h4A 
Homestead ARB, 30 1 st Rescue Squadron, FL 
14omestead ARB, 726th Air Control Squadron, FL 
Inforrllation Systems Software Center, VA 
Investigations Control & Autonlatioll Directorate, MD 
Kelly AFB, TX 
Kelly Support Center. PA 
Lettel-kenny Army Depot, PA 
Long Beach Naval Shipyard, CA 
Lou.ry AFB. CO 
llr?cT)iil AFB. FI- 
% l ~ l r n s r r o i ~ ~  AFB, 311- 
h/ICAS, El Toro. C.4 
MCAS, Tustin, C.4 
McClellan .4FB, CA . 
B a y o n ~ ~ e  Military Ocean Terminal, ATJ 
NAS, .43ana. Guam 
N.4S, Alan~eda, CA 
KAS, Barbers Point, HI 
NAS, Cecil Field, FL 
NAS, Coryus Christi, TX 
h'.4S, Key \Vest, FL 
NAS, South Weymouth, MA 
Nav. CC 8r Ocean Surveillance Center, In-Service, East Coast Det., 
Norfolk, VA 



7 1 Na\fal Resc:lrcl~ Labor3101.)*. U I I ~ C ~ \ I ~ B I C ~  Sound I:C~C~CIICC Dct., 
Orlando. FL 

72 Nailal Security Croup Con1111and Dctachmcnt, \Vashington, DC 
73 Naval Acti\li~ics, Guam 
73 Naval Air Facility, Adak, AK 
75 - NavalAirFacility,Detroit,M1 
76 Naval Air Technical Ser\tices Facility, Plliladelphia, PA 
77 Naval Aviation Depot, I1cnsacola, FL 
78 Naval Aviation Engineel-ing Services Unit, I'hiladelphia. PA 
79 Naval Biodynamics Laboratory, Ncw Osleans, LA 
80 - .  Naval CC 6L Ocean Surveilla~lce Centel-, San Diego, CA 
8 i Naval CC 6i Ocean Sul-veillancc Center. M1arminster, PA 
S2 Naval Information Sgs tm~s  Management Center, Arlington, VA 
S3 Naval h4edical Research I~~stitute, Bethesda. MD 
84 Naval Managenlent System Suppon Office, Chesapeake, VA 
S5 Naval Personnel Research 6r Dcveloplnent Center, San Diego, CA 
SG Naval Recruiting Command, Washington, DC 
S7 Naval Sea Systems Command, Arlington, VA 
SS iu'aval Traininc - Center, 01-lando. FL 
89 Na\@nl Training Center. San Dieyo. C.4 
90 NAWC. -4ircrafr Division. Open \?'ater Test F3cilit>.. O~-e!3nd. ?,A 
9 1 h'.4\'\-C. .r\ii-~~-sfi Di\,isiol?. Indi3nnpoiis. IS 
G? 'i 4\{.(--. .* '.-- ---- . . - 4.1 L ? L : - - L  D!I : ~ ! Q P -  i1,'2:-::-,: , , l ~ ~ s : ~ b ! - .  1) 1%. 
93 Ka\.aI S!lij>> 31-a. Xorfolk DC;SC!IIIICII~. l ) i l i i~c i e~p i~ i~ .  l ' . ~  
94 NS\Y.C. Louis~rjlle. Kl' 
95 NS\IIC. Gal-del-oik De~achiiien~. -Annapolis, h1D 
96 NSWC, Dahlgren Division Detachment. \Vhite Oak, h4D 
97 Nuclear- Polrer PI-opulsion Training Center, Orlando. FL 
98 hTUWC. Ke!lpoit. WA 
99 NU\17C. I\;e\vpoi-t Dii'ision. New London. CT 
100 Oakland Army Base, CA 
101 Office of Naira1 Research, Aslington, 17.4 
102 Onizuka AGS, CA 
103 Ontario I.4P .4CS, CA 
103 Public IVorks Center, Guam 
105 Publications Distribution Center, Baltimore, h4D 
106 Real-Time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processor Acti\?ity. 

Buffalo, NJ' 



Recr-cation Ccntcr $2, Fa!~cttcvillc, NC 
Red River A I - ~ I ) ~  Depot, TX 
Rccse A1-13,TX 
Rescr-\~c Ccntcr Santa Am. I ~ V ~ I I C ,  CA 
Reserve Centcr, Cadiiiac, MI 
Readiness Commsnd Region 7, Charleston, SC - 

Reser\~c Ccntcr, Huntsville, AL 
Reserve Center, Laredo, T>; 
Readiness Command Region 10, New Orleans, LA 
Air Reserve Center, Olathc, KS 
Reser\lc Center, Pomor~a, CA - - 

Resel-\le Cen tes, Sl~eboygan, 1411 
Resel-\re Center, Staten Island, NY 
Reserve Center, Stockton, CA 
Rio Vista Asmy Reserve Center, CA 
Roslyn AGS, N1" 
Naval Recruiting District, San Diego, CA 
Savanna Army Depot Activity, IL 
Seneca As~ny Depot, h"1' 
Ship Repair Fscilit:'. Guam 
Sierra Army Depot, C.4 
Space cC: Na\.al \I'arfa~.e S\.ste:i~s Cornm~~id .  .4rliiirro:i. \'.\ .. 
Sr!.~ri'or.d .-21.!11> E!?cinc T-'!z~lr. C!' - 
Sudbur.y Tsaini~lg .4nnes: h;1X 
S~pe r \~ i sos  of ship build in^. - Long Beach. C.4 
\T\7illiams AFB, AZ 



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSIONERS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCA COX 
GEN J. 6. DAVIS, USAF (RET) 
S. LEE KLlNG 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET) 
MG JOSUE ROBLES. JR.. USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Contact: Wade Ndron 
Chuck Pivr 
John Earnhardt 

TO: DBCRC MEDIA LIST 

RE: COMMISSION ACTIONS FOR FRIDAY, JUNE 23,1995 

DATE: JUNE 24,1995 

Following is a chronological list of actions taken Friday, June 23, 1995 by the Defense Base 
Closure and realignment Commission. 

The Commission M i s  in the process of compiling numbers of bases closed and realigned and 
the expected savings fiom thase actions, but that information will not be available until later this 
week. 



Following is the list of the recommendations the Commission made June 23 (in chronological 
order): 

Vote Legend (nay votes will be noted, recusals will be in bold): 
In the event of a tie vote, the Secretary of Defense's recommendation is adopted. 
AD - Alan J. Dixon; AC - A1 Cornella; RC - Rebecca Cox; JD - James B. Davis; 
LK - S. Lee Kling; BM - Benjamin Montoya; JR - Josue Robles; WS - Wendi L. Steele 

46-Naval Activities, Guam 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval Activities Guam. Relocate all 
ammunition vessels and associated personnel and support to Naval Magazine, Lualualei, Hawaii. 
Relocate all other combat logistics force ships and associated personnel and support to Naval 
Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. Relocate Military Sealift Command personnel and Diego Garcia 
support fimctions to Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. Disestablish the Naval Pacific 
Meteorology and Oceanographic Center-WESTPAC, except for the Joint Typhoon Warning 
Center, which relocates to the Naval Pacific Meteorology and Oceanographic Center, Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii. Disestablish the Afloat Training Group-WESTPAC. All other Department of 
Defense activities that are presently on Guam may remain either as a tenant of Naval Activities, 
Guam or other appropriate naval activity. Retain waterfront assets for support, mobilization, and 
contingencies and to support the afloat tender. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Dispose of property owned by Naval 
Activities declared releasable under the 1994 Guam Land Use Plan (GLUP) with appropriate 
restrictions. Locate MSC ships as operationally required. 
Vote: 7-0- 1. RC 

47-Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site specified by the 1993 
Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at page 1-2 1) for "the aircraft, personnel, and associated 
equipment" fiom the closing Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam fiom "Andersen AFB, Guam" to 
"other naval or DoD air stations in the Continental United States and Hawaii." 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Allows colocation of HC-5s with MSC 
ships. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 

48-Ship Repair Facility, GUAM 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Ship Repair Facility (SRF), Guam, 
except transfer appropriate assets, including the piers, the floating drydock, its typhoon basin 
anchorage, the recompression chamber, and the floating crane, to Naval Activities, Guam. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 

49-Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Guam 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, 
Guam. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Disestablish, except for fuel f m  and 
appropriate assets. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 



50-Public Works Center, GUAM 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission recommendation: Realign PWC to match assigned workload. Close officer 
housing at NAS Agana. 
Vote: 7-0-1. RC 

51-Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Massachusetts 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, 
Massachusetts. Relocate its aircraft and necessary personnel, equipment and support to Naval 
Air Station, Brunswick, Maine. Relocate the Marine Corps Reserve support squadrons to 
another facility in the local area or to NAS Brunswick. Reestablish Naval Reserve Center, 
Quincy, Massachusetts, and change the receiving site specified by the 1993 Commission (1993 
Commission Report, at page 1-64) for consolidation of Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Center, 
Lawrence, Massachusetts; Naval Reserve Center, Chicopee, Massachusetts; and Naval Reserve 
Center, Quincy, Massachusetts, from "NAS South Weymouth, Massachusetts" to "Naval Reserve 
Center, Quincy, Massachusetts." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

52--Naval Air Facility, Detroit, Michigan 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site specified by the 1993 
Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at page 1-25) for the Mt. Clemons, Michigan Marine 
Corps Reserve Center, including MWSG-47 and supporting units, fiom "Marine Corps Reserve 
Center, Twin Cities, Minnesota" to "Air National Guard Base, Selfiidge, Michigan." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

53-Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, 
except retain the Regional Counterdrug Training Academy facilities which are transferred to the 
Academy. Relocate the undergraduate strike piIot training fimction and associated personnel, 
equipment and support to Naval Air Station, Kingsville, Texas. Its major tenant, the Naval 
Technical Training Center, will close, and its training functions will be relocated to other training 
activities, primarily the Navy Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia, and Naval Education and 
Training Center, Newport, Rhode Island. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Meridian remains open. 
Vote: 7-1 AD. 

54- Naval Technical Training Center, Meridian, Mississippi 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Technical Training Center, Meridian, 
Mississippi, and relocate the training functions to other ttaining activities, primarily the Navy 
Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia, and Naval Education and Training Center, Newport, 
Rhode Island. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. NTTC remains open. 
Vote: 5-3. WS, JD, AD. 



55-Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas, as a 
Naval Air Facility, and relocate the undergraduate pilot training function and associated 
personnel, equipment and support to Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, and Naval Air 
Station, Whiting Field, Florida. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Remain open and realign as necessary. 
Vote: 7-1 AD. 

56-Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California, and 
Marine Corps Air Station, Tustin, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites for "squadrons and related 
activities at NAS Miramar" specified by the 1993 Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at 
page 1- 1 8) fiom "NAS Lemoore and NAS Fallon" to "other naval air stations, primarily NAS 
Oceana, Virginia, NAS North Island, California, and NAS Fallon, Nevada." Change the 
receiving sites for MCAS Tustin, California, specified by the 1993 Commission from 'WAS 
North Island, NAS Miramar, or MCAS Camp Pendleton" to "other naval air stations, primarily 
MCAS New River, North Carolina, MCB Hawaii (MCAF Kaneohe Bay); MCAS Camp 
Pendleton, California; and NAS Miramar, California." 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Change is that possible Tustin receiving 
sites are to be "consistent with operational requirements." 
Vote: 8-0. 

57-Naval Air Station, Alameda, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites specified by the 1993 
Commission for the closure of Naval Air Station, Alameda, California (1 993 Commission 
Report, at page 1-35) for "aircraft along with the dedicated personnel, equipment and support" 
and "reserve aviation assets" fiom "NAS North Island" and "NASA Arnes/Moffett Field," 
respectively, to "other naval air stations, primarily the Naval Air Facility, Corpus Christi, Texas, 
to support the Mine Warfare Center of Excellence, Naval Station, Ingleside, Texas." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. Change language to Naval Air Station, 
Corpus Christi, Texas. 
Vote: 8-0. 

58-Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites specified by the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission Report, at page 1-20) fiom "Marine Corps Air Station, Cheny 
Point, North Carolina; Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia; and Marine Corps Air Station, 
Beaufort, South Carolina" to "other naval air stations, primarily Naval Air Station, Oceana, 
Virginia; Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina; Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, 
Florida; and Naval Air Station, Atlanta, Georgia; or other Navy or Marine Corps Air Stations 
with the necessary capacity and support infirastructure." In addition, add the following: "To 
support Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, retain OLF Whitehouse, the Pinecastle target complex, 
and the Yellow Water family housing area." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



59- Naval Air Facility, Adak, Alaska 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Naval Air Facility, Adak, Alaska. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

60-Naval Air Station, Key West, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval Air Station, Key West, Florida, to a 
Naval Air Facility and dispose of certain portions of Truman Annex and Tnunbo Point 
(including piers, wharfs and buildings). 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Realign as per DoD request but change 
language to include "dispose of all property not required to support operational commitments, 
including Truman Annex and Trurnbo Point." 
Vote: 8-0. 

61-Naval Air Station, Barbers Point, Hawaii 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
regarding items excepted fiom the closure of Naval Air Station, Barbers Point, Hawaii (1993 
Commission, at page I - 1 9) fiom "Retain the family housing as needed for multi-service use" to 
"Retain the family housing as needed for multi-service use, including the following family 
housing support facilities: commissary facilities, Public Works Center compound with its 
sanitary landfill, and beach recreational areas, known as Nimitz Beach and White Plains Beach." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

62-Navy Nuclear Power Propulsion Training Center, 
Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site specified by the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission Report, at page 1-38) for the "Nuclear Power School" (or the 
Navy Nuclear Power Propulsion Training Center) fiom "the Submarine School at the Naval 
Submarine Base (NSB), New London" to "Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South Carolina." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. JD. 

63- Naval Training Centers 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
(1 993 Commission Report, at page 1-3 8) concerning the closure of Naval Training Center, 
Orlando, Florida, by deleting all references to Service School Command from the list of major 
tenants. Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at 
page 1-39) concerning the closure of Naval Training Center, San Diego, California, by deleting 
all references to Service School Command, including Service School Command (Electronic 
Warfare) and Service School Command (Surface), from the list of major tenants. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AD. 



64,- Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Shipyard Long Beach, California, 
except retain the sonar dome govenunent-owned, contractor-operated facility and those family 
housing units needed to fulfill Department of the Navy requirements, particularly those at Naval 
Weapons Station, Seal Beach, California Relocate necessary personnel to other naval activities 
as appropriate, primarily Naval Weapons Station, Seal Beach and naval activities in the San 
Diego, California, area. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 6-2. BM, RC 

65-Naval Shipyard, Norfolk Detachment, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendations: Change the recommendation of the 1991 
Commission relating to the closure of the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard (1 99 1 Commission 
Report, at page 5-28) to delete "and preservation" (line 5) and "for emergent requirementsn(lines 
6-7). 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

66-Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport, Washington 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport, 
Washington, by moving its ships' combat systems console refurbishment depot maintenance and 
general industrial workload to Naval Shipyard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, Washington. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

67-Supervisor of Shipbuilding, Conversion and Repair, USN, 
Long Beach, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Supervisor of Shipbuilding, 
Conversion and Repair, USN, Long Beach, California. Relocate certain functions, personnel and 
equipment to Supervisor of Shipbuilding, Conversion and Repair, USN, San Diego, California 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

68-Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Oakland, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission recommendation: Close FISC Oakland, move DFAS and MSC to government 
owned space. Close Pt. Molate Naval Refueling Station, Richmond, CA. Close Navy Supply 
Annex, Alameda, CA. 
Vote: 8-0. 

69-Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, Charleston, South Carolina 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Fleet and Industrial Supply Center, 
Charleston, South Carolina. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 
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70-Naval Personnel Research and Development Center, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish Naval Personnel Research and 
Development Center, San Diego, California, and relocate its functions, and appropriate 
personnel, equipment, and support to the Bureau of Naval Personnel, Memphis, Tennessee, and 
Naval Air Warfare Center, Training Systems Division, Orlando, Florida. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

71-Naval Health Research Center, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Naval Health Research Center 
(NHRC), San Diego, California, and relocate necessary functions, personnel and equipment to 
the Bureau of Naval Personnel (BUPERS) at Memphis, Tennessee. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. NHRC remains open in San Diego. 
Vote: 8-0. 

72-Office of Naval Research, Arlington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 Commission 
(1993 Commission Report, at pages 1-59/60) by deleting the Office of Naval Research h r n  the 
list of National Capital Region activities to relocate h m  leased space to Government-owned 
space within the NCR 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

73- Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren Division Detachment, White Oak, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren 
Division Detachment, White Oak, Maryland. Relocate the functions, personnel and equipment 
associated with Ship Magnetic Signature Control R&D Complex to the Naval S u r k e  Warfhre 
Center, Carderock, Maryland, and the functions and personnel associated with reentry body 
dynamics research and development to the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren, Virginia 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-3. RC, JD, JR. 

74-Naval Surface Warfare Center, Carderock Division Detachment, 
Annapolis, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Carderock 
Division Detachment, Annapolis, Maryland, including the NIKE Site, Bayhead Road, Annapolis, 
except transfer the fuel storage/refueling sites and the water treatment facilities to Naval Station, 
Annapolis to support the U.S. Naval Academy and Navy housing. Relocate appropriate 
functions, personnel, equipment and support to other technical activities, primarily Naval Surface 
Warfare Center, Carderock Division Detachment, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; Naval Surface 
Weapons Center, Carderock Division, Carderock, Maryland; and the Naval Research Laboratory, 
Washington, D.C. The Joint Spectrum Center, a DoD cross-service tenant, will be relocated with 
other components of the Center in the local area as appropriate. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 
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75-Naval Air Technical Services Facility, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Air Technical Services Facility 
(NATSF), Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and consolidate necessary functions, personnel, and 
equipment with the Naval Aviation Depot, North Island, California. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

76-Naval Aviation Engineering Service Unit, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close the Naval Aviation Engineering Service Unit 
(NAESU), Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and consolidate necessary functions, personnel, and 
equipment with the Naval Aviation Depot (NADEP), North Island, California 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

77-Naval Management Systems Support Ofice, Chesapeake, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the Naval Management Systems Support 
Office (NAVMASSO), Chesapeake, Virginia, and relocate its functions and necessary personnel 
and equipment as a detachment of Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, San 
Diego, California, in government-owned spaces in Norfolk, Virginia. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. M o d e  receiving sites to Tidewater, VA 
area. 
Vote: 8-0. 

78-Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, In-Service Engineering 
West Coast Division, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish the In-Service Engineering West Coast 
Division (NISE West), San Diego, California, of the Naval Command, Control and Ocean 
Surveillance Center (NCCOSC), including the Taylor Street Special Use Area, and consolidate 
necessary hctions and personnel with the Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance 
Center, RDT&E Division, either in the NCCOSC RDT&E Division spaces at Point Lorna, 
California, or in current MSE West spaces in San Diego, California. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

79-Space and Naval Warfare Systems Command, Arlington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation for the Space and Naval 
Warfare Systems Command, Arlington, Virginia, specified by the 1993 Commission 
(Commission Report, at page 1-59) fiom "[rlelocate ... h m  leased space to Government-owned 
space within the NCR, to include the Navy Annex, Arlington, Virginia; Washington Navy Yard, 
Washington, D.C.; 3 80 1 Nebraska Avenue, Washington, D.C.; Marine Corps Combat 
Development Command, Quantico, Virginia; or the White Oak facility, Silver Spring, Maryland" 
to "Relocate ..&om leased space to Government-owned space in San Diego, California, to allow 
consolidation of the Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance Center, with the Space 
and Naval Warfare Command headquarters. This relocation does not include SPAWAR Code 
40, which is located at NRL, or the Program Executive Officer for Space Communication 
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Sensors and his immediate staff who will remain in Navy-owned space in the National Capital 
Region." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

80-Naval Sea Systems Command, Arlington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving sites specified by the 1993 
Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at page 1-59) for the relocation of the Naval Sea 
Systems Command, including the Nuclear Propulsion Directorate (SEA O8), the Human 
Resources Office supporting the Naval Sea Systems Command, and associated PEOs and 
DRPMs, from "the Navy Annex, Arlington, Virginia; Washington Navy Yard, Washington, 
D.C.; 3 80 1 Nebraska Avenue, Washington, D.C.; Marine Corps Combat Development 
Command, Quantico, Virginia; or the White Oak facility, Silver Spring, Maryland" to "the 
Washington Navy Yard, Washington, D.C. or other government-owned property in the 
metropolitan Washington, D.C. area" 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-3. RC, WS, AC. 

81-Naval Information Systems Management Center, Arlington, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Relocate the Naval Information Systems Management 
Center fiom leased space in Arlington, Virginia, to the Washington Navy Yard, Washington, 
D.C. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

82-Naval Recruiting Command, Washington, D.C. 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site for the Naval Recruiting 
Command, Washington, D.C., specified by the 1993 Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at 
page 1-59) tiom "Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois" to "Naval Support Activity, 
Memphis, Tennessee." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AD. 

83-Naval Recruiting District, San Diego, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site for the Naval Recruiting 
District, San Diego, California, specified by the 1 993 Commission (1 993 Commission Report, at 
page 1-39) from ''Naval Air Station North Island" to "other government-owned space in San 
Diego, California." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

84-Naval Security Group Command Detachment Potomac, 
Washington, D.C. 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the receiving site for the Naval Security 
Group Command Detachment Potomac, Washington, D.C ., fiom "National Security Agency, Ft. 
Meade, Maryland" specified by the 1993 Commission (1 993 Commission Rep& at page 1-59) 
to "Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D.C." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 
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85- Reserve CentersICommands 
Recommendation: 
Close the following Naval Reserve Centers: 

Stockton, California 
Pomona, California 
Santa Ana, Irvine, California 
Laredo, Texas 
Sheboygan, Wisconsin 
Cadillac, Michigan 
Staten Island, New York 
Huntsville, Alabama 

Close the following Naval Air Reserve Center: 
Olathe, Kansas 

Close the following Naval Reserve Readiness Commands: 
Region Seven - Charleston, South Carolina 
Region Ten - New Orleans, Louisiana 

Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

86-Naval Aviation Depot, Pensacola, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1993 
Commission (1993 Commission Report, at pages 1-42/43} by striking the following: "In 
addition, the Commission recommends that the whirl tower and dynamic components facility be 
moved to Cherry Point Navy or Corpus Christi Army Depots or the private sector, in lieu of the 
Navy's plan to retain these operations in a stand-alone facility at NADEP Pensacola." 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0- 1. JD. 

87- Fort Dix, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Dix by replacing the Active Component 
garrison with a U.S. Army Reserve garrison. Retain minimum essential ranges, facilities, and 
training areas required for Reserve Component (RC) training as an enclave. 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

88- Fort Greely, Alaska 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Greely by relocating the Cold Region 
Test Activity (CRTA) and Northern Warfare Training Center (NWTC) to Fort Wainwright, 
Alaska. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Realign Ft. Greely in accordance with 
SecDef recommendation, but amend to "not move facilities until July, 1997." 
Vote: 8-0. 



89-Fort Hunter Liggett, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Hunter Liggett by relocating the U.S. 
Army Test and Experimentation Center (TEC) missions and functions to Fort Bliss, Texas. 
Eliminate the Active Component mission. Retain minimum essential facilities and training area 
as an enclave to support the Reserve Components (RC). 
Commission recommendation: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

90- Fort Pickett, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Pickett, except minimum essential training 
areas and facilities as an enclave for the Reserve Components. Relocate the Petroleum Training 
Facility to Fort Dix, NJ. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with amendment to ensure 
preservation of Reserve Component training. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

91- Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Indiantown Gap, except minimum 
essential facilities as a Reserve Component enclave. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with amendment to ensure 
preservation of Reserve Component training. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

92-Fort Chaffee, Arkansas 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Chaffee, except minimum essential 
buildings, and ranges for Reserve Component (RC) training as an enclave. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with amendment to ensure 
preservation of Reserve Component training. 
Vote: 7-1. RC. 

93- Fort McClellan, Alabama 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort McClellan, except minimum essential land 
and facilities for a Reserve Component enclave and minimum essential facilities, as necessary, 
to provide auxiliary support to the chemical demilitarization operation at Anniston Army Depot. 
Relocate the U. S. Army Chemical and Military Police Schools to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, 
upon receipt of the required permits. Relocate the Defense Polygraph Institute (DODPI) to Fort 
Jackson, South Carolina. License Pelham Range and current Guard facilities to the Alabama 
Army National Guard. 
Commission action: Reject DoD Proposal. Ft. McClellan closes but CDTF remains in 
Alabama until a new one is operable in Missouri. 
Vote: 8-0. 

94- Fort Lee, Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Lee, by reducing Kenner Army 
Community Hospital to a clinic. Eliminate inpatient services. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. JR. 



95- Fort Meade, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Meade by reducing Kimbrough Army 
Community Hospital to a clinic. Eliminate inpatient services. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 6-2. JR, AC. 

96- Fort Ritchie, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Ritchie. Relocate the 1 1 1 lth Signal 
Battalion and 1 108th Signal Brigade to Fort Detrick, MD. Relocate Information Systems 
Engineering Command elements to Fort Huachuca, AZ. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Ft. Ritchie closes but preserves a National Guard 
enclave. 
Vote: 8-0. 

97- Selfridge Army Garrison, Michigan 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close U.S. Army Garrison, Selfiidge. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Selfiidge remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

98-- Price Support Center, Illinois 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Charles Melvin Price Support Center, except a 
small reserve enclave and a storage area. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Price Support Center remains open. 
Vote: 6-0-2. AD, JD. 

99- Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Buchanan by reducing garrison 
management hc t ions  and disposing of family housing. Retain an enclave for the reserve 
components, Army and Air Force Exchange Service (AAFES) and the Antilles Consolidated 
School. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Fort Buchanan realigns but retains mobilization 
mission. 
Vote: 7-1. AD. 

100- Kelly Support Center, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the Kelly Support Center by consolidating 
Army Reserve units onto three of its five parcels. Dispose of the remaining two parcels. 
Relocate the Army Reserve's leased maintenance activity in Valley Grove, WV, to the Kelly 
Support Center. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Kelly is realigned. Nothing is moved h m  Valley 
Grove. 
Vote: 8-0. 



101- Fort Hamilton, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Fort Hamilton. Dispose of all family 
housing. Retain minimum essential land and facilities for existing Army units and activities. 
Relocate all Army Resenre units from Caven Point, New Jersey, to Fort Hamilton. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Ft. Hamilton remains open. (See also vote #119, 
Caven Point.) 
Vote: 8-0. 

102- Fort Totten, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Totten, except an enclave for the U. S. 
Army Reserve. Dispose of family housing. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

103- Detroit Arsenal, Michigan 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Detroit Arsenal by closing and disposing of 
the Detroit Army Tank Plant. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AD. 

104- Tri-Service Project Reliance, Fort Detrick, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Change the recommendation of the 1991 Commission 
regarding Tri-Service Project Reliance. Upon disestablishment of the U.S. Army Biomedical 
Research Development Laboratory (USABRDL) at Fort Detrick, MD, do not collocate 
environmental and occupational toxicology research with the Armstrong Laboratory at Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base, OH. Instead relocate the health advisories environmental fate research 
and military criteria research functions of the Environmental Quality Research Branch to the 
U.S. Army Environmental Hygiene Agency (AEHA), Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD, and 
maintain the remaining functions of conducting non-mammalian toxicity assessment models and 
on-site biomonitoring research of the Research Methods Branch at Fort Detrick as part of 
Headquarters, U.S. Army Medical Research and Materiel Command. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

105-Sierra Army Depot, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign Sierra Army Depot by eliminating the 
conventional ammunition mission and reducing it to a depot activity. Retain an enclave for the 
Operational Project Stock mission and the static storage of ores. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Modify DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0 

106-Seneca Army Depot, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Seneca Army Depot, except an enclave to store 
hazardous material and ores. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



107- - Savanna Army Depot Activity, Illinois 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Savanna Anny Depot Activity (ADA). , 

Relocate the United States Army Defense Ammunition Center and School (USADACS) to 
McAlester Army Ammunition Plant, Oklahoma. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-0-1. AD. 

10%- Stratford Army Engine Plant, Connecticut 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Stratford Army Engine Plant. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

109- Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal. Relocate 
the Military Transportation Management Command (MTMC) Eastern Area Command 
Headquarters and the traffic management portion of the 1301st Major Port Command to Fort 
Monrnouth, New Jersey. Retain an enclave for the Navy Military Sealift Command, Atlantic, 
and Navy Resale and Fashion Distribution Center. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Close Bayonne, move all tenants to receiving 
locations to be determined. 
Vote: 6-2. RC, AC. 

110-Oakland Army Base, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure and realignment 
as a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission recommendation: Close Oakland Army Base. 
Vote: 5-3. AC, RC, BM. 

111- Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fitzsimons Army Medical Center (FAMC), 
except for Edgar J. Mcwhethy Axmy Reserve Center. Relocate the Medical Equipment and 
Optical School and Optical Fabrication Laboratory to Fort Sam Houston, TX. Relocate Civilian 
Health and Medical Program of the Uniformed Services (CHAMPUS) activities to Denver leased 
space. Relocate other tenants to other installations. 
Commission recommendation: Reject DoD proposal. Close with modification to the 
Secretary's proposal. Tenants relocate to location to be determined by Dept. of Army. 
Vote: 6-2. AC, JD. 

112-Aviation-Troop Command, Missouri 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish Aviation-Troop Command (ATCOM), 
and close by relocating its missions/functions as follows: 

Relocate Aviation Research, Development & Engineering 
Center; Aviation Management; and Aviation Program Executive 
Offices to Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, AL, to form the Aviation & 
Missile Command. 



a Relocate functions related to soldier systems to Natick 
Research, Development, Engineering Center, MA, to align with the 
Soldier Systems Command. 

Relocate functions related to materiel management of 
communications-electronics to Fort Monmouth, NJ, to align with 
Communications-Electronics Command. 

Relocate automotive materiel management functions to 
Detroit Arsenal, MI, to align with Tank-Automotive and Armaments 
Command. 

Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 5-1-2. LK, JD, AD. 

113- Concepts Analysis Agency, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close by relocating Concepts Analysis Agency to 
Fort Belvoir, VA. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

114- Information Systems Software Command (ISSC), Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close by relocating Information Systems Software 
Command to Fort Meade, MD. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

115- Publications Distribution Center Baltimore, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close by relocating the U.S. Army Publications 
Distribution Center, Baltimore to the U.S. Army Publications Center St. Louis, Missouri. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 6-2. AC, RC. 

116-Bellmore Logistics Activity, New York 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Bellmore Logistics Activity. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

117- Big Coppett Key, Florida 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Big Coppett Key. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

118- Camp Bonneville, Washington 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Camp Bonneville. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



119- Camp Kilmer, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Camp Kilmer, except an enclave for minimum 
necessary facilities to support the Reserve Components. 
Commission Action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

120-- Camp Pedricktown, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Camp Pedricktown, except the Sievers- 
Sandberg Reserve Center. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

121- Caven Point Army Reserve Center, New Jersey 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Caven Point U. S. Army Reserve Center. 
Relocate its reserve activities to the Fort Hamilton, NY, provided the recommendation to realign 
Fort Hamilton is approved. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Caven Point remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

122- East Fort Baker, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close East Fort Baker. Relocate all tenants to other 
installations that meet mission requirements. Return all real property to the Golden Gate NationaI 
Recreation Area. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

123--Fort Missoula, Montana 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Fort Missoula, except an enclave for minimum 
essential land and facilities to support the Reserve Component units. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

124- Hingham Cohasset, Massachusetts 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Hingharn Cohasset. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

125- Recreation Center #2, North Carolina 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Recreation Center #2, Fayetteville, NC. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

126- Rio Vista Army Reserve Center, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Rio Vista Army Reserve Center. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 



127- Sudbury Training Annex, Massachusetts 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Sudbury Training Annex. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

128- Branch U.S. Disciplinary Barracks, Lompoc, Califoraia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Branch U.S. Disciplinary Barracks (USDB), 
Lompoc, CA. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

129- Valley Grove Area Maintenance Support Activity, West Virginia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Valley Grove Area Maintenance Support 
Activity (AMSA). Relocate reserve activity to the Kelly Support Center, PA, provided the 
recommendation to realign Kelly Support Center is approved. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Valley Grove remains open. 
Vote: 8-0. 

130- Defense Distribution Depot Columbus, Columbus, Ohio (DDCO) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the Defense Distribution Depot Columbus, 
Ohio, and designate it as a storage site for slow moving/war reserve materid. Active material 
remaining at DDCO at the time of realignment will be attrited. Stock replenishment will be 
stored in optimum space within the distribution system. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

131-- Defense Distribution Depot Memphis, Tennessee (DDMT) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Defense Distribution Depot Memphis, 
Tennessee. Material remaining at DDMT at the time of closure will be relocated to optimum 
storage space within the DoD Distribution System. As a result of the closure of DDMT, all DLA 
activity will cease at this location and DDMT will be excess to DLA needs. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 7-1. JR. 

132-- Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, Utah (DDOU) 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Close Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, Utah, 
except for a 36,000 square foot cantonment for Army Reserve personnel. Material remaining at 
DDOU at the time of closure will be relocated to optimum storage space within the DoD 
Distribution System. As a result of the closure of DDOU, all DLA activity will cease at this 
location and DDOU will be excess to DLA needs. 
Commission action: Reject DoD proposal. Modify closure proposal to enlarge cantonment 
area. Ogden closes. 
Vote: 8-0. 

133-- Defense Industrial Supply Center (DISC), Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: The Defense Industrial Supply Center is 
disestablished. Distribute the management of Federal Supply Classes (FSC) within the 
remaining DLA Inventory Control Points (ICP). Create one ICP for the management of troop 
and general support items at the Defense Personnel Support Center (DPSC) in Philadelphia, PA. 
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Create two ICPs for the management of weapon system-related FSCs at the Defense 
Construction Supply Center (DCSC), Columbus, OH and the Defense General Supply Center , 

(DGSC), Richmond, VA. 
/ Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
{ Vote: 8-0. 

134- Defense Contract Management District South @CMD), Marietta, Georgia 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Disestablish DCMD South and relocate missions to 
DCMD Northeast and DCMD West. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

135- Defense Contract Management District West (DCMD), El Segundo, California 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: This is a redirect of the following BRAC 93 
Commission recommendation: "Relocate the Defense Contract Management District, El 
Segundo, California, to Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Los Angeles, California, or space obtained 
from exchange of land for space between the Navy and the Port AuthorityKity of Long Beach." 
The current recommendation is expanded to read: Relocate the DCMD, El Segundo, CA, (a) to 
Government property in the Los AngeledLong Beach area, or, (b) to space obtained from 
exchange of land between the Navy and Port Authority/City of Long Beach, or (c) to a purchased 
ofice building, whichever is the most cost-effective for DoD. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

136- Defense Contract Management Command International @CMCT), Dayton, Ohio 
" Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Realign the DCMCI (Gentile AFS), Dayton, Ohio, C 

and merge its mission into the Defense Contract Management Command Headquartem @CMC 
HQ), Ft. Belvoir, Virginia 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

137-Investigations Control and Automation Directorate, Fort Holabird, Baltimore, 
Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: Relocate the Defense Investigative Service @IS), 
Investigations Control and Automation Directorate (IC&AD) &om Fort Holabird, Maryland, to a 
new facility to be built on Fort Meade, Maryland. This proposal is a revision to the 1988 Base 
Closure Commission's recommendation to retain the Defense Lnvestigative Service at Fort 
Holabird. Once DIS vacates the building on Fort Holabird, the base will be vacant. 
Commission action: Accept DoD proposal. 
Vote: 8-0. 

138- Fort Hohbird, Maryland 
Secretary of Defense Recommendation: None. The Commission added this military 
installation to the list of bases to be considered by the Commission for closure or realignment as 
a proposed change to the list of recommendations submitted by the Secretary of Defense. 
Commission action: Close Fort Holabird. 
Vote: 8-0. 
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July 1,1995 GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF (RET) 
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MEMORANDUM FOR COMMISSIONERS WENDI LOUISE STEELE 

From: David S. Lyles, StaffDir 

Subj : Letters fiom the Public 

As of July 1, 1995 the Commission has received and responded to 8,648 pieces of public 
correspondence for the 1995 round of Base Closures and Realignments. 2,437 pieces are fiom 
Congressional members, senior military leaders, and state and local leaders, and 6,2 1 1 are fiom 
the general public. Additionally, we have received over 21 5,000 petitionslmass mailings. 

The following 20 installations account for the highest volume of mail received fiom the general 
public between January 1 and July 1, 1995: 

Installation 

Fitzsimons Army Medical Center 
McClellan AFB 
Red River Army Depot 
Tobyhanna Army Depot 
Letterkenny Army Depot 
Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT 
Long Beach Naval Shipyard 
Plattsburgh AFB 
NAS Glenview, IL 
Point Mugu, CA 
Ft . Huachuca(For Closure) 
Naval Surface Warfare Centers 
Scott AFB 
Brooks AFB 
Ft. Pickett 
Navy's ELF Prograrn(For Closure) 
March AFB 
Reese AFB 
DISC, PA 
Kirtland AFB 



The following list accounts for all petitionslmass mailings received between January 1 and July 
1, 1995: 

Tobyhanna Army Depot, PA 
McClellan AFB, CA 
Fort Indiantown Gap, PA 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, CO 
Naval Air Station S. Weymouth, MA 
NSWC Lakehust, NJ 
Niagara Air Reserve Station, NY 
Vance AFB, OK 
Defense Distribution Depot Ogden, UT 
NSWC White Oak, MD 
Stratford Army Engine Plant, CT 

62,405 Form Letters 
47,600 Form Letters 
40,775 Petition signatures 
2 1,000 Post Cards 
16,106 Petition signatures 
8,500 Petition signatures 
8,000 Petition signatures 
5,000 FaxesRorm Letters 
3,000 Form Letters 
1,500 Petition signatures 
1,500 Petition signatures 
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SCHEDULE FOR REGIONAL HEARING 

BIR.AIINGHAM, ALABAMA 

April 4, 1995 

8:30-8:40 a.m. 

8:40-9:45 a.m. 

950-10:35 a.m. 

10:40-11:25 a.m. 

I 1 30-Noon 

Noon- 1 p.m. 

1-1:40 p.m. 

1:45-2:20 p.m. 

2:25-2:40 p.m. 

2:45-2:55 p.m. 

3:OO-3:10 p.m. 

3: 15-3:45 p.m. 

Opening remarks by Chairman Dixon 

A1 abama 65 minutes 

Mississippi 45 minutes 

Tennessee 45 minutes 

Public comment: Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee 

break 

Florida 40 minutes 

Georgia 35 minutes 

Louisiana 15 minutes 

Puerto Rico 10 minutes 

South Carolina 10 minutes 

Public comment: Georgia, Florida, Louisiana, 
Puerto Rico, South Carolina 

(AS OF 3/21/95) 
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703-696-0504 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Hearing, Testimony, and Site Ksit Procedures 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission is committed to 
providing elected officials and the public every opportunity to present their cases 
before the Commission. The following procedures are designed to facilitate 
interaction between the Commission, elected officals and the public. 

Press inquiries should be directed to Wade Nelson, Director of 
Communications. All other inquiries should be directed to Cece Carman, Director 
of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs. 

REGIONAL HEARINGS 

Based on the list of recommendations for closures and realignments received 
from the Secretary of Defense, the Commission has developed a schedule of 11 
regional Commission hearings (attached). All facilities recommended for closure or 
realignment have been assigned to a regional hearing site. The purpose of these 
hearings is to allow affected communities an opportunity to testify before the 
Commission. 

In 1993, the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act was amended to 
require that &l testimony before the Commission at a public hearing must be 
presented under oath. 

Testimony and Time Allocation 

For oral tesimony at regional hearings, each state will be given a block of 
time in which to make a presentation for all installations affected in that state. The 
overall time is determined by the Commission on the basis of the number of affected 
installations and the direct military and civilian personnel lost in each  stat^. The 



time alloted for a state represents the total time available for all Commission 
discussion at the regional hearing. It has been the Commission's experience that the 
Commissioners' ability to ask questions of and to seek clarification from the 
witnesses is mutually beneficial. It is lughly recommended that presentations 
reserve time for Commissioners to ask questions of the witnesses. Time 
allocations will be strictly enforced. 

The Commission will notify the two Senators, affected Congressional 
Members and Governor of each facility in a state under consideration. To facilitate 
an effective presentation, these officials are STRONGLY encouraged to work 
together to organize their constituents and develop a presentation to be given before 
the Commission. 

Written testimony may also be submitted to the Commission at regional 
hearings. 

Public Comment Period 

During each regional hearing, time will be set aside for individuals who wish 
to express their views on the closure or realignment recommendations under 
consideration at that hearing. This will be done on a frst-come, first-serve basis. A 
sign-up sheet will be available one hour before the start of each hearing. 

SITE VISITS 

All major installations recomrnend2d by the Secretary of Defense for closure 
or realignment are scheduled for a site visit by at least one Commissioner. Elected 
officials and communities will be notified in advance of the scheduled site visit. 
These site visits enable Commissioners to conduct a fact-finding tour of the facility. 
Press availability will be coordinated by the installation's Public Affairs Officer. 
These site visits are not official hearings. Any written material provided to 
Commissionersduring a site visit, however, will be included in the Commission's 
permanent record. 



CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Members of Congress will have the opportunity to testify before the 
Commission in Washington, D.C. Members are encouraged to present formal oral 
testimony and comments for the record at the Congressional hearings in 
Washington, D.C., June 12-13. Written testimony of any length may be submitted to 
the Commission for the record. 

WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission accepts written 
material including letters, deliberations, studies, testimony, etc. for the record. All 
such material will be catalogued and put in the Commission's library, which is open 
to the public. Items may be presented to the Commission at Commission hearings 
or site visits. Materials may also be delivered or mailed to: The Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission, 1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425, 
Arlington, Virginia 22209. 



Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Executive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

Page 1 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

9 5 0 3 2 0 - 1 1  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 3 / 1 7 / 9 5  Received: 0 3 / 2 0 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 3 / 2 7 / 9 5  Closed: 0 3 / 2 9 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: CONNELL, JACK (EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR at I W V  2000  PARTNERSHIP FOR). 

To: DAVIS, GEN J.B. (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : NAVAL WEAPONS CTR, CHINA LAKE, CA (N-60530). 

Contents: SUPPORTING ALTERNATIVE PLAN TO RELOCATE EC THREAT SUMLATORS TO CHINA LAKE FROM EGLIN. 

950410-6  (0, 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 0 8 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 4 / 1 0 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

TO: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : MALMSTROM AFB, MT (F -NZAS) , and EGLIN AFB, FL (F-FTFA) . 
Contents: FORWARDING COPIES OF: 1) " DEFENSE SUPPORT INITIATIVE " BY EGLIN AFB, 2 )  " REDCAP REALIGNMENT: THE FACTS " AND " 

AMERICA, MONTANA, OUR HERITAGE, OUR FUTURE: MALMSTROM AND REQUESTING WRITTEN COMMENTS. 

950503-9  (I, 0) 

Originated: 05 /02 /95  Received: 0 5 / 0 3 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 1 0 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: HARRISON, JOE J. ( at ) . 
To: OWSLEY, JAMES (CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : EGLIN AFB, FL (F-FTFA) . 
Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER RECOMMENDATION TO REMOVE EC TESTING FROM EGLIN AFB. 

------------------------------------------.------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

950509-28  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 0 9 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 0 9 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 2 2 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: GRAHAM, BOB (SEN. (FL) atU.S. SENATE). 

To: DAVIS, GEN J.B. (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation ( s )  : EGLIN AFB, FL (F-FTFA) . 
Contents: ISSUE PAPER SUPPORTING NAS WHITING FIELD, NADEP JACKSONVILLE AND EGLIN AFB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950515-4  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 0 9 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 1 5 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: GRAHAM, BOB (SEN. (FL) at U.S. SENATE) . 
To: DAVIS, GEN J.B. (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : EGLIN AFB, FL (F-FTFA) . 
Contents: FORWARDING ISSUE PAPER REGARDING NAS WHITING FIELD, NADEP JACKSONVILLE AND EGLING AFB. 

NOTE: 5  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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940405-4 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/18/94 Received: 03/25/94 Referred to: LEGAL Due: 04/19/94 Closed: 04/22/94 COMPLETE. 

From: BOEHLERT, SHERWOOD L (REP. (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: HOOK, MARY ANN (DEPGENCNSL at 1993 DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) . 
Contents: SPECIFIC QUESTIONS ON THE INTENT/INTERPRETATION OF THE 1993 DBCRC RECOMMENDATION TP REALIGN GRIFFISS AFB, NY. (FUTUR 

TENANTS ) 

Originated: 04/18/94 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/22/94 COMPLETE. 

From: COURTER, JIM (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

To: BOEHLERT, SHERWOOD L (REP. (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

Installation(s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) . 

Contents: RESPONSE TO LETTER REGARDING FUTURE TENANTS AT GRIFFISS AFB, NY, SPECIFICALLY DEALING WITH DBCRC RECOMMENDATION 

LANGUAGE. 

950303-7 (I, 0 )  

Originated: 03/01/95 Received: 03/03/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 03/07/95 Closed: 03/23/95 COMPLETE. 

From: D'AMATO, ALFONSE (SEN. (NY) at U.S. SENATE) . 
To: CARMAN, CECE (DIR, CONG. LIASON at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : I ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING CONSTITUENT CONCERN REGARDING GRIFFISS AFB. 

Originated: 04/08/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/10/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) , and DRUM, FORT,NY (A-36205). 
Contents: REQUESTING AF REVIEW THE COBRA RUN REDIRECTING GRIFFISS ANG OPERATIONS SUPPORT FOR THE 10 INFANTRY DIVISION AT FORT 

DRUM INTEAD OF GRIFFISS. 

Originated: 04/12/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/12/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) . 
Contents: REQUESTING INFO CONCERNING GRIFFISS AFB. 

NOTE: 5 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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Executive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

950331-16  (I, 0) 

Originated: 03 /30 /95  Received: 0 3 / 3 1 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 4 / 2 4 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: D'AMATO, ALFONSE (SEN. (NY) at U.S. SENATE), and MOYNIHAN, DANIEL (SENATOR (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING COMMISSION VISIT REDCAP. 

950405-6  (0. 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 0 3 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 4 / 0 5 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: CREEDON, MADELYN R. (GENERAL COUNSEL at DBCRC). 

To: CHESTON, SHELIA (GENERAL COUNSEL at USAF) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - 1 .  

Contents: FORWARDING LETTER FROM NEW YORK DELEGATION, WHICH QUESTIONS THE LEGAL AUTHORITY OF DBCRC TO CONSIDER THE 

RECOMMENDATION, AND REQUESTING THEIR VIEWS. ( REDCAP ) 

950405-6R1  (I, R) 

Originated: 06 /20 /95  Received: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: CHESTON, SHELIA (GENERAL COUNSEL at USAF). 

To: CREEDON, MADELYN R. (GENERAL COUNSEL at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: STATING AIR FORCE PROPERLY PLACED REDCAP ACTIVITY ON LIST FOR CLOSURE 

950410-6  (0, 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 0 8 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04 /10 /95  NONE REQ . 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : MALMSTROM AFB, MT (F.-NZAS), and EGLIN AFB,FL (F-FTFA). 

Contents: FORWARDING COPIES OF: 1 )  " DEFENSE SUPPORT INITIATIVE " BY EGLIN AFB, 2 )  " REDCAP REALIGNMENT: THE FACTS " AND " 
AMERICA, MONTANA, OUR HERITAGE, OUR FUTURE: MALMSTROM AND REQUESTING WRITTEN COMMENTS. 

950510-7  (I, 0) 

Originated: / / Received: 0 5 / 1 0 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 1 0 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: HEIDENREICH, WES (ELECTRONIC WARFARE DIRECT at EDWARDS AFB). 

To: ACKERMAN, STEVE (ASSOCIATE ANALYST at DBCRC:) . 
Installation (s) : EGLIN AFB, FL (F-FTFA), and EDWARDS AFB,CA (F-FSPM) . 
Contents: RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING MOVE OF REDCAP TO EDWARDS AND AFEWES TO PATUXENT RIVER. 

--------------.---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

950511-14  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 0 8 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 1 1 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 2 2 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: QUINN, JACK (REP. (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR REDCAP 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950531-8  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 1 9 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 3 1 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 06 /05 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: GORSKI, DENNIS T. (COUNTY EXECUTIVE at ERIE CO., NEW YORK). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR REDCAP 

NOTE: 1 2  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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950605-23 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/25/95 Received: 06/05/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/07/95 Closed: 06/08/95 COMPLETE. 

From: TOKASZ, PAUL A (ASSEMBLYMAN at STATE OF NY). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation ( 6 )  : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR REDCAP. 

950606-20 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/06/95 Received: 06/06/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/08/95 Closed: 06/15/95 COMPLETE. 

From: QUINN, JACK (REP. (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING DOCUMENTS REGARDING REDCAP 

1) COST OF REALIGNMENT 

2) REDCAP UTILIZATION INFO 

Originated: 06/07/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 06/07/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING CLASSIFIED BRIEFING ON REDCAP - SCOPE AND NATURE OF ACTIVITIES 

950614-4 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/09/95 Received: 06/14/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/16/95 Closed: 06/16/95 COMPLETE. 

From: LAFALCE, JOHN (REP. (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR REDCAP 

950621-13 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/20/95 Received: 06/20/95 Referred to: 

From: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

To: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING COPY OF ELECTRONIC COMBAT CONSOLIDATION MASTER PLAN 

Due: / / Closed: 06/21/95 NONE REQ . 

REDCAP, AFEWES, EMTE 

NOTE: 12 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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950303-4 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/02/95 Received: 03/03/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 04/03/95 COMPLETE. 

From: DOMENICI, PETE (SENATOR at US CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV). 

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR KIRTLAND .AFB. ALSO, REQUESTING THAT A REGIONAL HEARING BE HELD IN ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXIXO. 

950313-13 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/07/95 Received: 03/13/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 03/15/95 Closed: 03/22/95 COMPLETE. 

From: CHAVEZ, MARTIN J. (MAYOR at ALBUQUERQUE). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: LETTER REQUESTING THAT A REGIONAL HEARING BE HELD IN ALBUQUERQUE. ALSO, LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR KIRTLAND AFB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950315-4 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/10/95 Received: 03/15/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 03/29/95 COMPLETE. 

From: SERINO, JANET (NATIONAL BOARD MEMBER at MANA). 

To: GENERAL, ( at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV). 

Contents: CONCERNED THAT NUMBER OF EEO COMPLAINTS FILED WITH AIR FORCE WAS A FACTOR IN DECISION TO CLOSE KIRTLAND AFB. 

950320-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: / / Received: 03/20/95 Referred to: AIR FORCE Due: / / Closed: 03/20/95 NONE REQ. 

From: LANDRY. ROBERT L. (LT. COL, DEPUTY CARE TEAM at DEPT OF THE AIR FORCE). 

To: CANTWELL, FRANK (AF SR. ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV). 

Contents: FORWARDING COPIES OF: (REGARDING KIRTLAND AFB) 

1) LOCAL NEWS ARTICLES ON AIR QLIALITY ISSUE 

2) DRAFT BRAC COSTING SITE SURVEY INFO 

3) MAR 95 ENVIRONMENTAL COMFORMITY ANALYSIS 

COPY IN LIBRARY 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950321-7 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/17/95 Received: 03/21/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 03/23/95 Closed: 03/29/95 COMPLETE. 

From: FEINSTEIN, DIANNE (SEN. (CA) at U.S. SENATE), and WILSON, PETE (GOVERNOR at CALIFORNIA). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : LOS ANGELES AFB, CA (F-ACJP) . 
Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR LOS ANGELES AFB STATING IT SHOULD NOT BE COMPARED WITH KIRTLAND AFB. 

SEN BOXER AND 15 CONGRESSMEN ALSO SIGNED. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

950331-4 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/29/95 Received: 03/31/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/31/95 NONE REQ . 
From: DOMENICI, PETE (SENATOR at US CONGRESS), and BINGAMAN, JEFF (SEN. (NM) at U.S. SENATE). 

To: WIDNALL, SHEILA E. (SEC OF THE AIR FORCE at DEPT OF THE AIR FORCE). 

Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: REQUESTING COPY OF THE BCEG OR AIR FORCE REQUEST FOR AN AFAA AUDIT OF KIRTLAND AFB FACILITY CONDITION CODES. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950411-18 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/11/95 Received: 04/11/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/11/95 NONE REQ. 

From: DOMENICI, PETE (SENATOR at US CONGKESS). 

TO: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: STATING THAT THE APRIL 7 AIR FORCE RESPONSE TO THEIR REQUEST FOP. REVISED COST DATA REGARDING KIRTLAND AFB IS 

NOTE: 11 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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--------------------------------------------------------------------.---------------------------------------------------------- 

UNACCEPTTABE. REQUESTING NEW DATA BY APRIL 13. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------.---------------------------------------------------------- 

950412-13 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04/12/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/12/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

TO: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: REQUESTING INFORMATION CONCERNING KIRTLAND AFB. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950417-3 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/15/95 Received: 04/17/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 04/24/95 COMPLETE. 

From: JOHNSON, GARY E. (GOVERNOR at DBCIIC) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation(s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: SENDING COPY OF KIRTLAND AFB PRESENTATION IN DEFENSE OF BASE. 

950510-10 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/02/95 Received: 05/10/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/15/95 COMPLETE. 

From: POWELL, RAY (COMM OF PUBLIC LANDS at STATE OF NEW MEXICO). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: STATING THE STATE WILL LEASE PART OF MESA DEL SOL TO KIRTLAND AFB TO HELP PRESERVE OR EXPAND ITS MISSIONS. 
---------------.--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

950609-19 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/09/95 Received: 06/09/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/12/95 Closed: 06/09/95 NONE REQ . 
From: PERRY, WILLIAM (SECRETARY OF DEFENSE at DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV). 

Contents: RECOMMENDING THE REMOVAL OF KIRTLAND AFB FOR THE DOD LIST. 

NOTE: 11 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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Originated: 04/17/95 Received: / / Referred to: 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LElADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF' at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT) 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F- JREZ) . 
Contents: REQUESTING BRIEFING ON ROME LAB'S CLASSIFIED WORK. 

Due: / / Closed: 04/17/95 NONE REQ. 

950418-14 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04/18/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/18/95 NONE REQ. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation(s) : MONMOUTH, FORT, NJ (A-34555). 

Contents: FORWARDING QUESTION REGARDING REALIGNING ROME LAB TO FORT. 

950427-11 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/26/95 Received: 04/27/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/01/95 COMPLETE. 

From: KESOLITS, THOMAS J. ( at ) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : MONMOUTH, FORT, NJ (A-34555) . 
Contents: PROVIDING PAPER WHICH SUPPORTS AIR FORCE'S DECISION TO MOVE PARTS OF ROME LAB TO FORT MONMOUTH. 

950501-5 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/28/95 Received: 05/01/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/09/95 COMPLETE. 

From: SILVER, SHELDON (SPEAKER at NY STATE ASSEMBLY). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) . 
Contents: FORWARDING LETTER SENT TO PRESIDENT CLINTON FROM THE MAJORITY MEMBERS OF THE NY STATE ASSEMBLY, WHICH SUPPORTS ROME 

LAB. 

950502-8 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/25/95 Received: 05/02/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/12/95 COMPLETE. 

From: SHAW, KENNETH A. (CHANCELLOR AND PRESIDENT at SYRACUSE UNIVERSITY). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F- JREZ) . 

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT TO KEEP ROME LAB IN CENTRAL NY. 
---------------------------------------------------------------------.--------------------------------------------------------- 

950511-9 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/05/95 Received: 05/11/95 Referred to: 

From: CAYAN, PETER (PRESIDENT at SUNY INSTITUTE OF TECH). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 

Due: / / Closed: 05/19/95 COMPLETE. 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR ROME LAB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950514-12 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/09/95 Received: 05/14/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/22/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BARTLETT, THOMAS A. (CHANCELLOR at STATE UNIV. OF NY). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation(s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR ROME LAB. 

NOTE: 30 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Crit.eria: . 
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. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950515-2  (I, 0) 

Originated: 05 /09 /95  Received: 05 /15 /95  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05 /22 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: DESTITO, ROANN M. (MEMBER OF ASSEMBLY at STATE OF NEW YORK). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING COMM KLING AND COMM CORNELLA VISIT ROME LAB 

950517-19  (I, 0) 

Originated: 05 /09 /95  Received: 0 5 / 1 7 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05 /22 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: DESTITO, ROANN M. (MEMBER OF ASSEMBLY at STATE OF NEW YORK). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - 1 .  

Contents: FORWARDING COPY OF LTG, CHARLES E. FRANKLIN'S TESTIMONY AT A PUBLIC HEARING HELD IN ALBANY, NY BY THE STATE ASSEMBLY 

SUPPORTING ROME LAB 

950525-7  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 1 9 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 2 5 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 2 5 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: DIMEO, STEVEN J. (EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR at GRIFFISS LOCAL DEV CORP). 

To: HELMER, DICK (CROSS SERVICE GAO ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) . 
Contents: FORWARDING NEWS ARTICLES REGARDING ROME LAB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950526-10  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 2 6 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: AIR FORCE Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 2 6 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : I ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL BACKUP INFORMATION TO THE CHANGED COBRA (ROME LAB). 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950526-23  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 2 6 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 2 6 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 0 5 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: D'AMATO, ALFONSE (SEN. (NY) at U.S. SENATE), and MOYNIHAN, DANIEL (SENATOR (NY) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

TO: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : , ( - 1 .  
Contents: IN SUPPORT OF ROME LAB. MAY 7  BOATWRIGHT LETTER ATTACHED. 

950531-23  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 2 6 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 3 1 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 0 5 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: MOYNIHAN, DANIEL (SENATOR (NY) at U. S. CONGRESS) , and D'AMATO, ALFONSE (SEN. (NY) at U. S. SENATE) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING LETTER FROM JAMES F. BOATRIGHT STATING AIR FORCE HAS NO PLANS OF CLOSING ROME LAB. 

950531-32  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 3 0 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 3 1 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 6 / 0 3 / 9 5  Closed: 0 6 / 0 7 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: DESTITO, ROANN M. (MEMBER OF ASSEMBLY at STATE OF NEW YORK). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: INFORMING THAT IF COMM KLING AND COMM CORNELL CANNOT VISIT ROME LAB, THEY WOULD LIKE TO MEET WITH THEM IN WASHINGTON 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NOTE: 3 0  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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950606-12  (I, 0) 

Originated: 06 /06 /95  Received: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: FERLISE, VICTOR J. (DEP TO THE COMMANDING GEN at FORT MONMOUTH). 

TO: HELMER, DICK (CROSS SERVICE GAO ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : MONMOUTH, FORT, NJ ( A - 3 4 5 5 5 ) .  

Contents: REPORT DISCUSSING THE FOUR FUNCTIONS PROPOSED TO TRANSFER FROM ROME LAB TO FORT MONMOUTH. 

950607-3  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 0 7 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 0 7 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

To: FRANCO, ( at ROME LAB COMM TASK FORCE). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: LETTER CLARIFYING THE ROME LAB CLOSURE ACTION 

950613-27  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 1 3 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 1 3 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: DIMEO, STEVEN J. (EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR at GRIFFISS LOCAL DEV CORP). 

TO: HELMER, DICK (CROSS SERVICE GAO ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ) . 
Contents: STATING AIR FORCE IS STANDING BE:HIND RECOMMENDATION FOR ROME LAB 

950614-17  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 1 4 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 1 4 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 1 4 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: FERLISE, VICTOR J. (DEP TO THE COMMANDING GEN at FORT MONMOUTH). 

To: HELMER, DICK (CROSS SERVICE GAO ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : MONMOUTH, FORT, NJ ( A - 3 4 5 5 5 ) .  

Contents: DISCUSSING AVAILABILITY OF FACILITIES AT FORT MONMOUTH TO ACCEPT TRANSFERS FROM ROME LAB 

9 5 0 6 1 5 - 2 1  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 1 5 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 1 5 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 6 / 1 9 / 9 5  Closed: 0 6 / 2 2 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: BOEHLERT, SHERWOOD L (REP. (NY) at U .S . CONGRESS) . 
To: OWSLEY, JAMES (CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEAD.ER at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JIIEZ) . 
Contents: PROVIDING ANALYSIS OF THE FINAL AIR FORCE COBRA ESTIMATES FOR RELOCATION OF ROME LAB 

950615-25 (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 1 5 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 1 5 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06 /19 /95  Closed: 0 6 / 2 2 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: DESTITO, ROANN M. (MEMBER OF ASSEMBLY at STATE OF NEW YORK). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING LETTER FROM JAMES L. GRAY, PRESIDENT OF MANUFACTURERS ASSOC OF CENTRAL NEW YORK, IN SUPPORT OF ROME LAB 

950617-12  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 1 4 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 1 7 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 1 7 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: METOXEN, LORETTA (VICE-CHAIRWOMAN at ONEIDA TRIBE OF INDIANS). 

TO: OLSEN, ALAN K. (BASE DISPOSAL AGENCY,USAF at DEPARTMENT OF AIR FORCE). 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ). 

Contents: INFORMING THAT THEY PLAN TO FILE APPLICATIONS FOR ACQUIRING GRIFFIS AND ROME LAB 

NOTE: 3 0  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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950620-2  (I, 0) 

Originated: 06 /19 /95  Received: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / 
From: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

To: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: MEMO REGARDING COSTS FOR ROME LAB CL,OSURE 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.  

950621-23  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 2 1 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 2 1 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 6 / 2 8 / 9 5  

From: GOODFRIEND, DAVE ( at WILLKIE FARR & GALLAGHER). 

TO: CREEDON, MADELYN R. (GENERAL COUNSEL at DBCRC): 

Installation (s) : GRIFFISS AFB, NY (F-JREZ). 

Contents: SUGGESTED LANGUAGE OF MOTION TO REMOVE ROME LAB FROM THE LIST OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Closed: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Closed: 0 6 / 2 6 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

NOTE: 30 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Executive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

9 4 1 2 0 7 - 7  (I, 0) 

Originated: 1 2 / 0 7 / 9 4  Received: 1 2 / 0 7 / 9 4  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 1 2 / 2 8 / 9 4  COMPLETE. 

From: MCNAMARA, LARRY W. (CHIEF at RADIOACTIVE WASTE DISP.). 

To: LYLES, DAVID (STAFF DIRECTOR at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, IL (A-17775). 

Contents: JAN 2 5 - 2 6  MEETING IN WILLIAMSBURG, VA; ISSUES RELATED TO LOW-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE; AGENDA FOR MEETING ATTACHED. 

950310-6  (I, 0) 

Originated: / / Received: 0 3 / 1 0 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 3 / 1 0 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: , ( at WILLIAMS ERT CONSORTIUM). 

To: GENERAL, ( at DBCRC) . 
Installation(s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FACTS CONCERNING KEEPING THE AIRCREW TRAINING RESEARCH DIVISION OF THE ARMSTRONG LABORATORY AT WILLIAMS GATEWAY 

AIRPORT , MESA, ARIZONA. (INFO PACK IN LIBRARY) 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

9 5 0 3 2 4 - 1  (0, 0) 

Originated: 0 3 / 1 5 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03 /24 /95  NONE REQ. 

From: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
To: BURNS, CONRAD (SENATOR (MON) at U.S. CONGRESS) and BAUCUS, MAX (SENATOR (MON) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: INFORMATION REGARDING MARCH 3 1  HEARING IN GREAT FALLS, MONTANA. ALSO, SENT TO CONG PAT WILLIAMS AND GOVERNOR MARC 

RACICOT. 

950504-4  (0, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 0 4 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05 /04 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING COBRA RUNS ON WILLIAMS -MESA REDIRECT USING ALTERNATIVE ASSUMPTIONS. 

950522-4  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 0 9 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 2 2 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 5 / 2 4 / 9 5  Closed: 06 /05 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: SYMINGTON, FIFE (GOVERNOR at STATE OF ARIZONA). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : WILLIAMS AFB, AZ (F-YZJU) . 
Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR LEAVING AR.MSTRONG LAB AT WILLIAMS AFB. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

9 5 0 6 0 5 - 2 1  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 0 5 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 0 5 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06 /07 /95  Closed: 0 6 / 0 8 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: DLY, JON (SENATOR (AZ) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING DBCRC CONSIDER REDIRECTING 1 9 9 1  DECISION AND LEAVING ARMSTRONG LAB AT WILLIAMS GATEWAY AIRPORT. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

950607-4  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 0 7 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 6 / 0 9 / 9 5  Closed: 0 6 / 1 3 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: MCCAIN, JOHN (SEN. (AZ) at U.S. SENATE) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : WILLIAMS AFB, AZ (F-YZJU) . 
Contents: STATING THAT AFTER ADDITIONAL REVIEWS THE AIR FORCE MATERIAL COMMAND AND THE DEPT OF AIR FORCE AND DEFENSE ARE 

RECOMMENDING RETAINING THE AIRCREW RESEARCH DIVISION OF ARMSTRONG LAB AT WILLIAMS. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NOTE: 8  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 



rlefense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Elxecutive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950706-5 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/30/95 Received: 07/06/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/10/95 Closed: 07/10/95 

From: MICA, JOHN (US REP (FL) at US CONGRESS), and YOUNG, C.W. BILL (US REP at US CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING DBCRC RELOCATE WILLIAMS ARMSTRONG LAB TO ORLANDO 

Page 2 

---.------- 

COMPLETE. 

NOTE: 8 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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Executive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

9 5 0 4 2 0 - 2 1  (I, 0) 

Originated: 04 /11 /95  Received: 04 /20 /95  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 0 8 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: DICKMARK, ANDERS (HEAD OF EW SECTION at SWEDISH AIR FORCE). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : , ( - 1 .  

Contents: CONCERNED WITH PLANNED MOVE OF .&FEWES TO ANOTHER LOCATION. 

950510-7  (I, 0) 

Originated: / / Received: 0 5 / 1 0 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 1 0 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: HEIDENREICH, WES (ELECTRONIC WARFARE DIRECT at EDWARDS AFB). 

To: ACKERMAN, STEVE (ASSOCIATE ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : EGLIN AFB, FL (F-FTFA), and EDWARDS AFB,CA (F-FSPM). 

Contents: RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING MOVE OF REDCAP TO EDWARDS AND AFEWES TO PATUXENT RIVER. 

9 5 0 6 0 7 - 1 1  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 0 6 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 0 7 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

From: TIPTON, DEWEY R. (MANAGER, EC PROGRAMS at LOCKHEED FORT WORHT). 

To: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

Installation ( s )  : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING INFORMATION REGARDING AFEWES 

950620-54  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 6 / 2 2 / 9 5  Closed: 0 6 / 2 3 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: GRAMM, PHIL (SEN. (TX) at U.S. SENATE), and HUTCHISON, KAY BAILEY (SENATOR (TX) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: WRITING TO CALL ATTENTION TO A "CLEAR FLAW" IN AIR FORCE RECOMMEDNATIONS FOR REALIZING COMBAT TEST FACILITIES; URGE 

TO REJECT REALIGNMENT PROPOSAL; AFEWES (FT. WORTH) 

950621-13  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Received: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Referred to: 

From: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

To: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - 1 .  
Contents: FORWARDING COPY OF ELECTRONIC COMBAT CONSOLIDATION MASTER PLAN 

Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 2 1 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

REDCAP, AFEWES, EMTE 

NOTE: 5  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

941114-2  (I, 0) 

Originated: 1 1 / 1 0 / 9 4  Received: 1 1 / 1 4 / 9 4  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 1 1 / 1 4 / 9 4  Closed: 1 1 / 1 6 / 9 4  COMPLETE. 

From: NICKLES, DON (SENATOR at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) and ET AL., ( at ) .  

Installation ( s )  : VANCE AFB, OK (F-XTLF) . 
Contents: INVITATION TO RECEPTION ON THE HILL FOR VANCE AFB. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950410-19  (0, 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 1 0 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04 /10 /95  NONE REQ. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation(s) : A.P. HILL, FORT, VA ( A - 5 1 2 9 0 ) ,  and MCCOY, FORT,WI ( A - 5 5 4 2 5 ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING COBRA RUNS CONDUCTED ON FT A.P. HILL AND FT MCCOY. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950414-15  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 1 4 / 9 5  Received: 0 4 / 1 4 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 0 8 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: HANSEN, JAMES V. (REP. (UT) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : DUGWAY PROVING GROUND, UT (A -49295)  . 
Contents: SUBMITTING QUESTIONS TO BE ANSWERED BY DR. PHILLIP COYLE AT APRIL 1 7  HEARING REGARDING DUGWAY . 

950428-12  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 2 5 / 9 5  Received: 0 4 / 2 8 / 9 5  Referred to: UNKNOWN Due: / / Closed: 04 /28 /95  NONE REQ. 

From: PARKINSON, SCOTT (PRESIDENT AND CEO at OGDEN AND WEBER CHAMBER). 

To: CORNELLA, AL (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : DEFENSE DEPOT, OGDEN, UT (D -49855) ,  and HILL AFB,UT (F-KRSM). 

Contents: THANK YOU FOR ALLOWING HILL DDO 95 TIME AT ALBUQUERQUE REGIONAL HEARING. 

-----------------------------------------------.------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

950509-6  (I, 0) 

Originated: 05 /08 /95  Received: 0 5 / 0 9 / 9 5  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 0 9 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: HEATHENBRUCK, JEANNIE (CHIEF LOG OPER ARMA DIV at HILL AFB, UT). 

TO: BORDEN, BEN (DIRECTOR-REVIEW/ANALYSIS at DBCRC, R&A). 

Installation (s) : HILL AFB, UT (F-KRSM) . 
Contents: PROVIDING COMMENTS ON HILL'S ABILITY TO ACCEPT THE TACTICAL MISSILE WORKLOAD CONSOLIDATION FOR DOD. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950515-7  (I, 0) 

Originated: 05 /15 /95  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 1 5 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

TO: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation(s) : LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT, PA ( A - 4 2 3 4 5 ) ,  and HILL AFB,UT (F-KRSM). 

Contents: FORWARDING ISSUE PAPER REGARDING LETTERKENNY TO HILL SCENARIO AND REQUESTING COMMENTS. ECTS #959509-6  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950516-12  (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 1 2 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 1 6 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 0 5 / 2 2 / 9 5  COMPLETE. 

From: HANSEN, JAMES V. (REP. (UT) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation(s) : HILL AFB, UT (F-KRSM) . 
Contents: FORWARDING LETTER UTAH DELEGATION SENT TO JAMES KLUGH SUPPClRTING PROPOSAL TO CONSOLIDATE ALL TACTICAL MISSILE DEPOT 

MAINTENANCE TO HILL AFB. 

NOTE: 1 2  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria.: . 



Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

E3xecutive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

Page 2 

---------------------------------------------- .--------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

950602-6 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/30/95 Received: 06/02/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/09/95 Closed: 06/09/95 COMPLETE. 

From: PAVICH, MICHAEL (PRESIDENT at HIL,L/DDO 95). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : HILL AFB, UT (F-KRSM) . 
Contents: FORWARDING COPY OF THE "AFMC 21 STUDY" AND A REPORT DEALING WITH FEASIBILITY OF CLOSING HILL AFB PAPER. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950609-2 (0, 0) 

Originated: 06/09/95 Received: 06/09/95 Referred to: Due: 06/16/95 Closed: 06/09/95 NONE REQ. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT, PA (A-42345), and HILL AFB.UT (F-KRSM). 

Contents: IF THE DBCRC DECIDES TO REALIGN LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT DOES THE AIR FORCE SUPPORT THE HILL AFB COMMUNITY PROPOSAL TO 

DECENTRALIZE TACTICAL MISSLE MAINTANCE. 

-------.----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

950612-12 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/08/95 Received: 06/12/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/19/95 Closed: 06/21/95 COMPLETE. 

From: MCCOY, TIDAL (GOVT RELATIONS, VICE PRES at THIOKOL) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : HILL AFB, UT (F-KRSM) . 
Contents: REQUESTING DBCRC CONSIDER THE ALTERNATIVE OF HILL AFB FOR ALL TACTICAL MISSILE WORKLOAD CONSOLIDATION 
----------------------------------------------- .-------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

950615-27 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/15/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 06/15/95 COMPLETE. 

From: COOK, BOB (INTERAGENCY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BABBITT, GEORGE T. (PRINCIPAL DEPUTY DIRECTOR at DLA). 

Installation (s) : DEFENSE DEPOT, OGDEN, UT (D-49855) . 
Contents: HILL/DDO COMMUNITY STATES ONE TIME COSTS OF CLOSURE WOULD BE $409.6 MILLION AND ANNUAL SAVINGS OF $9.3 MILLION, 

PLEASE COMMENT 

---------------------------------------------------------------------.--------------------------------------------------------- 

950619-8 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/16/95 Received: 06/19/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/21/95 Closed: 06/29/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BENNETT, ROBERT (SENATE (UT) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installatlon(s) : HILL AFB, UT (F-KRSM) . 
Contents: FORWARDING POINT PAPER DISCUSSING PROPOSAL TO CONSOLIDATE TACTICAL MISSILE DEPOT WORKLOAD AT HILL AFB 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NOTE: 12 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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941228-3 (I, 0) 

Originated: 12/22/94 Received: 12/28/94 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 01/04/95 Closed: 02/17/95 COMPLETE. 

From: HOLLIN, SHELBY W. (ATTORNEY at PRIVATE PRACTICE). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPB). 

Contents: IN SUPPORT OF KELLY AFB; ATTACHED IS LETTER FROM MR. HOLLIN TO DOD WITH ENCLOSURES. 

950327-8 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/24/95 Received: 03/27/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/27/95 NONE REQ. 

From: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

To: REESE, ANN (CROSS SERVICE DOD ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPA), and MCCLELLAN AFB,CA (F-PRJY). 

Contents: PROVIDING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION FOR AF COBRA RUNS ON KE:LLY AND MCCLELLAN AFB'S. RESPONSE TO MARCH 16 REQUEST. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950404-14 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04/03/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/04/95 NONE REQ. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPH), and REESE AFB,TX (F-UBNY). 

Contents: REQUESTING INFO TO RECONCILE DIFFERENCES IN DIRECT "OUTS" BETWEEN ECONOMIC IMPACT DATA AND COBRA FOR KELLY AFB AND 

REESE AFB. 

950417-7 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04/14/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/17/95 COMPLETE. 

From: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
To: HAGEMANN, KENNETH (DIRECTOR at DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY). 

Installation (s) : KIRTLAND AFB, NM (F-MHMV) . 
Contents: REQUESTING REMARKS ON DOD RECOMMENDATION TO RELOCATE FIELD COMMAND TO KELLY AFB, HIGH EXPLOSIVE TESTING TO NELLIS AF 

AND LEAVING RADIATION SIMULATOR AT KIRTLAND. 

950426-6 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04/26/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/26/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC) . 
To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation (s) : CHARLES E.KELLY SPT FAC, PA (A-42623). 

Contents: PLEASE COMMENT ON ACCURACY OF CIMMUNITY DATA REGARDING VALUES FOR INSTALLATION ASSESSMENT OF THE CHARLES KELLY 

SUPPORT CENTER. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950428-11 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/28/95 Received: 04/28/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/17/95 COMPLETE. 

From: ROCKEFELLER, JOHN D. (SENATOR (WV) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : CHARLES E.KELLY SPT FAC, PA (A-42623). 

Contents: INFORMING OF POTENTIAL ECONOMIC IMPACT THE CLOSING OF THE KELLY SUPPORT FACILITY AND THE PITTSBURGH AIR RESERVE BASE 

WILL HAVE ON THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA. 

950428-5 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04/27/95 Received: / / Referred to: 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

Due: / / Closed: 04/28/95 COMPLETE. 

To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARM'Y BASING STUDY). 

Installation (s) : CHARLES E.KELLY SPT FAC, PA (A-42623) . 
Contents: FORWARDING QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE CHARLES KELLY SUPPORT FACILITY. 

NOTE: 12 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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950501-7 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/01/95 Received: 05/01/95 Referred to: 

From: CURTIS, LEWIS (COMMANDER (MAJGEN) at KELLY AFB). 

To: REESE, ANN (CROSS SERVICE DOD ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation ( s )  : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPB) . 

Due: / / Closed: 05/01/95 NONE REQ. 

Contents: EXPLAINING REASON REAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE COSTS WERE HIGH FOR KELLY AFB COMPARED TO OTHER DEPOTS. 

950501-8 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/28/95 Received: 05/01/95 Referred to: NAVY Due: / / Closed: 05/01/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CURTIS, LEWIS (COMMANDER (MAJGEN) at KELLY AFB) . 
To: REESE, ANN (CROSS SERVICE DOD ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPB) . 
Contents: FORWARDING ISSUE PAPER ON CURRENT SUPERVISOR TO EMPLOYEE RATIO AT KELLY. 

950523-12 (0, 0) 

Originated: 05/23/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/23/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at: 1993 DBCRC) . 
To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING SEPARATE COBRA'S FOR THE RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE KELLY SUPPORT CENTER AND VALLEY GROVE MAINTENANCE 

ACTIVITY. 

950712-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 07/12/95 Received: 07/12/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/14/95 Closed: / / PENDING. 

From: WATTS, J.C. (REP. (OK) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY), and KELLY AFB,TX (F-MBPB) . 
Contents: STATING AIR FORCE MUST ELIMINATE EXCESS CAPACITY AT KELLY AND MCCLELLAN BEFORE PRIVATIZATING WORK 

950713-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 07/12/95 Received: 07/13/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/17/95 Closed: 07/19/95 COMPLETE. 

From: HANSEN, JAMES V. (REP. (UT) at U.S. CONGRESS) , and WATTS, J.C. (REP. (OK) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation(s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY) , and KELLY AFB, TX (F -MBPB) . 
Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER POSSIBILITY JOBS MAY BE PRIVATIZED AT MCCLELLAN AND KELLY 

NOTE: 12 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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950523-3 (I, 0) 

Originated: 0 5 / 2 2 / 9 5  Received: 0 5 / 2 3 / 9 5  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05 /24 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: NICKLES, DON (SENATOR at U.S. CONGRESS). 

TO: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : TINKER AFB, OK (F-WWYK) . 
Contents: INVITING COMMISSIONERS TO EITHER LUNCH OR DINNER DURING THEIR VISIT TO TINKER. 

Originated: 06 /09 /95  Received: 06 /09 /95  Referred to: AIR FORCE Due: 06 /16 /95  Closed: 06 /09 /95  NONE REQ . 
From: LYLES, DAVID (STAFF DIRECTOR at DBCRC). 

To : EICKMANN, KENNETH (COMMANDER (MGEN) at TINKER AFB) . 
Installation (s) : TINKER AFB, OK (F-WWYK) . 
Contents: THANK YOU FOR YOUR HELP AT TINKER AFB. 

9 5 0 6 1 6 - 1 1  (I, 0) 

Originated: 06 /15 /95  Received: 06 /16 /95  Referred to: 

From: STEELY, PHILLIP (DIR, FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT at KELLY AFB). 

To: OWSLEY, JAMES (CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : TINKER AFB, OK (F-WWYK) . 

Contents: DISCUSSING JET ENGINE TEST CELL CAPACITY FOR TINKER 

Due: / / Closed: 0 6 / 1 6 / 9 5  NONE REQ. 

950616-24  (I, 0) 

Originated: 06 /16 /95  Received: 06 /16 /95  Referred to: LIAISON Due: 0 6 / 2 0 / 9 5  Closed: 06 /20 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: HUTCHISON, KAY BAILEY (SENATOR (TX) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation(s) : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPH) . 

Contents: RESPONDING TO TINKER COMMUNITIES PRESENTATION AT DALLAS REGIONAL HEARING - LTG BURPEE 

NOTE: 4 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 



950130-1 (I, 0) 

Originated: 01/26/95 Received: 01/30/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 02/01/95 Closed: 02/08/95 COMPLETE. 

From: FALLS, SHARON (U.S. REP (CA) atU.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : ROBINS AFB, GA (F-UHHZ). 

Contents: IN SUPPORT OF ROBINS AFB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950130-lR1 (0, R) 

Originated: 02/06/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 02/08/95 COMPLETE. 

From: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
To: FALLS, SHARON (U.S. REP (CA) at U. S. CONGRESS) . 
Installation (s) : ROBINS AFB, GA (F-UHHZ). 

Contents: RESPONSE TO SUPPORT LETTER CONCERNING ROBINS AFB. 

950503-14 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/28/95 Received: 05/03/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/11/95 COMPLETE. 

From: VALDEZ, ARTHUR T. (PRESIDENT, LOCAL at PROF AND TECH ENGINEERS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY) . 
Contents: REQUESTING DBCRC TO ACCEPT THE MARCH 1 1995 TRC STUDY TO REALIGN PRECISION FLIGHT INSTRUMENT AND DISPLAY WORKLOADS T 

MCCLLELLAN AND WARNER ROBINS. 

NOTE: 3 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 



Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

E:xecut.ive Correspondence Tracking System (ECTS) 

Page 1 

----------------------------------------------.-------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

940906-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 08/31/94 Received: 09/06/94 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 09/06/94 NONE REQ. 

From: LEWIS, ROBERT L. (PRIVATE CITIZEN at SACRAMENTO, CA.). 

To: , ( at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY) . 
Contents: "ASPIN SAVED MCCLELLAN FROM FIR.ST ROUND; WAS A MISTAKE; ALTERNATE AIR FORCE BASES IN LESS CONGESTED PLACES SHOULD 

SERIOUSLY BE CONSIDERED". 

950313-5 (0, 0) 

Originated: 03/10/95 Received: / / Referred to: 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation(s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A- 01.102) . 
Contents: QUESTIONS CONCERNING FORT MCCLELLAN ALABAMA. 

Due: / / Closed: 03/13/95 COMPLETE. 

950313-5R1 (I, R) 

Originated: 03/24/95 Received: 03/24/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/24/95 COMPLETE. 

From: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

TO: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

Installation ( s )  : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING FORT MCCLELLAN INCLUDED IN MARCH 10 LETTER. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950320-12R1 (0, R) 

Originated: 03/29/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/29/95 COMPLETE. 

From: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
TO: DUNN, JAMES A. (CHAIRMAN at CALHOUN COUNTY COMMISSION). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: THANK YOU FOR FORWARDING INFORMATION CONERNING FORT MCCLELLAN. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------.---------------------------------------------------------- 

950327-12 (0, 0) 

Originated: 03/21/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/27/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC) . 
TO: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: REQUESTING INFORMATION CONCERNING THE AIR FORCE DISASTER PREPAREDNESS SCHOOL AT FORT MCCLELLAN. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950327-8 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/24/95 Received: 03/27/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/27/95 NONE REQ . 
From: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/R'r). 

To: REESE, ANN (CROSS SERVICE DOD ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : KELLY AFB, TX (F-MBPB) , and MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY) . 
Contents: PROVIDING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION FOR AF COBRA RUNS ON KELLY AND MCCLELLAN AFB'S. RESPONSE TO MARCH 16 REQUEST. 

950330-12 (0, 0) 

Originated: 03/30/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/30/95 NONE REQ . 
From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: QUESTIONS REGARDING SAVANNA ADA, FORT MCCLELLAN AND SENECA ADA. 

NOTE: 28 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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950330-14 (0, 0) 

Originated: / / Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/30/95 NONE REQ. 

From: CREEDON, MADELYN R. (GENERAL COUNSEL at DBCRC). 

TO: SHORR, DAVID (DIRECTOR, STATE OF MO at DEPT OF NATURAL RESOURCES). 

Installation (s) : WOOD, FORT LEONARD, MO (A-29995), and MCCLELLAN, FORT,AL (A-01102). 

Contents: QUESTIONS REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL ASPECTS OF MOVING FUNCTIONS OF FORT MCCLELLAN TO FORT LEONARD WOOD. 

950331-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 03/27/95 Received: 03/31/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03/31/95 NONE REQ. 

From: PHILLIPS, WALTON (COL. (RET) U.S. ARMY at CALHOUN COUNTY CHAMBER). 

To: LYLES, DAVID (STAFF DIRECTOR at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: FORWARDING COPIES OF VIEWGRAPHS DURING DBCRC VISIT TO FORT MCCLELLAN. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Originated: 04/07/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/07/95 NONE REQ . 
From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 199.3 DBCRC) . 
TO: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102), and WOOD, FORT L,EONARD,MO (A-29995). 

Contents: QUESTION REGARDING FORT MCCLELLAN AND FORT LEONARD WOOD. 

950419-17 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/13/95 Received: 04/19/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 04/26/95 COMPLETE. 

From: HEFLIN, HOWELL T. (SEN. (AL) at U.S. SENATE), and SHELBY, RICHARD (SEN. (AL.) at U.S. SENATE). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, A L  (A-013.02) . 
Contents: REQUEST THAT THE COMMISSION REQUIRE THE ARMY TO PROVIDE ANSWERS TO INDICATED QUESTIONS CONCERNING PROPOSED CLOSURE 0 

FT. MCCLELLAN. 

Originated: 04/20/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/20/95 NONE REQ. 

From: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

To: HARRISON, JERRY (CHIEF OF LEG LIAISON at OFFICE OF SEC OF ARMY). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: FORWARDING LETTER FROM ALABAMA DELEGATION CONCERNING THE CHEMICAL DEFENSE TRAINING FACILITY BEING MOVED FROM FORT 

MCCLELLAN . 

950425-6 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/19/95 Received: 04/25/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 04/26/95 COMPLETE. 

From: DETHRAGE, DAVID (MAYOR at CITY OF ANNISTON, AL). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102) . 
Contents: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR THE RETENTION OF THE CHEMICAL DEFENSE: TRAINING FACILITY AT FORT MCCLELLAN. 

950428-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/27/95 Received: 04/28/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/28/95 NONE REQ. 

From: BROWDER, GLEN (REP. (AL) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
TO: LENHARDT, ALFONSO (COMMANDER at USA CHEMICAI, AND MIL POL). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102) . 
Contents: REQUESTING INFORMATION REGARDING REQUESTS TO FORT MCCLELLAN FOR SUPPORT OR ASSISTANCE IN COMBATTING TERRORISM. 

NOTE: 28 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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950428-3 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04/27/95 Received: 04/28/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04/28/95 NONE REQ. 

From: BROWDER, GLEN (REP. (AL) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: PROCIV, THEODORE (DEP FOR CHEM/BIO MATTERS at OFFICE OF SEC OF DEFENSE). 

Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A- 01102) . 
Contents: HOW DOES DOD PLAN TO ATTAIN AND MAINTAIN A FIELDED BIOLOGICAL DEF CAPABILITY IF FORT MCCLELLAN IS CLOSED. 
--------------------------------------------------------------------..---------------------L------------------------------------ 

950504-6 (0, 0) 

Originated: 05/04/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/04/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC) . 
TO: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation(s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A- 01102) . 
Contents: FORWARDING QUESTIONS REGARDING 'THE PROPOSED CLOSURE OF FORT MCCLELLAN. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950509-17 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/08/95 Received: 05/09/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/09/95 NONE REQ . 

From: GREILING, GEORGE (CHIEF, SPECIAL ACTION BRA at DEPT OF THE ARMY). 

TO: HEFLIN, HOWELL T. (SEN. (AL) at U.S. SENATE) . 
Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: LETTER REGARDING THE COST OF BUILDING A NEW CHEMICAL DEFENSE TRAINING FACILITY AT FORT LEONARD WOOD AND DISMANTLEING 

THE CURRENT ONE LOCATED AT FORT MCCLELLAN. 

950516-4 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/15/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/16/95 NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC) . 
To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: REQUESTING 2 COBRA RUNS: 

1) CLOSURE OF MINNEAPOLIS ARS. 

2) MODIFY RUN OF CLOSURE FOR MOFFETT FEDERAL AIRFIELD AND RELOCATION TO MCCLELLAN AFB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950530-8 (0, 0) 

Originated: 05/30/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/30/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BROWN, EDWARD (ARMY TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: JONES, MICHAEL G. (DIRECTOR at THE ARMY BASING STUDY). 

Installation(s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: FORWARDING LETTER AND REQUESTING COMMENTS ON SPECIFYING LOCATIONS FOR RESERVE COMPONENT TRAINING THAT WOULD BE 

DIVERTED FROM FORTS CHAFFEE, HUNTER LIGGETT, INDIANTOWN GAP, MCCLELLAN AND PICKETT AND COSTS AND SCHEDULING OF SUCH 

EFFORTS. 

950607-18 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/07/95 Received: 06/07/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/14/95 Closed: 06/15/95 COMPLETE. 

From: VALDEZ, ARTHUR T. (PRESIDENT, LOCAL at PROF AND TECH ENGINEERS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation ( s )  : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY) . 
Contents: FORWARDING AF DECISION LETTER AWARDING INSTRUMENTS TO MCCLElLLAN AFB AND DISCUSSING PROGRAM 

950619-33 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/19/95 Received: 06/19/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/22/95 Closed: 06/30/95 COMPLETE. 

From: BROWDER, GLEN (REP. (AL) at U. S. CONGRESS) , and HEFLIN, HOWELL T. (SEN. (AL) at U.S. SENATE) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102) , and WOOD, FORT LEONARD, MO (A-29995) . 
Contents: STATING FINAL FOG OIL AIR PERMIT ISSUED TO FORT LEONARD WOOD IS RESTRICTIVE AND WILL NOT ALLOW ARMY TO USE CERTAIN 

NOTE: 28 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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SUBSTANCES CURRENTLY BEING USED AT MCCLELLAN - MEMOS FROM ARMY REGARDING PERMIT INCLUDED 

950619-7 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/16/95 Received: 06/19/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 06/19/95 NONE REQ . 
From: DICKINSON, ROGER (SUPERVISOR at SACRAMENTO). 

To: NURRE, DEIRDRE (INTERAGENCY ENVIR. ANAL. at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA ( F  -PRJY) . 
Contents: FORWARDING INFO REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP COSTS AT MCCLELLAN AFB 

950620-15 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/08/95 Received: 06/20/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 06/20/95 NONE REQ . 
From: DUNN, JAMES A. (CHAIRMAN at CALHOUN COUNTY COMMISSION). 

To: CLINTON, WILLIAM J. (PRESIDENT at UNITED STATES). 

Installation(s) : MCCLELLAN, FORT, AL (A-01102). 

Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER PROPOSED RELOCATION OF FORT MCCLELLAN TO FORT LEONARD WOOD 

950620-62 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/20/95 Received: 06/20/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/27/95 Closed: 06/21/95 NONE REQ . 
From: WALKER, MIKE (ASST SEC OF THE ARMY at DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: IN SUPPORT OF FT. LEONARD WOOD; "CLOSING FT. MCCLELLAN MAKES TRAINING SENSE, ACHIEVES SUBSTANTIAL SAVINGS, AND IS TH 

RIGHT CHOICE FOR DOD AND THE NATION. 

950626-8 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/20/95 Received: 06/26/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/03/95 Closed: 06/30/95 COMPLETE. 

From: JUDD, CASEY (PRESIDENT, LOCAL F-57 at MCCLELLAN AFB FIRE DEPT.). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY). 

Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER HANDLING OF MCCLELLAN DURING HEARING 

950705-1 (I, 0) 

Originated: 07/05/95 Received: 07/05/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/07/95 Closed: 07/07/95 COMPLETE. 

From: SPECTER, ARLEN (SEN. (PA. ) at U. S. SENATE) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation ( s )  : TOBYHANNA ARMY DEPOT, PA (A-42780), and MCCLELLAN AFB,CA (F-PRJY). 

Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN THAT DBCRC MAY BE CONSIDERING NOT TRANSFERRING WORK FROM MCCLELLAN TO TOBYHANNA 

950712-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 07/12/95 Received: 07/12/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/14/95 Closed: / / PENDING. 

From: WATTS, J.C. (REP. (OK) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
TO: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY) , and KELLY AFB, TX (F- MBPB) . 
Contents: STATING AIR FORCE MUST ELIMINATE EXCESS CAPACITY AT KELLY AND MCCLELLAN BEFORE PRIVATIZATING WORK 

950713-2 (I, 0) 

Originated: 07/12/95 Received: 07/13/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 07/17/95 Closed: 07/19/95 COMPLETE. 

From: HANSEN, JAMES V. (REP. (UT) at U.S. CONGRESS) , and WATTS, J. C. (REP. (OK) at U. S. CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : MCCLELLAN AFB, CA (F-PRJY), and KELLY AFB,TX (F-MBPB). 

Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER POSSIBIL1:TY JOBS MAY BE PRIVATIZED AT MCCLELLAN AND KELLY 

NOTE: 28 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 
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950302-7  (I, 0) 

Originated: 02 /15 /95  Received: 03 /02 /95  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03 /02 /95  NONE REQ . 
From: WALKER, MIKE (ASST SEC OF THE ARMY at DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY). 

TO: BOATRIGHT, JAMES F. (DEPASSTSEC at DE:PARTMENT OF AIR FORCE). 

Installation (s) : , ( - ) .  

Contents: TRANSFER OF LAND AND BUILDINGS FROM DEPT OF AIRFORCE TO ARMY; BROOKS AFB, TEXAS. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950328-3  (I, 0) 

Originated: 03 /23 /95  Received: 03 /28 /95  Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 03 /28 /95  NONE REQ. 

From: TEJEDA, FRANK (REP. (TX) at U. S. CONGRESS) . 
To: COX, REBECCA (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation ( s )  : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: THANK YOU FOR MEETING WITH HIM REGARDING BROOKS AFB. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950404-2  (0, 0) 

Originated: 04 /03 /95  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 4 / 0 4 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: REQUESTING THEY PROVIDE REVIEW OF COBRA RUN REGARDING BROOKS AFB. 

950410-24 (0, 0) 

Originated: 04 /10 /95  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 0 4 / 1 0 / 9 5  NONE REQ . 
From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: REQUESTING THAT THEY PERFORM A ICOBRA RUN ON BROOKS AFB USING NEW ASSUMPTIONS. 
-------.----------------------------------.------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

950420-2 (0, 0) 

Originated: 0 4 / 2 0 / 9 5  Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 04 /20 /95  NONE REQ. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

To: ROBERSON, PAUL (PROJECT DIRECTOR at BRAC ' 9 5  TASK FORCE SA,TX). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC). 

Contents: PLEASE PROVIDE DBCRC THE CONCEPT OF OPERATIONS THAT SUPPORTS YOUR CANTOMENT PROPOSAL FOR BROOKS. 

950427-10  (I, 0) 

Originated: 04 /26 /95  Received: 04 /27 /95  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05 /03 /95  COMPLETE. 

From: CHEEVER, CHARLES E. (BRAC 95 CO-CHAIR at SAN ANTONIO BRAC 9 5 ) ,  and VILLARREAL, JOSE (BRAC 95 CO-CHAIR at SAN ANTONIO B 

To: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993  DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: DESCRIBING ALTERNATIVE PLAN FOR CLOSURE OF BROOKS AFB USING CANTONMENT AREA. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950501-3 (I, 0) 

Originated: 04 /12 /95  Received: 05 /01 /95  Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05 /01 /95  NONE REQ. 

From: HICKMAN, JAMES R. ( at ) . 
To: DAVIS, GEN J.B. (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: EXPRESSING CONCERN THAT THE USAF SCHOOL OF AEROSPACE MEDICINE AND THE ARMSTRONG LAB ARE BEING MOVED FROM BROOKS. 

NOTE: 1 8  Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

950504-3 (0, 0) 

Originated: 05/03/95 Received: / / Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 05/04/95 COMPLETE. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC) . 
To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF A17 at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation(s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: REQUESTING COBRA RUNS FOR BROOKS AFB. 

950510-19 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/04/95 Received: 05/10/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 05/19/95 COMPLETE. 

From: KRIER, CYNDI T. (COUNTY JUDGE at SAN ANTONIO, TX). 

To: COX, REBECCA (COMMISSIONER at DBCRC). 

Installation (s )  : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: FORWARDING ISSUE PAPER DEALING WITH INTERACTIONS BROOKS AFB HAS WITH LOCAL MILITARY INSTALLATIONS, SAN ANTONIO AND 

SOUTH TEXAS. 

950530-16 (I, 0) 

Originated: 05/26/95 Received: 05/30/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: / / Closed: 06/05/95 COMPLETE. 

From: PETERSON, PETE (REP. (FL) at U. S . CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : TYNDALL AFB, FL (F-XLWU) , and BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: FORWARDING INFORMATION SUPPORTING MOVE OF AF CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL EXCELLENCE FROM BROOKS AFB TO TYNDALL AFB. 

950606-10 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/05/95 Received: 06/06/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/08/95 Closed: 06/13/95 COMPLETE. 

From: TEJEDA, FRANK (REP. (TX) at U.S. CONGRESS). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC) . 
Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: PROVIDING COMMENTS ON HQ USAF/RT ANALYSES OF THE BROOKS CANTONMENT PROPOSAL. STATING AF/RT DEPARTED SUBSTANTIALLY 

FROM THE CANTONMENT PLAN PRESENTED TO COMMISSION. 

950606-11 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/06/95 Received: 06/06/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/08/95 Closed: 06/15/95 COMPLETE. 

From: HALL, TONY P. (REP. (OH.) at U.S. CONGRESS) . 
To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 

Contents: FORWARDING QUESTIONS FOR AIR FORCE REGARDING THE MILITARY VALUE OF THE BROOKS CONTONMENT PACKAGE. 

--------.---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

950608-1 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/01/95 Received: 06/08/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/15/95 Closed: 06/16/95 COMPLETE. 

From: WHITE, TIMOTHY (PRESIDENT at AM COLLEGE OF SPORTS MED). 

To: GENERAL, ( at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: OPPOSING MOVE OF AIR FORCE BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH FACILITIES FROM BROOKS TO WRIGHT-PATTERSON 

Originated: 06/09/95 Received: 06/09/95 Referred to: AIR FORCE Due: 06/16/95 Closed: 06/09/95 NONE REQ. 

From: CIRILLO, FRANK (AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER at 1993 DBCRC). 

To: BLUME, JAY (SPECIAL ASST TO SEC OF AF at HEADQUARTERS USA/RT). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: REQUEST MORE INFORMATION ON THE SITE SURVEY FOR THE BROOKS AFB RECOMMENDATION. 

NOTE: 18 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: 
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950613-25 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/09/95 Received: 06/13/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 06/13/95 NONE REQ. 

From: ROBERSON, PAUL (PROJECT DIRECTOR at BRAC '95 TASK FORCE SA,TX). 

TO: FARRINGTON, LES (CROSS SERVICE GAO ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: RESPONSE TO CONG PETE PETERSON'S MAY 26 LETTER DISCUSSING BROOKS CONTONMENT PACKAGE 

950613-28 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/09/95 Received: 06/13/95 Referred to: LIAISON Due: 06/20/95 Closed: 06/16/95 COMPLETE. 

From: KLEIN, SHEILA (EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR at BROOKS HERITAGE FOUNDATIO). 

To: DIXON, ALAN (CHAIRMAN at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: REQUESTING DBCRC NOT CLOSE BROOKS BECAUSE IT IS A VERY IMPORTANT PART OF MILITARY HISTORY 

950613-30 (I, 0) 

Originated: 06/11/95 Received: 06/13/95 Referred to: 

From: KLEIN, HERBERT (PRIVATE CITIZEN at SAN ANTONIO, TX). 

To: FARRINGTON, LES (CROSS SERVICE GAO ANALYST at DBCRC). 

Installation(s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC) . 
Contents: PROVIDING NEW COBRA RUN FOR BROOKS 

Due: / / Closed: 06/13/95 NONE REQ. 

950613-34 (I, 0) 

Originated: / / Received: 06/13/95 Referred to: Due: / / Closed: 06/13/95 NONE REQ. 

From: GLENN, JOHN (SEN. (OH.) at U.S. SENATE) . 
TO: LYLES, DAVID (STAFF DIRECTOR at DBCRC). 

Installation (s) : BROOKS AFB, TX (F-CNBC), and WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB,OH (F-ZHTV). 

Contents: FORWARDING POINT PAPER FROM AIR FORCE STATING FACTS SUPPORT AF/Dq> PROPOSAL TO CLOSE BROOKS AFB VERSUS THE COMMUNITY 

PROPOSAL TO CANTON BROOKS AFB 

NOTE: 18 Records Selected by ACKERMAN, Criteria: . 



m - ....-i :5-b\8+a+ , DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, V A  22209 
703-696-0504 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: R&A Staff - - 
FROM: Ben Borden ,-&-~: / -- / " j ,  L- - . so ,-.b 

-1 

DATE: 2-24-95 

RE: R&A copier room 

As most of you know, we will soon be using the R&A conference room for a variety of 
smaller meetings, including community meetings. Since the appearance of the Commission should 
always be foremost in our minds, we should all take a responsibility for the appearance of the 
R&A copier room. 

Piease be sure to discard all paper products in the recyciing or trzsh bins. In addition, ail;: 
ernpty card'ooard boxes or other large materials can be placed outside the R&k doors for pick-tip. 
Should you have any questions about the copier room or a specific question about the operation 
3f a machine, please do not hesitate to ask Rob Kress. Thank you in advance for your 
cooperation. 



63% -.... 4 : :::. * 

': %; *T : 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON. VA 22209 

703-696-0504 

February 6, 1995 

MEMORANDUM TO COMMISSION STAFF 

From: Staff 

To: All Staff members 

D i s m e  Phone C a h  

As a reminder, personal phone calls during work hours should be kept to a minimum. 
Staff members making long distance personal phone calls rmrSt use personal telephone 
credit cards or call collect. The Office of the Secretary of Defense, Washington 
Headquarters Services requires that all long distance phone calls be verified for official 
use by checking our monthly phone bill against each office phone. This procedure will be 
enforced by the Director of Administration throughout the 1995 process. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 



February 13, :1995 

MEM0RANI)UM TO COMMISSION STAFF 

From: David Lyl 

Subj : Standard Letter Procedures 

The following process will be followed for all outgoing correspondence: 

1 .  Draft all letters using TT Times New Roman 12pt. Route all draft versions on 
non-letterhead paper in ;a manila folder. Paragraphs are indented and left justified. 

2. The responsible office will coordinate, route, and track the letter from the initial 
draft to draft approval. The responsible office should coordinate a draft response with 
all action addressees using the ECTS routing slip if the letter is an ECTS response. 
For all other letters, the responsible office should fill out an attached routing sheet, 
clearly placing an "X" in the Action Addressee column next to the names of staff 
members who will coortlinate the draft response. The names of additional action 
addressees may be pen and inked into the blank blocks. 

3. Indicate the author and file name of the draft letter on the top of the appropriate 
routing sheet. 

4. Following staff coordination, the responsible office will route the 
correspondence through the appropriate department heads for their input and 
recommendations. All edited versions of the draft letter should be available for 
department head information and discussion. 

5 .  The letter is then routed to the Director of Administration. The Director of 
Administration is responsible for proof-reading and ensuring the continuity of all 
Commission correspondence. 

6 .  The responsible office will then make all changes before bringing the draft letter 
back to the appropriate department head. The responsible office will then bring the 
letter to the Staff Director. Upon approval by the Staff Director, the responsible office 
will provide the approved draft to the Executive Secretariat who will prepare a 
letterhead version for signature. (All outgoing correspondence will be signed by the 
Staff Director or Chairman unless otherwise approved.) Once signed, the Executive 
Secretariat will ensure proper cataloguing and dylivery . 

7 .  Also attached is a sample of the proper format for all letter correspondence. 



.1 
3- 
4 ( 5 RETURNS at 1.8") 
3- 
.1 

March 1, 1995 (CENTER DATE) 
4 (3 RETURNS FROM DATE TO ADDRESS BLOCK) 
.1 
The Honorable Robert EL Bayer 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (Installations) 
3300 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E8 13 
Washington, D.C. 20301-3300 -1 
.1 
Dear Mr. Bayer: J 

-1 
Thank you for your letter of February 26, 1995 requesting information of the 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. (FOLLOWING WILL BE 
THE BODY OF THE LETTER.) 

a BODY OF LETTER SECOND PARAGRAPH. 

Should you need additional assistance in the future, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 3- 
J 
a (5 TABS) sincerely, 3- 
-1 
-1 (5 RETURNS) 
.1 
-1 
= (5 TABS) Alan J. Dixon 

Chairman 
3. 
L 
-1 (3- 5 RETURNS) 
Campbell 
ES# 950226-2 (ETCS Accounting number supplied by Executive Secretariat) 



EXECUTIVE ROUTING SLIP 


