
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WI MACE R€S€RVE 

MEMOIU,WC,i FOR SEE DISTUBUTION 

FROM: HQ AFRES/CE 
155 2nd Street 
Robins rU;B GA 3 1098- 163 5 

SUBJECT: Command Facilities Board (CFB) 3 I. March 1995 Meeting Minutes 

1. The CFB met 3 1 Mar 95 with the AFRES/CC, AFRES/CV, 4 AF/CC, 10 AFICC (via 
'TNET), 22 AF/CC, and key staff members attending (Atch 1). 

2. The CFB members reviewed the action items 6om the 13 Dec 94 CFB and were given 
updates on the FY96-99 Nilitary Construction (NILCON) Program, the FY96-00 P-341 
]program, the Commanders' Facility Assessment (CFA) initial results, and the Base 
:Realignment and Closure (BRAC) announcement impact on current construction. 

a. Five action items fiom the 13 Dec 94 CFB (Atch 2) were reviewed. The initial 
1995 CFA data is under review by the HQ AFRES/CE M. The AFRES host bases have 
reported their CFA data and the tenant data is due in fiom the other hlAJCOM hosts by 
mid-April. The FY97-98 MILCON and FY97 P-341 project Lists will be checked for Level I 
:itatus rating. It is very possible in the near future that project fids could be managed and 
released by status Level rating. Level II & III projects in the next immediate years (FY97- 
!38) could possl%ly be displaced by Level I projects in the outyears (FY99-01) during fixture 
budget review processes. 

b. The FY96 MlLCON Program (Atch 3:) remains the same. It is locked down in 
the Congressional budget submission and was shown for reference onily. 

c. The Facility Panel recommended several changes in the FY!37 MILCON Program 
(:Atch 4) to the CFB. The Maxwell Air& Maintenance Hangar cost. estimates increased 
fiom $5.5M to S7.2M, breaking the S13.2M Total Obligation Authority (TOA) aurent 
~nission budget limit. To rebalance the FY97 TOA, the Facility Panel moved the Maxwell 
Hangar to FY98, and moved the top three -98 projects up to FY97: Kelly Aerial Port 
Training, Scott consolidated Medical Training, and the Dobbins AddIAlter Communication 
facilities. The CFB approved the recommendations. HQ AFRES/CE noted he was working 
temporary facility funding issues for the new mission project at McCo:mell with HQ 
IJSAFREC and HQ AFRES/FM. Subsequent :o the CFB, the -4.FRES Financial 
Pdanagement Board approved $600K for this requirement and HQ USAF/REC provided a 
signed memo to HQ AFRES/CE documenting Air Staff approval to u!;e 0&M fbnds to buy 
the required modular facilities. 
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d. The Facility Panel recommended several changes in the FY98 MILCON Program 
(Atch 5) to the CFB. The Andrews Wing Headquarters cost estimates increased fiom 
$1.9M to 33.m breaking the $18.7M TOA current mission budget limit. To rebalance the 
FY98 T O q  the Facility Panel moved the Andrews HQ to FY99. The Facility Panel also 
recommended that the CEP and XPX st& meet with HQ AETC and wing representatives 
at Maxwell to resolve the remaining S0.8M TOA shortage resulting from the utilitylsiting 
costs of the two Maxwell projects. There is still time in the FY98 budget cycle to resolve 
these two project cost issues before having to take the Facility Panel alternate 
recommendation of moving the Little Rock Aerial Port project to FY99. And finally for 
FY98, if the BEWC 95 candidate list is approved, the Bergstrom environmental project for 
the Fire Fighter Training will be replaced by the General Mitchell Underground Storage 
Tank project. The CFB approved the recommendations as noted. 

e. The CFB discussed the FY99 impact of now having two headquarters facility 
projects in one FY that total about 60 percent of the TOA Recognizing the budget risk 
during staff reviews at the OEce of the Secretary of Defense (OSD), Comptroller as well as 
Congress, the CFB moved the Andrews Wing HQ project to FYOO and inserted the new 
mission AddJAlter Hangar project at Tinker into the current mission budget. The CFB 
approved these changes to the FY99 (Atch 6) and FYOO (Atch 7) programs. 

f The CFB discussed the continuing need to support the unfunded New ,Mission 
MILCON projects that are not in any FY program. These projects (reference Atchs 5 & 6 
to the CFB 13 Dec 94  meeting Minutes letter dated 20 Jan 95) have no visibility in the 
existing budget program except for the variances of the Congressional insert environment. 
To remain viable they need program year visibility for potential add support or as 
requirements validation for new mission money. The CFB agreed to place those projects in 
Current Mission FYO 1 (Atch 8). 

g. The impacts of BRAC 95 to the P-341 program were briefed (Atch 9). Ifthe t 

BRAC 95 Candidate List is approved, six Pittsburgh projects in FY96-00 will be replaced by 
the existing next-in-sequence project priorities. Other CFB discussions identified the need to 
insert the Headquarters Robins P-341 project at the top of the FY96 list. If Pittsburgh 
comes off the BRAC 95 list, their projects will be reinserted back into the "beforen BRAC 
95 priority sequence with their FY96 project following the Robins Headquarters project. 
Approved by the CFB as noted. 

h. The initial CFA status (Atch 10) was presented by Col Munter (CE). 

i. BRAC construction status (Atch 1 1) was presented by Lt Col Stark (CEC). 

3. The CFB approved the FY97-99 MILCON program lists and the FY96 P-341 program 
list, amended as noted in these minutes to show pending priority sequences (Atch 12). 



4. Taslcings by the CFB: 

a. Verifj. the CFA "Levels" of the FY96-98 ,MILCON and P-34 1 projects. OPR: 
CE 

b. Investigate the new M R E S  civil engineer facility at Davis hionthan for use as the 
Squadron Operations Facility, either as an interim facility until a hture MIL.(ZON project is 
hnded or as the permanent solution. OPR: CE and 305 RQS/CC 

c. Send CFA data slides on specific results to RE NLT 12 Apr. OPR: CE 
ACTION: Closed. Three slides were sent 6 Apr. 

d. Place all Unfunded New Mission MILCON projects not currentIy listed in any FY 
into the FYOl current mission funding program. This action will reflect AFFLES support to 
Congressional stafF that the projects (typically force structure driven) are valid and required, 
yet have to wait an excessive amount of time for finding. ACTION: Closed. (See Atch 8) 

e. Provide NAFs the CF.4 data, to include tenant results. OPR: CE 
= 

f Attempt to fund design of the Barksdale Medical Training Facility OPR: & 

g. Place the MILCON/P-341 scoring procedure in an annex to the AFRES Long 
Range ])Ian. OPR: CE and QI 

h. Investigate retaining trailers for the MacDill Aeromed Group. OP'R: CE and SG 

i. If O'Hare remains in place after the final BRAC 95 announcement, the CFB will 
evaluate the O'Hare project status for priority placements in the MILCON and P-341 
progranw. OPR CE 

i. Plan the next CFB meeting as a summer, Post-BRAC 95 announcement meeting. 
OPR i = ~  

5.  Post CFB Meeting Updates: On 6 Apr, AFRES/CE received a response from HQ 
AMUCE on our request for finding candidate projects from their Defense Blusiness 
Operating Fund - Transportation (DBOF-T) account. The projects were the Kelly Ops, 
Charleston Maintenance Ops, Westover Avionics, and Westover Hangar. Thee projects 
were di:sapproved due to incornpatile real property category codes and one For having a 
non-strategic airlift element in the work scope. According to HQ AMC/FM, projects for 
associate units cannot be undertaken since AFRES associate facilities are cocled "training" in 
the real property records and DBOF-T funding criteria does not allow spending these hnds 
on training facilities. They went on to note that reimbursement for strategic &rlifl missions 
with MRES unit-equipped aircraft includes a facility component. HQ AFREIS/FM 



validated that the reimbursement does include these hnds (estimated at SSOOK for FY95) 
and that FM passes this on to CE as part of the budget makeup. The next step will be to 
determine if the real property category codes on associate facilities can be changed. 

6. The CFB point of contact is Lt Col Ken Werner, CEP, 497-1050. 

The Civil Engineer 

Approved by: 

- 
Vice Commander 

Attachments: 
1. CFB Data (3 pgs) 
2. Action Items (6 pgs) 
3. FY96 MILCON 
4. FY97 MILCON 
5 .  FY98 MILCON 
6. FY99 MILCON 
7. FYOO MILCON 
8. NO1 MILCON 
9. N96-00 P-341 Program (3 p g ~ )  
10. CFA InitiaI Data (2 pgs) 
1 1. BRAC Construction Status ( 5  pgs) 
12. Summary/Recommendation (2 pgs) 

DISTRIBUTION: 
HQ AFRES/CClCVlCVA/LG/XP/DO/SG/DP/FM/SClSV/SP 
HQ USAF/REX 
4 AFfCC 
10 AF/CC 
22 AFICC 
All wingccs  
Au m s  BCEs 



Meeting Name: Command Facility Board 
Dateflrime: 31 Mar 95,0500-0930 
Locati.on: Robins Room 3 (TNET), Bldg 220, Robins AFB GA 

Objectives: (1) Review Dec 94 meeting action items 
(2) Review Post BRAC 95 *MILCON and P-341 programs 
(3) Approve the FY97-99 MILCON project list 
(4) Approve the FY96 P-341 project list 
(5) Provide updates on Commanders' Facility Assessment 
(6) Review BRAC impact on construction 

Leader: Maj  Gen Robert A. McIntosh Facilitator: Maj Gen James E. Sherrard 111 
Scribe: Mr Ron Scandlyn (CEPD) Timekeeper: Mr Bobby Clary 
Briefer: LTC Ken Werner 

Facility Board Members: CC, CV, 4AF/CC, 10AFICC (via TNET), 22rWICC 

Other Attendees: CVA, CE, DO, DP, FM, LG, SG, SP, SV, XP 

15 

10 0840 
10 0850 

0900 

AGENDA 

Set roles, agenda items, IS/IP, priorities, times 
Review Action Items 
FY96-99 MILCON 
P-34 1 Program 
Commanders' Facility Assessment 
BRAC Impact on Construction 

ISLIP 

iP 
IP 
IP 
IP 
IS 
IS 

PFU 

1 
2 

- 3 
4 
5 
6 



COMMAND FACILITY BOARD (CFB) 
31 MAR 95 

PRESENTEDBY 
LT COL KEN WERNER 

FBYSMARM 4/24/95 1'. 1 



* ACTION ITEM REVIEW 

POST-BRAC MILCON & P- 341 PROGRAM 
UPDATE 

COMMANDERS' FACILITY ASSESSMENT 
(CFA) UPDATE 

BRAC IMPACT ON CONSTRUCTION 









TASKING: Revisit New Mission Strategy after BRAC 
95 announcement 

OPR: HQ AFRESICE, HQ USAFIREXR 

STATUS: (CLOSED, line item status on separate 
handout) 



f \ 

UNFUNDED NEW MISSION STRATEGY 
L 

TINKER 
SEYMOUR 
SEYMOUR 
SEYMOUR 
SELFRIDGE 
DAVIS MONT 
SlTE 9 
SlTE 9 
SlTE 9 
YOUNGSTOWN 
YOUNGSTOWN 
BEALE 
WHITEMAN 

PROJECT m 
ALTER COMMAND POST 0.5 
ADAL FACILITIES 0.9 
SQ OPSICLASSROOMS 0.6 
BASE WAREHOUSE 0.8 
FUELS MAlNT HANGAR 6.0 
SQUADRON OPS 2.4 
ADAL FACILITIES 2.5 
UNSCHELDULED MAlNT DOCK 3.7 
FUEL MAlNT DOCK 4.7 
FLIGHTLINE FACILITIES 0.6 
VEHICLE MAlNT SHOP 0.8 
ALTER BOS FACILITIES 2.1 
SQUADRON OPERATIONS 0.1 

FY95 P-341 
FY95 O&M/P-341 
FY94 P-341lFY95 O&M 
FY96 P-341 
FY96 Congressional Add 
FY96 Congressional Add 
Pending Announcement 
Pending Announcement 
Pending Announcement 
FY95 P-341 
FY95 P-341 
BRAC 93 Funding 
FY95 O&M 
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CFB ACTION ITEM REVIEW 
L 1 

TASKING: NAFs and Wing CCs insure that CFA 
correlates to project priorities in MILCON & P-341 
programs 

OPR: NAFICCs, WingICCs 

STATUS: (OPEN) CFA Host base data received. 
Active duty delayed final report to 16 APR 95. 
Waiting for tenant data from host MAJCOMs. 

RECOMMENDATION: Continue analysis 
(ECD 31 May 95) 

'I 
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NM YOUNGSTOWN VAIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 3,350 
NM YOUNGSTOWN 2WADAL ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION &iBQ 

TOTAL NEW MISSION 7,580 

CMll MAXWELL COMPOSITE MAlNT FAC 3,608 
CM12 NIAGARA *FUELS SYS MAlNT HANGAR &.4= 

TOTAL CURRENT MISSION 8,503 

ENV MARCH FIRE TRAINING FAC 1,550 
ENV GRISSOM FIRE TRAINING FAC 1,500 
ENV YOUNOSTOWN''*UPGRADE BASE WATER DlST SYS LOO0 

TOTAL ENVIRONMENTAL 4,050 

TOTAL FY 96 MILCON 20.133 





I MSMPRI &= PROJECT -, [soon\ 
I 

NM MCCONNELL KC-1 35 CONVERSION 
TOTAL NEW MISSION 

CMII PETERSON COMPOSITE MAlNT FAC 3,150 
CM12 GEN MITCHELL " MEDICAL TRAINING FAC 2,300 
CMl3 ANDREWS CONSOLIDATED MED TRNG FAC 2,600 
CMl4 KELLY AERIAL PORT TRAINING FAC 2,100 
CM15 SCOTT CONOLIDATED MED TRAINING FAC 2,200 
CMl6 DOBBINS ADAL RES ELECT-COMM FAC NQ 

TOTAL CURRENT MISSION 13,250 

ENV HOMESTEAD FIRE TRAINING FAC 1,300 
ENV NIAGARA FIRE TRAINING FAC 1,600 
ENV YOUNBSTOWN' FIRE TRAINING FAG 1,500 
ENV GEN WTCHELU ' v p I M ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  STORM DRAINAGE SYS 

-A- I u ' e-N -viRoN-M-EN T* 
950 

5,350 

TOTAL FY 97 MILCON 23,600 





I FY 98 MILCON PROGRAM 1 I I 

MSN/PRI BBSE PROJECT $/OQPI 

CMII MAXWELL AIRCRAFT MAlNT HANGAR 7,200 
CM/2 NIAGARA " CONSOLIDATED TRNG FAC 1,900 
CMl3 GEN MITCHELL -*.AERIAL PORT TRAINING FAC 4,000 
CMl4 MAXWELL LG COMPLEX 3,900 
CMl5 LITTLE ROCK AERIAL PORT TRAINING FAC l-J2x! 

TOTAL CURRENT MISSION 18,750 
CM TOA SHORTAGE &I2 
CM TOA 17,938 

ENV BERGSTROM FIRE FIGHTER TRAINING FAC 1,000 
ENV WILLOW GROVE STORM DRAINAGE 2,100 
ENV YOUNGSTOWNi@~APRON RUNOFF I4x!Q 

TOTAL ENVIRONMENTAL 4,300 

Q 
F, 
G 
, \ 

TOTAL FY 98 MILCON 
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FY 99 MILCON PROGRAM 
1 

MSN/PRI BaSE PROJECT )W 
* NM TINKER ADAL AIRCRAFT HANGAR 1 3,200 

CMll ROBINS RENOVATE AFRES HQ (BLDG 21 0) 9,900 
CM/2 GEN MITCHELL r ADAL COMPOSITE TRAINING* FAC ' 2,000 
CMl3 DOBBINS AERIAL PORT TRAINING FAC ,. .3,330 
CM/4 MINN/ST PAUL *COMPOSITE TRAINING FAC ; ' ennn 

TOTAL CURRENT MISSION 22,430 
CURRENT MISSION TOA 

I t 
,22,649 

ENV DOBBINS UPGRADE STORM SEWER 1,100 
ENV WILLOW GROVE UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER l,.X?Q 

TOTAL ENVIRONMENTAL 2,600 

TOTAL FY 99 PROGRAM 25,249 

* 31 Mar 95 Facility Board change 













e FY95 - NO IMPACT 
FY96 - 00 IMPACT 

NO BERGSTROM PROJECTS ON P-341 LIST 

SIX PITTSBURGH PROJECTS ON LIST.($2.8M 
TOTAL): FY96 (I), FY98 (3), FY99 (I) ,  FYOO (1) 
MOVE PROJECTS FORWARD TO FILL GAP 

MUST ADD NEW HQ AFRES BLDG AT $1.4M 
IN FY96 



I FY96-00 P341 (BEFORE BRAC 95) I 
N BASE DESCRlPTlON 

COST 
($000) 

TOA 
($000) 



I FY 96-00 P-341 LIST (AFTER BRAC 9:51 1 
TOA 1 (;)00:, I (SOOO) 1 

3:27 PM 4/10/95 
? E Z J  P341FY4 XLS o>-/d 









WORK UNDER CONSTRUCTION WILL CONTINUE 
NEW INVESTMENTS ACCOMPLISHED ONLY TO 
SATISFY LEGAL, HEALTH, SAFETY, ENVIRONMENTAL 
OR REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS 
ROUTINE MAINTENANCE AND SERVICES CONTINUE 
CONSTRUCTION NOT UNDER CONTRACT DEFERRED 
PENDING FINAL DECISION ON BRAC 

DESIGNS DEFERRED AT A_PPR_OPR!ATE PHASE OF 
DESIGN 
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HOMESTEAD SUMMARY 
L J 

1 a95 BRAC PROPOSAL REALIGNS 301ST TO PATRICK AFB 
I @HOMESTEAD SUMMARY: 

BUDGET COST STATUS 
$75.6M VARIES 
$ 0.9M GO 
$ 2.5M GO 
$ 7.7M GO 
$ 1.3M GO 



HOMESTEAD 92SA 
[ DESIGNICONSTRUCTION PLAN 

PACKAGE 
INTERIM 
ELECT 
FANG 
TOWER 
TOWER EQUIP 
194 
741 
# I  
#2 
#3 
#4 
#5 
FIRING RANGE 

482ND 
VAR 
I 
2 
I 
1 
1 
I 

8 (10) 

JOlNT 3MsI STATUS 
COMPLETE 
COMPLETE 
CONSTR 
CONSTR 
DESIGN 
CONSTR 
RTA 
RFP 

2 7 HOLD 

BID OPEN 
4 n r ~ r n n a n  
I U C Z ) I U I Y  

DESIGN 
BID OPEN 

TOTAL PROJECTS 23 3 7 
COST $50.1 M $2.2M $23.31111 
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BERGSTROM SUMMARY 

95 BRAC PROPOSAL CLOSES BERGSTROM ARB 

BERGSTROM SUMMARY: 
EY E DSNlCNS BUDGET COST 
BRAC 93 10 812 $1 5.4M $1 5.4M 

ALL PROJECTS ON HOLD EXCEPT: 
LOX - UNDER CONSTRUCTION 
FUEL HEADER - ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 

I PLAN: 
HOLD DESIGNS PENDING BRAC FINAL DECISION - SEP 95 



95 BRAC PROPOSAL CLOSES PITTSBURGH ARB 

* PITTSBURGH SUMMARY: 
EY D DSN/CNS BUDGET COST 
94 3 310 $8.7M $14.1M 

ALL PROJECTS ON HOLD 

PLAN: 
HOLD DESIGNS PENDING BRAC FINAL DECISION - SEP 95 





PA INCREASES FOR FY97 
MAXWELL (AIRCRAFT MAlNT HANGAR) $5.5M TO $7.2M ; MOVED TO 
PRIORITY ONE IN FY98 

MOVED UP 3 FY98 PROJECTS 
KELLY (AERIAL PORT TNG FAC) NOW FY97 PRIORITY 4 
SCOTT (MED TNG FAC) NOW FY97 PRIORITY 5 
DOBBINS (ADAL ELECT-COMM FAC) NOW FY97 PRIORITY 6 

PA & TOA INCREASES FOR FY98 
ANDREWS (ALTER WING HQ) $1.9M TO $3.7M : MOVED TO PRIORITY 
ONE IN FYOO 
LOBBY AETC FOR MAXWELL PROJECT FY98 TOA DISCONNECT OF 
$0.81 2M 

NEW MISSION, TINKER (ADAL AIRCRAFT HANGAR): MOVED TO 
PRIORITY ONE IN FY99 
UNFUNDED NEW MISSION PROJECTS PLACED Ihl FYOI 



RECOMMENDATION . 

COMMAND FACILITY BOARD APPROVE: 

FY 97 - 99 MILCON PROGRAM LlST 

I FY 96 P-341 PROGRAM LlST 



Document Sepalrator 









FY 1995 MILCON APPROVED BY CONGRESS 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

PAGE 
NUMBER 

SUMMARY OF AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION...........................,,..... 2 

PROJECT NOTES...........................................................,... 3 

INDEX OF BASES.............................................................. 4 

PROGRAM BY REQUESTING COMMAND............................................... 6 

PROGRAM BY INSIDE/OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES................................. 2s 

ITEMS THAT '*RE AT ISSUE.........Si....'..................................... 45  

DD FORMS 1391 FOR PROJECTS ADDED BY CONGRESS AFTER PRESIDENT'S 
B ~ G E T  SUBMISSION. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51 

FY 95 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION ACT (P.L. 103-337) ................ 116 

FY 95 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION ACT (P.L. 103-307)....... ......... 157 

PLEASE ADDRESS QUESTIONS TO: 

Ms Mary Haley, DSN 227-7763 or 
Ms Sherri B a l k i  DSN 227-7763 





SUMMARY OF AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION 

FY 1995 

T H O R I Z A T I F O R T I O N  

103-337 

PROGRAM 310 (PLANNING AND DESIGN) 

PROGRAM 320 (UNITED STATES BASES) 

PROGRAM 330 (OVERSEAS BASES) 

PROGRAM 340 (MINOR CONSTRUCTION) 

TROJECTS CLEARED 

GENERAL REDUCTION 

TOTAL APPROPRIATION 





PROGRAM NOTES 

Alter Mission Equipment Facility at Moody Air Force Base, Georgia: 

In the FY 95 Authorization Act the conferees direct, within funds authorized for 
unspecified minor construction, the Department of the Air Force to proceed with the 
following minor military construction project in FY 1995: alter the mission equipment 
facility at Moody Air Force Base, Georgia at $900,000. 

2. Repair Parking Apron, Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota 

In the FY 95 Authorization Act the conferees direct, within funds authorized for real 
property maintenance and repair, the Department of the Air Force to proceed with the 
following repair project in FY i 9 9 5 :  repair parking apron, Minot Air Force Sase, North 
Dakota at $4,500,000. 





INDEX OF BASES IN HOST COMMAND LIST 

INSTALLATION 

PROJECTS WERE SUBMITTED FOR 
APPROPRIATION OR AUTHORIZATION AT THESE BASES 

.. Altus AFB. Oklahoma ................... 
.................. Andrews AFB. Maryland 
.................. Arnold A h .  Tennessee 

............... Barksdale AFB. Louisiana 
.................. Beale AFB. California 

Brooks AFB. Texas.. .................... 
Cape Canaveral AFS. Florida ............ 
Cape Lisburne RRS. Alaska .............. 
Charleston AFB. South Carolina ......... 
Classified Bases. Inside the U.S ....... 
Classified Bases. Outside the U.9 ...... .............. Columbus AFB. Mississippi 

Davis-Monthan AFB. Arizona ............. 
Dover AFB. Delaware .................... 
Dyess AFB. Texas ....................... 
Edwards AFB. California ................ 
Eglin AFB. Florida ..................... 
Eielson AFB. Alaska .................... 
Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota ............ 
Elxnendorf AFB. Alaska .................. 

PAGE NO . INSTALLATION 

.............. Holloman AFB. New Mexico 

Keesler AFB. Mississippi .............. 
Kelly AFB. Texas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Kirtland AFB. New Mexico . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Lackland AFB. Texas ................... 
Lajes Field. Portugal ................. 
Lakenheath RAF. United Kingdom ........ 
Langley AFB. Virginia ................. 
Little Rock AFB. Arkansas ............. 
Luke AFB. Arizona ..................... 
Malmstrom AFB. Montana ................ 
Maxwell AFB. Alabama .................. 
McChord AE'B. Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
McClellan AFB. California ............. 
McConnell AFB. Kansas ................. 
McGuire AFB. New Jersey ............... 

. . . . . . . .  Minor Construction Unspecified 
Minot AFB. North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Moody AFB. Georgia .................... 
Mountain Home AFB. Idaho .............. 
Nellis AE'B. Nevada .................... 

PAGE NO . 

F.E. Warren AFB. Wyoming ............... 23 
Fairchild AFB. Washington .............. 14. 16 Offutt AFB. Nebraska .................. 10 

General Reduction 18 Peterson AFB, Colorado ................ 23 ...................... 
Gunter Annex. Alabama ................... 19 Planning and Design ................... 24 
Grand Forks AEB. North Dakota .......... 14 Pope AFB, North Carolina .............. 10 



INSTALLATION 

INDEX OF BASES IN HOST COMMAND LIST 

PROJECTS WERE SWMITTED FOR 
APPROPRIATION OR AUTHORIZATION AT TAESE BASES 

PAGE NO . 
.................... Robins AFB. Georgia 11. 20 

Scott A m .  Illinois .................... 15 
Sheppard AFB. Texas .................... 17 
Spangdahlem AB. Germany . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12 

Thule AB. Greenland .................... 23 
Tinker AFB. Oklahoma ................... 21 
Travis AFB. California ................. 15 

United States A.F. Academy. Colorado ... 12 

Vance AFB. Oklahoma .................... 17 
Vandenberg AFB. California ............. 23 

Whiteman AFB. Miasouri ................. 11 
Wright-Patterson AFB. Ohio ............. 13. 21 



REQUESTING COMMAND 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

E'Y 1995 

AIR COMBAT COMMAND 

AIR EDUCATION & TRAINING COMMAND 

AIR INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

AIR FORCE MATERIEL COMMAND 

AIR FORCE SPACE COMMAND 

AIR MOBILITY COMMAND 

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 

PLANNING AND DESIGN 

MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

GENERAL REDUCTION 

AUTHORIZATION 
AMOUNT 
($000) 

APPROPRIATION 
CLEARANCE 
($000) 

TOTALS 

PAGE 
NO. - 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 14 September 1994 

HST REQ - 
BASE - MAJCOM 
ST - PROJ NO: 
PBD - CATCODE - GP 

AUTH HASC 
REQ MARK 

AUTH 
WiE 

APPR 
m HAC 

MARK 
SAC APPR 

&!!3!s CoNF 

BARKSDAL ACC ACC 
LA AWUB962600 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
FACILITIES 

BARKSDAL ACC ACC 
LA AWUB966110 
301 100-000 2.76.96 1 

REPLACE APRONIHYDRANT FUEL 0 0 
SYSTEM, PHASE Ill 

BARKSDAL ACC ACC 
LA AWUB966203 
304 422-263 2.76.96 D 

MUNITIONS STORAGE FACILITY, 0 0 
PHASE l 

BASE TOTAL; rn i.aoo 

BEALE ACC ACC 
C A BAEY992600 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W 

BEALE ACC ACC 
C A BAEY971004 
301 100-000 2.76.96 D 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
FACILITIES 

CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 0 10,400 

BASE TOTAL; 1.4co 11.850 

CLASSlFl LEE ACC 
0s HTAC943046 
304 462-262 2.80.31 B 

CLASSlFl LEE ACC 
0s HTAC943046 
304 442-616 2.80.31 B 

CLASSlFl LEE ACC 
0s HTAC943048 
302 217-742 2.80.31 B 

WAR READINESS MATERIEL OPEN 660 660 
STORAGE FACILITY 

WAR READINESS MATERIEL MEDICAL 2,100 2,100 
STORAGE FACILITY 

WAR READINESS MATERIEL 1,300 1,300 
MAINTENANCEIMANAGEMENT FAC 

BASE TOTAL; @g m 

DAVIS-MO ACC ACC 
AZ FBNV913008 
304 442-768 2.76.96C D 

CONSOLIDATED PARTS STORE 0 1,400 

BASE TOTAL; Q l&Q 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 

6 September 1994 SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

U C I  DEn 
l lVl I \LI IL  

ST PROJ NO; 
MAJCOM 

CATCODE a? In!& 

OYESS ACC ACC 
TX FNWZ963004 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORIES 
307 721312 2.76.96C Q 

BASE TOTAL; 

ELLSWORT ACC ACC 
SD FXBM890023 CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER, 
301 14 1-46 1 1.1836 D PHASE I1 

ELLSWORT ACC ACC 
SD FXBM992600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
3 10 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

HOLLOMAN ACC ACC 
NM KWRD943007 DORMITORY 
307 721-312 2.76.96C Q 

HOLLOMAN ACC ACC 
NM KWRD983117 F-117A HANGAR 
302 211-177 2.76.96C R 

BASE TOTAL 

LAJES ACC ACC 
PO MQNA963003 REFUSE INCINERATOR 
310 833-000 4.18.66 E 

6ASE TOTAL; 

LANGLEY ACC ACC 
VA MUHJ903013 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS 
308 740-884 2.76.96C Q 

AUTH MASC SASC AUT:: me ADDO I .. cc~c SAC APPR 
&Q MARK M A R K =  iEQ M A R K M A R K -  



6 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

BASE - 
ST - PROJ NO: 

W J C W  

PBD - CATCODE & - GP 

LITTLE R ACC ACC 
AR NKAK963008 
307 721312 4.18.96 D 

MlNOT 
ND 
30 1 

MlNOT 
ND 
310 

MlNOT 
ND 
310 

MlNOT 
ND 
310 

MOODY 
G A 
307 

MOODY 
G A 
301 

MOODY 
G A 
304 

MOODY 
G A 
304 

ACC ACC 
QJVF963006 
113321 2.76.96 1 

ACC ACC 
QJVF932600A 
411-134 2.74.66C U 

ACC ACC 
QJVF932601 
411-136 2.74.66C U 

ACC ACC 
QJVF992600 
871-183 2.74.66C W 

ACC ACC 
HACC963033 
721312 4 . 1 1 6  Q 

ACC ACC 
HACC963034 
113321 4.11.16 B 

ACC ACC 
HTAC943041 
442-768 2.76.96C A 

ACC ACC 
HTAC943043 
442-768 2.76.96C B 

MT HOME ACC ACC 
ID QYZH963013 
301 113321 2.72.22 B 

DORMITORY 

BASE TOTAL; 

UPGRADE PARKING APRON 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 
MISSILE FACILITIES 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
FACILITIES 

BASE TOTAL; 

DORMITORY 

UPGRADE AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS 

SUPPLYMRSK WAREHOUSE 

MISSION EQUIPMENT STORAGE 
FACILITY 

BASE TOTAL: 

UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 

AUTH HASC 
REQ MARK 

S ASC 
MARK 

4,800 

4.800 

4,600 

2,960 

1,400 

1,600 

l.mu 

3,800 

8,000 

1,600 

800 

&Q@ 

11,000 

APPR 

0 

Q 

0 

2,960 

1,400 

1,600 

8.860 

3,800 

8,000 

0 

0 

11.800 

0 

HAC 
MARK 

0 

Q 

4,600 

2,960 

1,400 

1.600 

l Q a 2  

3,800 

8,000 

1,600 

0 

&g 

0 

SAC 
MARK 

4,800 

1).800 

0 

2,960 

1,400 

1,600 

3,800 

8,000 

1,600 

900 

14.300 

11,000 

APPR 
CONF - 

4,800 

4.800 

0 

2,960 

1,400 

1,600 

5.8LO 

3,800 

8,000 

1,600 

0 

13.400 

11,000 
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FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WIBASE TOTALS 6 September 1994 

BASE - 
ST PROJ NO: 

W J c B  

PBD - CATCODC GP 

AUTH HASC 
.ma MARK 

S ASC 
MARK 

AUTH APPR HAC 
CoNF rn MARK 

SAC APPR 
MARK 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
G A UHHZ963016 
307 721312 6.47.70 A 

JSTARS DORMITORIES 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
G A UHHZ963017 
306 610-286 6.47.70 A 

JSTARS ADD TO INTEGRATED 
SUPPORT FACILITY 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
G A UHHZ963030 
308 723-388 6.47.70 A 

JSTARS EXPANDED FLIGHT KITCHEN 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
G A UHHZ953031 
309 850-000 6.47.70 A 

JSTARS UTlLlTlESlMlSCELLANEOUS 
SUPPORT 

BASE TOTAL; 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO YWHG939282 
302 211-173 1.11.27 A 

8-2 AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
DOCKSIHYDRANT FUELING SYSTEM 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO YWHG959203 
309 880400 1.11.27 A 

8-2 ADD TO AND ALTER DOCK AND 
HANGAR FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO YWHG969206 
301 113321 1.11.27 A 

B-2 ADD TO AND ALTER AIRCRAFT 
APRON, TAXIWAY & CONVOY ROADS 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO YWHG972600 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
FACILITIES 

BASE TOTAL; 

ACC TOTAL; 



6 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

USAF ACA AFA AFA 
CO XQPZ964003 ADD TO AND ALTER PREP SCHOOL 
307 724433 8.47.21 Q DORMITORIES 

LAKENHEA AFE AFE 
UK MSET879006 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

' 310 871-183 2.74.6611 W 

LAKENHEA AFE AFE 
UK MSET823OOO ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 
307 721412 2.75.96U Q 

LAKENHEA AFE AFE 
UK MSETB30104 F-16E ADD TO MUNITIONS 
302 216442 2.76.96U A MAINTENANCE FACILITY 

RAMSTEIN AFE AFE 
GE TYFR879008 HAZARDOUS MATERIAL STORAGE 
310 442-267 2.74.66U 0 FACILITY 

RAMSTEIN AFE AFE 
GE TY FR943044 UPGRADE SEWAGE AND STORM WATER 
310 831.166 2.74.66U W COLLECTION SYSTEMS 

SPANGDAH AFE AFE 
VYHKBOSOM UPGRADE SEWAGE AND STORM WATER 

OE 310 831-166 2.74.66U W COLLECTION SYSTEMS 

AUTH m 

0 

Q 

Q 

2,660 

3,700 

860 

LIB 

1,160 

11,200 

l2.W 

7,200 

uac 
MARK 

0 

Q 

Q 

2,650 

3,700 

860 

tila 

1.160 

11,200 

&?au 

7,200 

SAC 
MARK 

3.600 

3.600 

3.600 

2,660 

3,700 

860 

m 

1,160 

11,200 

xm2.J 

7.200 

APPR 
SWE 

0 

0 

9 

2,660 

3,700 

860 

Ua 

1,160 

11,200 

12.360 

7.200 



6 September 1994 

BASE 
R JNO 
b* 

E D  - 4 n IIIU 

FY 86 COIJORESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WIBASE TOTALS 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR m MARK ~~ BE!2 M A R K M c a N F  

SPANGDAH AFE AFE 
GE VYHK930709 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 
308 740-884 2.76.96U Q 

BASE TOTAL; & y a ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

PFE TOTAI; &&Q 28.911 8 . 9 2  28,923 2).923 

WRIGHT P MTC AIA 
OH ZHTV963306 SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
301 141464 3.68.96 A INTELLIGENCE FACILITY 

ANDREWS AMC AMC 
M D AJXF963007 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.18.96 Q 

pIA TOTAL; 

ANDREWS AMC AMC 
MD AJXF963020 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
308 740-884 4.18.96 Q 

BASE TOTAb; 

CHARLEST AMC AMC 
SC DKFX963008 UPGRADE HAZARDOUS WASTE 
310 442-267 4.18.66 E STORAGE FACILITY 

CHARLEST AMC AMC 
SC DKFX963014 ALTER DORMITORIES 
307 721316 4.18.96 Q 

BASE TOTAL; 

DOVER AMC AMC 
DE FJXT943004 PASSENGER PROCESSING TERMINAL 
301 141-784 4.18.06 D 



6 September 1994 

DOVER AMC AMC 
DE FJXT963001 
307 721312 4.18.96 Q 

FAlRCHlL 
W A 
304 

FAlRCHlL 
WA 
301 

FAlRCHlL 
WA 
30 1 

FAlRCHlL 
WA 
310 

AMC AMC 
GJKZ920016 
42367  2.76.96C 0 

AMC AMC 
GJKZ968100 
171-212 4.18.07 H 

AMC AMC 
GJKZ963600 
141-763 4.12.18 6 

AMC AMC 

GRAND FO AMC AMC 
ND JFSD932600 
310 411-134 2.7416C U 

MCCHORD AMC AMC 
WA PQWY939999 
301 149862 3.61.14 D 

MCCHORD AMC AMC 
WA PQWY963011 
306 610000 4.18.06 R 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

AUTH HASC 
EQ MARK 

DORMITORY 4,600 4,600 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL STORAGE 
FACILITY 

ADD TO AND ALTER FLIGHT 
SIMULATOR FACILITY 

KC-136 SQUADRON OPERATIONS/ 0 6,300 
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE UNIT FAC 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 2,460 2,460 
FACILITIES 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 6,200 6,200 
MISSILE FACILITIES 

BASE TOTAL; m &la! 

CONTROL TOWER 0 2,700 

ADD TO AND ALTER CONSOLIDATED 0 7,700 
SUPPORT CENTER 

Q lQ&?!l 

S ASC 
bwx 

4,600 

l!lm 

1,400 

0 

0 

2,460 

L m  

6,200 

&.?a 

0 

0 

0 - 

AUTH 
!xM 

4,600 

l!lm 

1,400 

4,000 

8,300 

2,460 

ALlM 

6,200 

!la! 

2,700 

7,700 

w 

APPR 
RE9 

4,600 

M22 

1,400 

0 

0 

2,460 

;Ikep 

6,200 

!im 

0 

0 

Q 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 

6 September 1994 SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

HST E 
BASE 
ST PROJ N O  

MA~c%f' 

pJ -cmmE a? I m S  

AUTH HASC 
E a  MARK 

SASC 
MmU 

AUTH 
a!!% 

APPR HAC 
REQ M 

SAC APPR 
MARK m F  

MCCONNEL AMC AMC 
KS PRQE962600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

BASE TOTAL; hM M!l 

MCGUlRE AMC AMC 
N J PTFL923001 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.18.96 Q 

MCGUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL943002 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 4.1816 W FACILITIES 

MCGUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL943003 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM 4,800 4,800 
310 832-266 4.18.66 W 

MCGUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL943191 DORMITORY 1,600 1,600 
307 721312 4.12.19 0 

SCOTT AMC AMC 
IL VDYD963061 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 2,700 2,700 
310 411-136 4.18.66 U 

BASE TOT% ZLPP ZLPP 

. TRAVIS AMC AMC 
C A XDAT963303Rl DORMITORY 
307 721-312 4.12.19 0 

TRAVIS AMC AMC 
C A XDAT963021 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.18.96 Q 



6 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND W/BASE TOTALS 

HST REQ 
BeSE &aJ!zK 

TRAVIS AMC AMC 
C A XDAT973600 
310 179611 4.18.66 T 

ALTUS ATC ATC 
OK AOGN963036 
307 721-312 4.18.96 C 

A"T" "asC 
REQ MARK 

FIRE TRAININ0 FACILITY 1,300 1,300 

ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 3.760 3,760 

COLUMBUS ATC ATC 

COLUMBUS ATC ATC 
MS EEPZ963001 
307 721312 8.67.96 Q 

FAlRCHlL AMC ATC 
WA GJKZ920011 
306 610-243 8.67.86 R 

KEESLER ATC ATC 
MS MAHG963008 
309 880332 8.67.96 B 

KEESLER ATC ATC 
MS MAHG96302OA 
307 721-316 8.67.86 J 

T-1 ADD TO AND ALTER 0 0 
MAINTENANCE SUPPORT FAClLlTlES 

DORMITORY 0 10,000 

SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT 0 0 
FACILITY 

BAS'= TOT& Q Q 

UPGRADE FlRE SUPPRESSION 
SYSTEM 

7-LEVEL TRAINING DORMITORY 8,800 8,800 

HAC 
MARK 

1,300 

13.000 

&m 

3,760 

jZLee 

0 

10,400 

10.400 

0 

9 

640 

8,800 

SAC 
MARK 

1,300 

3.600 

60.960 

3,760 

LW! 

3,200 

0 

3.m 

6,000 

w 

640 

8,800 



HST RE 

ST - PROJ NO; 
m~cd 

PBD - C A T C o D E p g  EH U a E  

FY 06 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

AUTH HASC 
Bm MARK 

KEESLER ATC ATC 
MS MANG963021 7lEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 1,800 1,800 
301 171-621 8.67.96 J 

BASE TOTAL; lL&fQ IIdktQ 

LACKLAND AT(= ATC 
TX MPLS933064 ALTER RECRUIT DORMITORY 3,400 3,400 
307 721312 8.67.96 0 

LACKLAND ATC ATC 
TX MPLS963227 ?-LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 1,800 1,800 
301 171-621 8.67.96 J 

BASE TOTAL; &all 

LUKE ATC ATC 
AZ NUEX933016 STUDENT PILOT QUARTERS 
307 724-417 2.76.97 B 

BASE TOTAC; Q a 

MAXWELL ATC ATC 
AL PNQS943079 STUDENT DORMIT ORlES 0,600 9.600 
307 724417 8.57.96 Q 

SASC 
MMK 

1,800 

u.24 

3,400 

1,800 

m 

4,000 

!I.@@ 

0,600 

AUTH 
m!E 

1,800 

Ilm 

3,400 

1,800 

4,900 

Lsqq 

9,600 

APPR ma 

1,800 

IIa! 

3,400 

1,800 

daeP 

0 

Q 

9,600 

HAC 
Mem 

1,800 

IL2f.Q 

3,400 

1,800 

4.m 

0 

Q 

9,600 

SAC 
MAW 

1,800 

11.240 

3,400 

1,800 

a ! N  

4,900 

9,600 

APPR 
CONF 

1,800 

U244 

3,400 

1,800 

B'm 

4,900 

J.gOO 

9.600 

SHEPPARD ATC ATC 
TX VNVP943006 7IEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 
301 171-621 8.67.96 J 

BASE TOTAb; ; ; 1 3 P P 3 3 P P 3 3 e Q 3 3 P P 3 3 P P ~ ~ ~  

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK XTLF983302 UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 0 6,600 6,600 6,600 0 6,600 6,600 6,600 
301 113321 8.67.06 1 

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK XTLF933301 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 
310 179411 817.66 T 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 6 September 1994 

AUTH HASC 
m MARK 

SASC AUfi i  
M W i E  

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK XTLF943303 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM 1,100 1.100 
310 832-266 8.67.66 W 

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK XTLF963304 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 1,800 1,800 
310 871-183 84746 W 

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK XTLF963302 
307 721312 8.67.96 Q 

ALTER DORMITORIES 

E TOTAL; 

BTC TOT% 

CLASSlFl LEE LEE 
ZI PAYZ964443 
301 100400 2.72.48 A 

SPECIAL TACTICAL UNIT 
DETACHMENT FAClLTlY 

TOTAL; 

VARIOUS LEE LEE 
VL GENREDWAPPR 
301 100400 8.90.90 Z 

GENERAL REDUCTION 

ARNOLD MTC MTC 
TN ANZY963003 HAZARDOUS WASTElMATERlAL 1,900 1,900 
310 422.267 780.66 E STORAGE FACILITY 



6 September 1994 

BASE - 
PROJ NOa 

W J C W  

G!? m 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WmASE TOTALS 

BROOKS MTC MTC 
TX CNBC923006 DIRECTED ENERGY LABORATORY 
303 310-924 6.22.02 A 

AUTH HASC m MARK 

BASE TOTAk 4 !?&I4 

EDWARDS MTC MTC 
C A FSPM903018 RENOVATE AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 0 7,800 
302 211-162 7.28.06 R FACILITY 

EDWARDS MTC MTC 
C A FSPM923622 F-22 ALTER ENGINEERING TEST 4,660 4.660 
302 311-116 6.42.39 A FACILITY 

EDWARDS MTC MTC 
C A FSPM9637OO UPGRADE HYDRANT FUELING SYSTEM 2,600 2,600 
310 121-122 7.80.66 Y 

EGLlN MTC MTC 
FL FTFA933027 RENOVATE CLIMATIC TEST CHAMBER 20,000 20,000 
303 310-926 647.66 R PHASE Ill 

BASE TOTAL; 20.000 

GUNTER ATC MTC 
AL JUBJ969999 UPGRADE COMPUTER SYSTEMS 
308 610-711 9.12.12M R FACILITY (BLOCK HOUSE) 

KELLY 
TX 
310 

KELLY 
TX 
307 

KELLY 
TX 
310 

MTC MTC 
MBPB933060 UPGRADE HYDRANT FUELING 3,700 3,700 
121-122 7.80.66 Y SYSTEMS 

MTC MTC 
MBPB943411 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 2,260 2,260 
721312 7.28.96 Q 

MTC MTC 
MBPB963806 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER LINES 3,000 3,000 
832-266 7.80.66 W 

SASC 
Jlw3K 

0 

P 

0 

4,660 

2,600 

Le4P 

20,000 

20.000 

0 

Q 

3,700 

2,260 

3,000 

AUTH 
GQM 

6,600 

8.100 

0 

4,660 

2,600 

T.ObO 

20,000 

?O.OOQ 

0 

Q 

3,700 

2,260 

3,000 

APPR m 

0 

Q 

0 

4,660 

2,600 

LP4P 

20,000 

w!N! 

0 

Q 

3,700 

2,260 

3,000 

HAC M.ms 

6,600 

B.aoa 

7,800 

4,660 

2,600 

I W Q  

20,000 

2Q.w 

3,600 

3,700 

2,260 

3,000 

SAC 
MAE% 

0 

Q 

0 

4,660 

2,600 

tP4P 

20,000 

z!wQ 

0 

Q 

3,700 

2,260 

3,000 

APPR 
GQE 

6,600 

M!a 

0 

4,660 

2,600 

z'!m 

20,000 

20.000 

0 

Q 

3,700 

2,260 

3,000 



FY 86 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 6 September 1884 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAG SAC APPR 
Ba MARK ~~ BEP  MARK^ 

KELLY MTC MTC 
TX MBPBS63601 
302 211-116 7.28.86 R 

RENOVATE DEPOT MAINTENANCE 
HANGAR 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV863018 
309 812-224 7.28.86 1 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV843010 
308 740-884 7.28.06 Q 

UPGRADE ELECTRICAL 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM, PHASE I 

CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV863000 
308 842.246 7.28.86 1 

ADD TO AND ALTER BASE WATER 
SYSTEM 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV863020 
310 411-136 ?,80.66 U 

UNDERGROUND FUEL ST ORAGE TANKS 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV963002 
306 610-248 7.28.06 R 

ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITIES 

MCCLELLA MTC MTC 
CA PRJY813028 
308 812-226 7.28.86 1 

UPGRADE ELECTRIC SERVICE TO 
INDUSTRIAL AREA 

MCCLELLA MTC MTC 
C A PRJY843016 
302 217-736 7.28.86 D 

NEAR FIELD TEST RANGE 

TOTAL; 

ROBINS MTC MTC 
G A UHHZ870016 
306 610476 7.28.@6 R 

ALTER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT 
CENTER 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 6 September 1994 

BASE 
ST ROJ NO 
WD - - OP I I u  

AUTH HASC 
Bm MARK 

SAC APPR 
MARK !x.?E 

SASC 
MARK 

AUTH 
!xaE 

APPR 
BS19 

HAC 
w 

ROBINS MTC MTC 
G A UHHZ963006 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 2,200 2,200 
310 871-183 7.80.66 W 

BASE TOTAL; &m d999 

TINKER MTC MTC 
OK WWYK933022 ADD TO AND ALTER ALTERNATE 0 10,800 
301 111-111 7.28.96 1 RUNWAY 

TINKER MTC MTC 
OK WWYK943020 ALTER VENTILATION SYSTEM, 8,400 8,400 
302 211-169 7.80.66 E CORROSION CONTROL FAC (DBOF) 

TINKER MTC MTC 
OK WWYK953066 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 1,243 1,243 
310 871-183 7.80.66 W 

BASE T OTAC; l!&Q 2Q.W 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH FY96SASCAOM WATER TREATMENT PLANT 
310 831-168 7.28.96 W 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH ZHW863243 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3,360 3,360 
310 871-183 7.80.66 W 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH ZHW973204 UPGRADE ELECTRIC DISTRIBUTION 0 0 
309 813-231 7.28.06 1 SYSTEM 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH ZHTV973301 ADD TO ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT 0 0 
303 311-173 7.28.06 R COMPLEX 

BASE T OTAC; ?aQ &?.!B 



6 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WIBASE TOTALS 

CAPE LIS PAF PAF 
AK DBQT963006 
310 411-134 2.74.66P U 

AUTH HASC 
m MARK 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 2,800 2,800 

EIELSON PAF PAF 

ELMENWR PAF PAF 
AK FXSB963023 
301 113321 2.76.96 1 

ELMENWR PAF PAF 
AK FXSB963024 
308 390900 2.76.98 ! 

CAPE CAN SPC SPC 
FL DBEH963002 
310 211-168 3.68.66 E 

CAPE CAN SPC SPC 
FL OBEH853004 
306 610811 3.69.86 0 

CAPE CAN SPC SPC 
FL OBEHg63002 
309 812.224 341.82 1 

CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS 
MAINTENANCE SHOP 

BASE TOT& 

JOINT MOBILITY RAMP 0 0 

COMMUNITY CENTER UTILIT IES 0 0 

CORROSION CONTROL FACILITY 1,700 1,700 

DELTA LAUNCH OPERATIONS 
FACILITY 

SLFl - UPGRADE ELECTRICAL 1,760 1,760 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

BASE TOT* &?.& lQa 

S ASC 
fdiw 

2,800 

2.800 

3,300 

2GW 

4,000 

1,000 

m 
w 

1,700 

7,000 

1,760 

%!&!I 

AUTH 
WdE 

2,800 

2.m 

0 

Q 

4,000 

1,000 

PSPP 

1,700 

7,000 

1,760 

lua 

APPR m 

2,800 

w 

0 

Q 

0 

0 

Q 

2.800 

1,700 

7,000 

1,760 

M 

HAC 
M 

2,800 

iuu 

0 

P 

0 

0 

Q 

w 

1,700 

7,000 

1,760 

SAC 
MARK 

2,800 

2.800 

3,300 

LW! 

4,000 

1,000 

u92 
aB!2 

1,700 

7,000 

1,760 

10.450 

APPR 
CONF - 

2,800 

2.800 

0 

Q 

4,000 

1,000 

m 
L w  

1,700 

7,000 

1,760 

10.460 



FY 86 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 

6 September 1994 SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WBASE TOTALS 

F E WARR SPC SPC 
WY GHLN932600 
310 411-134 3.68.66 U 

MALMSTRO SPG SPC 
MT NZAS932601 
310 411-136 4.18.66 U 

MALMSTRO SPC SPC 
MT NZAS962600 
310 411-136 4.18.66 U 

PETERSON SPC SPC 
CO TOKA933010 
310 411-136 3.68.66 U 

THULE SPC SPC 
GL WWCX963003 
310 179411 3.68.66 T 

VANDENBE SPC SPC 
C A XUMU860038 
3 10 179411 3.68.66 T 

VANDENBE SPC SPC 
C A XUMU960004 
309 824464 3.61.81 1 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 
MISSILE FACILITIES 

BASF TOT& 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 
MINUTEMAN Ill FACILITIES 

BASE TOTAI; 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 

BASE TOTAC; 

FlRE TRAINING FACILITY 

BASE TOTAC; 

FlRE TRAINING FACILITY 

SLFl - UPGRADE NATURAL GAS 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
IKB MARK M e B K  ma ~~~ 

BASE TOTAl ~ ~ & & @ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

SPC TOTAC; m a l . a s o m x l m s l . o s o w m s i . o a o  



6 September 1994 

FY 86 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQUIRING COMMAND WlBASE TOTALS 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR nAC SAC APPR m MARK rYlef3KQaE m M A R K M A R K C O N F  

VARIOUS LEE SPT 
VL PAYZ924016C UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 
316 010-211 9.12.11M M 

VARIOUS LEE SPT 
VL PAYZ963014 PLANNING AND DESIGN 49,386 49,386 49,386 49,386 48,386 66,900 63,886 49,388 
3 14 010-211 8.12.11D N 





FY 95 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

AUTHORIZATION 

INSIDE 

OUTSIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

GENERAL REDUCTION 

TOTAL : 

APPROPRIATION 

INSIDE 

OUTSIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

GENERAL REDUCTION 

TOTAL : 

~nside/~utside the United States 
($000) 

Request SASC HASC 

Request SAC HAC 

262,654 426,704 413,804 

38,273 38,273 38,273 

CONF 

458,154 

38,273 

56,386 

-23,500 

CONF 

462,154 

38,273 

56,386 

-40,000 



FY 06 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S./STATEICOUNTRYIBASE 14 September 1994 

BASE !!&!H & P a 
Ee JDu 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
R E a M A R K  I ! ! W K ~  rn M a E K ~ ~  

CAPE LIS PAF PAF 
AK DBQT963006 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 
310 411-134 2.74.66P U 

BASE TOTAL; ~ 2 . 8 0 0 ~ ~ ~ 2 8 e P ~ ~  

EIELSON PAF PAF 
AK FTQW933012 CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS 
302 216-642 2.80.30 R MAINTENANCE SHOP 

ELMENDOR PAF PAF 
AK FXSB963023 JOINT MOBILITY RAMP 
301 113-321 2.76.96 I 

ELMENDOR PAF PAF 
AK FXSB963024 COMMUNITY CENTER UTILITIES 
309 890-000 2.76.96 1 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 

GUNTER ATC MTC 
AL JUBJ969999 UPGRADE COMPUTER SYSTEMS 
306 610-711 0.12.12M R FACiiiTY (BLOCK HOUSE) 

E TOTAL: 

MAXWELL ATC ATC 
AL PNQS943070 STUDENT DORMITORIES 
307 724417 8.67.96 Q 

BASE TOTAL; 

STATEICOUNTRY TOT& 



14 September 1994 

LITTLE R ACC ACC 
AR NKAK963008 DORMITORY 
307 721-312 4.18.96 D 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY lNSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S.ISTATEICOUNTRYIBASE 

BASE TOTAL; 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 

DAVIS-MO ACC ACC 
AZ FBNV913008 CONSOLIDATED PARTS STORE 
304 442-768 2.76.96C D 

BASE TOTAL 

LUKE ATC ATC 
A?! NUEX933016 STUDENT PILOT QUARTERS 
307 724417 2.76.97 B 

DTEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 

BE ALE ACC ACC 
C A BAEY9B2600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

BEALE ACC ACC 
C A BAEY971004 CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 
301 100-000 2.76.96 D 

BASE TOTAC; 

EDWARDS MTC MTC 
C A FSPM903018 RENOVATE AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
302 211-162 7.28.06 R FACILITY 

EDWARDS MTC MTC 
C A FSPM923622 F-22 ALTER ENOlNEERlNO TEST 
302 311-116 6.42.39 A FACILITY 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
I K B M A R K  M B B I ( w ! E  REQ 



14 September 1994 

FY B6 CONORESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY HUSIDEIOUTSIDE THE U.SJSTATEICWNTRYIBASE 

EDWARDS MTC MTC 
C A FSPM963700 UPGRADE HYDRANT FUELING SYSTEM 
310 121-122 7.80.66 Y 

BASE TOTAC; 

MCCLELLA MTC MTC 
C A PRJY913029 UPGRADE ELECTRIC SERVICE TO 
309 812-226 7.28.06 1 INDUSTRIAL AREA 

MCCLELLA MTC MTC 
C A PRJY943016 NEAR FIELD TEST RANGE 
302 217-736 7.28.06 D 

TRAVIS AMC AMC 
C A XDATO63303Rl DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.12.18 B 

TRAVIS AMC AMC 
C A XDAT963021 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.18.96 Q 

TRAVIS AMC AMC 
C A XDAT973600 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 
310 179611 4.18.66 T 

BASE TOTAL; 

VANDENBE SPC SPC 
C A XUMU860038 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 
310 179411 3.68.66 T 

VANDENBE SPC SPC 
C A XUMU960004 SLFI -UPGRADE NATURAL GAS 
309 824464 3.61.81 1 DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

BASE TOTAL 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 

AUTH 
REQ 

2,600 

Lehe 

0 

0 

P 

2,300 

0 

1,300 

1,660 

6,000 

dSPP 

j,g&Q 

HASC 
mf3!s 

2,600 

1W19P 

1,660 

8,600 

a!m 

2,300 

0,000 

1.300 

lZBeP 

1,660 

6,000 

SmQ 
6R00 

SASC 
MLW 

2,600 

1.060 

0 

0 

P 

2,300 

0 

1,300 

3.600 

1,660 

6,000 

69P9 

lua 

AUTH 
GWE 

2,600 

m 

0 

8,600 

&P9P 

2,300 

0 

1,300 

ui@ 

1,660 

6,000 

m 
%34!4 

APPR 
EKB 

2,600 

7.060 

0 

0 

Q 

2,300 

0 

1,300 

UQQ 

1,660 

6,000 

89eQ 

l&a!2 

HAC 
Jum 

2,600 

14.860 

1,660 

8,600 

2,300 

@,do0 

1,300 

llZMP 

1,660 

6,000 

69he 

w 

SAC APPR 
MAW SQNE 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 

14 September 1994 SORTED-BY ~NSIDE/OUTSIDE THE U.SJSTATEICOUNTRYIBASE 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
WMARK KA!3KGS?M rn m 5 E M A R K C O N F  

PETERSON SPC SPC 
CO TDKA933010 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 
3 10 411-136 3.68.66 U 

BASE TOTAL: l J a o l J P P B i . r s o 1 . T s o m 1 . T e o  

USAF ACA AFA AFA 
CO XQPZ964003 ADD TO AND ALTER PREP SCHOOL 0 0 3,600 0 0 0 3,600 0 
307 724433 8.47.21 Q DORMITORIES 

STATFICOUNTRY TOTAL', ~~~~~~~ 
DOVER AMC AMC 
DE FJXT943004 PASSENGER PROCESSING TERMINAL 0 6,800 6,900 6,900 0 6,900 6,900 6,900 
301 141-784 4.18.96 D 

DOVER AMC AMC 
DE FJXT963001 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.18.86 Q 

BASE TOT% ~ ~ ~ ~ 4 . g 0 0 ~ 5 . 9 0 0 1 0 . 6 0 9  

$TATElCOUNTRY TOTAL; f0.600 J.soo 6.900 1o.500 

CAPE CAN SPC SPC 
FL DBEH963002 CORROSION CONTROL FACILITY 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 
310 211-169 3.68.66 E 

CAPE CAN SPC SPC 
FL DBEH963004 DELTA LAUNCH OPERATIONS 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 
306 610-811 3.69.96 0 FACILITY 

CAPE CAN SPC SPC 
FL DBEH963002 SLFl -UPGRADE ELECTRICAL 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 1,760 
309 812-224 311.82 1 DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 



FY 06 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY lNSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S./STATEICOUNTRYIBASE 14 September 1994 

BASE a PROJ NO: 
E J C W  

.w! CATCODE lm& 
AUTH HASC SASC 
E K B M A R K W  

AUTH 
GQCE 

APPR m HAC 
&!Am 

SAC 
r!u!% 

EGLlN MTC MTC 
FL FTFA933027 RENOVATE CLIMATIC TEST CHAMBER 20,000 20,000 20,000 
303 310926 6.47.66 R PHASE Ill 

BASE TOTAL; 2 o . a 6 o & Q @ & Q Q l  

$TATEICOUNTRY TOTAL: i ! ! U . m ~ ~  

MOODY ACC ACC 
G A HACC963033 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.11.16 Q 

MOODY 
G A 
301 

ACC ACC 
HACC963034 UPGRADE AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS 8,000 8,000 8,000 
113321 4.116 B 

ACC ACC 
HTAC943041 SUPPLYIWRSK WAREHOUSE 
442-758 2.75.96C A 

MOODY 
G A 
304 

MOODY 
' GA 
304 

ACC ACC 
HTAC943043 MISSION EQUIPMENT STORAGE 
442-768 2.76.96C B FACILITY 

0 0 BOO 

BASE TOTAL; 1 1 . 8 0 Q - & Q Q g  

ROBINS MTC MTC 
G A UHHZ870016 ALTER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT 0 4,700 4,700 
306 610-676 7.28.96 R CENTER 

ROBINS MTC MTC 
G A UHHZ963006 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 2,200 2,200 2,200 
310 871-183 7.80.66 W 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
G A UHHZ963016 JSTARS DORMITORIES 
307 721312 6.47.70 A 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
UHHZ963017 JSTARS ADD TO INTEGRATED 3,100 3,100 3,100 
610-286 6.47.70 A SUPPORT FAClLiTY 306 

ROBINS MTC ACC 
G A UHHZ963030 JSTARS EXPANDED FLIGHT KITCHEN 1,860 1,860 1,860 
308 723388 6.47.70 A 





FY 86 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S./STATEICOWTftY/BASE 14 September 1994 

AUTH HASC SASC 
B E g M A R K M a 5 u  

APPR 
GQM 

AUTH 
sQN€ 

APPR 
R€Q 

HAC 
w 

SAC 
Meas 

BARKSDAL ACC ACC 
LA AWUB966110 REPLACE APRONIHYDRANT FUEL 
301 100-000 2.76.96 1 SYSTEM, PHASE Ill 

BARKSDAL ACC ACC 
LA AWUB966203 MUNITIONS STORAGE FACILITY, 
304 422-253 2.76.96 D PHASE I 

BASE TOTAL; j & @ m m  

STATEICOUNTRY TOT AC; ~~~ 
ANDREWS AMC AMC 
MD AJXF963007 DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.18.96 Q 

ANDREWS AMC AMC 
MD AJXF963020 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
308 740-884 4.18.96 Q 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO MHG939282 8-2 AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 16,000 16,000 16,000 
302 211-173 1.11.27 A DOCKSIHYDRANT FUELING SYSTEM 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO YWHG969203 B-2 ADD TO AND ALTER DOCK AND 3,400 3,400 3,400 
309 880-000 1.11.27 A HANGAR FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO MHG969206 B-2 ADD TO AND ALTER AIRCRAFT 4,600 '4,600 4,600 
301 113321 1.11.27 A APRON, TAXIWAY & CONVOY ROADS 

WHITEMAN ACC ACC 
MO YWHG972600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.7416C W FACILITIES 

BASF TOTAL; ~~~ 



14 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S.ISTATEICOUNTRY1BASE 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
eE9 MARK MAiwSQM Elm M A R K M A R K C O N F  

COLUMBUS ATC ATC 
MS EEPZ943000 T-1 ADD TO AND ALTER 0 0 3,400 3,200 0 0 3,200 3,200 
301 171-212 8.47.41 A MAINTENANCE SUPPORT FACILITIES 

COLUMBUS ATC ATC 
MS EEPZ963001 DORMITORY 0 10,000 0 10,000 0 10,400 0 10,000 
307 721312 8.67.96 Q 

KEESLER ATC ATC 
MS MAHG96300S UPGRADE FIRE SUPPRESSION 640 640 640 640 640 640 640 640 
309 880-232 8.67.96 B SYSTEM 

KEESLER ATC ATC 
MS MAHG963020A 7 lEVEL TRAINING DORMITORY 
307 721316 8.67.96 J 

KEESLER ATC ATC 
MS MAHG963021 7-LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 
301 17?421 8.61.08 J 

BASE TOT& W ~ ~ 1 1 . 2 4 0 ~ ~ ~ ~  

MALMSTRO SPC SPC 
MT NZAS932601 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 
310 411-136 4.18.66 U 

MALMSTRO s p c  SPC 
MT NZAS962600 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 
310 411136 4.18.66 U MINUT EMAN Ill FACILITIES 

POPE ACC ACC 
NC TMKH933624 BRIDGE, ROAD AND UTILITIES 
309 861142 411.16 B 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.SJSTATEIC0UNTRYIBASE 14 September 1994 

AUTH HASC SASC 
mMARKm 

AUTH 
GWE 

APPR 
rn 

HAC 
MLW 

SAC 
MAm 

APPR 
G Q E  

POPE ACC ACC 
NC TMKH933626 AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 
301 136-661 2.76.96C A LIGHTING 

POPE ACC ACC 
NC TMKH963011 COMBAT CONTROL TEAM FACILITY 0 2,160 0 
301 141464 2.18.96 B 

POPE ACC ACC 
NC TMKH963007 FIRE TRAlNtNG FACILITY 
310 179411 2.74.66C T 

GRAND FO AMC AMC 
ND JFSD932BOO UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 6,200 6,200 6,200 
310 411-134 2.74.66C U MISSILE FACILITIES 

BASE TOTAL & m h m & w !  

MINOT ACC ACC 
ND QJVF963006 UPGRADE PARKING APRON 0 4,600 4,600 
301 113321 2.76.96 I 

MINOT ACC ACC 
ND QJVF93260OA UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 2,860 2,860 2,960 
310 411-134 2.74.66C U MISSILE FACILlf IES 

MlNOT ACC ACC 
ND QJVF932601 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 1,400 1,400 1,400 
3 10 411-136 2.74.66C U 

MINOT ACC ACC 
ND QJVF992600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

BASE TOT% ~~~ 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 

14 September 1994 S%T=BY INS~DEIOUTSIDE THE U.S.ISTATEIC0UNTRYIBASE 

OFFUTT ACC ACC 
NE SGBP962600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
m MARK ~~ m  MARK^ 

OFFUTT ACC ACC 
NE SGBP960902 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS ?60 760 760 760 760 760 760 760 
310 411-136 2.74.66C U 

MCOUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL923OOl DORMITORY 
307 721412 4.18.96 Q 

MCGUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL943002 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 4.18.66 W FACILITIES 

MCGUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL943003 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 4.800 
310 832-266 4.18.56 W 

MCGUIRE AMC AMC 
NJ PTFL94319l DORMITORY 
307 721312 4.12.1B 8 

BASE TOTAL; ~ ~ ~ . I . r . a o o ~ ~ 1 7 . 0 0 0 1 7 . 0 0 0  

STATEKOUNTRY TOTAL; 17.000 17.000 il.ooo il.ooo Il.Oo0 il.ooo 

HOLLOMAN ACC ACC 
NM KWRD943007 DORMITORY 
307 721312 2.76.96C Q 

HOLLOMAN ACC ACC 
NM KWRD983117 F-117A HANGAR 
302 211477 2.76.96C R 



14 September 1904 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY tNSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.SJSTATEICOUNTRYIBASE 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV963018 UPGRADE ELECTRICAL 
309 812-224 7.28.06 1 DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM, PHASE I 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV843010 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
308 740-884 7.28.06 Q 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
N M MHMV963000 ADD TO AND ALTER BASE WATER 
309 842-246 7.28.06 1 SYSTEM 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV963020 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 
310 411-136 7.80.66 U 

KIRTLAND MTC MTC 
NM MHMV863002 ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITIES 
306 610-249 7.28.06 R 

NELLIS ACC ACC 
NV RKMF963006 RELOCATE WATER STORAGE 
309 841427 2.76.06 D 

NELLIS ACC ACC 
NV RKMF963008 VISITING QUARTERS 
307 721316 2.76.06C Q 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH FYO6SASCADD4 WATER TREATMENT PLANT 
310 831-168 7.28.06 W 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH ZHTV863243 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 
310 871-183 7.80.68 W 

AUTH 
5EQ 

0 

0 

0 

3,200 

0 

m 
LiPP 

0 

0 

Q 

Q 

0 

3,360 

HASC 
MeM 

0 

0 

0 

3,200 

0 

4.w 
l!Lm 

0 

0 

Q 

Q 

0 

3,360 

SASC 
Mem 

6,000 

3,600 

8,800 

3,200 

0,600 

31.660 

U S Q  

600 

B.000 

iOdbO 

lQiw 

6,900 

3,360 

AUTH 
GmE 

3,000 

3,600 

8,800 

3,200 

0,600 

au!Q 
&?la 

600 

0 

m 
a 

0 

3,360 

APPR 
rn 

0 

0 

0 

3,200 

0 

mQ 
LlhQ 

0 

0 

4 

Q 

0 

3,360 

HAC 
ldws 

0 

0 

0 

3,200 

0 

2mQ 
lLlPP 

0 

0 

Q 

Q 

0 

3,360 

SAC APPR 
MA!% ax!E 



FY 06 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S.lSTATEIC0UNTRYIBASE 14 September 1894 

AUTH HASC 
BE9 MARK 

SASC AUTH ~~ APPR SAC 
MARK 

APPR 

WRIGHT P MTC AIA 
OH ZHTV863306 SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
30 1 141464 3.68.86 A INTELLIGENCE FACILITY 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH ZHTV873204 UPGRADE ELECTRIC DISTRIBUTION 
309 813-231 7.28.06 1 SYSTEM 

WRIGHT P MTC MTC 
OH ZHTV873301 ADD TO ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT 
303 311-173 7.28.06 R COMPLEX 

ALTUS ATC ATC 
OK AGGN953035 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 
307 721-312 4.18.96 C 

TINKER MTC MTC 
WWYK833022 ADD TO AND ALTER ALTERNATE 

OK 301 111-111 7.28.86 I RUNWAY 

TINKER MTC MTC 
WWYK843020 ALTER VENTILATION SYSTEM, 

OK 211-168 7.80.66 E CORROSION CONTROL FAC (DBOF) 302 

TINKER MTC MTC 
WWYK863066 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

OK 310 871-113 7.80.56 W 

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK XTLF983302 UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 
301 113321 8.67.86 I 

VANCE ATC ATC 
OK . XTLF833301 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 
310 179411 8.676 T 



FY B6 C0NGRESSH)hlAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSIDEIOUTSIDE THE U.SJSTATEICOUMRYIBASE 14 September 1904 

AUTH HASC SASC 
B f s M A R K M B B L I  

APPR m 
HAC 
JuW 

SAC 
Me!% 

APPR 
GwE 

AUTH 
aw 

VANCE 
OK 
310 

ATC ATC 
XTLF943303 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM 1,100 1,100 1,100 
832-266 8.67.66 W 

VANCE 
OK 
310 

ATC ATC 
XTLF963304 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 1,800 1,800 1,800 
871-183 817.66 W 

ATC ATC 
XTLFB63302 ALTER DORMITORIES 
721312 8.67.96 Q 

VANCE 
OK 
307 

CHARLEST AMC AMC 
SC DKFXB63008 UPGRADE HAZARDOUS WASTE 
310 442-267 4.18.66 E STORAGE FACILITY 

CHARLEST AMC AMC 
SC DKFX963014 ALTER DORMITORIES 
307 721316 4.18.96 Q 

BASE TOTAL; ~~~ 
STAT EICOUNTRY TOT& u Q ! ? l u t # . ! a ~  

ELLSWORT ACC ACC 
SD FXBM890023 CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER, 0 4,600 4,600 
301 141-461 1.18.96 D PHASE I1 

ELLSWORT ACC ACC 
SD FXBMB92600 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

BASE TOT& l t l P P P g P P P g P P  

RY T O W  &?@MhM!2 



14 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.SJSTATEIC0UNTRYIBASE 

ARNOLD MTC MTC 
TN ANZY963003 HAZARDOUS WASTEIMATERIAL 
310 422-267 7.80.66 E STORAGE FACILITY 

BROOKS MTC MTC 
TX CNBC923006 DIRECTED ENERGY LABORATORY 
303 310424 6.22.02 A 

DYESS ACC ACC 
TX FNWZ963004 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORIES 
307 721312 2.76.96C Q 

BASE TOT& 

KELLY MTC MTC 
TX MBPB933060 UPGRADE HYDRANT FUELING 
310 121-122 7.8046 Y SYSTEMS 

KELLY MTC MTC 
TX MBPB943411 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 
307 721312 7.28.96 Q 

KELLY MTC MTC 
TX MBPB963806 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER LINES 
310 832-266 7.80.66 W 

KELLY MTC MTC 
TX MBPB963601 RENOVATE DEPOT MAINTENANCE 
302 211-116 7.28.86 R HANGAR 

BASE TOTAL; 

LACKLAND ATC ATC 
, TX MPLS933064 ALTER RECRUIT DORMITORY 

307 721912 8.67.96 Q 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
MARK M A R K  rn M M M A R K C O N F  



14 September 1994 

FY $6 CONORESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSIDEIOUTSIDE THE U.8JSTATEICOUNTRYlBASE 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
mMARK !d.eBK- Em l ? W ! s W ~  

LACKLAND ATC ATC 
TX MPLS963227 7lEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 
30 1 171-621 8.67.96 J 

SHEPPARB ATC ATC 
TX VNVP943006 7-LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 
301 171-621 8.67.96 J 

BASE TOTAL; 

STATEICOUNTRY TOT& 

LANGLEY ACC ACC 
V A MUHJ903013 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS 
308 740884 2.76.96C Q 

BASE TOTAL; 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 

FAlRCHlL 
WA 
306 

FAlRCHlL 
W A 
304 

FAlRCHlL 
WA 
301 

FAlRCHlL 
WA 
301 

AMC ATC 
GJKZ920011 SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT 
610-243 8.67.96 R FACILITY 

AMC AMC 
OJKZ920016 HAZARDOUS MATERIAL STORAGE 
442-267 2.76.86C 0 FACILITY 

AMC AMC 
GJKZ968lOO ADD TO AND ALTER FLIGHT 
171-212 4.18.97 H SIMULATOR FACILITY 

AMC AMC 
GJKZ963600 KC-136 SQUADRON OPERAT IONS1 
141-763 4.12.18 B AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE UNIT FAC 



14 September 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.S.ISTATEICOUNTRYIBASE 

FAlRCHlL AMC AMC 
WA GJKZ9826OO UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE 
310 871-183 2.74.66C W FACILITIES 

MCCHORD AMC AMC 
WA PQWY939999 CONTROL TOWER 
301 149-962 341.14 D 

MCCHORD AMC AMC 
WA PQM963011 ADD TO AND ALTER CONSOLIDATED 
306 610000 4.18.96 R SUPPORT CENTER 

COUNTRY TOTAL; 

F E WARR SPC SPC 
WY GHLN932600 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 
310 411-134 3.68.66 U MISSILE FACILITIES 

CLASSlFl LEE LEE 
ZI PAY2964443 SPECIAL TACTICAL UNIT 
301 100000 2.7248 A DETACHMENT FAClLTlY 

THE ILQ. TOTAC; 

RAMSTEIN AFE AFE 
GE TYFR879008 HAZARDOUS MATERIAL STORAGE 
310 . 442367 2.74.66U 0 FACILITY 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
ma MARK ~~ E.9 



FY S6 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY lNSlDElOUtSlDE THE U.S JSTATEICOUNTRYIEASE 14 September 1994 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR 
ma MARK ~~ B s I  MfiQBKB 

RAMSTEIN AFE AFE 
GE TYFR943044 UPGRADE SEWAGE AND STORM WATER 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 
310 831-166 2.74.66U W COLLECTION SYSTEMS 

BASE TOTAL; ~ ~ ~ 1 2 . 3 6 0 ~ ~ 1 2 . 3 6 4 ~  

SPANGDAH AFE AFE 
GE VYHK903004 UPGRADE SEWAGE AND STORM WATER 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 
310 831-166 2.74.66U W COLLECTION SYSTEMS 

SPANGDAH AFE AFE 
GE VYHK930709 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 

' 308 740484 2.76.96U Q 

U S E  TOTA4i 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 

THULE SPC SPC 
GL WWCX963003 
310 170411 3.68.66 T 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 

BASE TOTAb; 

CLASSlFl LEE ACC 
0s HTAC943046 
304 462-262 2.80.31 E 

CLASSlFl LEE ACC 
0s HTAC943046 
304 442416 2.80.31 8 

CLASSlFl LEE ACC 
0s HTAC943048 
302 217-742 2.80.31 E 

WAR READINESS MATERIEL OPEN 
STORAGE FACILITY 

WAR READINESS MATERIEL MEDICAL 
STORAGE FACILITY 

WAR READINESS MATERIEL 
MAINTENANCEIMANAOEMENT FAC 

B S E  TOTAL 

STATEICOUNTRY TOTAL; 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS 
IN $MILLIONS 

14 September 1994 SORTED BY INSlDElOUTSlDE THE U.SJSTATEICOUNTRYIBASE 

BASE w 
B Ee Iuu 

AUTH 
BEQ 

HASC 
MAM 

SASC 
MA55 

AUTH 
GQM 

APPR 
EEQ 

SAC 
MARK 

APPR 
!am.€ 

LAJES ACC ACC 
PO MQNA963003 REFUSE INCINERATOR 
310 833400 4.18.66 E 

LAKENHEA AFE AFE 
UK MSET879006 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 
310 871183 2.744611 W 

LAKENHEA AFE AFE 
UK MSET923000 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 
307 721312 2.76.960 Q 

LAKENHEA AFE AFE 
UK MSET930104 F-16E ADD TO MUNITIONS 
302 216442 2.76.9611 A MAINTENANCE FACILITY 

8 TATEICOUNTRY TOT& 

OUTSIDE THE 

VARIOUS LEE LEE 
VL GENRED96APPR GENERAL REDUCTION 
301 100400 9.99.99 Z 

VARIOUS LEE SPT 
VL PAYZg24016C UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 
316 010311 9.12.llM M 





FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS AT ISSUE 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQMAJCIBASE 7 October 1994 

kWFi NO; 
REQ 
MAI 
ACC 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH 
! 3 m M  MARK W E  

0 0 11,600 8,200 

APPR 
m 

0 

HAC 
l!!Um 

0 

SAC 
MARK 
11,600 

APPR 
CONF - 
8,200 

IcU 
REPLACE APRONIHYDRANT FUEL 
SYSTEM, PHASE Ill 
MUNITIONS STORAGE FACILITY, 
PHASE l 

BARKSDAL 
AWUB966110 

BARKSDAL 
AWUB966203 

ACC 

BASE TOTACI 

BEALE 
BAEY971004 

ACC CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 

DAVIS-MO 
FBNV913008 

ACC CONSOLIDATED PARTS STORE 

DYESS 
FNWZ963004 

ACC ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORIES 

BASE TOTAG 

CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER, 
PHASE I1 

ELLSWORT 
FXBM963000 

ACC 

BASE TOTAL; 

HOLLOMAN 
KWRD983117 

ACC F-117A HANGAR 

BASE TOTAG 

LANGLEY 
MUHJ903013 

ACC CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS 

BASE TOT& 



FY S6 CONORESSIONAL MARKS AT ISSUE 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQMAJC~ASE 7 October 1994 

AUTH HASC SASC 
M A R K  w 

0 0 4,800 

AUTH 
SWE 
4,800 

APPR 
BEQ 

0 

SAC 
liwM 
4.800 

APPR 
=F 

4,80L 

BASE a REQ 
PROJ NO: MA=! JmJi 
LITTLE R AR ACC DORMITORY 
NKAK963008 

BASE TOTAL; 

MlNOT ND ACC UPGRADE PARKING APRON 
QJVF963006 

Q 

1,600 

BOO 

BASE TOTAL; 

MOODY GA ACC SUPPLYMlRSK WAREHOUSE 
HTAC943041 
MOODY GA ACC MISSION EQUIPMENT STORAGE 
HTAC943043 FACILITY 

BASE TOTAL; 

MT HOME ID ACC UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 
HACC963024 

BASE TOTAL; 

NELLIS NV ACC RELOCATE WATER STORAGE 
RKMF963006 

NELLIS NV ACC VISIT IN0 QUARTERS 
RKMF963008 

BASE TOTAL; 

POPE NC ACC COMBAT CONTROL TEAM FACILITY 
, TMKH963011 

BASE TOTAL; 

ACC TOTAL; 



FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS AT ISSUE 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQMAJCIBASE 7 October 1994 

AUTH HASC SASC AUTH APPR HAC SAC APPR ~~ MARKSQM R € Q M A R K  CONF 
0 0 3,600 0 0 0 3,600 0 

U U  
ADD TO AND ALTER PREP SCHOOL 
DORMITORIES 

USAF ACA 
XQPZ964003 

WRIGHT P 
ZHTV963306 

AIA SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
INTELLIGENCE FACILITY 

BASE TOTAL; 

PIA 

ANDREWS 
AJXF963020 

AMC CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

DOVER 
FJXT963001 
DOVER 
FJXT963004 

AMC 

AMC 

DORMITORY 

PASSENGER PROCESSING TERMINAL 

BASE TOTAL; 

FAlRCHlL 
G JKZ9681OO 
FAlRCHlL 
GJKZ963600 

AMC 

AMC 

ADD TO AND ALTER FLIGHT 
SIMULATOR FACILITY . 

KC-136 SQUADRON OPERATIONS1 
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE UNIT FAC 

MCCHORD 
PQWY939999 
MCCHORD 
PQWY963011 

AMC 

AMC 

CONTROL TOWER 

ADD TO AND ALTER CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPORT CENTER 



FY 96 CONORESSIONAL MARKS AT ISSUE 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQMAJCBASE 7 October 1994 

AUTH HASC 
m M 

0 9,000 

SASC 
MBBt( 

0 

AUTH 
UaE 

0 

APPR HAC m MaBlS 
0 9,400 

SAC 
Me!% 

0 

APPR 

C 
NOi 

REQ 
MB? ma€ 

TRAVIS CA AMC DORMITORY 
XDAT963021 

BASE TOTAL; 

COLUMBUS MS ATC T-1 ADD TO AND ALTER 
EEPZ943000 MAINTENANCE SUPPORT FACILITIES 

COLUMBUS MS ATC DORMITORY 
EEPZ963001 

BASE TOTAL: 

FAlRCHlL WA ATC SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT 
GJKZ920011 FACILITY 

BASE TOTAL; 

LUKE AZ ATC STUDENT PILOT QUARTERS 
NUEX933016 

VANCE OK ATC UPGRADE AlRCRAFT PARK!ND APRON 
XTLF 983302 

pTC TOTAL; 

BROOKS TX MTC DIRECTED ENERGY LABORATORY 
CNBC923006 

BASE TOTAL; 



7 October 1994 

FY 96 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS AT ISSUE 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQMAJCIBASE 

N@ 

EDWARDS 
FSPM903018 

GUNTER 
JUBJ969999 

KELLY 
MBPB963601 

KIRTLAND 
MHMV943010 
KIRTLAND 
MHMV963000 
KIRTLAND 
MHMV963018 
KIRTLAND 
MHMV963002 

MCCLELLA 
PRJY913029 

MCCLELLA 
PRJY943016 

ROBINS 
UHHZ870016 

REQ 
w 
MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

mxi 
RENOVATE AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE 
FACILITY 

BASE TOTAb; 

UPGRADE COMPUTER SYSTEMS 
FACILITY (BLOCK HOUSE) 

RENOVATE DEPOT MAINTENANCE 
HANGAR 

CHILD DEVELQPMENT CENTER 

ADD TO AND ALTER BASE WATER 
SYSTEM 
UPGRADE ELECTRICAL 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM, PHASE I 
ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITIES 

UPGRADE ELECTRIC SERVICE TO 
INDUSTRIAL AREA 

NEAR FIELD TEST RANGE 

ALTER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT 
CENTER 

SASC AUTH 
MANS GQE 

0 0 

Q Q 

0 0 

Q Q 

0 0 

Q Q 

3,600 3,600 

8,800 8,800 

6,000 3,000 

9.600 8,600 

2Zgqp 2WQ 

0 0 

0 8,600 

Q 899P 

4,700 4,700 

4aQ CLeQ 

APPR 
Em 

0 

Q 

0 

Q 

0 

0 - 
0 

0 

0 

0 

Q 

0 

0 

Q 

0 

Q 

HAC 
MARK 
7,800 

ZmQ 

3,600 

7,600 

UZQ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Q 

1,660 

8,600 

19,1PP 

4,700 

3.m 

SAC 
MARK 

0 

Q 

0 

Q 

0 

0 - 

3,600 

8,800 

6,000 

9,600 

21.800 

0 

0 

9 

4,700 

4.700 

APPR 
CONF 

0 

9 

0 

0 - 
0 

0 - 
3,600 

8,800 

3,000 

' 9,600 

24.800 

0 

8,600 

8.100 

4,700 



FY 86 CONGRESSIONAL MARKS AT ISSUE 
IN $MILLIONS 
SORTED BY REQMAJClLlASE 7 October 1994 

AUTH HASC 
E€Q Mem 

0 10,800 

SASC 
MBBLI 

0 

AUTH 
amE 

10,800 

APPR HAC 
Bfa hiem 

SAC 
Mew 

0 

APPR 
CONF 

10,80L 

No; Sf REQ u IllU 
TINKER OK MTC ADD TO AND ALTER ALTERNATE 
WWYK933022 RUNWAY 

BASE TOTAL; 

WRIGHT P OH MTC WATER TREATMENT PLANT 
FY96SASCADD4 

WRIGHT P OH MTC UPGRADE ELECTRIC DISTRIBUTION 
ZHTV973204 SYSTEM 
WRIGHT P OH MTC ADD TO ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT 
ZHTV973301 COMPLEX 

BASE TOTAL 

MTC TOTAL; 

EIELSON AK PAF CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS 
FTQW933012 MAINTENANCE SHOP 

ELMENDOR AK PAF JOINT MOBILITY RAMP 
FXSB963023 

ELMENDOR AK PAF COMMUNITY CENTER UTILITIES 
FXSB963024 

VARIOUS VL SPT PLANNING AND DESIGN 
PAY2963014 

W S E  TOTAL; 

SPT TOTAL; 

FY 96 TOTAL; 



saaw 
lVNOISS3tl9N03 

S6 Ad 



JUSTIFICATIONS FOR PROJECTS 
ADDED TO FY 1995 BY CONGRESS 

BASE - PROJECT COST PAGE - 
Barksdale AFB, LA Replace Apron/Hydrant Fuel System, 

Phase I11 
Munitions Storage Facility, 
Phase I 
Consolidated Support Center 
Directed Energy Laboratory 
T-1 ADA. Operational Support 
Facilities 
D o d t o r y  
Mobility/Passenger Processing 
Terminal 
Consolidated Support Center, 
Phase I1 
Joint Mobility Ramp 
Cornunity Center Utilities 
Survival Training Support Facility 
Add to and Alter Flight Simulator 
Facility 
KC-135 Squadron Operations/ 
Aircraft Maintenance unit Facility 
F-117A Hangar 
Child Development Center 
Add to and Alter Base Water System 
Upgrade Electrical Distribution 
System 
Alter Base Support Facilities 
Child Development Centers 
Dormitory 
Student Pilot Quarters 
Control Tower 
Add to and Alter Consolidated 
Support Center 
Near Field Test Range 
supply/w~s~ Warehouse 
Upgrade Aircraft Parking Apron 
Relocate Water Storage 
Combat Control Team Facility 
Alter Weapon Systems Support 
Center 
Extend and Upgrade Alternate 
Runway 
Upgrade Aircraft Parking Apron 
Special Operations Intelligence 
Facility 
Add to Acquisition Management 
Complex 

Barksdale AFB, LA 

Beale AFB, CA 
Brooks AFB, TX 
Columbus AFB, MS 

Columbus AFB, MS 
Dover AFB, DE 

Ellsworth AFB, SD 

Elmendorf AFB, AK 
Elmendorf AFB, AK 
Fairchild AFBc WA 
Fairchild AFB, WA 

Fairchild AFB, WA 

Holloman AFB, NM 
Kirtland AFB, NM 
Kirtland AFB, NM 

a Kirtland AFB, NM 
2\3 

Kirtland AFB, NM 
Langley AFB, VA 
Little Rock AFB, AR 
Luke AFB, AZ 
McChord AE'B, WA 
McChord AE'B, WA 

McClellan AFB, CA 
Moody AFB, GA 
Mt Home AFB, ID 
Nellis AFB, NV 
Pope AFB, NC 
Robins AFB, GA 

Tinker AFB, OK 

Vance AFB, OK 
Wright-Patterson AFB, OH 

Wright-Patterson AFB, OH 

TOTAL 



1. COMPONENT I FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE, LOUISIANA !SYSTEM. PHASE 111 
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. P R ~ E C T  NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST( $000) t I 

(computer generated) 1 
AND LOCATION I 4. PROJECT TITLE REPLACE APRON/HYDRANT FUEL 

2.75.96C I 113-321 1 AWUB9551.10 1 8.200 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I I UNIT I COST 

. 

ITEM 
{ E E  APRONmDFUNT FUEL SYSTEM, 
PHASE I11 
APRONS 
LIQUID FUEL PIPELINES 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
SITE WORK FOR AIRFIELDS 
SUBGRADE/SUBBASE/BASE WORK FOR AIRFIEL 
HISC AIRFIELD WORK 
DEMOLISH PAVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (10%) 
mrAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6%)  
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

I I I 
10. Description of Proposed Construction: Remove existing portland 
cement concrete (PCC) pavement and replace with rapid draining aggregate 
subbase, stabilized aggregate base course and jointed PCC. Install 
underdrains, filter Sabric and static grounding rods. Install one Type 
I11 hydrant fuel outlets with associated pits, isolation valves, piping 
and leak detection equipment. Connect new pipinn to the existinn system. 
11. WQUIRMENT: 63,000 SY ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 630,000 SY 
PROJEC'E: Upgrade apron and hydrant fuel system (phase 3 ) .  (Current 
Mission) 
REQUIRI3MENT: Structurally sufficient apron pavement to effectively 
support: 8-52s. Apron must be adequately sized to provide the required 
aircraft wingtip clearances for taxiing on and off parking and refueling 
sites, and must also provide safe access to maintenance facilities and 
engine runup areas. One aircraft parking site must be equipped with a 
Type 1111 hydrant fuel outlet to provide positive control of 
refueling/defueling operations. The new refueling outlet will be tied-in 
to the existing Type I11 system serving the adjacent apron. This is phase 
three of an eleven phase program. Add one piping loop to existing fuel 
system to facilitare adding one hydrant pit. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The aircraft parking ramp was designed and constructed 
as a medium load system for B-47s and KC-97s. The apron cannot continue 
to support heavy aircraft (KC-10, B-52) without extensive upgrade and 
replacement. The parking apron is 36 years old and was built in an area 
with expansive soils, a high water table and no subsurface drainage, and 
inadequate (by current standards) subbase and base course. The apron has 
exceeded its design life and is deteriorating rapidly, posing safety 
hazards to aircraft and personnel. Pavement damage will soon exceed 

QUANTITY 

63,000 
600 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are,obsolete. Page No 

COST 

72 
140 



1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE, LOUISIANA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

REPLACE APRON/HYDRANT FUEL SYSTEM, PHASE I11 AWUB955110 

emergency repair capability. There has been a significant increase in 
foreign object damage, with reports of debris blown onto adjacent apron 
areas and into parked aircraft. Aircraft tires have been cut by ~avement 
debris resulting in $25K in damages during the past year. Risk of 
personal injury and higher cost damage is significant. A pavement survey 
accomplished in 1,990 showed the apron area to have an average Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 37 (poor) and aircraft parking spots to have a 
PC1 as low as 10 (failed). Despite the recent execution of a $450K 
emergency repair contract, predicted service life of the apron area is 
still less than 5 years. Existing Type I hydrant fuel system requires 
replacement due to age and improper spacing of outlets. The system's old 
deteriorating lateral control pits, electrical conduit components, and 
control wiring located within the high water table are continually damaged 
due to lack of adequate drainage. Phase 3 is to replace 63,000 SY of 
apron and install one Type I11 fuel outlet. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: A portion of the base flying mission, and the 
base contribution to national defense efforts will be in jeopardy. The 
parking apron included in this project will become unusable by 1996. 
Increased maintenance efforts and emergency "spot" repairs will not 
preclude pavement failures. Until the pavements are upgraded, personnel 
will be exposed to an increasing risk of injury and aircraft to costly 
foreign object damage from debris. Manhours will continue to be wasted 
due to the necessity,to tow aircraft on and off failing pavements (rather 
than move aircraft under their own power). 
ADDITIONAL: An economic analysis has been prepared comparing the 
alterqatives of new construction, revitalization, leasing and status quo 
operation. Based on the net present values and benefits of the respective 
alternatives, new construction was found to be the most cost efficient 
over the life of the project. There is no criteria/scope for this project 
in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design 
Guide". However, this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in 
Air Force Manual 86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". 

-. 



I 1 . COIIPONENT I FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 1 2. DATE I 
AIR F0;RCE 1 (comuuter ~enerated) 1 
3. INS'TALLATION AND LOCATION I 4. PROJECT TITLE MUNITIONS STORAGE FACILITY, 
BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE. LOUISIANA I P H A ~ E  I 
5. P R O G W  ELEMENT 1 6 . CATEGORY CODE I 7 . PRO~ECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST( $000 ) I 

1.11.22 422-264 1 AWUB955203 1 6.000 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I I UNIT 1 COST 
ITEM 

MUNITIONS STORAGE FACILITY, PHASE I 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

UT1L:tTIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
ROADS 

SUBTOT,& 
CONTINGENCY ( 5% ) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERV:ISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6.5%) 
TOTAL IZEQUEST 
TOTAL IREQUEST (ROUNDED) 

COST 
950,000 

U/M 
EA 

LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 

L 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete foundation 
and floor slab, concrete walls, semi-arched ceilings with earth cover. 
Includes access apron, fencing, lighting, security sensors, interior and 
exterior perimeter roads to connect conventional and nuclear storage 

QUANTITY 
4 

- 
400 hz vower, and other necessary support. I 

RJIQUIREWENT: 22 EA ADEQUATE: 18 EA SUBSTANDARD: 0 . - 
PROJECCf: Construct four nuclear cruise missile munitions storage igloos. 
(New Mj.ssion) 
REOUIRFMNT: The base requires 22 cruise missile sized igloos for nuclear 
generation. The igloos must be sized to accommodate missiles preloaded on 
four pylons or six Common Strategic Rotary Launchers (CSRL). Igloos must 
be sited to accommodate up to 50,000 pounds of explosives. All electrical 
equipmcint must be equipped with 400 HZ electrical power for support 
equipment and munitions testing. Access roads and igloo aprons must be 
stressed to accommodate heavy weight munitions trailers and towing 
equipment. The storage area must be properly fenced, lighted, and 
supported by security sensors. Fire protection capabilities must be 
provided as specified for Weapons Storage Areas (WSAs). 
CURRENT SITUATION: The base has 18 ALCM type igloos which are fully 
utilized and 64 smaller igloos which are not ALCM capable. Also, cruise 
missiles on launchers are densely packed and stored in an uncertified 
manner. This requires the contents of the igloo to be continually shifted 
to gain access for maintenance and generation. The shifting process 
significantly extends maintenance generation times. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The base will continue to be unable to generate 
cruise missiles in the time required to meet mission assignments due to 
the dense pack storage arrangement and unsafe clearances. Obstructed 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 



-BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE, LOUISIANA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

MUNITIONS STORAGE FACILITY, PHASE I AWUB955203 

2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer generated) 

access to missiles and launchers will continue. 
ADDITIONAL: Ail known alternative options were considered during the 
development of this project. No other option could meet the mission 
requirements; therefore, no economic analysis was needed or performed. 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

DD FORM 1391C, DEC Previous editions are obsolete. P No 



BEALE AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA ICONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 
5. PROCRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) I I I 

2. DATE 1. COMPONEm 

I I I I 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete foundation 
and floor slab with masonry walls, structural steel frame and metal gable 
roof. Includes parking, landscaping, utilities, passive solar 
appliccitions, necesswy suppart, demolition, and comprehensive interior 
design services. 
Air Cciiditionins;: 135 Tons. 
11. ]RCZUIREMENT: 47,000 SF ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 0 
PROJEClE: Construct a consolidated support facility. (current ~ission) 
REOUIRfMENT: A facility of adequate size and configuration is required to 
accmcbdate organizations and functions that provide a service to the 
military and civilian personnel. A central facility will simplify 
operating procedures, reduce processing time and improve effectiveness. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The organizations and functions on this installation 
that provide services to the military personnel, their dependents, 
civilian employees and retired military personnel are located in all or 
part of three widely dispersed facilities. Several of these are Korean 
War era structures that are generally inadequate in size and 
configu~ration, structurally unsound, energy inefficient, and lack adequate 
electrical, mechanical and fire protection systems Because of the distance 
separating these functions, it is extremely time consuming and difficult 
to conduct all necessary business. This project will provide a single 
facility to house the primary functions that support the personnel and 
will permit the disposal of two substandard facilities. Currently the 
Pass 6 Id and Military Personnel are located on the third floor of a 
building also used for intelligence photo processing. Customers and 
personnel of these functions must climb three flights of stairs. Also 
foul air from the photo processing has resulted in an OSHA write up. 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

--  

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editi'ons are obsolete. Page No 

AIR F0:RCE (computer generated) 

2.75.96C 1 610-000 BAN971004 1 10,400 

3. INS'TALLATION AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE 

COST 
( SOOO) 
6,580 
2,810 

( 100) 
( 40) 
( 135) 
( 745) 
( 100) 
( 140) 
( 1,550) 
9,390 
470 

9,860 
592 

10,452 
10,400 

(329) 

UNIT 
COST 

140 

333 
8,000 
2,647 

23 
4 
3 

QUANTITY 
47,000 

300 
5 

51 
32,300 
25,000 
47,000 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
CO#SOL:[DATED SZlPPORT CENTER 
SUPPOR'fING FACILITIES 
UT1L:tTIES 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
PAVEllEbITS 
DEM0:LISH BUILDINGS 
LANDS CAP ING 
OTHEIR SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
PREW:tRED WORKSTATIONS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY ( 5% ) 
TOTAL IZONTRACT COST 
SUPERV:[SION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6%) 
mrAL ]=QUEST 
TOTAL IZEQUEST (ROUNDED) 
EQUIPMZNT FROM OTHER APPROPRIATIONS (NON-ADD) 

U/M 
SF 

LF 
AC 
SY 
SF 
SF 
SF 
LS 



1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION' PROJECT DATA 

(computer nenerated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

BEALE AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 1 BAEY971004 

Information Management uses space in two buildings one of which is a 42 
year old converted wood frame dining hall. This building lacks acceptable 
air conditioning and heating and does not provide a functional or adequate 
working environment to meet modern business standards. Finance and 
civilian personnel occupy another similarly ancient wooden building. This 
building also suffers from poor heating and air conditioning and also has 
overloaded electrical circuits. Resulting power failures in the building 
many times trigger the intrusion alarm protecting finance's vault. Police 
are summoned and finance personnel must reset the falsely tripped alarm. 
Roof leaks which wet computer areas elude repairs. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Essential military and civilian personnel support 
functions will be forced to continue to operate in dispersed, substandard 
high resource consuming facilities. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria for this project in Part I1 of Military 
Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide." However, this project 
does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 86-2, "Standard 
Facility Requirements." 
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6.22.02 310-924 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ 9 2 3 0 0 5  1 6.500 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I I UNIT I COST 

. 
FORCE BASE, TEXAS IDIRECTED ENERGY LABORATORY 
ELRENT 16. CATEGORY CODE 17. P ~ E C T  NUMBER 18. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

ITEM 
DIRECTEiD ENERGY LABORATORY 
SUPPORllING FACILITIES 
UTIL1:TIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE I W E L O ~ S  
COMMtlNICATIONS SUPPORT 
DEMO1,ITION 

SUBTOTILL 
CONTINGENCY ( 5% ) 
=AL CONTUCT COST 
SUPERVI:SION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL ItEQuEST 
TOTAL ILEQUEST (ROUNDED) 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

- 

QUANTITY 
67,000 

3,900 

1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

COST 
81 

12 

AIR FORCE 

steel framing, precast walls and built-up roof on metal decking. Includes 
utilities, connection to the base energy monitoring and control system, 
necessary support, and demolition of three small buildings. 

(computer generated) 

250 Tons. 
3QUIREKENT: 79,917 SF ADEQUATE: 12,917 SF SUBSTANDARD: 37.345 SF 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE 

PROJEC$: Construct a directed energy laboratory. (New ~ i s s  ion) . 
I :  A modern, environmentally controlled radiation sciences 
laboratory is needed to address the operational and environmental impacts 
of radiation hazards on personnel operating radar, laser and ionizing 
radiatron systems. This laboratory must be built to strict standards 
involv~~ng the segregation of laboratory, office and animal handling areas 
in order to protect personnel from the effects of radiation hazards and 
airborrie contaminants. Research directly supports tri-service battlefield 
scenarxos involving laser, particle weapons and high power microwave 
1 technollogies . Additional space is needed to integrate 72 Army and Navy 
scienthsts following consolidation of tri-service activities into this 
single facility. Research evaluates non-lethal combat, experimental 
Directed Energy Weapons (DEW) technologies, and preventive measures 
against: the effects of radiation. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The existing directed energy laboratory was built over 
25 years ago as a decontamination hospital. Research is conducted 
adjacent to heavily travelled corridors and office space. The antiquated 
air handling system does not segregate laboratory, office, and animal 
handling areas, allowing microbial and particulate matter to circulate 
throughout the facility, posing a potential safety hazard. Lack of proper 
envirorunental controls affects the accuracy of sensitive equipment and 
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DD FORM 1391C, DE( Previous editions are obso1et:e. 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

-,AIR FORCE (computer generated) 

-. 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

-.BROOKS AIR FORCE BASE, TEXAS 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

DIRECTED ENERGY LABORATORY 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

CNBC923005 

instrumentation, adversely impacting the reliability of research data. 
Existing facility will be vacated pending rehabilitation in the future for 
use as an occupational environmental health lab. Demolition of three 
small buildings (3,900 SF) is associated with this project. . 
IMPACT IP NOT PROVIDED: DOD will not be able to adequately conduct 
state-of-the-art radiation research. Development and delivery of directed 
energy weapon systems and protective gear to US servicemen will be 
delayed, and significant delays could occur in bringing major radar, 
communications and laser systems on line due to the lack of data to 
support environmental impact assessments. 
ADDITIONAL: An economic analysis has been prepared comparing the 
alternatives of new construction, revitalization, leasing, and status quo 
operation. Based on the net present values and benefits of the respective 
alternatives, new construction was found to be the most cost efficient 
over the life of the project. There is no criteria/scope for this project 
in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design 
Guide", or in Air Force Manual 86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". 
The project scope was developed based upon similar laboratory facilities. 

I 
1 

. 



- 
1. COMPONENT I FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 1 2. DATE I 
AIR FORCE 1 (computer generated) 1 1 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE - 

T-1 ADD TO AND ALTER 
COLUMEUS AIR FORCE BASE, MISSISSIPPI OPERATIONAL SUPPORT FACILITIES 
5. PRCIGRAM ELEMENT I 6. CATEGORY CODE I 7. PR~ECT NUMBER I 8. PROJECT COST( $000 ) 

ITEM 
T-1 ADD TO AND ALTER OPERATIONAL 

8.47'. 41 

SUPP0B.T FACILITIES 
ADD SIMULATOR CONTRACT UX; SUPPORT 
ALTF& INSTRUMENT FLIGHT SIMULATOR 
CEMXALIZED AIRCRAFT SUPPORT SYSTEM 
ALTEX OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTII,ITIES/CO~ICATIONS SUPPORT 
PAWMlWTS/S ITE IMPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTIbrGENCY ( 5% ) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

QUANTITY 

9. COST ESTIMATES 
I I I UNIT 

171-212 

COST 

EEPZ943000 

10. Ibescription of Proposed Construction: Modify hangars and Instrument 
Flight Simulator (IFS) to support the T-1 aircraft. Modify existing 
hangars. Alter existing Squadron Operations facilities. Provide 
CentraJized Aircraft,SupportSystem (CASS), ramp security lighting, 
aircra-ft tie-downs, grounding points, and pavement striping. 
,Air Cc~nditioninn: 5 Tons. 
11. PEQUIREMENT: 60,037 LS ADEQUATE: 54,237 LS SUBSTANDARD: 0 
PROJECT: Construct maintenance support facilities for T-1 Jayhawk trainer -- 
aircraft. (New Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: Provide facilities to beddown forty one T-1 Jayhawk trainer 
aircraft. This requirement will also meet Air Force contract agreements 
with the contractor who is responsible for maintaining the aircraft. It 
will provide a support management area for the contractor that is 
accessible to the T-1 simulators. Other project requirements include 
installation of a centralized aircraft support system (CASS) to start and 
maintain the aircraft while on the ramp. 
CURRENT SITUATION: Columbus AFB is currently an Undergraduate Pilot 
Training (UPT) base and uses both T-37 and T-38 aircraft for the current 
mission. Base facilities are configured for these existing airframes. 
The T-1 Jayhawk aircraft is 9.7 feet wider than the T-37 and 18.1 feet 
wider than the T-38. The existing simulator facility requires alteration 
to house the simulator contractor's support management space. The ramp 
parking plan also requires installation of a riew CASS system to support 
the T-1 aircraft. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: T-1 specialized Undergraduate Pilot Training will 
not be properly implemented without efficient, cost effective maintenance 
and support operations. Workaround arrangements for the contractor and 
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DD FORM 1391C, I 76 Previous editions are obsolete. ,e No 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT ' 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer nenerated) - AIR FORCE 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

COLUMBUS AIR FORCE BASE, MISSISSIPPI 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

T-1 ADD TO AND ALTER OPERATIONAL SUPPORT FACILITIES 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

EEPZ943000 

aircraft maintenance support functions will have to be continued which 
will compound'support cost for the T-1 as long as adequate permanent 
facilities are not available. The Air Force will also not meet agreements 
to the contractor for an adequate support and management area. This will 
result in financial claims by the contractor against the Air Force for 
breach of contract. 
ADDITIONAL: An economic analysis was not prepared for this project 
because there is only one approach that can meet project objectives and 
requirements. A certificate of exception has been prepared. There is no 
criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, 
"Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, this project does meet the 
criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 86-2, "Standard Facility 
Requirements". 

i 
I 
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COLWUS AIR FORCE BASE. MISSISSIPPI I DORMITORY 
5. PRCERAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) I I I 

. 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

2. DATE 1 . COMPONENT 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

.- 

8.57.96 I 721-312 I EEPZ963001 I 10.000 

AIR FORCE (computer generated) 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
DORMIIQRY 
SUFJPOB.TING FACILITIES 
UTI1,ITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE: IMPROVEMENTS 
EHCS 
COHHNNIWLTIONS 

/ DM(31LITION 
S UBTOT'AL 

I CONTINGENCY ( 5% ) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPEFtV'ISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete foundation 
and floor slabs, masonry walls and standing seam metal' roof. Includes 
room-bath-room modules, laundries, storage and lounge areas and all 
supporting facilities. Demdish three buildings. 
Grade Hix: 150 El-E4. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 94,018 PN ADEQUATE: 29,018 PN SUBSTANDARD: 95,401 PN r PROJECT: Construct unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing. (Current 

Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: A major Air Force objective provides unaccompanied enlisted 
personnel with housing conducive to their proper rest, relaxation and 
personal well-being. Properly designed and furnished quarters providing 
some degree of individual privacy are essential to the successful 
accompljshment of the increasingly complicated and important jobs these 
people must perform. 
CURRENT SITUATION: Only one of four existing enlisted dormitories meets 
minimum standards and is adequate. This one building was upgraded in 
1985. Remaining three enlisted dormitories were constructed in 1959 and 
have not been upgraded. These three dormitories are energy inefficient 
and beyond economical repair. Frequent mechanical breakdowns indicate 
impendrng failure of the heating/ventilation systems, making the 
dormitories uninhabi table. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Degradation of morale, productivity, and career 
satisfiiction for unaccompanied enlisted personnel living in these 
substandard facilities. Increased operational. and maintenance cost to 
keep ea:isi t ing facilities open. 
ADDITICU: This project meets the criteria/scope specified in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". 

UNIT 
COST 

94 

14 

COST 
(SOOO) 
6,110 
2,800 

( 480) 
( 460) 
( 345) 
( 190) 
( 245) 
( 1.080) 
8,910 
446 

9,356 
561 

9,917 
10,000 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
IS 
LS 
LS 
LS 
SF 

QUANTITY 
65,000 

77,000 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

DOVER AIR FORCE BASE, DELAWARE 

4. PROJECT TITLE 
MOBILITY/PASSENGER PROCESSING 
CENTER 

8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

5,900 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

FJXT963004 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

4.18.96 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

141-784 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
MOBILITY/PASSENGER PROCESSING CENTER 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
DEMOLITION/ASBESTOS REMOVAL 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6 % )  
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: One story, steel frame 
structure with reinforced concrete foundation and floor slab, masonry 
walls, sloped metal roof and sprinkler system. Contains gates, passenger 
processing, baggage bandling, offices for Customs, Immigration and 
Agriculture and staff as well as Special Category Lounge and SATA/THO. 
Air Cenditioninn: 90 Tons. 
11. pQUIREMENT: 34,900 SF ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 13,065 SF 
PROJECT: Construct Mobility/Passenger Processing Center (Current 
Mission). 
REQUIREMENT: Provide an adequately sized, properly configured facility to 
accomplish simultaneous mobility and normal passenger, baggage operations, 
customs/inunigration/agriculture inspection and processing, waiting areas, 
lounges, source of meals, and restrooms. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The existing facility was built in 1955 but not 
designed as a passenger processing area. Layout precludes "flow" of 
processes necessary for passenger operations, and cannot accommodate 
simultaneous mobility processing. Mobility processing is currently done 
in a separate, minimaly configured hangar scheduled for demolition. 
Current passenger facility is too small to support wartime/contingency 
operations associated with Dover's strategic lift capability for both 
cargo and passengers. Present facility minimizes counter space for 
passenger check-in and baggage check. Pallet build-up area is inadequate; 
often baggage pallets are built outside and remain exposed to the elements 
until delivered to the aircraft. Facility provides minimal seating area 
fqr departing passengers and family members. Main lobby/entryway stays 
congested with people and baggage, especially during passenger calls, 

+because there is no other place to no in the terminal. The sinnle sterile 

UNIT 
COST 

120 

35 

29 

COST 
( $000) 
4,188 
1,105 

( 400) 
( 175) 
( 150) 
( 380) 
5,293 

265 
5,558 

333 
5,891 
5,900 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
SY 
LS 
SF 

QUANTITY 
34,900 

5,000 

13,100 



DOVER AIR FORCE BASE. DELAWARE 
4. PRCUECT TITLE I PROJECT -ER 

gate area can barely accommodate one C-5 passenger load. There is no 
other area in'the terminal to process a second aircraft within the same 
ground, timeframe. If passengers return to the gate area due to aircraft 
delay after a second aircraft processing begins, one set of passengers 
must b~e released and anti-hijacking screening started w e r  again. There 
isno arrival gate. Terminating passengers are discharged from buses and 
crowde!d into a small room without any seating. THO and SAT0 functions are 
located in a separate facility due to lack of space in the passenger 
termirlal. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Without a new facility, processing will remain 
di~f~~ctional and be conducted in two separate facilities. The quality of 
life for personnel working in the facility, as well as the passengers 
remaining in the terminal for long periods of time awaiting 
transportation, will remain substandard. 

1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

DD FORM 1391C, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION C 2. DATE 
M 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer generated) .. 



1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer nenerated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE 

CONSOLIDATED ADMINISTRATIVE 
ELLSWORTH AIR FORCE BASE, SOUTH DAKOTA SUPPORT COMPLEX, PHASE 11 
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

2.75.96C 610-127 FXBM963000 4,500 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

UNIT COST 
ITEM U/M QUANTITY COST ($000) 

CONSOLIDATED ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT 
COMPLEX, (RUSHMORE CENTER) PHASE 11 SF 31,200 110 3,432 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 615 
LIGHTED ASPHALT PARKING WITH DRAINS S P 90 1,500 ( 135) 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS ( 180) 
UTILITIES LS ( 180) 
COMMUNICATIONS SUPPORT LS ( 90) 
SPRINKLER SYSTEM LS ( 30) 

SUBTOTAL 4,047 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 202 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 4,249 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 255 
TOTAL REQUEST 4,504 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 4,500 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete foundation 
and floor slabs, reinforced masonry walls with brick veneer, steel frame, 
standing seam metal roof system, lighted parking, and landscaping. 
Includes all utilitieg and necessary support, as well as prewired work 
stations. 
Air Cdnditionina: 45 Tons. 
11. YQUIREMENT: 38,760 SF ADEQUATE: 8,735 SF SUBSTANDARD: 17,870 SF 
PROJECT: Construct Phase I1 of the three-phase Consolidated 
Administration Support Complex project (Rushmore Center 1. (Current 
Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: A consolidated administration support complex to provide a 
central location for all common personnel functions. Over three phases, 
ten substandard, costly buildings originally constructed between 1940 and 
1954 will be demolished. The Rushmore Center will accommodate the need to 
increase the efficiency of manpower usage while simultaneously eliminating 
the inefficiencies of the existing substandard and highly decentralized 
facilities. To meet these requirements, Rushmore Center will be laid out 
and designed to efficiently accommodate 18 separate but interrelated 
organizations in a convenient geographical area consistent with the 
comprehensive plan at Ellsworth AFB. This phase constructs 31,205 square 
feet of administrative space for the following functions: Military 
Personnel, Civilian Personnel, Security Police & ID, Snack Bar, and a 
central hub to connect all three phases. Phase I constructed 32,600SF and 
demolished six facilities totalling 83,OOSF while phase I11 constructs 
37,380SF and demolishes four facilities totalling 77,000SF. 
clfRRENT SITUATION: Key personnel support functions are currently 

,scattered across the base in ten old, substandard WW I1 and Korean War era 



ELLSWORTH AIR FORCE BASE. SOUTH DAKOTA 
4. PROJECT TITLE I = PRoJECT rnER I CONSOLIDATED ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT COMPLEX. PHASE I1 1 FXBM963000 

2. DATE 1. COMF'ONENT 

AIR FORCE 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION t- FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer nenerated) 

Requirement 

. 

I I 

DD FORM 1391C, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

facilities. This results in poor interoffice coordination and 
interac~tion, aiaking administrative business requiring interfacility 
coordix~ation very difficult to conduct. Base personnel are forced to make 
numerous stops around the base to accomplish essential business, wasting 
valuab1.e time. m e s e  buildings, generally inadequate in size and 
configuration, are functionally incapable of accommodating the latest in 
ergonoobic office equipment and are very energy inefficient. While normal 
larinterlurce and repair has been done over the years, the foundations are 
settling and wooden structural components are deteriorating. Most of 
these World War 11 and Korean War era buildings contain asbestos and lead 
hazards, and do notmeet current fire codes or handicapped access 
requirements as set forth in the American Disabilities Act. They also 
lack adequate electrical and mechanical systems, having existing systems 
filled with mold and bacteria. Since the buildings are deteriorating and 
are not: energy efficient, operating costs are very high. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Essential military and civilian personnel support 
functions will be forced to continue to operate in dispersed, substandard, 
high resource-consuming facilities. These facilities are very near the 
end of their useful lives and will soon be to the point where they have to 
be condemned. The potential to reduce operating costs, reduce travel 
time, 'ncrease office interaction and to meet current health standards 
will not be realized. 
ADDIT1C)NAL: An economic analysis has been prepared comparing the 
aternatives of status quo and new construction. Based on the net present 
valued and benefits of the respective alternatives, new construction was 
foundk.~ be the most cost efficient over the life of the project. There 
is no criteria for this project in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, 
"Facility Planning and Design Guide." However, this project does not meet 
the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 86-2, "standard Facility 



1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTIQN PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer ~enerated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE 

ELMENDORF AIR FORCE BASE, ALASKA JOINT MOBILITY RAMP 
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

- 2.75.96P 113-321 FXSB953023 4,000 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

UNIT COST 
ITEM U/M QUANTITY COST ( SOoo) 

JOINT MOBILITY RAMP LS 3,231 
JOINT MOBILITY RAMP SY 21,000 135 (2,835) 
FIRE STATION SF 1,800 220 ( 396) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 355 
UTILITIES LS ( 75) 
COMMUNICATIONS SUPPORT LS ( 15) 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS LS ( 10) 
PAVEMENTS LS ( 35) 
OTHER SUPPORTING FACILITIES LS ( 220) 

SUBTOTAL 3,586 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 179 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 3,765 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6.5%) 245 
TOTAL REQUEST 4,010 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 4,000 

10. Description of Proposed Constfuction: Construct 25,000SY concrete 
ramp and surrounding 33,333SY asphalt extension/access'area by connecting 
existing hardstands 26 and 27. Include sub-base, basecourse, grounding, 
striping, and interface with-existing hardstands. Relocate existing 

-airfield utilities. A11 necessary SUDDOrt. 
11. WQUIREMENT: As required. 
PROJEQT: Construct concrete ramp. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: A 225,000SF ramp is required to support operations at the 
Joint Mobility Complex. Cargo, vehicles, equipment, and personnel are 
transported from the Joint Mobility Complex to various training and 
contingency sites throughout the world utilizing C-141, C-17, and C-5 
cargo aircraft. The complex, with access to the various cargo aircraft, 
provides a power projection platform for both the Army and Air Force well 
into the 21st century. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The new Joint Mobility Complex will be adjacent to 
three existing hardstands capable of handling C-141 aircraft only. All 
shipments via C-5 aircraft must be truckedhused to a ramp located one 
mile away utilizing operational taxiway 8 or over two miles away utilizing 
a series of roads. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Transporting k-loaders and additional transport 
vehicles along operational taxiway 8 will disrupt aircraft taxi operations 
and could create serious FOD hazards. Transporting over improved and 
unimproved roadways makes maintaining load integrity difficult and creates 
serious security and safety problems. Traveling the extended distance 
will greatly delay response times. 
A~DITIONAL: All known alternative options were considered during the 
Tdevelo~ment of this project. No other option could meet the mission 

r 



BASE, ALASKA 
5. PROJECT NUMBER 

FXSB953023 

requirements; therefore, no economic analysis was needed or performed. 
There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of Military 
Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, this 
project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 86-2, 
"Standard Facility Requirements". 

I 
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1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer penerated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE 

ELMENDORF AIR FORCE BASE, ALASKA COMMUNITY CENTER UTILITIES 
-'5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

- 2.75.96 890-000 FXSB953024 1,000 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

UNIT COST 
ITEM U/M QUANTITY COST ($000) 

INS COMMUNITY CENTER UTILITIES LS 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 915 
CONCRETE 2-WAY 4" 15KV SOOMCM LS ( 165) 
CAST IRON 10" INCL EXCV/BCKFIL (WATER) LS ( 85) 
CAST IRON 10" INCL EXCV/BCKFIL (SEWER) LS ( 70) 
PRECAST MANHOLE ADD FOR OVR 8' LS ( 465) 
BLACK STEEL 10" INCL EXCV/BCKF (STEAM) LS ( 85) 
TELEPHONE DUCT 2-4" 100 PAIR LS ( 45) 

SUBTOTAL 915 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 4 6 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 961 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6.5%) 6 2 
TOTAL REQUEST 1,023 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED 1 1,000 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Install underground high 
voltage electric, water, sewer, steam, and telephone utility service to 
_the new Community Center location. 
11. REQUIREMENT: As required. 
PROJECT: Install community center utilities. (Current Mission) 
REQUIAEMENT: The Elmendorf Air Force Base Community Center Area 
Develqpment plan relocates the Base Exchange and Commissary to a central 
location that requires new utility service. The new Community Center area 
will provide adequate space for joint operations of the Base Exchange and 
Commissary for both Elmendorf AFB and adjacent Fort Richardson. This will 
enhance streamlined services for both bases and each operation. 
CURRENT SITUATION: Present location of the Base Exchange and Commissary 
provides no room for expansion. Parking conditions are crowded at best 
due to'the close proximity of the base gymnasium. Present facility size 
is inadequate to handle the quantity of merchandise delivered to and sold 
at Elmendorf AFB. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Expansion will not be possible. Parking will 
continue to hamper customer service. Full capable operations will not 
exist. 
ADDITIONAL: All known alternative options were considered during the 
development of this project. No other option can meet the mission 
requirements; therefore, an economic analysis was not performed. There is 
no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, 
"Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, this project does meet the 
criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 86-2, "Standard Facility 
~6~uirements". - 



8.57.96 610-243 1 GJKZ92 
9. COST ESTIMATE 

ITEM 
SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT FACILITY 

- 

CLASSROOM/LI BRARY /TRAINING AX DS 
TRAIlJING MANAGEMENT 
BASE SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT STORAGE 

SUPPORlt'ING FACILITIES 
UT1L:ITIES 
COMJNICATIONS SUPPORT 

SUBTOTAU. 
C0NTINf:ENCY ( 5 X ) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERV:ISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 

I TOTAL KEQUEST (ROUNDED) 

2. DATE 1 . COMPONENT - 

N 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

I I I 
10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete 
foundation, steel or reinforced concrete framing, insulated masonry shell 
and metal roof. Includes training management space, classrooms, training 
labs, training aids shop, library, and storage areas. 
Air Conditioninp:: 100 Tons. 
11. ID:QUIREHENT: 42,300 SF ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 68,000 SF 
PRQJEGII: Construct a survival training support facility. (Current 
Missiorr) 
REQUIREXENT: Survival school provides training for up to 4800 students 
per anrlum in four separate courses in principles, techniques, and skills 
necessary for air crews to survive and return from any environment. This 
project. will consolidate all academic training requirements into one 
facility. Requirements include three classrooms, 23 lab rooms, instructor 
offices and squadron administrative support for resistance training, 
reference library, training aids shop, and student lounge. 
CURRENT SITUATION: A comprehensive plan was initiated in FY89 to replace 
existing survival school facilities, reduce square footage of space, and 
improve the learning environment. Existing facilities are wood framed 
buildings built in 1952 for purposes other than their current use. 
Existing facilities have been classified condition code 3 (structurally 
unsound for economic repair) for several years. No facility within the 
complex is large enough to accommodate all academic training, thus 
training materials and equipment must be duplicated unnecessarily. When 
classified training is conducted in the academic buildings, the entire 
building must be secured in lieu of one classroom or lab, creating 
teaching and scheduling limitations. Academic buildings and exhibit lab 
are located within explosive safety Quantitative-Distance (0-D) clear zone 

AIR FORCE 
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(com~uter generated) 

COST 
( $000) 
2,555 
(1,794) 
( 534) 
( 227) 

800 
( 660) 
( 140) 
3,355 

168 
3,523 
211 

3,734 
3,750 

UNIT 
COST 

92 
89 
54 

I 

U/M 
SF 
SF 
SF 
SF 

LS 
LS 

~ 

3. INS'rALLATION AND LOCATION 

FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE. WASHINGTON 

QUANTITY 
29,700 
19,500 
6,000 
4,200 

4. PROJECT TITLE 
SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT 
FACILITY 

5. PRO(;RAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) I I I 



FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE, WASHINGTON 
4. PROJECT TITLE 15. PROJECT NUMBER 

1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

generated by the base weapons storage area. Expansion of existing 
facilities in'the Q-D zone is prohibited. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Forced use of deteriorating, poorly configured, 
and energy inefficient facilities will continue. Repair and maintenance 
costs will escalate and training schedules will be dictated by facility 

SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT FACILITY 

availability and not training requirements. 
ADDITIONAL: A preliminary analysis of reasonable options for 
accomplishing this project (status quo, renovation, new construction, and 
leasing) was done. No other option could meet the mission requirements; 
therefore, no economic analysis was performed. A certificate of exception 
has been prepared. There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 
of Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criterialscope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". Project has been considered for 
FY98 force structure end strength. 

_ 

GJKZ920011 
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4.18.97 1 171-212 I GJKZ95 
9. COST ESTIMATE 

--- - - 

ITEM 
KC-135 ADD TO'AND ALTER FLIGHT SIMULATOR 
FACILITY 
ADD1 TION 
ALTERATION 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
PAVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (10%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED 
EQUIPMENT FROM OTHER APPROPRIATIONS (NON-ADD) 

2. DATE 1. COM2ONENT 

AIR FOlRCE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(com~uter generated) 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Concrete foundations,floor 
slab, masonry walls, high bay areas, administration and training areas, 
and sloped roof. All special foundations and utility systems to support 
the sirnulator equipment. Also includes supporting pavements for roads, 
parkipg and sidewalks . 
Air Cb~lditioninn: 70 Tons. 
11. ~EQUIREMENT: 21,254 SF ADEQUATE: 4,754 SF SUBSTANDARD: 9,729 SF 
PROJEC'E: Add to and alter KC-135 flight simulator facility. ( ~ e w  ~ission) 
R E Q U I R E ? :  Two bays are required to house new full motion simulators to 
provide qualification, proficiency, and effective mission procedures 
training. These simulators are essential to provide hazardous emergency 
training procedures that otherwise could not be provided. Facility 
construction is required in FY 96 to support simulator equipment delivery 
dates i.n March 97 and July 97. 
CURRENT SITUATION: This project supports the second phase of a two phase 
equipment buy to upgrade KC-135 flight simulators to full motion. There 
is no existing facility suitable for installing two full-motion simulators 
at Fairchild AFB. The existing flight simulator facility is configured to 
support a single no-motion training device with limited classroom training 
in the building. The base's second flight simulator is geographically 
separated from the primary facility and is located in the former B-52 
flight simulator facility. The building does not have the required 
administration space, study areas and group training rooms to support 
increased training schedules, support personnel to maintain crew 
certification, and to support Phase I1 of the tanker simulator upgrade 
initiative. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Fairchild will not have a facility to house the 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE, WASHINGTON 

U/M 

SF 
SF 
SF 

LS 
LS 
LS 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. . Page No 

4. PROJECT TITLE 
ADD TO AND ALTER FLIGHT 
SIMULATOR FACILITY 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) I I I 
QUANTITY 

16,500 
14,500 
2,000 

UNIT 
COST 

185 
94 



I 1 . COMPONENT 1 (2. DATE I 
AIR FORCE 

full motion simulator equipment purchased in the Phase 11 simulator 
upgrade prgram. The base will not be able to use full motion flight 
simulators to reduce the number of aircraft training flights required to 
maintain certifications. Delay in providing requested construction will 
be grounds for the simulator equipment vendor to renegotiate the contract 
to provide the simulator upgrade equipment. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide." However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements." A preliminary analysis of 
reasonable options for accomplishing this project (status quo, renovation, 
addition and new construction) was done. It indicates there is only one 
option (add to and alter) that will meet operational requirements. 
Because of this, a full economic analysis was not performed. A 
certificate of exception has been prepared. 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer generated) 

FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE, WASHINGTON 
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3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4 .  PROJECT TITLE 

ADD TO AND ALTER FLIGHT SIMULATOR FACILITY 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 
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AIR FOlhCE 1 (computer nenerated) 1 
3. INSlCALLATION AND LOCATION I 4. PROJECT TITLE KC-135 SQUADRON OPERATIONS/ 
FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE. WASHINGTON 1 AIRCRAFT 'MAINTENANCE UNIT FAC 
5. PRO(;RAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) I I I 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

4.12 .I8 1 141-753 1 GJKZ963500 ! 6,300 

COST 
( $000) 
5,113 
590 

( 205) 
( 100) 
( 75) 
( 110) 
( 100) 
5,703 

285 
5,988 

359 
6,347 
6,300 

00 
10. Dtascription of Proposed Construction: Two-story facility with 
concrete foundation, masonry walls, structural steel frame, sloping roof 
system,, fire protection system, utilities, elevator, site improvements, 
demolition, and necessary support. 
Air Conditioninn: 85 Tons. 
11. NQUIREMENT: As required. r PROJECIE: Construct a KC-135 Squadron Operations/Aircraft Maintenance Unit 
(Sq O~S;/AMU) facility. ( ~ e w  Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: This project is required to comply with CSAF guidance to 
build Objective Wing squadrons by combining aircraft operators with 
flightline maintainers. The consolidation relocates unified squadron 
personr~el out of undersized, substandard, and dispersed facilities into a 
functional and adequately sized structure to support the beddown of 34 
additional KC-135s in FY94/4. A total of 59 KC-135s will be in place by 
the 4th quarter of FY95. Space is required for Ops/AMU management 
support., briefing/debriefing, flight planning, training and testing, 
flying/'ground safety, tool rooms, bench stock, mobility office, life 
support, technical order library, standardization/evaluation, scheduling, 
and locker rooms. In addition, an elevator is required to comply with the 
America.ns With Disabilities Act of 1990. This consolidation is consistent 
with tbe Air Mobility Command initiative to bring the Sq Ops/AMU 
facilities up to minimum Air Force standards and is essential to maintain 
mission tasking rates to sustain "Global Reach-Global Power". 
CURRENT' SITUATION: Squadron operations and the aircraft maintenance units 
are dispersed between five facilities. This physical separation creates 
fragmented lines of communications/authority. Aircrews and maintenance 
personnel are required to spend many hours away from their duty location 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
KC-135 SQUADRON OPERATIONS/AMU FACILITY 
SUPPORTIING FACILITIES 
UTIL:tTIES . 

PAVR4E3JTS 
s ITE IMPROVEMENTS 
DEMOI:ITION 
ELEVATOR 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINIXNCY ( 5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERV:[SION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL IUQUEST 
TOTAL IEQUEST (ROUNDED) 

QUANTITY 
40,900 

22,200 
1 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
LS 
LS 
SF 
EA 

UNIT 
COST 

125 

5 
100,000 
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in an effort to obtain parts, organizational and mobility equipment, and 
required training. The maintenance facilities were originally constructed 
in the mid 1950s. These facilities are inadequately sized and not 
properly configured to support the larger unified squadron functions. 
They also lack proper ventilation and are not energy efficient. Two 
substandard facilities totalling 22,200 will be demolished in conjunction 
with this project. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Operations, maintenance, and support personnel 
will remain in separated, undersized, and substandard buildings and will 
never develop the cohesiveness necessary to become an efficient and 
effective operational organization. Essential squadron operations and 
logistic functions will continue to require additional work-arounds that 
will degrade mission performance. The physical separation will continue 
to hamper the lines of authority and communications throughout the 
squadron. Full implementation of the Objective Wing squadron and adequate 
beddown of the KC-135s will not be possible. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of the 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". A preliminary analysis of 
reasonable options for accomplishing this project (status quo, 
addition/alteration, and new construction) was done. It indicates new 
construction is the only option that will meet operational requirements. 
Because of this, a full economic analysis was not performed. A 
certificate of exception has been prepared. 
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I I FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 12. DATE 1 
HOLLOMAN AIR FORCE BASE. NEW MEXICO I ~ - 1 1 7 ~  HANGARETTE 
5 .  PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PRO~ECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($OOO) t- 
AIR FORCE (computer ~enerated) 1 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION I - '  14. PROJECT TITLE 

2.75.966 1 211-177 1 KURD983117 7,000 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I I UNIT I COST 

- 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
FUEL SYSTEM 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGZNCY ( 5% ) 
TOTAL C:ONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6 % )  
TOTAL E.EQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

ITEM 
F-117A HANGARETTE 

QUANTITY 
35,000 

U p  
SF 

COST 
115 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

4 
4 

10. De!scription of Proposed Construction: Construct a F-117A hangarette 
to accc~nwodate four aircraft . Provide supporting facilities including 
seconda,ry electrical, water, sewer, natural gas, communications, fire 
protect.ion, and fuel-systems-. Expand and upgrade primary electrical 

-utilities to suuuort increased demands. 
11. RE:QUIREMENT: 44 SF ADEQUATE: 40 SF SUBSTANDARD: 0 
PROJEOI;: Construct one F-117A hangarette capable of accommodating four 
aircraft. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: Shelter facilities are needed to operate/generate assigned 
F-117A aircraft. Each bay must provide adequate work space, heat and 
ventila.tion, lighting and power, fire detection and suppression, and fuel 
system for a single operational F-117A aircraft. Note: Total requirement 
is for 44 dock spaces (11 hangarettes); there are 40 adequate dock spaces 
(10 hangarettes). 
CURRENT SITUATION: Insufficient hangarette facilities exist at Holloman 
AFB to support assigned F-117A aircraft. Original MILCON construction 
provided 10 hangarettes capable of sheltering 40 aircraft. An additional 
10 spaces were identified in existing heavy maintenance (large hangars) ; 
however, these facilities are not adequate to shelter Fully Mission 
Capable (FMC) aircraft. These hangars cannot be used to generate jets for 
flying (no engine runs, weapons loading, or refueling inside). This 
situation creates a need to constantly shuffle aircraft between 
maintenance docks and existing hangarettes to generate aircraft. Further, 
maintenance activities (ESM 6 MARS) conducted in these large hangars 
create environmental problems which effectively preclude any other use 
while this maintenance is performed. Routinely moving FMC in and out of 
.these facilities to support the daily flyinn schedule adversely impacts 
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4. PROJECT TITLE 

F-117A HANGARETTE 
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daily flying activities, scheduled maintenance, and ultimately mission 
capable rates.' There are currently 54 F-117A aircraft assigned to the 
49th Fighter Wing. With projected depot modifications included, we 
anticipate a maximum of 50 aircraft on station at any one time. Given an 
additional three-in heavy maintenance at any one time, we have a deficit 
of seven parking spaces. This project is required to correct a Commanders 
Facility Assessment (CFA) unsatisfactory rating. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Without proposed construction, we will continue 
to shelter FMC aircraft in facilities from which they cannot be generated. 
Shuffling of aircraft will continue to adversely impact F-117A flying 
activities, scheduled maintenance, and mission capable rates. The 
Holloman AFB Stealth Fighter mission will continue to be seriously 
degraded. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". 
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AIR FORCE 1 (computer generated) 1 
3. INtiTALLATION AND LOCATION t 14. PROJECT TITLE 

KIRTWWD AIR FORCE BASE, NEW MMICO (CHILD DEVEMPMENT CENTER 
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8 .  PROJECT cOST($OOO) t- I I 

1 740-884 I MHMV943010 1 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I 

SUPPOR.TING FACILITIES 
UTILlITIES 
PAVE-S 
COMM~ICATIONS ' SUPPORT 
SITE: IMPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED ) 

- ITEM 
CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

QUANTITY 
23,000 

Ufi 
SF 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Concrete foundation and floor 
slab, !structural frame, masonry walls, sloped metal roof. Includes 
interior finishes, fencing, playground equ'ipment, proper ki tchen/restroom 
facilities. utilities.and neoessarv support. 
11. 53,700 SF ADEQUATE: 29.300 SF SUBSTANDARD: 17.400 SF 
PROJECgE: Construct a child develdpment facility. (Current ~ission) . ' 
REQUIREMENT: Kirtland Air Force Base must provide child care services for 
672 children of single parents and in families where both parents work. 
Additianal child care facilities are required in order to comply with the 
Military Child Care Act of 1989. 
CURRENT SITUATION: There is presently only one adequate child care center 
on base with a rated capacity of 357 children. There are two additional 
substandard facilities built in the 1940's with a total rated capacity of 
108 children which must be replaced. The average waiting list has 26 
children who must wait about three months to get into the child care 
center. Approximately half of the 142 children who are in home day care 
programs would use base child care facilities if available. Parents of 
approximately 110 children could no longer wait for an opening and have 
enrolled their children in off-base centers. A total of 315 children are 
on waiting lists and would return to the base if adequate facilities were 
available. Two substandard buildings provide child care facilities which 
are geoigraphically separated from the main child care center. This 
separation makes transportation and coordination difficult. The 
substandard buildings are of wood frame or modular construction with 
inadequate fire suppression systems, are poorly configured and difficult 
to mainrain. Foundations are settling, roofs leak and utility systems 
freauently fail. These buildinps, totalinn 11,400 SF, will be demolished 
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upon completion of this project. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The lack of adequate child care facilities will 
adversely impact the ability of working parents to meet job demands and 
mission requirements. Families where both parents work will have to use 
off-base child care facilities and spend more money. Many service members 
will also have to drive further for child care services, resulting in an 
even more hectic workday. 
ADDITIONAL: This project meets the criteria/scope specified in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". An economic 
analysis has been prepared comparing the alternatives of new construction, 
revitalization, leasing and status quo operation. Based on the net 
present values and benefits of the respective alternatives, new 
construction was found to be the most cost efficient over the life of the 
project . 
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7.28.96 1 842 - 245 1 MHMV95 
9. COST ESTIMATE 

14. PROJECT TITLE 

KIRTLAElD AIR FORCE BASE. NEW MEXICO 

ITEM 
ADD TO AETD ALTER BASE WATER SYSTEM 

WATEP. DISTRIBUTION MAINS 
WATER STORAGE RESERVOIR 
WATEP, WELLS AND, WELL HOUSES 

SUPPOR'I'ING FACILITIES 
FIRE HYDRANTS 
CONTE,OLS AND TELEMETRY 
COMMLRJICATIONS SUPPORT 

SUBTOTkLL 
CONT1NG:ENCY ( 1 OX ) 
TOTAL C:ONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED ) 

. 
ADD TO AND ALTER BASE WATER 
SYSTEM 

I 

UNIT 1 COST I 

5. PR0C;RAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($OOO) I I I 

I I 1 I 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Drill and equip three new 
water wells, construct two water storage reservoir, replace existing water 
lines and install new lines to form a closed loop system. Includes fire - - 
hydrants, controls and telemetry. and necessary suuuort. 
11. REQUIREMENT: As required. 
PROJECIP: Add to and altir a base water system. (Current kfission) 
REQUIREMENT: This is a Level I Commander's Facility Assessment 
requirement. Provide a reliable and adequate water supply for Kirtland 
AFB's flying training wing, major laboratories and 180 other tenants 
including the Research, Development, Test and Evaluation (RDTIE) mission. 
Correct fire/safety deficiencies so the base can perform its various 
 mission:^. A needs/assessment study identified the requirement to 
intercornnect water distribution systems in the different areas of Kirtland 
AFB, for three additional water production wells, and for an additional . '  
2.5 million gallon's of elevated water storage. Additional elevated water 
storage capacity will allow water pumps to operate during periods of low 
electrical demand--the estimated manpower and utility savings using a 1992 
baseline is $144,000 per year. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The base has over 300 fire hydrants which must be 
replaced: over 80% are at least 45 years old--many hydrants are broken and 
cannot be closed or opened. The base originally had 14 water production 
wells--5 have collapsed or become uneconomical and have been closed--two 
additional wells are marginal. Different areas of Kirtland Air Force Base 
operate on independent water distribution systems--interconnecting the 
different systems will ensure water availability for daily and emergency 
use. The base telemetry and control system is outdated and unreliable-- ' 

parts are difficult to obtain. Communications between the main pump house 
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and other water system facilities are frequently lost. Water plant 
personnel must.drive long distances to operate and monitor the system. 
There are about 2.5 million gallons of elevated water storage available in 
the KAFB water system--the needs/assesment study identified a need for 4.5 
million gallons of elevated storage. Water must be pumped into elevated 
tanks during periods of peak energy consumption. During water line breaks 
and other emergencies, it is not possible to maintain mandated fire 
protection reserves in elevated storage tanks. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The system will continue to operate without 
adequate water pressure due to the lack of elevated water storage 
capacity; fire hydrants will not function during emergencies; water pumps 
will operate around-the-clock because of inadequate storage capability and 
require water to be pumped during periods of peak electrical demand; it 
will cost more to hire people to maintain the system during night and 
week-end shifts. It will not be possible to isolate water line breaks 
without shutting down entire areas of the base. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". All known alternative options 
were considered during the development of this project; No other option 
could meet the mi.ssion requirements; therefore, no formal economic 
analysis was needed or performed. A certificate of exception has been 
prepared. 
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UPGRADE ELECTRICAL 

KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE. NEW MEXICO IDISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 
5. PRO(;RAM EL EM EN^' 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST( $000 ) t- I 

7.28..06 1 813-231 1 MHMV953018 I 3.000 . .  

COST 
( SOOO) 
2,100 
490 

( 440) 
( 50) 
2,590 

259 
2,849 

171 
3,020 
3,000 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Repair failing 46 KVA electric 
distribution systems: replace 5 KVA and 15 KVA overhead distribution lines 
with 15KV undergoound lines; place street lighting, building service and 
communication lines underground; replace switches and sectionalizers; 
upgrade substations as necessary; meet EPA oil containment regulations; 
_dispose of utility poles; upgrade SCADA system. Includes required support 
1 1  REQUIREMENT: As required. 
PROJECT: Upgrade eastside electrical distribution system. (current 
Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: A reliable electrical distribution system is required to 
provide continuous electrical service to various base operations and 
 mission!^ at Kirtland Air Force Base. The existing system must be upgraded 
to meet National Electric Safety Code standards. Replacing low voltage 
lines aid transformers and the installation of underground distribution 
lines ia needed to improve system reliability and to reduce maintenance 
costs. A Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) computer system 
is required to measure base electrical demands and pinpoint the exact 
place arid cause of outages. The electrical distribution system must be 
capable of handling electrical harmonics (interference) so that computer 
and data systems operating within various base facilities are not 
corrupted. Failing utility poles must be disposed of and oil and fuel-fed 
generators require containment measures meeting EPA regulations. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The electrical distribution system at Kirtland AFB is 
rapidly failing and electrical power requirements exceed capacity to the 
extent that mission requirements are not being met. Maintenance and 
repairs to the system consume dwindling base operations and maintenance 
,funds and available shop manhours. Many utility poles and lines are 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
UPGRADE ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

UPGRPSE SUBSTATIONS 
SITE I M P B O V S  

SUBTOTPLL 
C0NTINC;ENCY ( 10% ) 
TOTAL C:ONTRACT COST 
SUPERVI:SION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6 % )  
TOTAL BEQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

QUANTITY U/M 
LS 

LS 
LS 

UNIT 
COST 
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KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE, NEW MEXICO 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

UPGRADE ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

MHMV953018 

failing and are susceptible to wind and lightning damage. Electrical 
lines must be placed underground for safety, reliability and for ease of 
maintenance. Electrical interference (harmonics) travels within 
individual buildings-- thus corrupting the collection and transmission of 
data gathered during special weapon system testing. Base electricians 
must physically locate electrical failures using a "trial and error" 
method-- thereby extending the time required to restore power. Connecting 
this area of the base to the existing SCADA system will eliminate the 
"trial and error" method required to locate points of failure and reduce 
repair times. There are also many oil and fuel-filled generators which do 
not have the appropriate containment measures required by the EPA to 
prevent spills. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The continued deterioration and failure of 
electric distribution system components will result in additional 
unacceptable power outages and brownouts. The loss or degradation of 
power will continue to negatively impact mission accomplishment and the 
quality of life for all units and personnel located within this area of 
the base. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/s.cope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". All known alternative options 
were considered during the development of this project. No other option 
could meet the mission requirements; therefore, no economic analysis was 
neededt or performed. 
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1. CONPONENT I FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 12. DATE 
AIR FCIRCE 1 (computer generated) 1 
3. INSlTALLATION AND LOCATION t- 14. PROJECT TITLE 

KIRTLPSD AIR FORCE BASE. NEW MEXICO (ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITIES 
5. PRCIGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) t I I I 

1 610-249 1 MHMV96 
9. COST ESTIMATE 

ITEM 
ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITIES 
ALTE:R BASE SUPPORT FACILITY 
ALTE:R T R W P  SUBSISTENCE WAREHOUSE 
ALTER DINING H&L 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTIL\ITIES 
PAVEMENTS/S ITE IMPROVEMENTS 
ASBESTOS REMOVAL 
ADD/RELOCATE PREWIRED WORK STATIONS 
EMCS/COMMUNICATIONS SUPPORT 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY ( 1 OX) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COgT 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6%)  
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL :REQUEST O~OUNDED) 

I I I I 

10. Dfescription of Proposed Construction: Renovate exterior and interior 
including electrical and mechanical systems and roof; install ceiling, 
lighti~ng, partitions, and floor coverings, rest rooms and new entrance. 
Install approximately 50 new-and relocate 120 prewired work stations. 
Renov4:te dining hall kitchen and serving lines. Includes asbestos 
removdl, connection to EMCS, parking lot repairs and necessary support. 

_Air ~d~ditioninn: 450 Tons. 
11. B1IQUIREMENT: 104,400 SF ADEQUATE: 10,100 SF SUBSTANDARD: 94,300 SF 
PROJECIL: Alter base support facilities. (Current Mission) 
REOUIRIBlENT: This is a Level I Commander's Facility Assessment 
requirc!raent. Consolidation of base support functions is required to 
enhance service to customers with the long term objective of reducing 
operations and maintenance costs in concert with the Kirtland Air Force 
Base long-range development plan. A central and accessible location is 
essential to an efficient and effective operation. Activities to be 
located in this facility include the consolidated base personnel office, 
financial management, base housing, transportation, education, pass and 
registration, Red Cross, social actions offices, family support center, 
and dining hall renovation. and efficiency of the mechanical and 
electrical systems. 
CURRENT SITUATION: Base support functions servicing mostly enlisted 
personnel are currently located in five dispersed buildings which are 
inadequate with respect to size, accessibility, amenities, and/or 
functional arrangement. One building, which houses four of these 
functio~ns, was built as a hospital. It is extremely expensive to maintain 
and operate because it is only partially occupied and is in poor 
structu-ral condition. The heatinn and air conditioninn system is 

UNIT 
COST 

68 
60 
81 
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COST 
( $000) 
6,594 
(4,352) 
( 606) 
(1,636) 
1,555 

( 230) 
( 475) 
( 350) 
( 350) 
( 150) 
8,149 
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unreliable, lighting is poor, the roof leaks, walls are cracked or 
spalled, and tooms are not functionally arranged for its current use. 
This building will be demolished upon completion of this project with a 
follow-on O M  project. The building to be modified for base support 
functions is ideally located and in good structural condition, although 
alterations are needed to accommodate administrative activities and the 
portion of the building used as a troop support warehouse must be sealed 
off from the remainder of the building. The mechanical and electrical 
systems in the dining facility are failing, requiring extensive repairs. 
Additionally, walls and floors need refurbishment, and the kitchen and 
serving line need to be rearranged for better utility. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Inefficient operations and high maintenance costs 
will continue due to lack of adequate facilities for personnel support 
functions. Morale of enlisted personnel and their dependents will 
continue to deteriorate and mission accomplishment will suffer. 
ADDITIONAL: This project meets the criteria/scope specified in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". An economic 
analysis has been prepared comparing the alternatives of new construction, 
revitalization and status quo operation. Based on the net present values 
and benefits of the respective alternatives, revitalization was found to 
be the most cost efficient over the life of the project. 
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FORCE BASE. VIRGINIA ICHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I 

. 

1. COMPONENT 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(comuuter generated) 

ITEM 
CHILD DINELOPMENT CENTERS 
HAIN BASE CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
BETHEI, MANOR CDC ADDITION 

SUPPORT1:NG FACILITIES 
UTILI'JPIES 
PAIrmlENTS 
SITE 1:MPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAI. 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CCINTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL RE.QUEST (ROUNDED) 

2. DATE 

QUANTITY 
37,500 

AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE 

I I I I 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete foundation 
and floor slab, structural frame, masonry exterior, roof system, 
utilities, parking, playground, exterior site work, and all necessary 
support. Exterior addition of Bethel Manor CDC to match existing finish. 
Includes all facility requirements to fulfill National Association for the 
Educatiion of Young Children (NAEYC) and DoD accreditation reauirements. 

5.500 

- 
35 Tons. 

REQUIREMENT: 35,675 SF ADEQUATE: 4,635 SF SUBSTANDARD: 12.678 SF 

UNIT 
COST 

120 
120 

50 

(PROJECT: Construct a child development center (cDC) on the main base, and 
add to the Bethel Manor CDC. (Current Hission) 
REQUIREMI=: This is a Level 1 Commanders' Facility Assessment 
Requirement. Properly sized and functionally configured CDCs are required 
to provide supervised care and development experience for all eligible 
patrons. A new facility, which will accommodate 305 children, must 
provide u comfortable, safe and clean environment with hourly, daily, and 
weekly development care within DOD guidance/crieeria, It must also 
include rooms for infants, pretoddlers, toddlers, preschoolers, and the 
enrichment program. The existing Bethel Manor housing area CDC, which 
serves the entire military and civilian population working at Langley AFB, 
needs expansion to accommodate an additional 100 children in the same 
safe, clean environment. 
CURRENT SITUATION: There are currently 310 children on the waiting list 
for child development services at Langley AFB. Child development 
functions are operating out of two separate facilities. Both the main 
base and Bethel Manor facilities are severely undersized. The main base 
currently serves a maximum of 150 children and the Bethel manor facility 
serves 74 children. The main base CDC does not meet Air Force standards 

COST 
($000) 
4,500 
(3,480) 
(1,0201 

485 
( 2201 
( 1451 
( 120) 
4,985 

249 
5,234 
314 - 
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4. PROJECT TITLE 

-CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS 
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and is improperly configured. Site conditions at the main base facility 
do not allow for a building addition. The inadequate size of the existing 
child development centers and the shortage of on-base child services 
create hardships for authorized personnel, especially single parents who 
are unable to obtain adequate, affordable child care. The situation is 
particularly difficult during short or no notice mission exercises. 
Demands have forced more of our young enlisted and junior officer families 
to pay a higher price for off-base child care. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Eligible patrons will continue to be denied 
service. Personnel must continue to use expensive off-base programs or 
place children in unlicensed babysitting situations. This results in an 
additional hardship on military parents and is a negative factor toward 
career motivation. 
ADDITIONAL: An economic analysis has been prepared comparing the 
alternatives of new construction, revitalization, leasing and status quo 
operation. Based on the net present values and benefits of the respective 
alternatives new construction was found to be the most cost efficient over 
the life of the project. This project meets the criteria/scope specified 
in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design 
Guide". The existing main base CDC will be converted to a Family Support 
Center after construction completion of the of the newSCDC facility. 

- 
i 
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3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

LITTLE.ROCK AIR FORCE BASE. ARKANSAS 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

DORM1 TORY 
8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

4,800 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

NKAK953008 

-5. PROGRAN ELEMENT 

2.75.966 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

721-312 

COST 
($000) 
3,686 

625 
( 225) 
( 195) 
( 85) 
( 40) 
( 80) 
4,311 
216 

4,527 
272 

4,799 
4,800 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Concrete foundation, masonry 
walls, structural steel frame and sloping roof system.' Includes bedrooms, 
semi-private baths, lounges, laundry rooms, storage rooms, mechanical 
equipment room, utilities and other necessary support. 
Air Conditioning: 100 Tons. Grade Mix: 200 El-E4. 
11. 4EQUIREMENT: 1,333 PN ADEQUATE: 976 PN SUBSTANDARD: 76 PN 
PROJEQT: Construct unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing. 
REOUIRWENT: A major Air Force objective provides unaccompanied enlisted 
personnel with housing conducive to their proper rest, relaxation and 
personal well-being. Properly designed and furnished quarters providing 
some degree of individual privacy are essential to the successful 
accomplishment of the increasingly conlplicated and important jobs these 
people must perform. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The base has insufficient facilities to accommodate 
the unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing requirements. This 
deficiency requires unaccompanied enlisted personnel to find private 
accommodations off-base at an additional cost to the Air Force (BAQ/BAs) 
and inconvenience to the member. The 100% draft of an on-going Military 
Family Housing Market Analysis concludes that the 1992 effective housing 
deficit is 526 housing units, with this increasing to a deficit of 597 
units in 1997 which will further exacerbate our housing situation. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Adequate living quarters will continue to be 
unavailable resulting in degradation of morale, productivity, and career 
satisfaction for unaccompanied enlisted personnel. 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
DORMITORY (200 PN) 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE IWPROVEME~S 
SEISMIC 
PASSIVE SOLAR 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY ( 5 % )  
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

QUANTITY 
38,000 
2,800 

U/H 
SF 

LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 

UNIT 
COST 

97 
300 
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3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

LUKE AIR FORCE BASE, ARIZONA 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

STUDENT PILOT QUARTERS 
8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

4.900 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

NUEX933015 

-'5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

2.75.97 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

724-417 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
STUDENT PILOT'QUARTERS (60 PN) 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
s ITE IMPROVEMENTS 
EMCS/COMMUNICATIONS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5% 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED ) 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Construct student pilot 
quarters (sPQ), with concrete foundations and floor slabs, masonry walls, 
steel roof trusses, standing seam metal roof and all necessary support. 
Structure to be a multi-story facility with outside entrances for each 
room.. 
Air Cbnditioninn: 170 Tons. Grade Mix: 60 01-03. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 202 PN ADEQUATE: 102 PN SUBSTANDARD: 59 PN 
PROJECT: Construct student pilot quarters. (New Mission) 
REQUIREHENT: Adequate on-base living quarters to accommodate an increase 
of 300 student pilots per year associated with two additional squadrons of 
F-16 aircraft that are being assigned to Luke AFB. On-base quarters are 
needed for these officers to ensure they are provided an environment 
conducive for proper rest, personnel well-being, cohesion, and study. 
CURRENT SITUATION: On-base housing is currently used to capacity and 
cannot accommodate the 300 additional student pilots who will be training 
at Luke AFB each year. The Luke AFB student pilot rotational rate is 
high, an average of 160 students are on base at any given time. Student 
pilots train during short term assignments for periods up to three months 
long, average student billeting requirement is 50 nights. Off-base 
contract housing is not the most conducive housing arrangement for student 
pilot training and availability cannot be guaranteed. Off-base housing is 
over 10 miles away from the base, more expensive, and weakens cohesion 
among the squadrons because of the distance and separation from the 
installation and squadron areas. Contract quarters would result in an 
additional cost of $560,00O/year based on $32/night/student. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: On-base housing quarters will not be available to 
house the additional student pilots. Students will be forced to use 

UNIT 
COST 

100 

COST 
( $000) 
3,750 
650 

( 200) 
( 175) 
( 175) 
( 100) 
4,400 

220 
4,620 - 277 
4,897 
4,900 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 

QUANTITY 
37,500 
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4. PROJECT TITLE I 5 .  PRoJECT -ER t 
STUDENT PILOT QUARTERS 1 NUEX933015 t 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

off-base contract housing which is not as conducive for pilot training as 
on-base housing, is not always available, and is more expensive. $560,000 
per year will be expended for contract quarters to house these additional 
student pilots. 
ADDITIONAL: This project meets the criteria/scope specified in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". An economic 
analysis has been prepared comparing the alternatives of new construction, 
revitalization, leasing and status quo operation. Based on the net 
present values and benefits of the respective alternatives, new 
construction was found to be the most cost efficient over the life of the 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

project. 
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3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE 

MCCHORD AIR FORCE BASE. WASHINGTON CONTROL TOWER 
8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 7. PROJECT NUMBER 5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 

3.51.14 PQWY939999 149-962 2,700 

COST 
($000  
1,975 

440 
( 85) 
( 105) 
( 35) 
( 140) 
(- 75 1 
2,415 

121 
2,536 

152 
2,688 
2,700 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete footings, 
special foundations, floor slab, supporting superstructure, control tower 
cab, site work, operations and training areas. Includes all site work, 
utilities, mechanicaa, elect-rical, fire protection, backup power systems 
and an elevator. Demolish existing tower and other necessary support. 
Air Cbnditioninn: 20 Tons. 
11. WQUIREMENT: 1 EA ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 1 EA 
PROJECT: Construct an 86 foot high air traffic control tower with a 540 
square foot cab. (Current blission) 
REQUIREMENT: A new air traffic control tower with larger cab to 
accomadate up to 11 air traffic control personnel, air traffic control 
equipment, crew briefings, operations, and training functions. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The existing control tower was constructed in 1953. 
The tower's cab which is only 225 square feet was configured to accomodate 
three controllers and the standard complement of 1950's vintage equipment. 
Since then the base's mission and characteristics of aircraft supported 
have significantly changed. As a result, more air traffic controllers and 
equipment are needed than in 1953 to cover the current air operation. 
Further, changes in airport configuration, air traffic patterns, and 
visual obstructions to controllers make the proposed tower more desireable 
than the existing site. The tower does not meet current fire safety codes 
and has been rated unsatisfactory by the commander's facility assessment. 
Structural analysis of the tower indicated the tower is unsafe during 
winds of 55 knots or more with lesser winds causing tower personnel to 
suffer from motion sickness. The tower cannot be upgraded because it 
would put too much weight on the structure. Air traffic control 
operations at McChord number 100.000 landinzs and take-offs annually. 

UNIT 
COST 
975,000 

QUANTITY 
1 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

I T M  
CONTROL TOWER' 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
EMERGENCY GENERATOR 
AIRFIELD WIRING 
DEMOLITION 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED ) 

U/M 
EA 

LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 
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4. PROJECT TITLE 

CONTROL TOWER 
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McChord AFB is home base for four C-141 squadrons (48 aircraft), 2 alert 
F-15 aircraft; 18 OA-10, and six A-10 aircraft. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Overcrowded cab conditions limit air traffic 
controller mobility and impact controller communication with pilots. 
These conditions.coupled with the additional effort required to safely 
control multiple A-10, OA-10, and F-15 aircraft during routine operations 
create conditions that could jeopardiee pilot safety and cause aircraft 
loss. 
ADDITIONAL: Upon completion of this project, the existing tower will be 
demolished. A preliminary analysis of reasonable options for 
accomplishing this project (new construction, modifying the existing tower 
and status quo) was done. It indicates that only new construction will 
meet operational requirements. Status quo would not eliminate all 
deficiencies, and tower modification to accommodate a larger and heavier 
cab was calculated as technically impractical. Because of this, a full 
economic analysis was not performed. A certificate of exception has been 
prepared. There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". 
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4. PROJECT TITLE 
ADD TO AND ALTER CONSOLIDATED 
SUPPORT CENTER 

8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

7,900 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

PQWY953011 

'5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

4.18.96 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

610-000 

COST 
($000) 
5,296 
(5,100) 
( 196) 
1 ,'475 

( 295) 
( 320) 
( 215) 
( 155) 
( 240) 
( 250) 
6,771 
677 

7,448 
447 

7,895 
7,900 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
ADD/ALTER CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 

ALTERATION 
ADDITION (MEZZANINE) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
DEMOLITION 
ASBESTOS REMOVAL 
ELEVATOR 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (10%) 
TOTAL CONTMCT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6 % )  
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Work includes the removal and 
demolition of walls and utilities. Installation of new walls, floor 
coverings, suspended grid ceilings, recessed lighting, latrine facilities 
and construction of a 2,300 SF mezzanine and elevator for handicapped. 
Uvnrade HVAC, varkinn, utilities and necessary suuvort. 
11. BEQUIREMENT: As required. 
PROJEQT: Add to and alter consolidated support center. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: Utilize existing vacant permanent structure and provide 
adequate facilities for consolidated base training and educational 
functions that are currently housed in World War I1 wood frame structures. 
CURRENT SITUATION: This building is a four story concrete structure built 
in 1958 as a simulated air ground environment (SAGE) facility for the 25th 
Air Division. A FY82 Military Construction Project consolidated this 
function into an adjacent building, leaving this building vacant except 
for the telecommunications center (TCC), and a data processing information 
(DPI) facility. Approximately 68,000 SF is available for alteration to 
accommodate education center, library, administrative and training 
activities which currently occupy substandard facilities scattered on 
base. The library and education center have approximately 50 percent of 
the space required to carry out their programs. The education center is 
located near the flightline and noise from aircraft significantly disrupts 
classes. Classrooms and training functions are widely scattered on base 
in substandard WW I1 wood frame facilities which are costly to operate and 
maintain. Upon completion of this project, three substandard facilities 
tgtaling 26,000 SF will be demolished. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The functions planned to move into this facility 

_would have to be maintained in the existinp hinh maintenance, hinh utility 

UNIT 
COST 

75 
85 

35 

6 
12 

250,000 

U/M 
SF 
SF 
SF 

LS 
SY 
LS 
SF 
SF 
EA 

OUANTITY 
70,300 
68,000 
2,300 

9,100 

26,000 
20,000 

1 
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1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

cost facilities. Continuing education and training for personnel assigned 
would be limited by space availability and also less effective due to 
noise impacts. Finally, available space in this building would remain 
vacant. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military  andb book‘ 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/seope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". An economic analysis has been 
prepared comparing alternatives of new construction/revitalization, 
leasing and status quo operation. Based on net present values and 
benefits of the respective alternatives, adding to and altering the 
existing facility was found to be the most cost effective over the life of 

1 the project. Project has been considered for FY98 force structure end 

3.  INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

2. DATE 
N 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer penerated) 

strength. 
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1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
~y 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE 

MCCLELLAEJ AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA NEAR FIELD TEST RANGE 
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. HZOJECT COST($000) 

7.28.96 217-735 PRJY943016 8,500 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

UNIT COST 
ITEM U/M QUANTITY COST ($000) - 

NEAR FIELD TEST W G E  SF 2,900 750 2,175 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 5,465 
UTILITIES LS ( 60) 
PAVEMENTS , , LS ( 30) 
SITE IMPROVEIBNTS LS ( 25) 
ANTENNA MOUNTS Ls ( 350) 
ELECTRONIC TEST EQUIPMENT LS (3,500) 
RANGE SOFTWARE LS (1,500) 

SUBTOTAL 7,640 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 382 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 8,022 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 481 
TOTAL REQUEST 8,503 

, TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 8,500 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Concrete fqundation and floor 
slab, steel frame, metal walls and roof system; includes anechoic chamber 
with radio frequency isolation material, environmental controls, 
electronic test equipment complete with operational software and antenna 
positioning devices, utilities and necessary support. 

-Air Cohditionin~: 25 Tons. 
11. RBQUIREMENT: 2,900 SF ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 0 
PROJECT: Construct a near field test range. ( ~ e w  Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: A near field test range, including an anechoic chamber, 
control room and support space, is required for testing of large phased 
array radar antennas, which are being repaired at the Sacramento Air 
Logistics Center (SM-A1.C). The test range must have the capability of 
testing large ground based antennas up to 20 feet in diameter, operating 
at frequencies of 1 to 12.4 GHz and capable of controlling beam steering 
of antennas with control software written in multiple languages. An 
anechoic chamber is required to isolate the phased array antennas from 
ambient radiation, and sophisticated electronics and software are required 
to simulate an ideal pattern representation. This is a high priority 
project which is conducive to long range modernization objectives by 
providing state-of-the-art technology for new and existing workloads. 
CURRENT SITUATION: SM-ALC tests and repairs over 100 radar systems a 
year, most of which are currently of the parabolic antenna design. 
Increasing demand for greater accuracy and power is directing newer radars 
toward the more complex: phased array technology, which comprises multiple 
smgll radiators performing in sequence to create a sing1.e radiation 
pattern. The capability for testing phased array antennas of this size 

.does not exist at McClellan Air Force Base or within the Department of 



MCCLELLAN AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 15. PROJECT NUMBER 

_,NEAR FIELD TEST RANGE PRJY943016 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

Defense . 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Failure to provide the project will undermine 
complete organic support for large ground based phased array radar units. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook.1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". Scope of 
the proposed facility is based upon the size of radar targets (radar 
antennas) and the'required distance from radar emitters. 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FY 1995 HILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer generated) 

4 
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1 . 1 FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 1 2 .  DATE I 
AIR FORCE 1 (computer ~enerated) 1 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE 

ISUPPLY/WRSK WAREHOUSE 

ITEM 
SUPPLY/WRSK WAREHOUSE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

2.75.96C 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
PAVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

8. PROJECT COST($000) 

QUANT I TY 
16,800 

2,000 

9. COST ESTIMATES 
I I I UNIT I COST 

442-758 

COST 
6 7 

6 5 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Work includes steel frame, 
split face CMU exterior and sloped standing seam metal'roof with 
maintenance free exterior surfaces, concrete floor and foundation, HVAC, 
mechanical and electr-ical systems. Exterior work includes site work, 
asphaltic concrete parking, site improvements and all utilities and other 
necesvry support as required. 
Air Canditioninn: 10 Tons. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 16,800 SF ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 0 
PROJECT: Construct an Aircraft Generation Squadron (AGS) parts store and 
War Readiness Spares Kit (WRSK) warehouse. (New Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: Warehouse space of adequate size and configuration is 
required to store supplies, equipment, and deployable WRSK pallets in 
support of new aircraft scheduled for Moody AFB's composite wing mission. 
The AGS parts store must be located near aircraft parking areas to allow 
maximum responsiveness in issuing of hand parts, expeditious parts 
processing, provide a decentralized supply organization, and be accessable 
to all other base level users. This AGS parts store supports the new 
mission C-130 aircraft maintenance squadron to be assigned to this base. 
WRSK pallets must be stored in the parts warehouse to allow supply 
personnel to use and maintain WRSK assets ensuring capability of deploying 
world wide within 24 hours of notification. This facility includes all 
items to support the Core Automated Maintenance System (CAMS). 
CURRENT SITUATION: There are no facilities on base to support the C-130 
parts store and WRSK storage. To date, Moody AFB has only had F-16 
fighter aircraft and the facilities to support them. Currently there is a 
significant shortage of AGS parts and WRSK storage space. The present AGS 
and WRSK facility lacks sufficient space for the current mission: 18 

HTAC943041 

- . . . -  . 
.a, DD FORM 2391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Pc - No 
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_MOODY AIR FORCE BASE. GEORGIA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 15. PROJECT NUMBER t 

- 

SUPPLY/WRSK WAREHOUSE HTAC943041 1 

1. COMPONENT 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

pallets of F-16 tires are temporarily stored in a facility one half mile 
from the WBSK facility. All existing facilities that are large enough to 
accept this function are being used to support other new composite wing 
beddown requirements. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Failure to construct this facility will result in 
the inability to support the beddown of the new wing. Without adequate 
aircraft parts, readily available to aircraft maintainers, maintenance 
downtime will increase thereby decreasing aircraft availability to perform 
mission sorties. Essential aircraft parts will be stored throughout the 
base and in some cases parts will be stored outside exposed to the 
elements. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part 11 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements"'. All known alternative options 
were considered during the development of this project. No other option 
could meet the mission requirements; therefore, no economic analysis was 
needed or performed. 

2. DATE 

A I 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

RD FORM 1391, DEC 76 _ .  Previous editions are obsoletD. 
4 

Pa-- No 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer ~enerated) 

- 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

MOUNTAIN HOME AIR FORCE BASE. IDAHO 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 
8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

11.000 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

HACC953024 

- 5 .  PROGRAM ELEMENT 

2.72.22 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

113-321 

COST 
($000) 
7,544 
1,920 

( 1,000) 
( 920) 
9,464 
946 

10,410 
625 

11,035 
11,ooo 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Remove 4 inches of Asphaltic 
Cement Concrete (ACC), 8 inches of Portland Cement Concrete (PCC), and 4 
inbase material. Replace with 16 inches of Portland Cement Concrete 

_throughout the aircraft parkinn apron. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 92,000 SY ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 92,000 SY 
PROJEq: Upgrade aircraft parking apron. (New Mission) 
REOUIWENT: An aircraft parking apron of adequate size and strength is 
requir'ed to park heavy bombers, AWACS, wide body tanker, and airlift 
aircraft for the Composite Wing. 
C-T SITUATION: The current parking apron is inadequate to park 
aircraft for the Composite Wing. The existing pavement cannot withstand 
the weight of any large frame aircraft, and use by fighter aircraft is 
extremely limited during summer months. There is reflective cracking from 
the 8" PCC pavement into the finish course of the 4" ACC pavement, and the 
ACC course has little resistance to spills/leaks of petroleum products. 
Hydraulic fluids and jet fuels are causing rapid deterioration of the 4" 
finish course, creating high maintenance costs and potential aircraft 
damage from loose aggregate. The top 2" of ACC on the apron was replaced 
in 1981, but the asphaltic surface continues to experience rapid 
deterioration. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Assigned aircraft will not be able to park on 
base, and must operate out of other bases. Base ability to respond to 
mission taskings will be drastically degraded. 
ADDITIONAL: A preliminary analysis of reasonable options for 
accomplishing this project (status quo, renovation, new construction) was 
ddne. It indicates there is only one option that will meet operational 
_requirements; therefore, a full economic analysis was not performed. A 

UNIT 
COST 

82 

10 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
DEMOLISH PAVEMENTS . 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (10%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

SY 

LS 
SY 

U/MQUANTITY 
92,000 

92,000 



MOUNTAIN HOME AIR FORCE BASE. IDAHO 
4. PROJECT TITLE I PRoJECT rnER 
UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 1 HACC953024 

I 2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

certificate of exception has been prepared. There is no criteria/scope 
for this project in Part I1 of Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning 
and Design Guide." However, this project does meet the criteria/scope 
specified in Air Force Manual 86-2, Standard Facility Requirements." I 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer ~enerated) 
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ITEM 
RELOCATE WATER STORAGE 

2 .. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

2.75.966 

RELOCATE & CONSTRUCT STEEL TANK 
TANK FOUNDATION 
BOOSTER PUMPS 
PAINTING & CATHODIC PROTECTION 
PIPING 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD ( 6 % )  
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 14. PROJECT TITLE 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer ~enerated) 

I 

110. Description of Proposed Construction: Transport and reassemble 2.3 
million gallon steel tank, located at Davis-Monthan AFB, on a reinforced 
ring wall foundation. Work includes sandblasting, painting, cathodic 
protection, pipinn, b-ooster pumps, site preparation and utilities. 
111. REQUIBEMENT: 7,700 KG ADEQUATE: 4,700 KG SUBSTANDARD: 0 
PROJEGT: Install water storage tank. (Current Mission) 
REQUIRWENT: Adequate base water storage capacity to handle normal as 
well as peak water demands and sufficient capacity for fire fighting 
capability and other emergencies. 
CURRENT SITUATION: NeLlis AFB receives its water from two sources; 1) the 
Southern Nevada Water System (SNWS) and, 2) water wells operated by Nellis 
AFB. Both sources have maximum established limits for annual and peak 
flow rates. The use of different sources varies seasonally through the 
year. During the summer months the wells are used to supplement the SNWS 
water. The SNWS enforces a water curtailment from 1000 to 2200 during the 
months of June through September to avoid high electrical pumping costs. 
During this time the purchase of water from SNWS can be requested, but an 
extremely expensive surcharge is assessed. Due to rapid base growth, 
Nellis AFB has reached the point where on given days its summer demand 
exceeds its supply from wells and existing storage tanks. In a study 
conducted in 1987, URS Corporation determined that the construction of a 
3-million gallon ground storage tank would allow the base to purchase 
off-peak water from SNWS in sufficient amounts to avoid paying the 
extremely high surcharge during the summer months. Base demand for water 
has increased significantly since the 1987 URS study making it imperative 
that this project be considered as soon as possible. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Nellis AFB will be forced to reduce its summer 

9. COST ESTIMATES 
I I I UNIT 1 COST 

841 -427 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous-editions are obsolete. Pave No 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

DD FORM 1391C, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
- 

. 

AIR FORCE (computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE. NEVADA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

_RELOCATE WATER STORAGE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

RKMF953006 

water consumption to the point that many base missions will be severely 
curtailed in operations or eliminated all together or the base will be 
forced to pay excessive demand surcharges for water at a time of dwindling 
funds resourses. 
AIIDITIONAL: An economic analysis has been prepared comparing the 
alternatives of new construction and status quo operation. Based on the 
net present values and benefits of the respective alternatives, new 
construction was found to be the most cost efficient over the life of the 
project . 



DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are' obsolete. P No 

- 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 
.FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

POPE AIR FORCE BASE. NORTH CAROLINA 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

COMBAT CONTROL TEAM FACILITY 
8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

2,450 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

TMKH953011 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

2.75.96C 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

141-454 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
COMBAT CONTROL TEAM FACILITY 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
s ITE IMPROVEMENTS 
DEMOLITION 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY ( 5 % )  
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Pre-engineered metal building 
on a concrete foundation and floor slab, steel joist framing and sloped 
roof, interior walls, electrical, heating, air conditioning, fire 
protection and security lighting. Provide vehicle parking yard, covered 
storage area, and a 60-foot radio tower. Utilities and other necessary 
suppox?t. Demolition of five facilities. 

_Air Cdnditionina: 60 Tons. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 23,200 SF ADEQUATE: 0 SUBSTANDARD: 15,316 SF 
PROJECT: Construct combat control team (CCT) facility. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: An adequately sized facility is required to train, prepare 
and maintain personnel and equipment in a state of readiness for no-notice 
deployment to forward combat/contingency areas to provide air traffic 
control for all mission aircraft. Combat control teams deploy to hostile 
environments, establish assault zones and provide command and control 
communications and terminal guidance to aircraft in the area of 
operations. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The CCT Squadron is bedded down in six widely 
scattered facilities which provide only 66 percent of the space required 
to adequately support CCT operations. There is a critical shortage of 
space for personnel lockers which are housed in three trailers. There is 
no covered storage space for equipment which causes an inordinate amount 
of time to keep equipment clean and available for training or immediate 
deployment. In addition, there is insufficient space for the storage of 
scuba equipment and radio maintenance equipment, administrative offices, 
maintenance shop area, parachutes, weapons, and life support equipment. 
There are no other facilities at Pope which can be used to support CCT 
operations. Five facilities comprising 6,060 square feet will be 

UNIT 
COST 

87 

45 

4 

COST 
(SOOO) 
2,018 

195 
( 75) 
( 50) 
( 45) 
(- 25) 
2,213 

11 1 
2,324 

139 
2,463 
2,450 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
SY 
LS 
SF 

QUANTITY 
23,200 

1,100 

6,100 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(com~uter generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

POPE AIR FORCE BASE, NORTH CAROLINA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 

COMBAT CONTROL TEAM FACILITY 

5 .  PROJECT NUMBER 

TMKH953011 

demolished upon completion of this project. 
IWPACT IF NOT'PROVIDED: The CCT may not be capable of deploying in a 
timely manner to a contingency or crisis situation which could result in 
personnel casualties. Without adequate facilities, over $15 million in 
rapid deployment *equipment may be undeployable to forward operating 
locations. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Manual 86-2, 
"Standard Facility Requirements". A preliminary analysis of reasonable 
options for accomplishing this project (status quo, renovation and new 
construction) was done. It indicates that new construction is the only 
option that satisfies mission requirements. A certificate of exception 
has been prepared. Project has been considered for N 9 8  force structure 
end strength. 

i 
I 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

P 
0 
03 
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-,AIR FORCE (computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE, GEORGIA 

4. PROJECT TITLE 
ALTER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT 
CENTER 

8. PROJECT COST(S000) 

4.700 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

UHHZ870015 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

7.28.96 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

610-675 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
ALTER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT CENTER 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
SITE IMPROVEMEWTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY ( 10%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Replace exterior doors and 
windows or brick up openings, replace hand rails and ramp covers, restore 
exterior finish and install handicap access ramp. Interior upgrade 
includes restrooms, hallway, and HVAC units and controls. 

-.Air Conditioning: 50 Tons. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 917,400 SF ADEQUATE: 285,300 SF 
SUBSTA~ARD: 670,874 SF 
PROJECT: Alter weapon systems support center. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: This is a Level I Commander's Facility assessment 
requirement. Revitalization of the second building in the Weapon Systems 
Support Center (wSSC) is needed to reduce energy consumption, eliminate 
fire and safety deficiencies, upgrade or repair many substandard 
conditions, and improve efficiency. Collocation of key management 
elements into two large adjacent buildings will improve the efficiency and 
effectiveness of all organizations and increase the involvement of all 
participants who manage, modify, repair and support aircraft, components 

' 

and supplies. 
CURRENT SITUATION: This facility is a converted WWII warehouse which has 
not been upgraded in approximately 30 years. Exterior doors and most 
window frames are deteriorated beyond repair. Unneeded and locked 
exterior doors need to be sealed to reduce energy loss. Ramp covers over 
wing entrances are unstable and have rotting supports and holes in the 
covers. Inside the building, restroom fixtures are old and deteriorated 
and portions of the heating and air conditioning system are inoperative or 
operate at reduced efficiency. An FY89 MILCON project revitalized the 
first WSSC buildings. This facility, which can accommodate over 2,000 
,~ersonnel and necessary computer support. will complete the consolidation 

UNIT 
COST 

11 

COST 
($000) 
3,966 

80 
( 50) 
( 30) 
4,046 

405 
4,451 

267 
4,718 
4,700 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
LS 

QUANTITY 
360,500 



1. COMPONENT 2. DATE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer generated) 
3 . .  INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE, GEORGIA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

*.ALTER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT CENTER UHHZ870015 

of WSSC functions into two buildings. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The building will continue to deteriorate, 
wasting energy and raising maintenance costs. Continued use of a 
substandard facility will degrade morale, adversely impacting efficiency 
and logistics support to operational commands, thereby weakening their 
combat readiness. 
ADDITIONAL: This project meets the criteria/scope specified in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". An economic 
analysis has been prepared comparing the alternatives of new construction, 
revitaliszation and status quo operation. Based on the net present values 
and benefits of the respective alternatives, revitalization was found to 
be the most cost efficient over the life of the project. 

C 



I FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 1 2 .  DATE 1 
(computer generated) 1 

I 4 .  PROJECT TITLE 
EXTEND AND UI'GRADE ALTERNATE 

1 RUNWAY 
7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) 

7.28.96 111-111 1 WWYK933022 10.800 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I I UNIT I COST 
ITEM 

EXTEND AND UPGRADE ALTERNATE RUNWAY 
EXTEND RUNWAY (2,160 LF) 
UPGRADE RUNWAY ( 3,500 LF ) 

SUPPORTING FACILSTIES 
PAVED OVERRUNS 
TAXI WAY 
PAVED SHOULDERS 
AIRFIELD LIGHTING 
UTILITIES/SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED:) 

COST 

85 
60 

2 5 
85 
2 5 

I 

U/M 
LS 
SY 
SY 

SY 
SY 
SY 
LS 
LS 

I I I I 
10. Description of Proposed Construction: Extend existing runway by 
2,160 feet and taxiway by 1,800 feet, replace 3,500 LF'concrete runway 
keel section, add two paved overruns and 25 it paved shoulders for runway 
and taxiway. Include edge lighting, approach lighting, VASI relocation, 
drainage, battle damage repair pad, navigational aids, communication, and 
other hecessary supports. 
11. aQUIREMENT: 21,100 SY ADEQUATE: 11,100 SY SUBSTANDARD: 7,840 SY 
PROJECT: Extend and upgrade an alternate runway. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: A second fully operational instrument runway is required to 
support assigned flying missions at Tinker Air Force Base. These missions 
require a minimum 10,000 feet by 200 feet runway with overruns, lights and 
instrument landing systems for unrestricted operations 24 hours per day. 
This runway must support a Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) priority 1 Navy 
alert requirement for E-6 TACAMO aircraft and a JCS priority 2 Air Force 
alert requirement for E-3 Sentry aircraft. Air crew mission readiness 
goals require a fully operational all-weather runway. F-16s assigned to 
this base, as well as 8-52, B-1 and KC-135 aircraft requiring depot 
overhaul, also use this runway during periods when the primary runway is 
not in service. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The primary instrument runway at this base is 10,000 
feet long and 200 feet wide with paved shoulders. The alternate runway is 
7,840 feet long and 130 feet wide. Tinker is the training and operating 
base for the E-6 and E-3 aircraft. Tinker also provides depot maintenance 
support for the B-ls, B-52s and C/KC-135s, and is the support base for an 
F716 squadron. The primary runway is adequate for a11 a£ these missions; 
however, it is deteriorating rapidly and will require nearly complete 
replacement within the next five years. This renovation will necessitate 

QUANTITY 

31,900 
29,200 

44,400 
10,000 
90,000 

- - -  
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TINKER AIR FORCE BASE. OKLAHOMA 
4. PROJECT TITLE I 5. PRoJECT 
EXTEND AND UPGRADE ALTEFlNATE RUNWAY 1 WWYK933022 C 

. 

closure of the runway for eight to ten months, during which time all 
aircraft departures and arrivals must be from the alternate runway. 
However, the alternate runway is not wide enough to accomodate B-52s, not 
long enough for E-38, E-6s, and B-ls, and does not have the ILS capability 
needed for F-16s.. E-3s and E-6s must take off with light fuel loads and ' 
be refueled immediately after take-off. Since air refueling is not always 
available for short notice alert missions, the runway is unusable for both 
aircraft . 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer nenerated) 

DD FORM 1391C, DEC 76 Previous editions are obsolete. Page No 

. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: While the primary runway is closed, E-3 and E-6 
alert commitments could not be met at Tinker, requiring aircraft, crews 
and support units to be relocated to another base at great expense and 
with negative impact on accomplishment of those units missions. Training 
of the F-16 unit would also be impaired, and a portion of the Air 
Logistics Center would shut down, adversely affecting depot maintenance 
costs and schedules, and necessitating personnel layoffs. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part.11 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

(computer generated) 
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3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

VANCE AIR FORCE BASE. OKLAHOMA 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON 
8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

5.500 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

XTLF983302 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

8.57.96 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

113-321 

COST 
($000) 
4,722 

( 620) 
( 558) 
(3,286) 
( 40) 
( 218) 
4,722 

472 
5,194 
312 

5,506 
5,500 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Complete the replacement of 
the existing concrete apron slabs, stabilized base codrse materials and 
all unsuitable subgrade. The base course shall be replaced with 6" 
stabilized base course and the existing slabs shall be replaced with 12" 
Portland cement concrete slabs. Repair spalled areas and seal perimeter 
joint/. 
11. PEQUIREMENT: As required. 
PROJECT: Upgrade Aircraft Parking Apron (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: Airfield parking apron and adjacent taxiways of sufficient 
strength to support transient aircraft and all assigned and projected 
Undergraduate Pilot Training (UPT) aircraft in support of the flying 
training mission. This phase 5 of a 5 phase program to replace the 
airfield apron and adjacent taxiway. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The existing airfield pavement was originally 
constructed in the 1940s. Groundwater in the clay subgrade and aircraft 
exceeding the designed weight limitations of the pavement have contributed 
to accelerated deterioration of the existing pavement. In the past, only 
random slabs have been replaced and cracks sealed to maintain the apron 
pavement and prevent total failure of the airfield pavement. However, 
this maintenance effort is strained to keep pace with the increasing 
pavement failure rate. In addition, as cracks and spalls develop, the 
potential for Foreign Object Damage (FOD) is increased. To insure loose 
concrete chips and rock particles are not ingested by jet engines causing 
damage is labor intensive and costly. 
LMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Deterioration of the existing airfield pavement 
will continue to accelerate making apron unusable for aircraft 
-taxiinn/parkinn. FOD incidents will increase and maintenance costs will 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
UPGRADE AIRCRAFT PARKZNG APRON 

REMOVAL AND SITE PREPARATION 
6" PREPARED BASE COURSE 
12" P.C. CONCRETE SLABS 
POLYMER SPALL REPAIR 
PREFORMED NEOPRENE JOINT SEALANT 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (10%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED ) 

QUANTITY 

62,000 
62,000 
62,000 
2,000 
72,500 

U/M 
LS 
SY 
SY 
SY 
SF 
LF 

UNIT 
COST 

10 
9 
53 
20 
3 



VANCE AIR FORCE BASE. OKLAHOMA 
4. PROJECT TITLE 15. PROJECT NUMBER 

escalate. 
ADDITIONAL: There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part I1 of 
Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and Design Guide". However, 
this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force Manual 
86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements"'. 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

4 
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3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer generated) 
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C 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 
fl 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

- 

- 

AIR FORCE (computer generated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE, OHIO 

4. PROJECT TITLE 
SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
INTELLIGENCE FACILITY 

8. PROJECT COST($OOO) 

4,900 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

ZHTV953306 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

3.58.96 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

141 -454 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Two-story facility with 
concrete foundations, cast-in-place concrete walls and'roof system. 
Include connecting corridor to existing secure facilities, partial raised 
flooring, and partiaa Secure,Compartmented Information Facility (SCIF). 
Provide and install 14 new prewired work stations, relocate 51 existing 
prewiqed work stations, includes security and necessary support. 

-Air Cmditioninn: 200 Tons. 
11. REQUIREMENT: 313,900 LS ADEQUATE: 118,500 LS 
SUBSTANDARD: 195,300 LS 
PROJECT: Construct a special operations intelligence facility. (Current 
Mission) 
REQUIREMENT: Provide a flexible, self-contained, secure facility with 
signal exploitation, analytical engineering laboratories with support 
areas for classified intelligence analysis, and SCIF construction 
standards. This requirement is needed to support existing and expanding 
operations, state-of-the-art automated data processing, and additional lab 
equipment. All areas must be individually secured, contiguous to the 
labs, and configured for maximum flexibility. Direct access and 
connection to the National Air Intelligence Center (NAIC) complex is 
required for indigenous technical expertise, security, and logistical 
support. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The ability to perform current and expanding mission 
functions are presently restricted by limited available space and new 
organizational requirements cannot be accomplished in existing facilities. 
The existing facilities lack adequate space, necessary security 
riquirement s , and are not properly configured for the evolving workload. 

+Analytical engineering facilities are nrosslv undersized and cannot 

UNIT 
COST 

145 
3,570 

QUANTITY 

25,300 
14 

9. COST ESTIMATES 

ITEM 
SPECIAL OPERAT-IONS INTELLIGENCE 
FACILITY 

SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
PREWIRED WORK STATIONS 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY ( 5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

COST 
($000) 

3,719 
(3,669) 
( 50) 

675 
( 380) 
( 95) 
( 200) 
4,394 

220 
4,614 

277 
4,891 
4,900 

U/M 

LS 
SF 
EA 

LS 
LS 
LS 



WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE. OHIO 
4. PROJECT TITLE (5. PROJECT NUMBER 

SPECIAL OPERATIONS INTELLIGENCE FACILITY 1 ZHTV953306 t 

2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 

AIR FORCE 

accommodate mission dynamics. This overcrowding severely impedes mission 
operations and'has a negative impact on employee morale. The current 
situation will worsen as the manpower required to support growing customer 
requirements increases from 39 to 60 authorizations (50 locally programed 
plus 10 transients) in FY 95. Existing lab space does not meet security 
requirements and operates under a temporary security waiver. Many 
interior walls do not have required sound and vibration isolation to 
prevent unwanted sound or voice transmissions. Much of the wiring and 
conduit throughout the building is not di-electrically disconnected. The 
separation of the lab from the analytical support space inhibits 
information flow and compromises program security. Adequate space is not 
available in other facilities such as the NAIC complex because of 
overcrowding and programmed equipment increases. Current electrical 
systems can barely meet power requirements today and will be unable to do 
so in the future when the new equipment arrives. 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
(computer generated) 

I IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED : Space and- security inadequacies wi 11 continue and 
adversely impact current and future mission accomplishment. Temporary 
security waivers will be revoked if violations are not corrected. This 
will create extreme hardship on mission accomplishment and degrade 
classified intelligence analysis capabilities. This unique and valuable 
asset supporting operational and acquisition communities will be severely 
impacted with a decidedly negative effect on customers and the Air Force 
mission. - 
NDITIONAL: All known alternative opt.ions were considered during the 
develdpment of this project. No other option could meet the mission 
requirhments. Existing facilities cannot be expanded or economically 
modified to meet mission requirements; therefore, no economic analysis was 
needed or performed. There is no criteria/scope for this project in Part 
I1 of the Military Handbook 1190, " Facility Planning and Design Guide". 
However, this project does meet the criteria/scope specified in Air Force 
Manual 86-2, "Standard Facility Requirements". This project has been 
considered for FY 98 force structure end strength. 

I 
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I W 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 1 2 .  DATE 1 
WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE, OHIO 1 COMPLEX 
5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 6. C.ATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST($000) I I I 

- 

7.28.06 311-173 1 ZHTV973301 18,300 
9. COST ESTIMATES 

I I I UNIT I COST 

AIR FORCE 1 (computer generated) 1 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION I 4. PROJECT TITLE ADD TO ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT 

ITEM 
ADD TO ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT COMPLEX 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
UTILITIES 
PAVEMENTS . . 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
COMMUNICATIONS SUPP0R.T 
DEMOLITION/ASBESTOS RrnOVAL 

SUBTOTAL 
CONTINGENCY (5%) 
TOTAL CONTRACT COST 
SUPERVISION, INSPECTION AND OVERHEAD (6%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

COST 
125 

17 

U/M 
SF 

LS 
LS 
LS 
LS 
SF 

I 

10. Description of Proposed Construction: Reinforced concrete foundation 
and floor slab, structutal frame, roof system, raised computer flooring 
and secure space: 1ncl.udes 610 pre-wired workstations, 84,000 SF of admin 
space, 24,000 SF of opecial purpose space, connections to service and 
utilities hub and road relocation. Includes necessary support and 39,300 
SF of (demolition. 
11. l4EQUIREMENT: 1,125,100 SF ADEQUATE: 387,000 SF 
SUBSTANDARD: 1,618,200 SF 
PROJECT: Construct an acquisition management complex. (Current ~ission) 
REQUIREMENT: A secure, modern, flexible office complex is required to 
consolidate acquisition management functions in an efficient, professional 
environment. Revitalization of Aeronautical Systems Center (AsC) 
facilities is needed to correct serious building and infrastructure 
shortcomings. This phased program includes complete revitalization of 
existing buildings, demolition, and replacement construction including 
infrastructure upgrade. ASC activities must be consolidated in modern 
facilities equipped with the latest computer and communi.cations equipment 
for maximum economy. The total net floor space must be reduced for more 
efficient use of space. This portion of the project will move the C-17 
and Lantirn Special Project Offices (SPOs) from leased facilities to the 
ASC complex. Completion of this project will help make the workforce more 
efficient and consolidate square footage requirements as anticipated 
drawdowns occur. 

QUANTITY 
108,000 

39,300 

I CURRENT SITUATION: Most ASC facilities to be upgraded were constructed 
between 1928 - 1944 and later modified to accommodate the current mission. 
The buildings are struc.turally sound but have many deficiencies including 
energy inefficient heat.inn, coolinn, and liphtinn 

DD FORM 1391, DEC 76 Previous editions are obso1et.e. Pe- No 
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2. DATE 1. COMPONENT 
FY 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

AIR FORCE (computer ~enerated) 
3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE, OHIO 
4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

ADD TO ACQUISITION MANAGEMENT COMPLEX ZHTV973301 

rest rooms w h i ~ h  are in disrepair, and asbestos ceilings and insulation. 
These buildings have not adapted well to modern engineering requirements. 
Numerous interior partitions contribute to inefficient layouts which waste 
floor space and hampers work force efficiency. The present layout of the 
facilities inhibit individual and project team interaction which is vital 
to the accomplishment of the mission. The C-17 SPO currently employs over 
400 people who are located in off-base leased facilities. The Lantirn SPO 
employs over 150 people who are located in on-base leased facilities. 
This project will allow both the C-17 SPO and Lantirn SPO to move out of 
temporary leased facilities into permanent adequate facilities. The 
leased facilities are not suited to the technological or interactive needs 
of the SPOs. One building totalling 39,300 SF will be demolished under 
this project. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Complex weapon system integration will be 
increasingly difficult to attain; a fragmented work force will continue to 
operate in a larger building than required for a properly configured 
building; work efficiency will not be optimal; the roof will continue to 
leak and operating costs will continue to escalate; bringing new 
technology into production will incur excessive time and costs. 
ADDITIONAL: This is the third phase of a ten-phased effort to revitalize 
the acquisition management complex. This project meets the criteria/scope 
specified in Pare 11 of Military Handbook 1190, "Facility Planning and 
Design Guide". An edonomic tbalysis has been prepared comparing the 
alter atives of new construction, revitalization, leasing and status quo 
opera ion. Based on the net present values and benefits of the respective ! alter atives, cpnstruction of this facility was found to be the most cost 
efficient over the life of the project. 

.. 
I 

- 
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PUBLIC LAW 103-337--OCT. 5,1994 108 STAT. 3035 

SEC. 2208. DESIGN A-S FOR UPGRADE OF MAYPORT NAVAL 
STATION, FLORIDA. 

(a) COMMENCEMENT OF DESIGN ACTMTIES.-A~ the conclusion 
of the facilities study prepared by the Secre of the Navy to "d identify infrastructure improvements that woul be necessary to 
provide Mayport Naval Station, Florida, with the capabili to serve 
as a homeport for a nuclear powered aircraft carrier -?the p m  
grammatic environmental impact study to identify environmental 
issues associated with such im rovements, the Secretary shall begin 5, design activities for such m' 'tary construction projects as may 
be necessary to provide for such a ca ability. 

(b) RULB OF ~oNmumoN.-Rrothin~ in subsection (a) s h a ~  
be construed as an authorization to the Secretary to proceed with 
the construction of facilities specifically designed to make Mayport 
Naval Station capable of serving as a homeport for a nuclear pow- 
ered aircraft camer. 
SEC. 2207. RELOCATION OF PASCAOOULA COAST GUARD STATION, MKS- 

SXSSIPPL 
(a) AGREEMENT ON REL€XATION.-SU~~~C~ to subsection (c), the 

Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of Transportation may 
enter into an. agreement that provides for the relocation of the 
activities d functions of Pasca ula Coast Guard Station to 
Pascagoula Naval Station, ~ a s c a ~ o g ,  Mississippi. 

Cb) PROHIBITION ON RELOCATION OR CONSTRUCTION COSTS.- 
The Navy may not incur any construction costa relating to the 
relocation. The Coast Guard may not incur any construct~on costa 
or relocation costs relating to the relocation. 

(c) CONDITION ON RELOCATION.--T~~ activities and functions 
of Pasca ula Coast Guard Station may not be relocated to 3 Pascago a Naval Station if either- 

(1) the Secre determines that the relocation 
of the Coast interfere with the performance 
of the mission of the avy at Pascagoula Naval Station; or 

(2) tlhe Secretary of Transportation determines that the 
relocation of the Coast Guard facility would be incompatible 
with Coast Guard operations in the Pascagoula area. 

TITLE FORCE 
SEC. 2501. AUTHORTZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUCI'ION AND LAND 

ACQUI9mION PRmcrs. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-US~~~ amounts appropriated 

pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 
2304(aX1), the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real property 
and carry out mili construction projects for the installations 
and locations inside 9 e United Statea, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the fallowing table: 

Air Force: Inside the United Statee 

Stab Installation or location Amount 
I 

Alabama ........................... I Maxwell Air Force Baea ........................... 1 $9,600,000 

Alaska ............................... I Cape Lisburne Long Range Radar Site .. 1 $2,800,000 



108 STAT . 3036 PUBLIC LAW 103.337--0(7I'. 5. 1994 

Air Force: Inside the United States.. Continued 

stat0 ! ~ O P  or location I 

colorado ............-............. I PC- Air Fame Bus ......... ..- .............. I 
Delaware .......................... I Dmer Air Foaw Bua ............................... I 

........ ........ maid. ...................... 1 cap cmmma~ F- station ... 1 
............................. ............................. Georgia Moody Air Fom Buc .............................. Robkv Air Force B w  I 

.... ........ ................................. Idaho ( Mountain Bop. M Force Bme - I 
Ninob ..-............... .. . ......- I Scatt Air Force Base ..-..- ............. .. .......... I 
Kama .............................. I McConwll Air Form B w  ..-.... ......... .. ..... 1 
Maryland ........................ 1 Andra Air F- Bus ..... ...... ................ I 
W d p p i  ........................ Co1& Air Fora Bua ....... .. ................ 1 IbeskAirForra Ba8e ..,......................... I 
Missouri ............................ 
Montana ......................... .. 

.......................... Nebraska 
Nevada ............................. 
New Jersey ....................... 
New Mexico ....................... 

............. North Carolina .... 
North Dakota ................ ... 
Ohio .................................. 
Oklahoma ......................... 

South Carolina ................. 
................... South D h t a  

Tennessee ......................... 
Texas ................................ 

Whitmum Air Foaw Bme ........................ 
Malmstmm Air Force Base ...................... 
mtt Air F m  Baae ............................... 
Nellir Air Force Base ................................ 
McQuim Air Form h i m  ........................... 
H011- Air Force W ......................... 

Air Fonr Base ........................... 
P o p e A i r F ~ ~  ................................. 
G d  Forb Air Fore Base .................... 
Minot Air Force Base ................................ 
WrightPa- Air Fom Baclc ............ 
Altw Air Fonr, Bare ................................ 
TinlrarAirForceBase .............................. 
Vlnca Air F m  Base ............................... 
m n  Air Fmca Base ....................... 
ElJ$wor& Air Fwce Baae ......................... 

.............................. Amold Air Force Base 
B m b  Air Force Base .............................. 
Kelly Air Fonr Base ................................. 

.......................... Lackland Air Force Baee 
......................... Sheppard Air Force Base 

Amount 

$5.000.000 

u.m.000 

I u.800. 000 

Sll.8EiO. 000 
$7.050, 000 
Sam. ooO 
Ss.soo. 000 
Ssm.000 

S1.7a0.000 

SlO.MK),000 

$10.150,000 
Sl3.roo.OOo 
$21,200. 000 
$15.960. 000 

........................... ............................ Virginia Laagley Ah Force Base $5.500. 000 I I ...................... .......................... Washington Fairchild Air Force Base $17.900. 000 
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Air Force: Inside the United States-Continued 

stat8 I ImtaUation or location I ~ n o u n t  

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-US~~~ amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 
2304(aX2), the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire red property 
and may carry out military construction projects for the installations 
and locations outside the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the following table: 

Wyoming .......................... 
CONUS Cbified ........... 

Air Force: Outside the United States 

McChord Air Force Base ........................... 
F.E. Warren Air Force Bane ..................... 
Cla~i6ed Loeation .................................... 

SEC. 2302. FAWtV HOUSING 

$10,400,000 

$2,650,000 

$2,141,000 

(a) CON~UCTION AND &QUISITION.-US~~~ amounts appro- 
priated pursuant to the authorization of a propriations in section P 2304(aX6XA), the Secretary of the Air orce may construct or 
acquire family housing units (including land acquisition) at  the 
installations, for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth in 
the following table: 

Amount 

$12,350,000 
$9.473.000 

52,450,000 

$2,850,000 

$7,100,000 

$4,050,000 

Country - 
Germmy ........................... 

.Greenland ......................... 
Portugal ............................ 
United Kingdom .............. 
Ovemeaa Classified ......... 

Air Force: Family Housing 

Installation or location 

..................................... Ramstein Air Base 
spangdddam Air Bars ............................. 
Thule Air Base ........................................ 
Lqjea Field. Asom ., ................................. 
Lakenheath Royal Air Force BaMt ........... 
Clwified Locations .................................. 

Alabama ................... 

Arizona ..................... 

California ................. 

District of Columbia 

Amount 

Maxwell Air Force 
Bane .......................... 

PuwO- stat8 - 

Davb Monthan Air 
Force Bane ................ 

hutallation 

Beale Air Force Base .. 
Edwards Air Fora 

Bane .......................... 
& Angeles Air Force 

Station ...................... 
Vandenbeg Air Force 

Barn? .......................... 
Bolliig Air Force Base 

110 units .,.............. 
................... 76 unitll 

34 unita ................... 
50 unita ................... 
128 units ................. 
100 units ................. 

$10,029,000 

$8,842,000 

$4,629,000 

$8,962,000 

$16,460,000 

$9,ooo.000 
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Air  Force: Family Housing-Continued 

State 

................... I 75 unib 

Inatahtion I pUrp0.e I 
Florida ...................... 

........................ Idaho 

KMME ..................... 

la* ................. 
MiMouri ................... 

New M& .............. 

........ North Cuolina 

North Dakota .......... 

south Carolina ........ 
Tetar .... ............... .. ... 
Utah ......................... 
V i i  .................... 
washington .............. 

Wyoming .................. 

4 units ..................... 
60 units ................... 

Patrick Air Fom Base 
Mountah Home Air 
Foaw Bua ................ 

Mountain Home Air 
Fom Bus ................ 

McCoMcll Air Force 
BMe .........................* 

BnrMde Air h 
Bus ......,,... .... ,.. 

Whitcmul Air Force 
Bast3 ...-.... .. ..............- 

Culnon Air Rum 
Bus ...,...,..... -,...... . 

HoUonun Air F- 
Bus ....,...,,..,....... .. 

KirtLsd Air Force 
Bast3 ..-.... -....*. 

.... Pope Air Forts Bua 
ssJrmotvJohnroaAir 
Folrs Bur e.,,,...... 

Grand Forkn Air h 
Bus ............ ..,, , ..,. 

sh.nAkFaw B.re , 
DyaaAirFolrsBam.. 
Hill Air Force Bus ..... 
Langlsj, Air Fom 
Bus ..................... - 

Fairchild Air Fara 
BMe ............... ......... .. 

F.E. W8rrea Air Fom 
Base ......................... 

................... I 70 units 

1 82 unib ................,. 

1 unit ....................... 
76 unib ..............,,. 
lo6 unib ..............,. 
120 unit8 ................. 
74 unib .............,..... 

..................... I 6 unib 

-- - 

(b) PIANNING AND D~s~cz~.-Using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in sec.kion 
2304(aX6XA), the Secretary of the Air Force may carry out architec- 
tural and engineering services and construction desi activities 
with respect to the const~ction or improvement of rm&;&ry family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed $9,275,000. 
SEC. 2903. IMPBOVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY HOU8ING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United States Code, and 
using amounts appropriated ursuant to the authorization of a )pro- f priatiom in section ~sM(~&xA), the Secretary of the Air brce 
may improve existing military family housing units in an amount 
not to exceed $61,770,000. 
SEC. 3304. AUTBORIZATION OF APF'ROPRIATIONS, AIR FORCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-~U~~~C~ to subsection (c), funds are hereby 
authorized to be appropriated for fiscal years beginning aRer 
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September 30, 1994, for military construction, land acquisition, 
and military family housing functions of the Department of the 
Air Force in the total amount of $1,601,602,000 as follows: 

(1) For military comtruction projects inside the United 
States authorized by section 2301(a), $438,154,000. 

(2) For military construction r o j h  outside the United 
States authorized by section 230l(bf $38,273,000. 

(3) For unspecified minor construction projects authorized 
by section 2805 of title 10, United States Code, $7,000,000. 

(4) For architectwd and engineering services and construc- 
tion design under section 2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$49,386,000. 

(5) For the construction of the climatic test chamber a t  
E p  Air Force Base, Florida, authorized by section 23Ol(a) ' 
o the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102484, 106 Stat. 2594), 
$20,000,000. 

(6) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, planning and 

design, and improvements of military family housing and 
fa&ties, $247,444,000. 

(B) For support of military housin (including functions 
described in section 2833 of title 10, &nited States Code), 
$824,845,000, of which not more than $112,757,000 may 
be obligated or expended for leasing of military family 
housing units worldwide. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COSP OF CONSTRUCTION PROJECIS.- 
Notwithstanding the cost variations authorized by section 2853 
of title 10, United States Code, and any other cost variation author- 
ized by law, the total cost of all rojecta d e d  out under section 
2301 of tbis Act may not exA the total amount authorized to 
be ap ropriatsd under p phs (1) and (2) of subsection (a) 
(as J u c d  by operation of= ection (c)). 

(c) Aarufmmm.-The total amount authorized to be appm- 
priated pursuant to paragraphs (1) through (6) of subsection (a) 
~sr the eum of the amounts autharized to be appropriated in such 
paragraphs, reduced by $23,500,000, which re sents the combina- 
tion of project savings resulting from favarab P" e. bids, reduced wer- 
head costs, cancellatiom due to force structure changes, and can- 
cellations due to 1995 base dosure and realignment decisions. 

SEC. 2305. AUTHORIZATION OF MILITARY CONlSTRUCTION PBOJ'ECIS 
AT TPNDACL AIR PORCE BABE, FLORIDA, FOR WHICH 
FuNDsaAVEBEENAPmtoPBUTED. 

(a) AUTHORIWTION.-T~~ table in section 2301(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiacal Year 1994 (division 
B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1867) is amended in the item 
relating to Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida, by s 
"$2,6W,OOO" in the amount column and inserting in k = s  
"$s,200,000". 

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.^^^ 2304(a) of such Act (107 
Stat. 1870) is amended- 

(1) in the matter preceding the paragraphs, by striking 
out "$2,040,031,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$2,045,631,000"; and 

(2) in paragraph (1) by striking out '$877,539,004 and 
inserting in lieu thereof '$883,139,000 . 



:aIqtq t u y q o j  aw tq ~ O J  ')as 'qunou18 aw tq 
P= ' s v 7 s  pawn  a e p m  m o ~ 7 ~ 1  pm m 0 9 ~  b ag- am a03 
~ [ a r d  u o ~ n q s n m  F [ F ~  qno Lrma p a  &.radar pear a.ynbm 
Lorn asuajaa p A 2 q a . q ~  eqq '(1)(8&3 uotpas riuo~pdo.1dd8 
JO uogxnpowne aw q q m m d  pq . add8 qunom -8n 

~ ~ L P ~ ~ ~ N O L T . I S I ~ B ~ V < I N V ?  
<INV N0113n&tsN03 SZX3NaOV 3s-a -0ELtlV 'IOOZ '3- 

'€ 'ON 7- w d  W P  m W  4 7  lrmo9- ma7 
-01 aw rl?w 7-03 BT ~ 9 ~ w m  aP1 r)m m49= war 
8 q m m n m  maJap l r m o v -  aw OL) e7pqw aw 
a7BP arl? ~0 -"I ( a m  sa7tqS Pa?Pn '0T aI'W 30 (PXaIL89Z 
u o P s  a! Pa-P W) a~981-1 0s .I0 P!J& 8 Jo P B  a W  
1- mUIl (8) UOl$WSqnS Japm\ .eIqBIpA8 Dp8m SpUnJ a- JO XU8 
aznsnaa %on Lam acua J ml ern 10 Xlm- au.r.-~~nutn~nn lal -T-- -,-- ---- -;. --,.,*- ---T----" - - -------" \-, 

.BUZO~F[O 'Bsmfi '6 'ON 
l_crsId a=od J?v 30 noI7=wm 7no +=. 03 -0d W aw 30 

"IW- WwJ naq q 2ug.1q p w  uumlm eeodmd 
4 'BP?wd '@=a m o d  J?v 

03-VIM m;rl? arl) nl PPmm e! (698T "48'3s LOT !09TWT 
fi81 =?Iqnd 30 B m?W) 968T mi B3W roJ W uO9-OWnV 
uownq=w *?mu arll P (8)ZOM; n o w  a! a1qtq artt 

Ym8m*dBVBm<M8IVTIVaNA,l, 
&V J3arOXd ONIBnOH APPWB CIaZlXOELtnV do N01- 3062 '3SS 

P661 '9 ~XlO-tll-€O1 MV'T 3I'Imd OPOE '&V&S 801 



PUBLIC LAW 1 0 3 - 3 3 7 m .  5, 1994 108 STAT. 3041 

Defense Agencies: Inside the United States-Continued 

Asencr hwtdation or location Amount 
I 

Defew Fuel Support Point, Crrney Im- 
......................................... land, Virginia 

HeadiquarLarr. Defenw Logbtiu Agency, .............................. K Belvoir, V i  

................... Natiod 8rurity &er~q I Fort M d e ,  Maryland -. I f6.468,W 

$3,652,000 

$4,600,000 

Defenra Medical Facility 
............................. O f h  .................. Fort Dk, Nea J-y .............. ......................... Fort McPherson, Georgia ..... Md3eU.n Air Forra Baw. W b m h  

mca Secretary of De- 
f e r ~  .............................. 

Section 6 SehooL ............. 

SEC. UOa FAMILY HOUSXNO. 

$2,000,000 
$13,300,000 
$10.280.000 

Special Oparatiom Forar 

Using amounta appropriated m u a n t  to the authorization of 
appmpriatiom in section U O M I ~ ~ ) ( A ) ,  the Secretary of Def- 

P may construct or acquire family housing unite (including land 

23 
acquisition) at the localtion, for the purpose, and in the amount - set forth in the following table: 

CONUS Clauibd Loution ... .. ................ 
Naval S w f b  W m  Center, V i  

w 
Defense Agencies: Family Housing 

$6,300,000 

$1,660,000 

........ Eglin Adlimy Fiad Na 9, Flarid. 
Fort. Bmgg, No& Carolina ...............,... ..... K i r t l . n d . A i r F o a c s B w , N ~ M ~  
Nard Baw C o d 4  &n Disgo, Cali- 
fo& .................................................... 

$20,200,000 
$8,000,000 
$9,600,000 

$ 3 . 4 0 0 . ~  

SEC. 2403. DIPBOVEDW3T TO MIUTABYFAMLLY HOUSING UNITS 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United States Code, and 
using amounts appropriated ursuant to the authorization of appro- 
priations in section ~ 0 5 ( a & 0 ,  the Secrew of Defense may 
Improve exieting military family housing units m an amount not 
to exceed $50,000. 
SEC aAOC ENERGY CONSERVATION PBOJMXS 

Using amounta appropriated uant to the authorization of 
appropriations in sect~cm 2405(aX r 1, the Secretary. of Defense n?ay 

out energy consexvation projects under e o n  2865 of btle 
:3ni ted  states code. 
SEC. 2406. AUTBORIWTION OF APPROPRUTIONB, DEFENSE AGENCIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-'Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 1994, for 
military construction, land acquisition, and military family housing 

Amount 

) s o o , ~  

p=w- 

....... 1 unit .,.. ..... 

countrp 

.................... Belgium 

4m=Y 

National Security Agency 
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functions of the Department of Defense (other than the military 
departments), in the total amount of $3,213,608,000 as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside the United 
States authorized by section 2401(a), $119,250,000. 

(2) For military construction projects at  Portsmouth Naval 
Hospital, Virginia, authorized by section 2401(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(division B of Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1640), 
$120,000,000. 

(3) For military construction projects a t  Elmendorf Air 
Force Base, Alaska, hospital replacement, authorized by section 
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2599, $66,000 000. 

(4) For &taw construction projects a t  Fort Bragg, North 
Carolina, hospital replacement, authorized by section 2401(a) 
of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102-484, 106 Stat. 2599). 
$75,000,000. 

(5) For unspedied minor construction projects wder  sec- 
tion 2805 of title 10, United Stak Code, $22,348,000. 

(6) For contingency construction projecta of the Secretary 
of Defense under section 2804 of title 10, United States Code, 
$3,511,000. 

(7) For architectural and engineering services and construc- 
tion design under section 2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$51,960,000. 

(8) For enmm conservation projects authorized by section 
2404, $50,000,000. 

(9) For base closure and reali ent activities as author- 
ized by title IJ of the Defense Au &? orization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 1 M 2 6 ;  10 
U.S.C. 2687 note), $87,600,000. 

(10) For base closure and realignment activities as author- 
ized by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101410; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note), $2,588,558,000. 

( 11) For military family hous' functions: 
(A) For construction an ?f acquisition, planning and 

design, and improvements of military family housing and 
facilities, $350,000. 

(B) For support of military housin (including functions 
described in section 2833 of title 10, % nited States Code), 
$29,031,000, of which not more than $24,051,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of military family 
housing units worldwide. 

(b) LIMITATION OF TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS.- 
Notwithstanding the cost variati0118 authorized by section 2853 
of title 10, United States Code, and any other cost variation author- 
ized by law, the total cost of all rojects carried out under section 
2401 of this Act may not ex d the total amount authorized to 
be appropriated under subsection (aX1). 

SEC. 2406. COMMUNlTY IMPACT ASSISTANCE WITH REGARD TO NAVU 
WEAPONS STATION, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROUNk 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2405(aX10), the Secretary of the Navy 
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shall transfer $3,000,,000 to the South Carolina Department of 
Hi hways and Public Tram rtation to be used for improvements 
to Aorth Rhett Avenue, whigprovides access to the Naval Weapons 
Station, Charleston, South Carolina, to help alleviate the adverse 
effects of the closure of the Charleston Naval Station and Charleston 
Naval Shipyard, South Carolina, on the surrounding communities. 
SEC. 2407. PUNNlNG AND DESIGN FOR CONSTRUCTION IN SUPPORT 

OF CONSOWATION OF OPERATIONS OF TEE DEFENSE 
FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING SERVICE. 

Of the amount authorized to be a pro riated by section 
2405(aX7), $6,000,000 shall be available $r p f ~ g  and desi 
activities relating to military construction in sup ort of the consor L dation of operations of the Defense Finance and counting Service. 
SEC. 2408. MODIFICATION OF A U T H O m  TO W Y  OUT FISCAL YEAR 

1995 PBOJECT. 
(a) MODIFICATION OF A m o ~ 1 ~ y . 4 1 )  The table in section 

2401(a) of the Milita Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (division of Public Law 10- 106 Stat. 2599) 
is amended in the item relating to F ' i e o n s  Army Medical Center, 
Colorado, by strikin out "$390,000,000" in the amount column 
and inserting in lieu f ereof "$225,000,000~. 

(2) Section 2403(cX6) of such Act (106 Stat. 2600) is amended 
b striking out "$388,000,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
u~223,000,000n. 

(b)  CERTIFICATION.-(^) If the budget for fiscal year 1996 that 
is submitted to Congress under section 1105 of title 31, United 
States Code, includes a request for funds for the construction of 
a replacement facility a t  Fitzsimom Army Medical Center, Colorado, 
then not later than March 15, 1995, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the con sional defense committea a.certScation 
that the replacement. =ty is needed to meet mil~tary health 

uirements. 
making the certification, the Secretary of Defense shall 

address the issues raised in the Audit Report of the Inspector 
General of the Department of Defense dated March 21, 1994, and 
entitled "Medical Treatment Facility Requirements-Fitzsimons 
Army Medical Centern including- 

(A) the cos&ectiveneae of building a replacement facility; 
(B) the Department of Defanse licy on construction of 

new military medical treatment f ag t i e s  in areas in which 
the maijority of the patient population is military retire- and 
their dependenta; 

(C) the percentage of the patient po ulation in the 

the Region 8 area that consists of- 
car catchment area of Fitzsimons Army Medi Center and in 

(i) active duty pemrmel; 
(ii) dependenb of active duty pereonnel; 
(iii) rmlitary retirees; and 
(iv) dependenta of militmy retirees; 

(Dl the availability to and coat for the patient 
in the catchment area of medical care provided y civilian 
medical facilitiee located in that area; 

gopdation 
(El the occupancy rates of civilian medical facilities in 

the catchment area; 
(F) the nature and extent of advanced medical procedures 

provided by civilian medical facilities in the catchment area; 
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(GI the ability of and cost to other Department of Defense 
medical facilities and civilian medical faulities located in the 
Region 8 area of providing medical care to patients in that 
area that are currently served by Fitzsimons Army Medical 
Center; 

(H) the pgected occupancy ratee a t  Fitzsimons Army Medi- 
cal Center n t h  and without patients from outside the 
catchment area and the Region 8 area; and 

(I) the coshEectivenes~ and contribution of the Graduate 
Medical Education program a t  Fibimcws Army Medical Center 
to meeting the trcuning requirements of the Army for military 
medical personnel. 

TI'IZE W-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. Zaol. A U T B O ~  NATO CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI- 
TION PBOJECT% 

may make contributions for the North 
Infhhcture Pro , as provided 
united states - an amount 

not to exceed the sum of the amount a u t h d  to be a propriatad 
for thia e in d o n  2 ~ n  and the amount cofLteci fmm 
the NO-tic Treaty Organization as a rault of construction 
previously financed by the United Stat-. 
SEC. 2K@. AUTHOIUWTION OF A P P B O ~ O N S ,  NATO. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated for fiscal years 
after September 30, 1994, for contributions by the Sec- 

retary o Defense under section 2806 of title 10, United States "--f 
Code, for the share of the United States of the cost of projeda 
for the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Idd t ruc tu re  Program, 
as authorized by section 2501, in the amount of $119,000,000. 

TI= XXVI-GUAR;D AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES 

SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND BESEEYE CONSTRUCTION AND 
LAND ACQUIsrnON PBOJECT8. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin- 
ning after September 30, 1994, for the coste of acquisition, architec- 
tural and en ' eering s e ~ c e a ,  and construction of facilities for r the Guard an Reserve Forces, and for contributions therefor, under 
chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code (including the cost 
of acquisition of land for those facilities), the following amounts: 

(1) For the Department of the Army- 
(A) for the Army National Guard of the United States, 

$188,062,000; and 
(B) for the ARny Reserve, $57,370,000. 

(2) For the Department of the Navy, for the Naval and 
Marine Corps Reserve, $22,748,000. 

(3) For the Department of the Air Force- 
(A) for the Air National Guard of the United States, 

$249,053,000; and 
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. (B) for the Air Force Reserve, $57,066,000. 
SEC. 2602. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOB UNAUTHORIZED 

GUARD AMD RESEKVE PBOJECTS. 
(a) PROHIBITION OF UNAUTHORIZED PROJECTS.-Except as pro- 

vided in subsection (b), funds appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in section 2601 may on1 be used 

I arK, for the purpose of paymg for the costs of ac uisition, tectural 
and enveering services, and construction of acilities for the Guani 
and Reserve Forces (and for contributions for such purposes) under 
chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, in the case of projects 
for the Guard and Reserve Forces specified in the joint explanato 
statement of the committee of conference to accompany the b z  
S. 2182 of the One Hundred and Third Con 

(b) Ex~~~r~o~s . -Subsec t ion  (a) s& a ly with respect 

P 1 to funds authorized to be appro riated in section 601 for lulspec- 
ified planning and des' and or umpcified minor construction. 
Such subs&on shall = not apply m the case of a project for 
the Guard and Reserve! Forces- 

(1) specifically authorized by a law enacted after the date 
of the enactment of thia Act; 

(2) d e s i p t e d  as emergency constructiont in the same man- 
ner as m d e d  for mditary construction projects under section 
2803 oftitle 10. U~lited S t a b  Code: 

(3) designated as contingency construction, in the same 
manner as provided for military construction projects under 
section 2804-of euch title; 

(4) designated as a construction project required to carry 
out an enwonmental response action, in the same manner 
as provided for military coristruction projects under section 
2810 of such title; 

(5) designated as a comtmctim roject required to repair, 
restore, or replace a d a m y  or $estroyed facility, in the 
same manner as provided or military construction projeds 
under section 2854 of such title; or 

(6) specified in the joint explanatory statement of the 
committee of confesence to accompany any Act, enacted before 
the date of enactment of this Act autho 7 mili- construction projects if the authorization or the project has 
not expired by the time the expenditure is to be made. 

SEC. 260S. AUTHORIZATION OF PRWlWIS FOR WHICH FUNDS HAVE 
BEEN APPaOPBU'lFD. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 1.994 GUARD AND RESERVE m . - - & C t i O l l  
2601 of the Military CIonstruction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1994 (division B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1878) is 
amended- 

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking out "$283,483,000" and 
insertiq in lieu thereof "$299,223,000 ; and 

(2) m paragraph (2). by striking out '$25,013,000" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "$33,713,000". 
(b) Frsw YEAR I993 Am NATIONAL GUARD P ~ ~ ~ ~ c ~ . - S e c t i o n  

2601(3XA) of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102684, 106 Stat. 2602) 
is amended by striking out '$305,759,000" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "$306,959,000". 

(c) FISCAL YEAR 1992 ARMY NATIONAL GUARD Prumm.-Sec- 
tion 2601(1XA) of the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
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(2) the date of the enactment of an Act authorizing funds 
for fbcal year 1998 for military construction projects, land 
acquisition, family hc~using rojects and facilities, or contribu- 
tions to the North Atlantic &eaty Organization Infrastructure 
Program. 

SEC. 2702. EXTENSION OF AUTBOREATIONS OF CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
lssa PBOJEC1'8. 

(a) EXTEN~~o~s.-Notwithstandin section 2701 of the Mili "II; Construction Authorization Act for h e a l  Year 1992 (division 
of Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1535), authorizations for the 
projects set forth in the tables in subsection (b), as rovided in 
section 2101, 2102, 2201. 2301, or 2601 of that Act, a g d l  remain 
in effect until October 1, 1995, or the date of the enactment of 
an Act authorizin  fund^ for military construction for fiscal year 7 1996, whichever is ater. 

(b) TABLES.-T~~ tables referred to in subsection (a) are as 
follows: 

Army: Extension of 1992 Project Authorhatione 

Nam Extendon of 1992 Project Authorizations 

I Amount 

Amolant 

$150,000 

$2,150,000 

$9,700,000 

$3,600,000 

$7,600,000 

-4-t 

Family Houring New 
Chmtructbn (1 Unit) 
W Instruction Fa- 
cility ........................... 

Family Houring New 
Corn- (120 
Units) .................. .. ..... 

Ammunition Demili- 
tarization support 
Facility ...................... 

Ammunition Demili- 
tarization Utilities .... 

state 

........... Colorado 

............. Oeorgia 

Oregon .............. 

West V i i  ... Green Bank Naval Ob- Alternate I .... matory ,.................. Canter ........,.......... $8,400.000 I 

hutellation 
or location 

................... Fort Curon 

................. Fort Benning 

Fort Stewart ................. 

Urnatilk Depot Activity 

- - - 

Miuiuippi ....... 
- 

Culrport Naval b 
B ~ N C ~ ~ O I ~  h m  
Canter ...................... , 

l a y  .................. 

Controlled Humidity 
Wuth0lMO ................. 

Sigonella Naval Air 
Station ....................... 

Sicily Naval Cornmu- 
nicationr Station ....... 

$7,000,000 

OpMtiom Control 
Center ....................... 

Sabllite tmninel " ....... 
$9,850,000 

$2,7M),000 
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Army Reserve: Extension of 1992 Roject Authorizations 

project 

Navy: Extension of 1991 Project Authorization 

Amount 

. Massachusetts 
Ohio .................. 

Penmyhrania .... 

......... Tenneonee 

West V i i  ... 

or location 

Co11nectiazt ...... New London Naval ...... submarhe BaM " 

Air Force: Extension of 1991 Project Authorhations 

SEC. 2103. W S I O N  OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF CEaTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
Is91 PBOJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSIONS-Notwithstanding section 2701 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division B 
of Public Law 101-510;; 104 Stat. 17821, the authorizations for 
the projects set forth in, the tables in subsection (b), as provided 
in section 2201, 2301, or 2401 of that Act and extended by section 
2702(a) of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1992 (division B of Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1535) 
and section 2702 of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. w 1880), shall remain in effect until October 1, 1995, or the date 

W of the enactment of an Act authorizing funds for military construe- * tion for fiscal year 1996, whichever is later. 
(b) TABLE.-T~~ tables referred to in subsection (a) is as follows: 

......................... Taunton 

Perrpburg .................... 

Johnetmm ..................... 

.......................... Jaelwnr 

Huntington .................... 

Instahtion 
or location 1 Amount 

............. Re8er~eCanter 
Raewe Center Mdi- 

tion ............................. 
Army and b k b e  

Corpr Aviation Facil- 
ity ............................... 

. Joint Training Facility 

Guard and Reserve ........................ Camtar 

California ......... I W e  Air Porn 8.u .... I Student D o r m i n  ....... I *9,65O,MO 

$3,526,000 

$2,749,000 

$30,!224,000 

$1,637,000 

$6,617,000 

Colorado ........... Buddey Air National Child Development ................ I Guard Baw k b r  ....................... $4,550,000 I I 
Hawaii .............. Schofield Buraek ........ Combat Anna Trcliniogl I I M a b ~ c a  Facility I )l,IW,000 
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"(3) The limitation contained in the first sentence of aragraph 

P P (1) does not apply to a roject for the improvement o a fiunily 
housing unit or units re erred to in that sentence if the roject 
(including the amount requested for the project) is idended in 
the budget materials submitted to Congress by the Secretary of 
Defense in connection with the submission to Congr,ess of the budget 
for a fiscal year pursuant to section 1105 of title 31. . 
SEC. 2803. LlMlTED PARTNERSHIPS FOB NAVY HOUSING. 

(a) AUTHOFUTY FOR HOUSING P~Ft=.-&hChapter II of 
cha ter 169 of title 10, United States Code, is amended by adding 
at &e end the following new section: 

"82837. Limited partnerships with private developers of 
homing 

"(a) LIMITED P ~ R s H I P s . - ~ ~ )  In order to meet the housing 
requirements of ~nembers of the naval service, and the dependents 
of such members, a t  a military installation described in paragraph 
(2), the Secret- of the Navy may enter into a limited partnership 
with one or mom private developers to encourage the construction 
of housing and accessory structures within commuting distance 
of the instahtion. The Secretary may contribute not less than 
five percent, bul; not more than 35 percent, of the development 
costs under a limited partnership. 

"(2) Para ph (1) applies to a military installation under the 
'urisdiction OK Secretary at which there is a sho e of suitable 
howin 0 meet the requirements of membera an dependents 
refem4 to in ~d paragraph. 

9 
''0) COUATEIUL INQWl'IW M m . - T h e  SecreWy ma 

ahso enter into mllateral incentive agreements with private devel 
opera who enter into a limited partnership under subsection (a) 
to ensure that, where appro 

Y1) a suitable p rer* e m c e  will be afforded members of the 
naval servics in the lease or purchase, as the case may be, 
of a reasonable number of the housing unit8 covered by the 
limited partnershi ; or 

''(2) the rend ratea or sale prices, u the case may be, 
for some or all of mch unita will be affordable for such members. 
'(c) SELECTION OF Wmmrawr OPPOBTUNITIES.--41) The Sec- 

retary shall usa publicly advertbed, competitively bid or competi- 
tively negotiated, c o n t r a ~ x e d u r e a ,  as provided in chapter 
137 of this title, to enter lnto ted partnerdups under subsection 
(a). 

Y2) When a deciaioa is made to enter into a limited partnership 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit a report in writing 
to the appropriate committees of Congress on that decision. Each 
such report shall include the justification for the limited partner- 
ship, the terms and conditions of the limited partnership, a descrip 
tion of the development costa far mjkcb under the limited partner- 

Fk ship, and a descri on of the are of such costs to be lncurred 
by the Secretary. e Secmtaq may then enter into the limited 
partnership only after the end of the 21-day period beginning on 
the date the report ie received by such committees. 

'Yd) Accotm.41) There is hereby established on the books 
of the Treasury an account to be known as the 'Navy Housing 
Investment Account'. 

'(2) There shall be deposited into the Account- 
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"(A) such funds as may be authorized for and appropriated 
to the Account; and 

"(B) any proceeds received by the Secretary from the repay- 
ment of investments or profits on investments of the Secretary 
under subsection (a). 
"(3) In such amounts as is provided in advance in appropriation 

Ada, the Account shall be available for contracts, investments, 
and expenses necessary for the implementation of this section. 

"(4) The Secretary may not enter into a contract in connection 
with a limited partnerdup under subsection (a) or a collateral 
incentive agreement under mbsection (b) unless the Account con- 
tains suffiueat funds, ae of the time the contract is entered into, 
to s a w  the. total obligatione to be incurred by the United States 
un&tlie contract. 

- 

'Ye) NAVY HOUSING INVESTMENT BOARD.-41) The Secretary 
of the Navy shall establish a board to be known as the 'Navy 
Housing Investment Board' which ahall have the duties- 

~ A l o f a d v i s i n g t b ~ r e g a r d i n g t h o s e ~  red 
limited part~erahipa under m a w  (a), if any, that are Em- 
ciaUy G d  o t h e d e  sound investments for xneetinn the obiec- - 
tiv& of this section; 

- 
"(B) of administering the Account e&abbhed under sub- 

section (dl; and 
YC) of asaieting the Secretary in mach other ways as the 

h t w y  detmnines to be neceesarg and appropriate to cany 
out this d o n .  
"(2) The Navy Housing Investment Board ahalI be composed 

of seven members appointed for a tweyear term by the Secretary. 
Among such members, the Secretary may appoint two persons 
from the private aector who have knowledge and experience in 
the financmg and the.conetruction of housing. The Secretary shall 
desipate one of the members as ' of the Board. 

(3) Members of the Navy =vestment Board, other 
than those members regularly employed by the Federal Govern- 
ment, may be paid while atten meetings of the Board or other- 
wise serving a t  the request of ‘% e Secretary, compensation a t  a 
rate equal to the daily equivalent of the minimum annual rate 
of basic pay payable for level IV of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5315 of title 5 for each da (including travel time) during 
which the member is engaged in &e actual performance of duties 
vested in the Board. Members shall receive travel expenses, includ- 
ing per diem in lieu of subsistenw, in accordance with section 
5702 and 5703 of title 5. 

"(4) The Federal Advisoxy Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall 
not ap ly to the Na Housing Investment Board. "(8 REPORT.-& later than 60 days after the end of each 
fiscal year in which the Secretary carries out activities under this 
section, the Secretary shall tpansmit to Congress a report specifying 
the amount and nature of the deposits into, and the expenditures 
from, the Account during such &ad ear and of the amount and 
nature of all other expenditures maie pursuant to such section 
during such fiscal year. 

"(g) 'I'R~NsFER OF NAVY LANDS PROHIBITED.-NO~~~~~ in this 
section shall be construed Lo permit the Secretary, as part of a 
limited partnership entered into under this section, to transfer 
the right, title, or interest of the United States in any real property 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary. 
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"(h) EXPIRATION AM) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITIES.---(I) The 
authority of the Secretary to enter into a limited partnership ,under 
this section shall expire on Se tember 30,1999. 

"(2) The Navy Housing vestment Board shall terminate on Termination 
November 30,1999.". 

E, 
date. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-T~~ table of sections at  the begin- 
ning of such suizhapter is amended by adding at the end the 
following new itern: 
"2837. Limited partnerdtip with private dewelopera of bowing.". 

SEC. 2804. BEIWB- FOB SERVICE8 PROVIDED BY THE 
DEPXaTbfENT OF DEFENSE INCIDENT TO CONSTRUG 
n o N ,  x i u n m m ~ ~ c ~ ,  OR ~EPADR P R O J E ~  TO REAL 
PBoPEmY. 

(a) F r x e ~  RATE FOR RSXA~URSEMENT FOR CERTAIN SERVICES.- 
Section 2205 of l5tle 10, United States Code, is amended- 

(1) b inserting "(a) AVAILABILITY OF REIMBURSEMENTS.- ti " before e Eirrrt sentence; and 
(2) by adding a t  the end the following new subsection: 

"(b) Rim FOR REIMBURSEMENT FOR CERTAIN SERVICES.- 
The Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries of the military depart- 
ments may charge a fixed rate for reimbursement of the costs 
of providing planning, supervision, administrative, or overhead serv- 
ices incident to any construction, maintenance, or repair project 

or for prwiding.facility s.e+cee, irrespective of 
financing the project or fachty services.". 

o m ~ o  AMENDMENTS.--.(~) The heading of such section 
is amended to read as follows: 

"0 2206. Reimbursements". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the table of sections 

a t  the beginning of cha ter 131 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended to read as fo ows: 
3 0 6 .  

I? 

SEC. 2806. AUTEOarrY TO PAY CLOg][NG COSTS UNDEB HOMEOWNERS 
ASSmANCEPBOaRMd 

Section 1013(c) of the Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan 
Development Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 3374(c)) is amended b insert- 
ing after the hnt sentence the following new sentence: "he  Sec- 
retary may also ay a person who elects to receive a cash payment 
under clause (lyof the sentence an amount that the 
Secretary determines appropriate to reimburse the person for the 
costs incurred by the rson in the sale of the property if the 
Secretary determines 8 t  tuch paymerit wi l l  benefit the person 
and is in the best interest of the Federal Government.". 

Subtitle %Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment 

SEC. 2811. PROHIBITION AGAINST CONSIDERAWN IN BASE CLOSURE 
PROCESS OF ADVANCE CONVERSION PLANNING UNDER- 

(a) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ~ c o ~ ~ ~ ~ D ~ ~ I o N ~ . ~ u b s e c t i o n  
(cX3) of section 2903 of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
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Act of 1990 (part A of title X);M of Public Law 101510; 10 
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended- 

(1) by insew "(A)" before "Tn considering"; and 
(2) by addmg a t  the end the follo new subparagra hs: 7 J' YB) In considering military iristallations or closure or re gn- 

m a t ,  the Secretary ma not take into account for any purpose I any advance conversion p a d n g  undertaken by an affected commu- 
nity with respect to the anticipated closure or malignmat of an 
installation. 

YC).Fy ,urposes of subp aph (B), in the case of a commu- 
nity anhapa& the s a n o m i ~ e c t s  of a closure or realignment 

instaRation, advance conversion planning- 
'Yi ehall include community a&dment and economic Of a 

divedcat ion planning undertaken by the community before 
an anticipated eelection of a military installation in or near 
the communiq for closure or r-ent; and 

$ byency redevelop- Yii) may Include the develo ment of con 
ment lam, lane for economic . evelopment an diversification, 
and p%lu &r the joint use (mclu- c i v i b n  and military 
we, public and vate use, civilian dual use, and civilian 
ahzired rus) of ESroperty or facilities of ths i n e m t i o n  
after the anticipated osure or realignment.". 
(b) COMMISSION R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S . - S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  (dX2) of such 

secti-(M is amended by adding a t  the end the following new subpara- 
graph: 

"(E) In making recommendations under thia paragraph, the 
Commission may not take into account for any purpose any advance 
conversion lanning undertaken by an affected communi@ with 
respect to &s antrcipated cloavre or malignment of a military 
instahtion.". 
SEC. eSle. CONSULTATION REGARDING PERSONAL PROPERTY 

L4XATED AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS TO BE CLOSED. 
(a) CLOSURES UNDER 1988 Am.---(1) Section 204CbX3XD) of 

the Defense Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and 
Realignment Act (Public Law 100526. 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended by adding a t  the end the fohowing new sentence: "In 
connection with the development of the redevelopment plan for 
the installation, the Secretary shall consult with the enti e p o n -  iL sible for developing the redevelopment plan to i d e n w  e ltems 
of personal property located at the installation, if any, that the 
entrty d e b  to be retained a t  the installation for reuse or redevel- 
opment of the installation.". 

(b) CLOSURES UNDER 1990 AC~.-Section 2905(bX3XD) of the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of 
title IWX of Public Law 101410; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended 
by addin a t  the end the following new sentence: "In connection 
with the I evelo ment of the redevelopment plan for the installation, 
the Secretary s f d l  consult with the entity responsible for develop- 
ing the redevelopment plan to identify the items of personal prop- 
erty located a t  the installation, if any, that the entity desires 
to be retained a t  the installation for reuse or redevelopment of 
the installation.". 
SEC. 2819. -0 AND TECHNICAL m M E N T S  TO BASE CLO- 

SURE LAWS. 
(a) CLARIFICATION OF SCOPE OF TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY 

UNDER 1988 ACT.--Section 202(c) of the Defense Authorization 
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Amendments and :Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 
100526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended- 

(1) by striking out The authority" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "(1) Except as provided in paragraph (21, the authority"; 
and 

(2) by adding a t  the end the following new paragraph: 
"(2) The termination of authority set forth in paragraph (1) 

shall not apply to the authority of the Secretary to carry out 
environmental restaration and waste management at, or disposal 
of ptopertJr of, military installations closed or realigned under this 
title.". 

(b) USE OF UNOBLXQATED FUNDS IN 1988 Accouwr FOR 
ENMRONMEW~AL ~ ~ ~ T ~ R A T I O N  AND PROPERTY  DISPOSAL.^^^^^^^ 
207(aX5) of such Act is amended- io usc 2687 

(1) by striking out Wnobligated funds" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), unobli- 
gated fundsm; and 

(2) by adding at  the end the following new sub aragraph: P "(B) The Secretary may, after the termination o authority 
referred to in subparagraph (A), use any mobligated funds referred 
to in that subparagraph that are not transferred in accordance 
with that eubpamgr~& to carry out environmental restoration 
and waets m T ent at, or disposal of property of, military 
installations close or realigned under this title.". 

(c) CLARIFICATION OF DISPOSAL AUTHOIUTY.- 
(1) U m  1988 m.-Section 204(bX1) of such Act is iouscm 

amended in the matter above aragraph (1) by striking out 
@'real prom and facilities" amt' inserting in lieu thereof "real 
prom, facilities, and personal property". 

(2) U r n  1990 ~m.-Section 290S(b)(l) of the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
XMX of Public Law 101610; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended 
in the matter (1) by striking out "real pro 
and, f d t i e a w  and thereof "real property, p"l' acili- 

~-0RlTy.- 
(1) UNDER 1988 m.-Section 209(10) of the Def- 

Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended 
by striking out "and for" and inserting in lieu thereof "or 
for*. 

(2) UNDER 1990 ~m.--Section 2910(9) of the Defense Base 
 closure^ and. Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title IMM 
of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by 
striking out "and for" and inserting in lieu thereof "or for". 

(3) EePecrnre ~Am.-The amendmeate made by para- lo  USC 2687 
graph (1) and (2) shall take effect aa if included in the amend- note. 
menta made b section 2918 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for deal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-YO: 107 Stat. 
1927). -.- . 
(el CROSS BFERENCE.- 

(1) UNDER 1988 AC~.-Section 204(bX5XA) of the Defense 
Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended 
by strikin out "subsection (bXl)" and inserting in lieu thereof % "paragrap (1)". 
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(2) UNDER 1990 ACT.--Section 2905(bXSXA) of the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
MUX of Public Law 101410; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended 
by strikin out Usubsection (bX1)" and inserting in lieu thereof % "paragrap (1)". 

10 USC 2687 SEC. 2814. GO- RENTAL OF FACXLITIES LOCATED ON CLOSED 
note. MILXTABY INBTALLA19ONS. 

(a) AUTHORIWTION TO RENT BASE CLOSURE PROPERTIES.-To 
promote the rapid conversion of military installations that are closed 
ursuant to a base closure law, the Administrator of the General 
brvices may 've priority consideration, when leasin s ace in 
accordance wig the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (40 &.S?C. 601 
et seq.) and the Federal Property and Administrative Services Act 
of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et seq.), to facilities of such an installation 
that have been acquired by a non-Federal entity. 

(b) BASE CLOSURE LAW DEEWED.-For p es of this section, "PP" the term "base closure law" means each of the fo o e g :  
(1) The Defense Base Closure and Reahgnment Act of 

1990 (part A of title XXM of Public Law 101410; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note). 

(2) Title II of the Defense Authorization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100326; 10 
U.S.C. 2687 note). 

10 2687 SEC. 2816. REPORT OF EFFECT OF BASE CL08UBES ON FUTURE 
note. MOBILIZATION OPTIONS. 

(a) REPORT ~EQUERED. -T~~  Secre of Defense shall prepare 

conducted since Jan 
9 a report evaluating the effect of base osures and realignments 

1, 1987, on the abfi of the Armed . *$ Forces to remobilize to";Ke end ndtrength levels au orized for fiscal 
ear 1987 by sections 401, 403, 411, 412, and 421 of the National 
bmw Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1987 (Public Law 99- 
661; 100 Stat. 3869). The report shall identify those military 
construction projects, if any, that would be necessary to facilitate 
such remobikzation and any defense asaeta disposed of under a 
base closure or realignment, such as air space, that would be 
dillicult to reacquire in the event of such remobilization. 

(b) TLME FOR SUBMISSION.-Not later than January 31, 1996, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congressional defense committees 
the report required by this section. 
SEC. 2816. RESTORATION OF ANNUAL LEAVE FOB ClVlLUN EMPLOY- 

EES IN CONNECTION WFllCI CERTAIN BASE 
REAx.I(BmENTs 

(a) RESTORATION R~~UfICED.-section 6304(dX3) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended- 

(1) by striking "(3)" and insertin "(3XA)"; 
(21 by strikhg "closure of" a n f  inserting "closure of, and 

any reahgnment with respect to,"; and 
(3) by adding a t  the end the follo new subparagraph: 

"(B) For the purpose of subparagraph -3 ( , the term 'realign- 
ment' means a base reali ent (as defined in subsection (ex31 
of section 2687 of title 10) d%?meeta the requirements of subsection 
(ax21 of such section.". 

5 USC 6304 note. (b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.-T&~ amendments made by 
subsection (a) shall a ply only with respect to the restoration of 
annual leave of emp f oyees at military installations undergoing 
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realignment if such leave is lost by operation of section 6304 of 
title 5, United States Code, on or &r the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 2817. AG- OF SETTLEMENT FOR RELEASE OF IMPROVE- 

MENTS AT OVERSEAS MILITARY INSTALLATIONS. 
(a) AGF~EEMENT~ SUBJECT TO OMB R~VI~w.4ubsection (g) 

of section 2921 of the Military Construction Authorization Act fbr 
Fiscal Year 1991 (division B of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note) is amended by inserting aRer the first sentence the 
following: "The prohillition set forth m the preceding sentence shall 
apply only to agreements of settlement for improvements having 
a value in excess of $1.0,000,000.". 

(b) REPORTS m3 CONGRESS.--Such subsection is furtb.er 
amended- 

(1) by inserking "(1)" before T h e  Secretary of Defense"; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
"(2) Each year, the Secretary shall submit to the Committees 

on Armed Services d the Senate and House of Representatives 
a report on each n)posed agreement of settlement that was not 
submitted by the &retug to the Dindm of the M c e  of Manage- 
ment and Budget in the previous year under paragraph (1) because 
the value of the im~rovementa to be released pursuant to the 
proposed agreement dld not exceed $10,000,000.". 

Subtitle C--Changes to Existing Land 
Conveyance Authority 

SEC. 2821. ADDITIONAL LE88]9e OF PIW)PEBTX AT NAVAL SUPPLY CEN- 
T E R , O A g L A N D , ~ ~  

Section 2834(b) the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102484, 106 Stat. 
2614) is amended- 

(1) in paragraph (1)- 
(A) by striking out "Cit$' the second place it appears 

and inserting in lieu thereof Citiesa; and 
(B) by iueerting “the City of Alam California," after 

uCalifimm,a' the fust place it a ars; an 
(2) in (2) and (3),T sbnt in  out * c i ~  each 

place it appears and inserting in lieu thereof "&tieam. 
SEC. 2822. MODIFICATIONS OF LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT 0. HILL 

MILITARY RESERVATION, WRGINW 

(a) PARTICIPATION OF ADDITIONAL POLFTICAL SUBD~V~SIONS IN 
REGIONAL CORRECTIONAL F'ACXL~.--Subparagraph (B) of sub- 
section (cX3) of section 603 of the Pereian Gulf Conflict Sup le- g mental Authorization and Personnel Benefits Act of 1991 (Pu lic 
'Law 10225,105 Stat. 108) ie amended to read as follows: 

"(1 Sub aragraph (A) shall not be construed to prohibit any 
polit~cal mbd!vision :not named in such mbparagraph from- 

"(i) partici ating initially in the written agreement referred g to inu aragrap . (2); or 
U) agreemg at a later date to participate as a member p.. 

of the governmental entity referred to in paragraph (2XA), 
or by contract with such entity, in the construction or operation 
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of the regional facility to be'constructed on the parcel of land 
conveyed under thia section.". 
(b) TIME FOR CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION OF CORRECTIONAL 

FACIX.XTY.-(~) Subsection (dX1XAXi) of such d o n  is amended 
by striking out "not later than 24 months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act" and inserting in lieu thereof "not later 
than April 1,1997". 

(2) The Secretary of the Army shall provide the recipient of 
the conveyance of property under d o n  603 of such Act with 
such legal instrument as is appropriate to modify, in accordance 
with the amendment made by paragraph (11, any statement of 
conditions contained in any existing i m h m e n t  which conveyed 
the pmperty to that recipient. The Secretary shall record the 
instrument in the ap priate office or offices of the Commonwealth 
of V i i  or politi car '  subdivision within the Commonwealth. 
8EC. PEESEEVATION OF' CALVEEXW PPlE BARREN8, NAVAL 

W E A P O N 8 m ~ a E g E B V E P L A N T , N E W Y O B g , A S  
NAlwaEPREsEmm 

(a) PRESERVATION ~8 NATURE FQESERVE R E Q U I R E D . - S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
!BU ofthe Military Construction Authorization Act for F'iscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102484, 106 Stat. 2626) is 
amended- 

(1) by designating subsections (a) and (b) aa subsectione 
(c) and (dl, mpectively; and 

(2) by inmting befm mbaection (c), as eo redesignate& 
the following new mbsectione: 
"(a) PURPOSE.-It is the purpose of this section to ensure that 

the Calverton Pine Barrens ie maintained and preserved, in 
perpetuity, as a nature preseme in its current undeveloped state. 

"(b) PROHI~ITION ON INCONSISTENT D ~ P M E N T . - T h e  Sec- 
retary of the Navy ehall not cany out or permit any development, 
commercial or residential, a t  the Calvertm Pine Barrens that is 
inconsistent with the purpose specified in subsection (a).". 

(b) CONFORMINO Ahl~~~~ENTS.4ubsec t ion  (c) of such section, 
as redesignated by subsection (aXl), ia amended- 

(1) by striking out ''PROHIBITION.-- and inserting in lieu 
therefore UREVERSIONARY INTEREST.-"; and 

(2) by striking out "for commercial purposes" and all that 
follows through the period and inserting in lieu thereof "in 
a manner inconsistent with the purpose s@ed in subsection 
(a) (as determined by the head of the department or agency 
making the conveyance).". 

SEC. 2824 REUEME OF REVERSIONAUY INTEB&ST B&TAXNED AS PAaT 
OF' CONVEYANCE OF ELECXRJCITP DISraLBUTlON 8YS 
TEM,FOILTDIx,NEWJERsEY. 

Section 2846 of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 
1904) is amended- 

(1) by striking out subsection (D; and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as subsections 

(0 and (g), respectively. 
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SEC. 2 a .  MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT ILNOX, BEN- 
Turn. 

Section 2816 of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (division B of,Public Law 101- 
189; 103 Stat. 1655) is amended- 

(1) in subsection (cX1) by strikin out "for the construction 
of up to four unit. of m&tary f d y  housing at Fort Knox, 
Kentucky" and inserting in lieu thereof "for improvements to 
military farnil h a t  Fort &ox, Kentucky, in an amount 
not to exceed 6 5 5 z  

(2) by striking out mbsection (dl; and 
(3) by redesignating subsections (e) and (0 as subsections 

(dl and (el, respectively. 
SEC. 2826. REVISIONS TO BELEASE OF BEvEB8IONABY INTEREST, OLD 

SPANISH TaAIL ARMORY, HARRIS COUNTY, TEXA8. 

(a) CLERICAL A M E N D ~ . ~ O ~  2820 of the Mili 

of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1894) ia amended- 
7 Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (division 

(1) in subection (a), by striking out "1936" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "1966"; and 

(2) in subsection (bXl), by striking out "value" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "sizew. 
(b) PAYMENT mu S m . - - S u b d o n  (c) of such section is 

amended by adding a t  the end the foll -Y new sentence: "The 
cost of the survey ahall be borne by the State o Texas.". 
SEC. !2827. MODIFICATION OF'BEIGBT RESTRICTXON IN AVIGATION 

EABEMENT. 
(a) MODIFICATION.-~~~~~O~ 6 of the Act of July 2, 1948 (62 

Stat. 1229), aa added b section 2862 of the Military Cwtpct ion  
Authorization Act for Acal Year 1991 (division B of Pubhc Law 
101-510; 104 Stat. 1805), is amended b ad$ing a t  +e.end the 
followin new sa,tence: "In addition, nrd: heqht restriction shall f not app y to the structure proposed to be conetnrcted on a parcel 
of real roperty that ia within the area conveyed under thu Act 1 and is i enti6ed as 1110 Santa Rosa Boulevard, Fort Walton Beach, 
Florida, so lon as the proposed structure upon completion does 
not exceed a % eight of 155 feet above mean law-water. level.". 

(b) I N S T R ~ ~ ~  OF RELEASE.-The Secretary of the Au Force 
shall execute and file in the appropriate office any instrument 
necessary to effect the modification of the avi atam easement 
&erred to in the amendment made by subsection (3. 
SEC. 2828, TECENICAL AMENDMENT TO CORRECT REFERENCE m American 

LANa TBANBACIION. Water Company. 

Section 2842(c) of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 
1898) is amended by etriking out Washington Gas Company" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "American Water Company". 

Subtitle &Land Conveyances 
SEC. 2831. LAND CONVEYANCE, AIR FORCE PLANT NO. 3, TULSA, 0- 

HOMA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-T~~ Secre of the Air Force "r may convey, without consideration, to the City o Tulsa, Oklahoma 
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lease the property, along with improvements thereon, to the Agency 
in exchange for security services, fire protection, and maintenance 
provided by the Agency for the property. 

(c) C O N D ~ O N  OF CONVEYANCE.-T~~ conveyance authorized 
under subsection (a) shall be subject to the condition that the 
Agency, M y  or through an agreement unth another public or 
private entity, use the conveyed roperty (or offer the conveyed 
property for use) for economic re i' evelopment to replace all or a 
part of the economic activity being lost at  Air Force Plant No. 
69. 

- 

(d) REVER~IONARY ~NTEREST.-DU~~~ the 5-year period begin- 
nin on the date the Secretary makes & e conve ance authorized 
u n g r  subsection (a), if the Secretary determines &at the conveyed 
real pro pert^ is not being wed in accordance with subsection (c), 
all nght, ti e, and interest in and to the m rty (includin any 

ui men$ or ruturm conveyed) J z r e v e r t  to the dhited 
tge Vmted Statee shall have the right of immediate 

entry onto the property. Any determination of the Secretary under 
thie subsectio~~ ehall be made on the record aRer an opportunity 
for a hearing. 

(e) DE~CRIPTION OF PRormtm.-The exact acreage and legal 
description of the real property to be conveyed under subsection 
(a) shall be determined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary. 
The coat of such surve shall be borne by the Agency. 

(D ADDITIONAL- I%RYS AND CONDITION.-T~~ secretary ma 
require such a d d i h d  terms and wnditiolu in wnnection w d  
the conveyance under subsection (a) or a lease under subsection 
(b) ae the !hcretary considers appropriate to protect the interests 
of the United Zltatee. 

SEC. 2893. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAVAL WEAPONS INDUSTRIAL . 
RESEUVEPLANT,CALVEETON,NEWYORK. 

(a) IN GmmuL-The Secretary of the Navy may convey, with- 
out consideration, to the Communi Development Agency of the L Town of Riverhead, New York (in section referred to ae the 
'Community Development Agency"), all right, title and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of land, and improvements 
thereon, consisting of approximately 2,900 acres and comprising 
a portion of the Naval Weapona Industrial Reserve Plant, C:dverton, 
New York. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-41) The conveyance authorized 
under subsection (a) shall be subject to the condition that the 
Community Development Agency, M y  or through an agreement 
with another pubhc or private entity, use the conveyed roperty 

P" P (or offer the conveyed pro rty for use) for economic redeve o ment 
to replace all or a art o t b  economic activity lost a t  the b a v d  
Wea M Industrialpbssrve plant. & The Community Development Agency shall carry out em- 
nomic redevelopment under paragraph (1) in accordance with any 
redevelopment plan or plans repared with respect to the Naval 
Weapons Ind~utrial Reserve ~ & n t  by a planning commission that 
represents entities or organizations having an interest in land use 
in the region in which the plant is located. 

(c) REVERSIONARY bvI'~~~s~.--Durin the 5-year period begin- 
ning on the tiate the Secretary makes & conveyance authorized 
under subsection (a), if the Secretary determines that the conveyed ' 

real property is not being used in accordance with subsection (bXl), 
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all right, title and interest in and to the property, including improve- 
ments thereon, shall revert to the United States, and the United 
States shall have the right of immediate entry onto the property. 
Any determination of the Secretary under this subsection shall 
be made on the record after an opportunity for a hearing. 

(dl DESCRIPTION OF PRO-.-The exact acreage and legal 
description of the real property to be conveyed under subsection 
(a) shall be determined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary. 
The cost of such survey ahall be borne by the Community Develop- 
ment Agency. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND Co~~moNs.--The Secretary may 
require such additional terms and conditions in connection with 
the conveyance authorized by subsection (a) as the Secretary consid- 
ers to be necessary to protect the interests of the United States. 

8EC. t89C LAND CONVEYANCW aADAa BOR5 SCORING SITE, DICKIN- 
SON, NORTH DAKOTA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZEI).-T~~ Secretary of the Air Force 
ma conve without consideration, to the North Dakota Board 

er ducation (in this section r e f d  to as the "Board") ofif& G 
all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to a parcel 
of red property (including' any im ements thereon) consisting 
of approximately 1 a- located in r*, North Dakota, which 
has mmed ae the location of a supm&complex, recreational fa&- 
ties, and houeing facilities for the Bomb Scoring Site, Dickin- 
son, North Dakota. 

(b) COND~ON OF CONVEYANCE.-T~~ conveyance authorized 
under subsection (a) shall be subject to the condition that the 
Board- 

(1) use the property, recreationaI facilities, and housing 
facilities conveyed under such subsection for housing, recre- 
ation, and other purposes that, as determined by the Secretary, 
will promote and enhance educational opportunities provided 
by Didtinson State Universiw, or 

(2) enter into an agreement with an appro riate public 
or private entity to lease such property and fa&ties to that 
entity for such uses. 
(c) REVERSIONARY I ~ ' r ~ ~ ~ m . - D u r i n g  the 5-year period begin- 

ning on the date the Secretary makes the conveyance authorized 
under subsection (a), if the Secretary determines that the conveyed 
propertg is not being used in accordance with subsection (b), all 
right, title, and interest in and to the conveyed roperty, including 
any improvement. thereon, shall revert to the &nit4 States, and 
the United States shall have the t of immediate entry onto %= the property. Any determination of e Secretary under this sub- 
section shall be made on the record after an opportunity for a 
hearing. 

(dl DESCRIPTION OF ~ O P E R T Y . - T ~ ~  exact acreage and legal 
description of the property conveyed under this section shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary. The cost 
of such survey shall be borne by the Board. 

(el ADDITIONAL TERMS AM) CONDITIONS-The Secretary may 
require such additional terms and conditions in connection with 
the conveyance under thh section as the Secretary considers appro- 
priate to protect the interests of the United States. 
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SEC. !2836. LAND CONVEYANCE, FINLEY AIR FORCE STATION, FINLEY 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.--41) Subject to subsection (c), 
the Secretary of the Air Force may convey, without consideration, 
to the City of Finley, North Dakota (in this section referred to 
as the "City"), with the consent of the City, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to a parcel of real property 
consisting of approximately 12 acres, including improvements 
thereon, located 1.5 miles west of Finley, North Dakota, which 
has served as a support complex, recreational facilities, and housing 
facilities for the Finley Air Force Station and Radar Site, B'inley, 
North Dakota. 

(2) The paml of property to be conveyed under paragraph 
(1) shall include real property referred to in that aragraph that 

I P is the location of' a housin complex, the location o a waste water 
treatment system, and the omer site of a trailer court. 

(3) The purpose of the conveyance authorized under paragraph 
(1) is to encourage and facilitate economic redevelopment of Finley, 
North Dakota, following the closure of the Air Force Station and 
Radar Site. 

(b) CoNpmON OF CONVEYANCE.-T~~ conveyance required 
under subsection (aX1) shall be subject to the condition that the 
City- 

(1) - the property and recreational facilities conveyed 
under that subsection f ~ r  housing and recreation purposes; 
or 

(2) enter into an aphment with an appropriate public 
or nvate entity or person' to sell or lease the property and 
f J t i  es to that entity or person for such uses. 
(c) EFFECTNE DATE OF C o m ~ ~ c E . - T h e  conveyance required 

under subsection. (ax11 shall occur, if at all, not earlier than January 
1,1995, and not later than June 30,1995. 

(dl D E ~ C R ~ P ~ O N  OF PRO=.-The exact acreage and legal 
description of the real property to be conveyed under subsectson 
(ax11 ahall be debmined b a m e y  satisfactory to the Secretary. 

dud  The cost of such m e y  be borne by the City. 
(e) ~ D I T I O N A L  TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-T~~ b t a r y  ma 

require such additional terma and conditions in connection wi d 
the conveyance under subsection (aX1) ae the Secretary considers 
appropriate to protect the interesta of the United States. 

SEC. 2898. LAND CONVEYANCE, COBNEU8gEB ARMY -ON 
PLANT,HhLCCOUNTY,NEBRABKA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AmoltI?ZD.-SUbjed to subsection (b), the 

--?' of the Army may convey to the Hall County, Nebraska, 
B o d  o Superwiaars (in this d o n  ref& to aa the "Board"), 
or the designee of the Board, all right, title and interest of the 
United States : i  and to the 
improvements thereon, located in 
the site of the Cornhusker Army 

(b) R E Q ~ I ~ B ~ T  RELATING TO CONVEYANCE.-T~~ Secretary 
may not carry out the conveyance authorized under subsection 
(a) until the Senetary completes any environmental restoration 
required with respect ti the property to-be conveyed. 

(c) U-'FION OF hrop~m.--T Board or its desi ee, as 
the case may be, shall utilize the real property conveyzunder 



. . 
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subsection (a) in a manner consistent with the Cornhusker Army 
Ammunition Plant Reuse Committee Comprehensive Reuse Plan. 

(d) CONSIDERATION.--In consideration for the conveyance under 
subsection (a), the Board or its designee, as the case may be, 
shall pa to the United States an amount equal to the fair market 
value Jthe real property to be conveyed, a. determined by the 

secre?5 (e) SE OF P R o c ~ ~ ~ s . 4 1 )  The Secretary shall deposit in the 
special account established under section 204(hK2) of the Federal 

and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
485 "a3 X )) the amount received from the Board or its designee 
under subsection (dl. 

(2) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A) of euch section 204(hX2), 
the Secretary may use the entire amount deposited in the special 
account under pgagraph (1) for the pmpolla set forth in subpara- 
graph (B) of su section 204ChX2). 

to DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact acreage and legal . -  - -  

deecription of the property ~ ~ e y e d  under this d o n  shall-be 
determhed bv a smw e a ~ ~  to the Secretary. The cost 
of the eurveJ ahall be-borne by the B o d  or its designee, as 
the case may be. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND ~oNDITIoNS.-T~~ Secretary ma 
require auch additional terms and cod t iom in connection wi& 
the conveyance under this section as the Secretary considers appro- 
priate to protect the interests of the United States. 
SEC. 2837. LAND CONVEYANCE, HAWTHORNE AaMP -ON 

PLNW, IMNEBAt COUNTP, NEVADA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE Arn~oxuZED.-The Secretary of the Army may 
convey, without cansideration, to Mineral County, Nevada, all right, 
title, and interest of the United S t a b  in and to a 
of a p p e t e l y  440 acres located at the dF“=l wthome Army 
Ammumbon Plant, Mineral Counw, Nevada, and commonly 
referred to ae the Babbitt Housing Site. 

(b) DESCIUP~ON OF PROPERTY.--T exact acreage and legal 
description of the real property to be conveyed under subsectron 
(a) shall be determined by a m e y  satiafactmy to the Secretary. 
The coet of the surve shall be borne by Mineral County, Nevada. 

(c) ADDITIONAL &RMS AND CONDITIONS.-T~~ Secretary ma 
require such additional terms and conditions in connection wid 
the conveyance under thh section as the Secretary considers appro- 
priate to protect the intereats of the United States. 
SEC. 2858. LAND CONVEYANCE, FOBT DIX, NEW JERSEY. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-T~ Secretary of the Arm may 
convey, without considerati to the Ci of Won, New fersey 
(in thra section referred to m%e "City"), % right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of real property (including 
im rovementa thereon) included on the real property inventory 
of gort Dix, New Jersey, which eond.t. of approximately 10 acres 
and contains recreational fielde and an unused garage identified 
as building 1072 on the real property inventory. 

(b) CONDITION OF C~NVEYANCE.-T~~ conveyance required by 
subsection (a) shall be subject to the condition that the City- 

(1) maintain and use the recreational fields conveyed under 
such subsection for recreational g r - ;  a d  

(2) permit the women's soft team known as the Edison 
Angels (and any successor to such team) to continue to use 
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such recreational fields on the same terms and conditions as 
contained in the agreement between the team and the Sec- 
retary, in existence on the date of the enactment of this Act. 
(c) REVERSIONANY INTEREST.-I~ the Secretary determines that 

the City is not complying with the conditions specified in subsection 
(b), all right, title, rind mterest of the City in and to the property 
conveyed under sul>section (a) (including improvements thereon) 
shall revert to the United States, and the United States shall 

to the Semtary. The 

8EC. 2859. LAND CONVEYANCE, DEFENSE FUEL SUPPLY POINT, -0 
BAY, AfAINE. 

(a) CONVEYANCE ~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ . - - ~ k b ' e c t  to subsection (b), the 
convey, wi & ut consideration, to the 

Maine (in this section referred-to as the "Townn), 
interest of the United States m and to a parcel 

with any improvemente (other than under- 
ground fuel stora facilities and above-ground fuel storage facili- 
ties) thereon a n r t h e  pier associated therewith, consistin of 

=9 tion of the Defense Fuel Supply Point, Casco ay, Maine. 
f approximately 118 acres and located in swell, Maine, the oca- 

(b) REQUIR~MWT~ RELATING TO &WVEYANcE.-The Secretary 
may not make the conveyance authorized under subsection (a) 
until the Sene of Defense- 9 (1) comp etes the removal from the parcel of all under- 

und fuel storage facilities and above-ground fuel storage 
ad t ies ;  and P .  

(2) notifies the Secretary of the Navy that the Secretary 
of Defense has carried out the requirements set forth in section 
120(h) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(h)) with 
respect to the parcel. 
(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-T~~ exact acreage and legal 

description of the property conve under subsection (a) shall 
be determined by a eurvey eatie P" actory to the Secretary of the 
Navy. The cost of the survey shall be borne by the Town. 

(dl ADD~ONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The Secretary of the 
Navy may require such additional terms and conditions in connec- 
tion with the conveyance under subsection (a) as the Secretary 
considers appropriate to protect the interests of the United States. 

SEC. 2840. LAND CONVEYANCE, ARMY RESEBVR FACILWY, IIIO VISTA, 
cLUmoELNU 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of the h y  may 
convey to the City of Rio Vista, California (in this section referred 
to as the "City"), all ri ht, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to a parcel of re d property (including improvements thereon) 
containing the Reserve training facility located m Rio Vista, Califor- 
nia. 
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priate for the YMCA to operate and maintain a summer youth 
residence camp known as the YMCA San Diego Unified Recreational 
Facility (Cam ,>URF). Pursuant to the lease, the Secretary may 
authorize the g CA to construct facilities on the parcel. 

(b) LEASE TE:RMs.-T~~ lease authorized in subsection (a) shall 
be for a period d 50 years, or euch lon r riod as the Secretary $B" determines to be in the best interests of e nited States. 

(c) CONS~ERA.TION.-h consideration for the lease of r e d  prop- 
erty under subsection (a), the YMCA shall- 

(1) agree to maintain and enhance the natural resources 
of the leaaed. premises; and 

(2) a to the United States an amount in cash equd 
to the &mce between the rental price prescribed by the 
Secretary under subsection (d) and the value of natural 
resources maintenance and enhancements performed by the 
YMCA, as d&ermhed by the Secretary. 
(d) DETERMINATION OF RENTAL PRICE.-Acknowledging the 

benefits the YMCA has mvided to the Armed Forces and the 
s ecific benefits Camp S& provides to the children of San Diego, 
&e Secretary may prescribe a rental price for the red property 
leased under subsection (a) that ie leas than fair market rental 
value. 

(el ADDITION+ TEXMS AND ~oNDITIoNs.-F~ Secretary ma 
req- such addtaonal terms and mnhtiom m connection wid 
the lease under eubaection (a) as the Secretary considers a ro- 
riate to rotect the operation d the Naval Radio Receiving F'agty 

&Iperial%ea& and to p r o w  the interests of the United stat*: 
SEC. 284s. AUTBORlLTY FOR OXNARD HARBOR D][8T6U(=T, PORT HUE. 

NEME, CALIFORNIA, TO USE CEaTAIN NAVY PaOPEEl'Y. 
(a) JOINT Urn AGREEMENT AUTHORIZED.-T~~ Secre of the 

Navy may enter into an agreement with the Ornard Harhxtrict 
Port Hueneme, California, a special district of the State of ~al i forni i  
(in this section referred to ae the %~trict"), under which the 
District may use United Statee Navy Wharf Number 3 and associ- 
ated ma1 property comprising u to 25 acres located a t  the Naval 
Constructzon Battalion Center, 5 ort Hueneme, California (in this 
section r e f 4  to as the "Centef). 

(b) TERM OF AGREEMENT.-The agreement authorized under 
subsection (a) may be for an initial period of not more than 15 
years. Under the agreement, the Secretary shall provide the District 
with an option to extend the agreement for three additional periods 
of 5 years each. 

(c) RESTRI~ONS ON USE.-The agreement authorized under 
subsection (a) shall uire the District 

(1) to supen 7 operations under the agreement in the event 
Navy contingen operations are conducted a t  the Center; and 

(2) to use %e property mered  by the agreement in a 
manner consistent with Navy operatione conducted at the Cen- 
ter. 
(dl CONSXDERA~ON.--(~) A8 consideration for the use of the 

pro rty covered by the agreement under subsection (a), the District 
shafpay  to the Navy an amount ual to the fair market rental 
value of the property, as determin 1 by the Secretary taking into 
consideration the District's use of the property. 

(2) The Secretary may include a provision in the agreement 
requiring the District+ 
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SEC. 2848. TRANSFEE OF ~ I C T I O N ,  H O L L O W  AIR FORCE BASE, 
NEW MEXICO. 

(a) IN G~~~R&.--Subject to subsections (c) through (g), not 
later than 90 da after the date of enactment of thu Act, the 
Secretary of the g terior shall transfer to the Department of the 
Air Force, without reimbursement, jurisdiction an$ contra1 of 
approximately 1,262 acres of public lands described m subsection 
(b). Such public lands are located in Otero County, New Mexico, 
and are contiguous to Holloman Air Force Base. 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LANDS TuNsFERFtED.-The lands described 
in this subsection are as follows: h 

(1) T17S. RSE, Section 21: SH N*. 
E H  NWYI NEVI: 
NEYI NEYI: 

(2) TITS, ME, Saction 2!k WW 320 gcrer 
W4S E% 160 acres 

(3) TITS, R8E, Section 27: W that part north of New Mexico 192 nuw 
hway 70 except for the EH more or L lens 

(4) TITS, RSE, Section 28: NEVI: 160 acm8 
NU SEV. 80ecratr 
SWYI SEYI: 40 acres 
W4S SE% SEYI: 20 acm8 

(6) T17S. ME, Sectioa 53: NW% NEVI: 40aas. 
NWYI NEVI NE%: 10 iacrar 
W% SWYI NEW 20.aer 

(c) USE OF 'l'xbw- LAND.-The lands transfend to the 
Department of the Air Force under subsection (a) shall be used 
by the Secret of the Air Force for the construction of new 
evaporation p o z  to support a wastewater treatment facility that 
the Secretary shall construct a t  Holloman Air Force Base. 

(dl CATTLE GRAZING ~GHTS.-  
(1) M amm&.-The United States recognizes a grazing 

preference on the lands transferred to the Department of the 
Air Force under subsection (a). 

(2) ADJUSTMENT OF G ~ G  -.--(A) The Sec- 
retary of the Air Force shall take such action as is necessary 
to ensure that- 

(i) the boundary of the grazing allotment that contains 
the lands transfemd to the Department of the Air Force 
is a 'd in such manner as to retain the portion of 
the % otment located m t h  of United States Highway 70 
in New Mexico and remove the portion of the lands that 
is located north of such way; and 

(ii) the grazing pre "f" erence referred to in paragraph 
(1) is retained by means of transferring the preference 
for the area removed fiom the allotment under subpara- 

aph (A) to public lands located south of such highway. g) me secretaq of the AL F- to enter Con- 
into an agreement with each person who holds a permit for 

azing on the lands t r a n s f d  to the De artment of the 

P P !% Force at the time d t h e  transfer to mvide or the continued 
grazing by livestock on the portion o the lands located south 
of such highway. 
(el ADDITIONAL REQUIRE-.- 

(1) NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 196s.-The 
Secretary of the Air Force shall ensure that the transfer made 
pursuant to subsection (a) and the use specified in subsection 
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(c) meet any applicable requirements of the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS.-The Secretary of the Air Force 
shall use and manage the lands transferred under the authority 
in b e d i o n  (a) in such manner as to ensure compliance with 
applicable environmental laws (including regulahone) of the 
Federal Government and State of New Mexico, and political 
subdivisions thereof. 

(3) REspo~sfsLrrY FOR CLEANUP OF HAZARDOUS SUB- 
S T A N C E S . - ~ ~ ~ ~  the transfer of the lands undem subsection 
(a), the Secretary of the Air Force shall assume any m g  
or rube uent reepomibility for the coet of response for release 
of d o u s  substances (as d h e d  in d o n  10Y14) of the 
Comprehensive EnvironmenM Reqnmse, Compensation, and 
Liabditp Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(14))) located on or within 
the lands transferred. 

(4) MININQ.--T transfer of lands under subsection (a) 
shall be made in such manner as to ensure the continuation 
of valid, existing rights under the laws and the mineral 
1- and geothermal leasing kw*e united states. sub- 

sentence, upon the transfer of the lands, 
mining an min management activities shall be carried j~~~~~ 
out in the lands in a manner consietent with the policies 
of the Department of Defme con- mineral exploration 
and extraction on lands under the j ction of the Depart- 
ment. 
(0 RIGHTS-OF-WAY.-T~~ transfer of lands under s u ~ o n  

(a) shall not affect the following rights-of-way: 
(1) The right-af-way granted to the Oten, County Elec- 

tric Cooperative, numbered NMNM 68293. 
(2) The right-of-way granted to U.S. West Corporation, 

numbered NMNM 69261. 
(3) The rightsf-wa granted to the Highwa Depart- 

ment of the State of d w  Mexico, numbered do 54403. 
(g) PUBLIC ACCESS.- 

(1) IN GENERAL.-EX~~~~ as ded in aragraph (21, the 
Secretary of the Air Force fdmir-. perrmt pu g lic access to the 
lands transferred under subsection (a). 

(2) C~NSTRUCTION SITE.-T~~ Secretary of the Air Force 
may not permit public access to the immediate area affected 
by the construction of a wastewater treatment facility in the 
area with the legal description of T17S, RSE, Section 22, except 
that the Secretary of the Air Force shall permit public access 
on an adjoining unfenced parcel of land- 

(A) located along the west boundary of such area; and 
(B) that is 60 feet in width. 

(3) PUBLIC USES.-Except as provided in aragraph (21, 
the Secretary of the Air Force &all permit, on tf e lands trans- 
ferred under subsection (a), public uses that are consistent 
with the public uses on adjacent lands under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary of the Intenor. 

(4) PERMIT NOT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of the Air Force 
may not require a permit for access authorized under this 
subsection to the lands transferred under subsection (a). 

(5)  ENTRY GATE.-T~~ Secretary of the Air Force shall 
ensure that the entry gate to the lands transferred under 
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subsection (a) that is located along United States Highway 
70 shall be open to the public. 

SEC. 2846. TBANSFEB OF JURISDICTION, FORT DEVENS, MASSACHU- 16 USC 668dd 
SEms. note. 

(a) TRANSPER Amomz~~ . -The  Secretary of the Army may 
transfer, without reimbursement, administrative 'urisdiction of XI approximately 800 acres of land a t  Fort Devens, assachusetts, 
to the Secretary of the Interior for inclusion in the Oxbow National 
Wildlife Refuge, Massachusetts. The exact acrea e of the land sub- 
ject to the transfer shall be jointly determindby the Secretary 
of the Army and the Secretary of the Interior, in consultation 
with the Joint Boards of Selectmen of the towns of Harvd ,  Ayer, 
Shirley, and kcaster in the State of Massachusetts and the 
Massachusetts Land Bank. 

(b) A D M I N ~ T I O N  OF LAND.-The Secretary of the Interior 
shall administer the land transferred under this section in accord- 
ance with all l a m  applicable to areas in the National Wildlife - - 
Refu e System. 6) DE~~XUFTION OF PROPERTY.-T~~ exact acreage ~d legal 
descri tion of the roperty to be transferred under thm s h o n  
shall L determind by a survey satisfactory to the secretary of 
the Army and the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 2847. RELEASE OF REQUIELEMENTB AND aEVEaSIONAEY 

INTEaEST ON CERTAIN PBOPERTY IN BALTIMORE, MARY- 
LAND. 

(a) RELEASE A m o m . - T h e  Secretary of Defense may 
release, without consideration, the uirements and the reversion- 
ary interest of the United S t a b  "%. t are described in section 
2 of the Act entitled "An Act grantin a site for a drydock in 

1878 ( b pter 310; 20 Stat. 167). 
f the ci of Baltimore upon certain con 'tione", approved June 19, 

(b) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-T~~ Secretary may 
require such additional terms or conditions in connection with the 
release required under this d o n  as the Secretary considers appro- 
priate to protect the interests of the United Statee. 

(c) INSTRUMENT OF --The Secretary may execute and 
61e in the appropriate office a deed of release, amended deed, 
or other appropriate instrument eff6ctuating the release of the 
reversionary interest under this section. 
SEC. 2848. BELEASE OF REVERSIONABY INTEREST ON CERTAIN PROP- 

ERTY M YORK COUNTY AND JAMES CITY COUNTY, VI& 
GlNI& AND NEWFQRT NEWS, VIRGINIA 

(a) RELEASE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of the Navy may 
release, without consideration, the reversionary interest of the 
United States in the real property conveyed by the deed described - - .  

in subsection (b). 
(b) DEED DESCRIPTION.-T~~ 

(a) is a deed between the United 
of Virginia dated August 17, 1966, 
wealth of Virginia certain parcels 
and James City County, Virginia, 

deed referred to in subsection 
States and the Commonwealth 
which conveyed to the Common- 
of land located in York County 
and the city of Newport News, 

Virginia. 
(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS.-T~~ Secretary may uire such terms "d or conditions in connection with the release un er this section 

as the Secretary considers appropriate to protect the interests of 
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the United States and to ensure that the real property wil l  continue 
to be used for public purposes. 

(dl I N S T R ~  OF  RELEASE.-^%^? Secretary may execute and 
file in the appropriate office or oilices a deed of release, amended 
deed, or other appropriate instrument effectuating the release of 
the reversionary mterest under thie d o n .  

Subtitle E--Other Matters 
SEC. MI. JOINT CONBT~UCFION commcma FOR co- 

AM) NONAPPmPBUTED FUND XNSTBUMENT~ 
FA- 

(a) SINGLE CONTRACT  CONSTRUCTION.^^^ 2685 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at the end the 

new subsection: 
"(d 1) The Secretary of a mili department ma authorize fOuOT S J 

a nonappropriated fund inatrumen ty of the Uni States to 
enter into a contract for constructian of a shopping mall or similar 
Wty for a commieeary etore and one or more nona ropriated 
w im+mmentali~ actrvitics. i b e  sepatarg may use tE proceeds 
of adjuetmenta or authorid by s u b d o n  (a) to 
reimburse the nonaP=fimd instrumentality for the portion 
d the cost of the contract that is attributable to construction 'of 
the commiesary stare or to pay the contractor directly for that 
portion of such &. 

Y2) In palymph (I), the term 'um.Btnlction', with respect 
to a w e ,  inclu ee 'tion conversion, enpansion, idallation, 
or other i m p m e m e n t ~  fa~iiity.". 

(b) OBLIGATION OF ANTICIPATED ~ ~ s . - S u b s e c l i o n  (c) of 
such section is amended by ineer(ting "or (dl" after "8ubdon  
(by both places it appears. 
SEC. 2862 NATIONAL GUAUD FACIUTX CONTRACT8 SUBJECT TO 

PEm'omCE BUPEBV18ION BY AILlldY OR NAVY. 
(a) CONTRACTS SUBJECT To S ~ o ~ ~ Q u b s e c t i o n  (a) of 

section 2237 of title 10, United S t a h  Code ie amended by 
out "under any provision" and all that fohoa. tarrgh "and (4 
and inserting in heu thereof'tmder section 2233(aXll". 

(b) CONFORMING A l l l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r S u b a e c t i o n  (b) of such section 
is amended by s h k y  out "section 2233(aX2), (31, or (4)" and 
insertin in lieu thereo "paragraph (2), (3), (4). (5). or (6) of section 
2233(aR 
SEC. 8863. REPEAL OF ILE8TRICTION8 ON LAND TRANSACTION8 RELAT- 

ING TO m u a m 1 0  OF SAN FRANCISCO,  CALIFO OIL NU 

Section 2856 of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Public Law 103-160, 107 Stat. 
1908) ie repealed. 
SEC. !285& REPORT ON USE OF FUNDS FOB -ONMENTAL RESTOM- 

TION AT CORNEU8gea AaMY -ON PLANT, HALL 
COUNTY, NEBRASKA. 

(a) REPORT REQuIRED.-T~~ Secretary of the Army shall submit 
to Congress a report describing the manner in which funds available 
to the Army for operation and maintenance (including funds in 
the Defense Environmental Restoration Account established under 
section 2703(aX1) of title 10, United States Code) will be used 
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by the Secretary for environmental restoration and maintenance 
of the real ro rty that comprises the Cornhusker Army Ammuni- 
tion Plant, k&oun& , Nebraska. 

(b) CO . . e re rt shall include the following: 
(17'E!Z1~undin g p Po an for environmental restoration at the 

Cornhusker Army Ammunition Plant. 
(2) A legal opinion stating whether any portion of the 

funds to be wed for such enwonmental restoration may be 
used for the repair of the roads a t  the Plant in order to 
brin such roads into compliance with applicable State and 
1d ublic works codes. 

(!) A survey of the roads a t  the Plant that identifies which 
roads, if an , are in need of repair in order to bring the 
roads a t  the h a n t  into compliance with such codes. 

(4) An estimate of the cost of the repair of the roads 
referred to in  paragraph (3) in order to bring the roatis into 
compliance. 

(5) An rqlanation of the purpose, cost, and source of 
funds for an proposed preservation of document. or other 
materials m&tmg to the d-, historical, and natural 
resources mociated with the Plant. 
(c) SUBMISSI~ON OF REPORT.-T~~ h t a r y  shall submit the 

report required by this section not later than May 1,1995. 
SEC. !2865. ENGINEERING, DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION, AND RELATED 4 0 W  100s 

WEBMCE~ FOB WOMEN m -my ~ & ~ V I C E  FOR AME& no& 
ICA WEMORIAL 

The Secre of the Army is authorized, upon request by 
the Women i n z t a r y  S ervice for America Memorial Foundation 
Inc., to provide e+eering, design, construction management, and 
related services, directly or b contract, to the Women in Military 
Service for America ~emor id~ounda t ion ,  Inc, on a reimbursable 
basis, for the purpose of repair, restoration, and preservation of 
the main te structures, center plaza, and hemi cle of the 
Arhnfm xt iona l  Cemetery, Arl inan,  V i a ,  and g e  construc- 
tion o the Women in mtary Service for America Memorial. 
SEC. 2856. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON AUTBORlCWTION OF FUNDS FOR 

m A B Y  CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS NOT REQUESTED 
IN THE PRESIDENT'S ANNUAL BUDGET REQUEST. 

(a) SEN~E OF TIIE SENATE.-It is the sense of the Senate that, 
to the maximum extent practicable the Senate should consider 
the authorization for appropriation of funds for a military construc- 
tion pro'ect not included in the annual budget request of the Depart- 
ment Ot~efense only if- 

(1) the Pect is consistent with past actions under the 
base closure awe; 

(2) the project is included in the military construction plan 
of the d b r y  department concerned incorporated in the 
Future Yeam Defense Program; 

(3) the :prosect is necess for reasons of the national 
setmi* of t b  Jnitsd States; 3 

(4) a contract for construction of the project can be awarded 
in that fiscal year. 
(b) VIEWS OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.-In considering 

these criteria, the Senate should obtain the views of the Secretary 
of Defense. Theee views should include whether funds for a military 
construction project not included in the budget request can be 
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offset by funds for other programs, rojeds, or activities, including 
military construction projeds, in t% e budget request and, if so, 

c offsetting reductions recommended by the Secretary "P of D ense 
(c) BASE CkOSURE LAWS DEFINED.-For urposes of this section, 

the term "base closure lawsw means each of tl e following: 
(1) The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 

1990 (part A of title XXM of Public Law 101410; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note). 

(2) Title 11 of the Defense Authorization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 - 
U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(3) Section 2687 of title 10, United States Code. 
(4) Any other similar law enacted &r the date of the 

enactment of this Act. 
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Public Law 103-307 
f 03d Congress 

An Act 
Making appmpriatiom for military construction for the Department of Defenw Aug. 23, 1994 

, fm the fiscal year ending September 30. -5. and for other purpoees. ', [H.R 44531 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the Military 
foUowixlg sums are appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury g,N$$i",M 
not otherwise appropriated, for the fiscal year ending September A* 
30, 1995, for military construction functions administered by the 
Department of Defense, and for other purposes, namely: 

For acquisition, construction, installation, and equipment of 
temporary or permanent public works, military installations, facili- 
ties, and real property for the Army as currently authorized by 
law, including personnel in the Army Corps of Engineers and other 
personal services necessary for the purposes of this appropriation, 
and for oanstruction and operation of facilities in support of the 
functions of the Commander in Chief, $650,476,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 1999: hv ided ,  That of this amount, 
not to exceed $66,126,000 shall be available for study, planning, 
design, arch ik t  and engineer services, as authorized by law, unless 
the secretary of Defansi? determines that additional obligations 
are neeessarg for such purposes and notifies the C o m m i ~  on 
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress of his determination 
and the reasons therefor. 

9 

For acquisition, construction, installation, and equipment of 
temporary or permanent public works, naval inatallations, facilities, 
and real property for the Navy as currently authorized by law, 
including personnel in the Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
and other rsonal services necessary for the purposes of this appro- 
priation, &85,110,000, to remain available until September 30, 
1999: PrQvided, That of this amount, not to exceed $43,380,000 
shall be available for study, planning, design, architect and engineer 
services, aa authorized by law, unless the Secretary of Defense 
determines that additional obligations are necessary for such pur- 
poses and notifies the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses 

I of Congress of his determination and the reasons therefor. . 
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For acquisition, construction, htallation, and equipment of 
temporary or permanent public works, militaxy imtdlations, facili- . ties, and real property for the Air Force as currt?ntly authorized 
by law, $616,813,000, to remain available until Se tember 30.19% 
h i d e d ,  That of thia amount, not to to !49,386,000 shall 
be available for study, planning, design, architect and engineer 
services, aa authorized by law, unless the secl.etarg of Defense . determines that additional obligatiom art necessarg for such pur- 
poses and notifies the Committees on Appmpriatioms of both Houses 
of Congress of his determination and the masons therefor. 

For acquisition, comtruction, inhhtb ,  and equipment of 
temporag or permanent public wodus, ir&dWbm, facilities, and 
real pmperQ for activities and peaocies of the Department of 
Defhme (other than the military departments), as currently author- 
ized by law, $604,118,000, to remain available until September 
30, 1999: A.ouided, That a ~ c h  8111-h d tbi~ ap mpriati011 - 
m a y b e d e t e m i n e d b y t h e L ( t e r s t y o f ~ B a m y ~ t r a n d d  
to such appmpriatiom of the d Defease available for 
mtlitary c o ~ c t i o n  or hemydes@mh,to 
be merged with and to be available for the same 
for the same time period, as the appropriation or itXE%GL 
t m d d .  P n , W  further, That of the amount appropriated, 
not to d $61,960,000 shall be avaifable for study, planning, 
design, architect and engineer semias, ae authozhd by law, unless 
the b t a r y  of Defense determinee that additional obligations 
are neassarg for such urposes and notifits the Committees on 

""s ropriatio~u of both ouses of Congress of his determination 
an the reasons therefor. 

PI 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, rehabilitation, and 
conversion of facilities for the training and admidhation of the 
Army National Guard, and contributions therefor, as authorized 
by chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, and military 
constauction authorization Acts, $188,062,000, to remain available 
until September 30,1999. 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, rehabitation, and 
conversion of facilities for the training and administration of the 
Air National Guard, and contributions therefor, as authorized by 
chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, and military construc- 
tion authorization Acts, $249,056,000, to remain available until 
September 30,1999. 
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MILITARY CON~UCTION, ARMY RESERVE 

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, rehabilitation, and 
conversion of facilities for the training and administration of the 
Army Reserve as authorized by chapter 133 of title 10, United 
Stabs Code, and ~III . ."% onstruction authorization Acts, 
$57,370,000, to remain avai le until September 30, 1999: Pro- 
vided, That of the funds a propriated for Yblilitary Construction, 
Army Reserve, 199W1996", h,~00,000 iddl be transferred to W- 
tary Construction, Army National Guard, 1992l1996" for the same 
purposes w the appropriation to which W e r r e d .  

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE 

For construction, acquisition, expansion, rehabilitation, and 
conversion of facilities for the -and administration of the 
reserve components of the Navy and arine Co s as authorized 
by chapter 133 of titl. 10, United State. &, and military 
construction authorization Acte, $22,748,000, to remain available 
until September 30,1999. 

For construction, acquisition, expadon, rehabilitation, and 
conversion of facilities for the training and administration of the 
Air Force Reserve as authorized by chapter 133 of title 10, United 
States M e ,  and mili 3 construction authorization Acts, 
$57,066,000, to remain a le until September 30,1999. 

For the United States share of the cost of North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization Ir&a&uchve programs for the acquisition 
and construction of military facilities and installations (including 
international military head uarters) and for related expenses for Pr the collective defense of the orth Atlantic Treaty Area as author- 
ized in nlilitary construction Acts and section 2806 of title 10, 
United States Code, $119,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

For expenses of famil housing for the Army for construction, 
including acquisition, rep t 3  cement, addition, expansion, extension 
and alteration and for operation and. maintenance, including debt 
payment, leasing, minor cotwtruchon, princi a1 and in-t t charges, and insurance premiums, as authorized y law, as follows: 
for Construction, $170,002,000, to remain available until September 
30, 1999; for Operation and maintenance, and for debt payment, 
$1,013,708,000, in all $1,183,710,000. 

For expenses of family housing for the Navy and Marine Corps 
for construction, includin~ acquisition, replacement, addition, 
expansion, extension and teration and for operation and mainte- 
nance, including debt payment, leasing, minor construction, prin- 
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cipal and interest and insurance premiums, as authorized 
b law, as follows: for mtruction, $267,465,000, to remain avail- 
a&e until September 30, 1sSS; for 
and for debt payment, $937,599,000; in %--' $&205,064,000. and maintenance, 

. nsee of family housing for the Air Force for construe- 
tio1~,~L3& acquisition, r e p b e n t ,  addition, expansion, exten- 
sion and alteration and for operation and maintenance, including 
debt payment, leasing, minor construction, principal and interest 

and insurance premiums, u a u t h o r i d  by law, v, follows: . for nstruction, $217,444,000, to remain available until September 
30, 1999; for Operation and maintenance, and for debt 
$824,845,000 of which not more than $14,200.000 may be ob 
for the acquisition of family housing unita at C o r n  
in all $1,102,!289,000. 

For expenses of family housing for the activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense (other than the military departments) 
for construction, including acquisition, replacement, addition, 
expansion, ext%nsion and alteration, and for operation and mainte- 
nance, leasing, and minor c o w o n ,  as authorized b law, as 
follows: for Construction, $3!50,000, to remain available &r obliga- 
tion until September 80, 1999; for Operation and maintenance, 
$29,031,000, in all $29,381,000. 

BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT, PART 1 

For deposit into the Department of Defense Base Closure Account 
established by section 207(aX1) of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and =ti%- ent Act (public Law 
1005261, $87,600,000, to remain av le for obligation until 
Se tember 30, 1995: Awided, That none of these fuads may be 
o b b t e d  for base realipnent and donus activities under ~ l i c  
Law 100526 which would cause the Department's $1,800,000,000 
cost estimate for military construction and family housing related 
to the Base w e n t  and Closure Program to be exceeded: 
Provided frtrther, t not less than $66,800,000 of the funds * 
appropriated herein shall be available mlely for environmental 
restoration. 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For de sit into the Department of Defense Base Closure 
Account 1s established by section 2906(8Xl) of the Department 
of Defense Authorization Act, 1991 (Public Law 101410), 
$265,700,000, to remain available until expended: Providedy That 
not less than $138,700,000 of the funds appropriated herein shall 
be available solely for environmental restoration: Provided W h e r ,  
That, in addition, not to exceed $133,000,000 may be transferred 
from Tomeowners Assistance Fund, D e f e d  to "Base Realignment 
and Closure Account, Part II", to be merged with, and to be available 
for the same purposes and the same time period as that account. 
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. For deposit into the Department of Defense Base Closure 
Account 1990 established by section 2906(aX1) of the Department 
of Defense Authorization Act, 1991 (Public Law 101-510), 
$2,322,868,000 to remain available until expended: Pn~vided, That 
not less than $302,700,000 of the funds appropriated herein shall 
be evailable solely for environmental restoration. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 101. None of the funds appropriated in Military Construc- 
tion Appropriations Acts shall be expended for payments under 
a cost-plus-a-fired-fee contract for work, where cost estimates exceed 
$25,000, to be performed within the United States, except Alaska, 
without the s ic approval in writing of the Secretary of Defense sp" setting forth e reasons therefor. 

SEC. 102. Funds a propriated to the Department of Defense 
for constrruction shall g, available for hire of ~assenaer motor - 
vehicles. 

SEC. 103. Funds appropriated to the Department of Defense 
for construction may be used for advances to the Federal Highway 
Administration, Department of Transportation, for the construction 
of access roads as authorized by section 210 of title 23, United 
States Code, when projects authorized therein are certified as 
important to the national defenae by the Secretary of Defense. 

SEC. 104. None of the funds ap ropriated in this Act may E be used to begin construction of new ases inside the continental 
United States for which ic appropriations have not been made. 

SEC. 105. No part of x? funds provided in Military Construction 
Appropriatiom Acts ahall be used for purchase of land or land 
easements in excess of 100 per centum of the value as determined 
by the Army Corps of Engineera or the Naval Facilities Engineering 
Command, except (a) where there is a determination of value by 
a Federal court, or (b) purchases negotiated by the Attorne General r or his designee, or (c) where the estimated value is ess than 
$25,000, or (d) as otherwise determined by the Secretary of Defense 
to be in the public interest. 

SEC. 106. None of the funds appropriated in Military Comtruc- 
tion Appropriations Acts shall be used to (1) acquire land, (2) 
rovide for site preparation, or (3) install utilities for any f e y  

gousing, except housing for which fuads have been made available 
in annual Military Construction Appropriations Acts. 

SEC. :107. None of the funds appropriated in Military Constpc- 
tion Appxbopriations Acts for minor construction may be used to 
transfer or relocate any activity from one base or installation to 
another, without prior notification to the Committees on Appropna- 
tions. 

SEC. 108. No part of the funds appropriated in Military 
Construction Appropriations Acts may be used for the procurement 
of steel for any construction pro'ect or activity for which Americaa 
steel prociucers, fabricators, an d manufacturers have been denied 
the opportunity to compete for such steel procurement. 

SEC. 109. None of the funds available to the Department of 
Defense for military construction or family housing during the 
current fiscal year may be used to pay real property taxes in 
any foreign nation. 
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fiscal year after the fiscal year for which firnds for such roject 
were ap ropriated if the fund. obligated for such project &) are 
o b l i g a d  from funds available for military construction projects, 
a.dd (2) do not exceed the amount appropriated for such project, 
plus any amount by which the cost of such project is increased 
pursuant; to law. 

(TRANSFEB OFFUNDB) 
t 

SEC. 119. During the five-year period after appropriations avail- ~~~~ 
able to the Department of Defense for m h  construction and I family hou. operation and maintenance . .? an construction have I expired for Zgt ion,  upon a determination that such appmpria- 
tions will not for the liquidation of obligations or 
for making authoh- ents to such appro nations for 
obligations incurred during the period of avdlabiity ofmch appro- 

riatiom, unobligated balances of such appro riations may be trans- 
ferred into tb. appropriation Toreign &ma nuctuations, 
Construction, Defensew to be merged with and to% available for 
the same time period and for the same purposes as the appropria- 
tion to which t m m d d  

SEC. 120. The Secretary of Defense is to provide the Committees hport.. 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of Re resentatives 
with an annual report by February E, containing details of the 
specific actions proposed to be taken by the De artment of Defense 
during the current fiscal year to encourage o & er member nations 
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organhation and Ja and Korea 

nations and the United States. 
k" to a m m e  a greater share of the common defense urden of such 

SEC,. 121. During the current fiscal year, in addition to any 
other transfer authority available to the Department of Defense, 
proceedsl deposited to the Department of Def6me Base Closum 
Account established b section 207(aX1) of the Defense Authoriza- 
tion Amendments a n d ~ u  Cl- and Ralignment Act (Public 
Law 1-26) pursuant to section 207(aX2XC) of such Act, may 
be t raderred to the account e&blished by section 2906(aX1) of 
the Department of Defense Authorization Act, 1991, to be merged 
with, and to be available for the same purposes and the same 

in Quam'' 

celed. 
I (b) The Secretary of Defense shall allocate the amount of budg- 

etary resources canceled among the Department's military construc- 
tion and famil housing accounts available for procurement and L pmcurementre ted expenses. Amounts available for procurement 
and pmcurement-related expenses in each such account shall be 
reduced by the amount allocated to such account. 

(c) For the purposes of t h i ~  section, the definition of "procure- 
mentn includes all stages of the process of acquiring property or 
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services, beginning with the process of determining a need for 
a product or services and ending with contract completion and 
closeout, as specified in 41 U.S.C. 403(2). . 
SEC. l24. COMPLIANCE WITH BUY AlKERXCAN ACT. 

No funds a propriated pursuant to this Act may be expended . by an entity u d' ess the entity that in expending the assist- 
ance the entity will corn 1 r i E o n s  1 through 4 of the Act 
of March 3, 1933 (41 8.8.~. 101-1% popularly known as the 
"Buy American Act"). 
SEC. l25. SENSE OF CONG- REQWREMFNT REGARDING NOTICE. 

6 

(a) Pmcms~ OF AMERICAN-M~E EQUIPMENT AND PROD- 
urn.-In the case of any uipment or products that may be 
authorized to be urrhucd ri% financial assistance provided under 
thi. M, it is tEe mme tha con r that entities receiving 
such assistance should, in expending e assistance, purchase only 
American-made equipment and products. 

(b) Nonm n, RECIP~ENTS OF ASSISTANCE.-I~ providmg finan- 
cial assistance under this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
provide to each recipient of the adstance a notice describing the 
statement made in subsection (a) by the Congress. 
SEC. 1#I. PaOHIBfilON OF CO- 

If it has been fmall~ determined by a court or Federal agency 
that any person intentaonally &ed a fraudulent label bearing 
a "Made in America" inscriptaon, or any inscription with the same 
meaning, to any product sold in or shipped to the United States 
that was not made in the United States, such person shall be 
ineligible to receive any contract or subcontract made with funds 
provided pursuant to this Act, pursuant to the debarment, suspen- 
sion, and ineligibili procedures described in d o n  9.400 through 
9.409 of title 48, Co? e of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. l27. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAVAL RESERVE CENTER, SEATIZE, 
WASHJNCIYIN. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZEI).-T~~ Secretmy of the Navy may 
convey to the City of Seattle, Washington (in this section referred 
to as the "City"), all right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to a pame1 of real property, together with improvements 
thereon, consisting of approximately 5.09 acres, the location of 
the Naval Reserve Center, Seattle, Washington. 

(b) CONSIIIERATION.~~) As consideration for the conveyance 
under subsection (a), the City shall pay to the United States an 
amount equal to the fair market value (as determined by the 
Secretary) of the portion of the real property to be conveyed under 
subsection (a) that is described in paragraph (2). 

(2) Paragraph (1) ap lies to the rtion of the parcel of real g property referred to in su section (a) tE t consists of a proximately 
3.67 acres and was acquired by the United States h m  a party 
other than the City. 

(c) CONDITION.--T~~ conveyance authorized by subsection (a) 
shall be subject to the condition that the City accept the real 
property in its condition at the time of conveyance. 

(dl REQU~REMENT~ RELATING TO CONVEYANCE.---(I) The Sec- 
retary ma not make the conveyance authorized by subsection 
(a) unta X e commencement of the use by the Navy of a Naval 
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Reseme Center that is a suitable replacement for the Naval Reserve 
Center located on the property to be conveyed. 

(2) The ,Secretary may not commence construction of a facility 
to De the replacement facility under paragraph (1) for the Naval 
Reserve Center until the Secretary completes an environmental 
impact statement with respect to the construction and operation 
of the facility to be the replacement f d t y .  

,(el PAYMENT FOR COMMERCIAL USE.-If a t  any time after the ' 
conveyance under this section the City ceases utilizing the real 
property corlveyed under subsection (a) for public purposes, and 
uses such red property instead for commercial purposes, the City 
shall pay tc, the United States an amount equal to the excess, 
if any, of- 

(I) an amount equal to the fair market value (as determined 
by the Secretary) of the real property referred to in subsection 
(bX2), and any improvements thereon, a t  the time the City 
ceases utilizing the real property for public purposes, over 

(2) the amount determined by the b t a r y  under sub- 
section (bX 1). 
(0 USE OF Rioc~~~s.-Proceeds from the sale shall be depos- 

ited in the Treasury of the United States. 
(g) DESCRIPTION OF pRo~%m~.-The exact acreage and legal 

description of the property to be conveyed under this section shall 
be determined by a m e y  satiefactory to the Secretary. The cost 
of the survey shall be borne by the City. 

(h) A D ~ ~ ~ O N A L  TERMS AND CO~~Il'10Ns.41) The Navy may 
scope more than one site. 

(2) The Secretary may require such additional terma and condi- 
tions in connection with the conveyance under thia section as the 
Secretary cronsidera appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

SEC. X S .  LAND TRANsF'JCR, WOODBRIDGE F'MXLZIY, 
VIBGINU 

(a) REQULREMENT OF 'htms~~~-NotWithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Secretary of the Army shall transfer, without 
reimbursement, to the Department of the Interior, a parcel of real 
estate consisting of appmximately 580 acres and comprising the ' Army R e s d  Laboratory Woodbridge Facility, Virginia, together 
with any improvements thereon. 

(b) USE OF TRANWZRRED PROmm.-The Secretary of the 
I Interior shall use appmpriate parts of this real property for (1) 

incorporation into the Mason Neck Wildlife Refuge and (2) work 
with the local government and the Woodbridge Reuse Committee 
to plan any additional usage of the property, including an environ- 
mental education center: h u ~ ,  That the Secretary of the 
Interior provide appropriate public access to the propem. 
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FY 96-97 President's Budget 
By Inlout, State, Country 
Printed: 5/23/95 8:09:53 AM 

FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title Amount PE GP PBD 

1996 FTQW963008 PAF EIELSON ALTER DORMITORY 3,850 2.75.96P Q 307 

1996 FXSB93 1012G PAF ELMENDOR REPAIR AIRFIELD TAXIWAY 900 2.75.96P I 301 

1996 FXSB949999 MTC ELMENDOR MILSTAR COMM GROUND TERMINAL 850 3.36.01 A 301 

1996 FXSB96300 1 PAF ELMENDOR VISITING OFFICERS QUARTERS 7,350 2.75.9613 Q 307 

1996 WWXD933027 PAF TIN CITY ABOVEGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 2,500 2.74.56P U 310 

ALASKA Total: 15,450 

1996 PNQS943075 ATC MAXWELL CHILD DEVELOP CENTER COMPLEX 3,700 8.57.96 Q 308 

ALABAMA Total: 3,700 

;996 V V  A V 1 ~ ~ ~ 9 6 3 0 1 1  ACC LiTTLE R LTPG?,d;DE SAN!TA!ZY SEWER SYS 2,500 2.74.56C W 3 10 

ARKANSAS Total: 2,500 

1996 FBNV953009 ACC DAVIS-MO DORMITORY 3,800 2.74.19 B 307 

1996 FBNV963002 ACC DAVIS-MO AIRCRAFT CORR CONTR FAC 1,000 2.74.56C V 3 10 

1996 NUEX933014 ATC LUKE DORMITORY 5,200 2.75.97 B 307 

ARIZONA Total: 10,000 

BAEY 95 1004 

FSPM9430 13 

FSPM94350 1 

FSPM963506 

XDAT953250 

XDAT963050 

XDAT963307 

XDAT963800 

ACC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

BEALE 

EDWARDS 

EDWARDS 

EDWARDS 

TRAVIS 

TRAVIS 

TRAVIS 

TRAVIS 

CLOSE LANDFILL 3 

DORMITORY 

ADAL ANECHOIC CHAMBER 

F-22 ADAL ENGRNG TEST FACILITY 

SQ OPSIAMU FACILITY 

KC:I 0 ADD TO FLIGHT SIM FAC 

DORMITORY 

HAZARDOUS WASTE STORAGE FAC 



FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title Amount PE GP PBD 
-. -- .--- -~ - 

A 

-- -. 

1996 XDAT973022 AMC TRAVIS DORMITORIES 10,500 4.18.96 Q 307 

1996 XUMU884004 SPC VANDENBE FIRE STATION 2,000 3.59.96 F 301 

1996 XUMU934002 SPC VANDENBE SLFI-CHEM TEST & ANALYSIS LAB 4,000 3.51.81 R 301 

CALIFORNIA Total: 74,000 

1996 CRWU961460 MTC BUCKLEY TROOP SUPPORT FACILITIES 5,500 3.41.11 A 333 

1996 TDKA92300 1 SPC PETERSON ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 3,000 3.59.96 Q 307 

1996 TDKA933008 SPC PETERSON FIRE STATION 1,390 3.59.96 F 301 

1996 XQPZ920033 AFA USAF ACA UPGRADE FACILITIES HEATING SYS 4,950 8.58.96 I 309 

1996 XQPZ930030 AFA USAF ACA SAILPLANE HANGAR 3,724 8.58.96 D 302 

1996 XQPZ930036 AFA USAF ACA CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 4,200 8.58.96 Q 308 

COLORADO Total: 22,764 

1996 BXUR87020 1 ADW BOLLING ALTER DORMITORY 6,500 9.12.12A Q 307 

1996 BXUR95 1037 ADW BOiiiNG i-iGNGR G U A m  DOitL1ITORY 5 , s ~  9.12.12.4 Q 317 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Total: 12,100 

1996 FJXT953002 AMC DOVER C-5 SQUAD OPS/AMU FAC 5,500 4.18.96 D 301 

Total: 5,500 

1996 DBEH9630 14 SPC CAPE CAN FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 1,600 3.58.56 T 310 

1996 FTFA963033 MTC EGLIN REPAIR RUNWAY 6,200 7.28.06 I 30 1 

1996 XLWU95300 1 ATC TYNDALL FIRE TRAINMG FACILITY 1,200 8.57.56 T 310 

FLORIDA Total: 9,000 

1996 HTAC943040 ACC MOODY (2-130 AIRCRAFT WASHRACK FAC 

1996 HTAC943042 ACC MOODY C- 130 SQUAD OPSIAMU FACILITY 

1996 HTAC943050 ACC MOODY (2-130 AERIAL DELIVERY FACILITY 

1996 QSEU909999 ACC MOODY CONTROL TOWER 

1996 QSEU96 1000 ACC MOODY UPGRADE STORM DRAM AGE SYSTEM 

1 996 UHHZ9630 10 ACC ROBINS JSTARS ACFT FUEL SYS MAIN DOCK 



FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title Amount PE GP PBD 
-- --- 

GEORGIA Total: 19,790 

KNMD933018Rl PAF 

KNMD933020 P AF 

KNMD963006 P AF 

HICKAM 

HICKAM 

HICKAM 

ALTER DORMITORY 

ALTER TRANSIENT DORMITORY 

REPAIR AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS 

HAWAII Total: 

QYZH96 1000 ACC 

QYZH963005 ACC 

QYZH9630 14 ACC 

MT HOME 

MT HOME 

MT HOME 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

WASTEWATER TREAT & DISP PLANT 

IDAHO TRAINING RANGE (N. SITE) 

IDAHO Total: 

VDYD953019 AMC 

VDY D973000 AMC 

SCOTT 

SCOTT 

GLOBAL REACH PLANNING CTR VQ 

DORMITORY 

Total: 

PRQE963500 AMC 

PRQE9650 19 AMC 

PRQE9700 14 AMC 

MCCONNEL 

MCCONNEL 

MCCONNEL 

KC-135 SQ OPSIAMU 

DEICING PAD 

ALTER DORMITORY 

Total: 

AWUB962309 ACC BARKSDAL B-52 TRAINING COMPLEX 

LOUISIANA Total: 

AJXF963006 AMC 

AJXF963 100 AMC 

ANDREWS 

ANDREWS 

DORMITORY 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 

MARYLAND Total: 

Y WHG969202 ACC 

Y WHG969203 ACC 

Y WHG969204 ACC 

Y WHG969206 ACC 

WHITEMAN 

WHITEMAN 

WHlTEMAN 

WHITEMAN 

B-2 MAMT DOCKS/HYD FUEL SYS 

B-2 ADD TO FLIGHT SIM TRNG FAC 

B-2 ADAL DOCK FIRE PROTECT SYS 

B-2 APRONICONVOY ROADITAXIWAY 



- 

FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title Amount PE GP PBii 
---- -- - - - 

MISSOURI Total: 24,600 

1996 EEPZ963006 ATC COLUMBUS FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 1,150 8.57.56 T 310 

1996 MAHG953000 ATC KEESLER UPGRADE STUDENT DORMITORY 6,500 8.57.96 Q 307 

Total: 7,650 

1996 TMKH953012 ACC POPE C- 130 SQ OPSIAMUIAV SVCS CNTR 6,100 2.72.3 1 B 301 

1996 TMKH97300 1 ACC POPE UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 2,150 2.74.56C U 310 

1996 VKAG93 10 13 ACC SEYMOUR UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 830 2.74.56C W 310 

NORTH CAROLINA Total: 9,080 

1996 JFSD963500 AMC GRAND FO KC- 135 SQ OPSIAMU 6,300 4.12.18 B 301 

1996 JFSD998002 AMC GRAND FO DORMITORY 8,500 4.18.96 Q 307 

1996 QJVF962002 ACC MMOT UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANKS 1,550 2.74.56C U 3 10 

NORTH DAKOTA Total: 16,350 

1996 PTFL953012 AMC MCGUIRE KC- 10 SQ OPS/AMU 

1996 PTFL96350 1 AMC MCGUIRE FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 

NEW JERSEY Total: 

1996 CZQZ930255 ACC CANNON WASTEWATER TREAT & DISP PLANT 9,800 2.74.56C W 310 

1996 CZQZ940022 ACC CANNON UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 620 2.74.56C W 310 

1996 MHMV953007 MTC KIRTLAND UPGR ELECTRICAL DIST SY S 7,656 7.28.06 I 3 09 

1996 MHMV963010 MTC KIRTLAND UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 1,500 7.80.56 W 310 

NEW MEXICO Total: 19,576 

1996 RKMF953008 ACC NELLIS VISITING QUARTERS 9,900 2.75.96C Q 307 

1996 RKMF96 1000 ACC NELLIS UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 600 2.74.56C W 310 

NEVADA Total: 10,500 

1996 ZHTV973204 MTC WRIGHT P UPGRADE ELECTRICAL DISTRIB SYS 4.100 7.28.06 I 3 09 



- 
FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title Amount PE GP PBL) 

-- - -- 

I 
OHIO Total: 4,100 

ATC 

MTC 

AMC 

AMC 

AMC 

ACC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

MTC 

AIA 

ATC 

ATC 

ATC 

ATC 

ATC 

ACC 

ACC 

AMC 

ALTUS 

TINKER 

CHARLEST 

CHARLEST 

CHARLEST 

SHAW 

ARNOLD 

ARNOLD 

BROOKS 

KELLY 

KELLY 

LAUGHLIN 

RANDOLPH 

RANDOLPH 

REESE 

SHEPPARD 

LANGLEY 

LANGLEY 

FAIRCHIL 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 

ADAL DORMITORIES 

OKLAHOMA Total: 

C- 17 SQ OPSIAMU FACILITY 

C- 17 FLIGHT SIMULATOR ADDITION 

DORMITORY 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

SOUTH CAROLINA Total: 

UPGR ENG TEST FAC FRIG SYS 

UPGRD FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS 

TENNESSEE Total: 

ADAL COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY 

WING HEADQUARTERS FACILITY 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 

UPGRADE AIRFIELD LIGHTING 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 

FIRE TRAMING FACILITY 

UPGRADE AIRFIELD LIGHTING 

TEXAS Total: 

ALTER ACC HEADQUARTERS FAC 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

VIRGINIA Total: 

ALTER DORMITORIES 



. . 

FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title Amount PE G P  PBD 
-- -- - - -- - .- - -- -- - - - - - a -- 

1996 PQWY953007 AMC MCCHORD DORMITORY 

1996 PQWY963004 AMC MCCHORD SQUAD OPSIAMU FAC 

WASHINGTON Total: 17,400 

1996 GHLN96 1002 SPC F E WARR UPGRADE CENTRAL HEAT PLANT 3,500 3.59.96 I 309 

1996 GHLN96 1005 SPC F E WARR ALTER DORMITORIES 5,500 3.59.96 Q 307 

Total: 9,000 

1996 PAYZ964443 LEE CLASSIFI SPECIAL TACT UNIT DET FAC 700 2.72.48 A 301 
INSIDE THE U.S. Total: 700 

INSIDE THE U.S. Total: 406,390 

1996 TYFR953523 AFE VOGELWEH CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 2,600 2.75.96U Q 308 

1996 VYHK930111A AFE SPANGDAH DORMITORY 5,900 2.75.96U Q 307 

1990 \/YHK94000? 4FE SPP.NGDAH QJJND SUPPRESSOR FOLINDAT!ON 600 2.75.9611 B 302 

1996 VYHK946011 AFE SPANGDAH SOUND SUPPRESSOR FOUNDATION 950 2.75.96U B 302 

1996 VYHK946839 AFE SPANGDAH ADD TO MISSILE MAINT SHOP 930 2.75.96U B 302 

GERMANY Total: 10,980 

1996 AMGG963002 AFE ARAXOS DORMITORY 1,950 2.75.96U Q 307 

Total: 1,950 

1996 ASHE953805A AFE AVIAN0 COMMUNICATIONS MAINTENANCE FAC 1,400 2.75.96U B 302 

1996 ASHE983004 AFE AVIAN0 SQUADRON OPERATIONS FACILITY 950 2.75.96U B 301 

1996 HWQJ963003 AFE GHEDI DORMITORY 1,450 2.75.96U Q 307 

Total: 3,800 

1996 HACC953022 ACC CLASSIFI WAR READINESS MATERIAL WHSE 15,500 2.80.3 1 J 3 04 

1996 HACC953023 ACC CLASSIFI VEHICLE MAINTENANCE FACILITY 1,600 2.80.3 1 J 302 

OUTSIDE THE U.S. Total: 17,100 

1996 ANKR96300 1 AFE ANKARA LONG PERIOD SEISMIC ARRAY 



- .  

FY Project Number MAJCOM Base Title 
- 

Amount PE - GP PBD 
- - - 

1996 ANKR963002 AFE ANKARA SHORT PERIOD SEISMIC ARRAY 4,000 3.13.24 I 30 1 

1996 LJYC869009 AFE INCIRLIK BASE OPERATIONS FACILITY 0 2.75.96U D 301 

1996 LJYC963001 AFE INCIRLIK CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 1,600 2.75.96U Q 308 

1996 LJYC973003 AFE INCIRLIK UPGRADE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT 2,900 2.74.56U W 310 

TURKEY Total: 1 1,500 

1996 MSET936002 AFE LAKENHEA ADD TO MISSILE MAINT SHOP 

1996 QFQE933011Rl AFE MILDENHA ADAL CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

UNITED KINGDOM Total: 

1996 PAYZ924015D SPT 

1996 PAYZ988054 SPT 

PAF 

PAF 

PAF 

PAF 

P AF 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

ACC 

OUTSIDE THE U.S. Total: 49,400 

VARIOUS UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 9,030 9.12.11M M 315 

VARIOUS PLANNING AND DESIGN 30,835 9.12.11D N 314 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS Total: 39,865 

WORLDWIDE Total: 39,865 

FY 1996 Total: 495,655 

EIELSON CONVENTIONAL MUNIT MAINT SHOP 3,300 2.80.30 R 302 

EIELSON REPAIR UTILIDOR PIPE 2,173 2.75.96P I 309 

ELMENDOR UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 2,100 2.74.56P W ? lo  

ELMENDOR ADAL SQUAD OPSIAMU FAC 

KING SAL LAND ACQUISITION 

ALASKA Total: 

LITTLE R CONTROL TOWER 

LITTLE R C- 130 SQUADRON OPERATIONSIAMU 

LITTLE R MDUST WASTEWATER PRETREAT FAC 

ARKANSAS Total: 

DAVIS-MO AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE FACILITY 
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SENT BY :ENG & SVCS 

SUHMARY PROJECT LIST 
AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

NEW WISSION VERSUS CURRENT MISSION - FY 1995 

Birmingham MAP AL A i r c r a f t  Parking Apron and 
Hydrant Refueling Syetem 15.000 

Caamaniaatloncr PauilFty 1,700 
Add t o  and Alter "I""" Operation6 FacLl ty 1,100 
Upgrade Drainage Byat- 2,500 

Ournslljr Pleld 
ANC Al, Rsplaae Underground 

Fuel Storage Tanka 700 

Ft S m i t h  HAP AR 

Buckley ANGE CO 

Boiee I D  

Site 94-03 

Replace Underground 
Fuel Storage Tanka 

Alter Vehialo Maintenance 
Facility 

Replace underg~wmd 
Fuel Storage Tanks 

Aircraft wash and Deicing 
Apron 

Add to and A l t a r  Fuel Systems 
Uaintenance Facility 

B-1 Consolidated Aircraft 
Support and Hydrant syeteme - 

B-1 Hangar Complex 

Replace Undrrground 
Fuel Storage Tanka 

Upgrade Bame Dtainage 

Aircraft Deicing Apron 
Fuel Systama Maintenance and 
Corrosion Control Facility 

Fire Station and AGE Shop 



:ENT BY:EN(; & SVCS , . 

=/ 
CURRENT PROJECT COST ISoO&L_ 

Forbes Fie ld  US si te  Reetoration and Puel 
Storage Tank Removal 2,9SO 

U h a d e  Sanitary Sewer Syetem 670 

8tand.Lford F i e l d  1W Fuel C e l l  a d  Corroolon 
control Facil i ty 2,950 

Bangor IAP HE Replace Underground 
Fuel Storage Tmk. 840 

Ref uellng vehic le  Naintenan.ce 
F a a i l f t y  379 

Alpena Couaty Repla& Underground 
Req~onal A p t  HI Fuel Storage Tanke 385 

Regional Ficcmcn Training 
Facility 750 

Selfr idge ANGB M I  Upgrade Heating System 5,400 
Upgrade Stomn Drainage 

Symtem ' 840 

W II I;ellogg H I  P i r e  Station and A i t c r a f t  
Support E q u i p n t  Shop 1,600 

' A l f e ! r u n  W Replace me1 Tanks and Upgrade 
Refueling Vehicle/Paint Booth 500 

Lacabt!rt S t  Louie Replace Underground 
IAI' MO Fuel Storage T a x h  

Great; F a l l s  IAP HT Add to and Alter Fuel Cell 
and Corrosion Control Hangar 1,150 

Lincoln XAP NE Parking Apron and Hydrant 
Refueling System 14,274 

Replace Underground 
Fuel Storage Tanka 500 

Hcaufre AFB NJ Replace Underground 
Fuel Stotage Tanks 

XLrt.Land AFB NM Replace underground 
Fuel  Storage Tanks 

Haneock F ie ld  NY Replace Underground 
Fuel Storage Tanke 

Niagara Fall8 Rspiace Undelgnxmd 
IXP NY Fuel Storage Tank8 



SENT BY : EN3 & SVCS 

~ l o t t . e / D o u g l a a  Replace UndeeQtbund 
fAP PC! Fuel s torage Tanka 

n8amZiel.d L a b  Replace Underground 
Apt OF[ Fuel Storage Tanka 

apringfield Beckley Replace Underground 
WAP 021 Fuel SCorage Tanka 400 

AM to and Altar Fuel C e l l  and 
Corroeion Control F a c i l i t y  1,250 

Toledo OH Aircraft  Deicing Apron - 320 

Tulsa IILP OX Replace Underground 
Fuel  Storage Tanka 

l a r t l a c l  IAP OR site RentoratLon 1,700 C 

Ft Indiantomr Gap Replace Underground 
ANGS PA Fuel  Storage Tanke 

) Pittsburgh Z A P  PA Replac= Underground 
Fuel Storage Tanks 

I8rr isborg IAP Replaoe Underground 
Olmstclrad P ld  PA Fuel Storage Tanka 

W i l l o w  Grove Air Replace Underground 
Reserve Fac PA Fuel Storage Tanks 

Salt Lake c i t y  IAP A i s c r a Z t  Waahraok and Deice 
UT Faaility 400 

l W V A A  shepherd Replace underground 
Field WV Fuel Storage TMke 

General  itcha all W I  Replace Central heat Plant 800 

Truax P i e l c l  WI Add to and A l t e r  Aircraft  
Support Equipment Shop/Storage 340 

Volk Field ANGB WI Regional Firemen Training 
Facility 700 



SENT BY : Ehli & SVCS 

mozto R i c a  IAP PR Replace Underground 
Fuel storaga Tanka 590 C 

Add to and Alter Aircraft 
Corrosion Control Faoility 750 c 

PLANNING AND DESIGN 118 532 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 4 8 000 

TOTAL NEW HISSION 

TOTAL CURRENT MISSION 

GRAND TOTAL - FY 1995 REQUEST 122 1 770 







SENT BY : ENG & SVCS 

SUMMAHY PROJECT LIST 
AIR NATIONAL CUAKI) 

NEW MISSION VERStJS CISRRENT MISSION - FY 1996 

NEW OR 
ClJRRENT l!Rfma 

Altcr KC- 135 Aircraft Shops 4,400 Birlnlnglrnln MAP AL 

Dannclly Field A L  

Tuscon IAP AZ 

Fire Station 1,545 

Add to and Alter Aircrrn Support 
Equiplncnt Slwp (do 

Scpulvcda ANCiS CA 

Ruckley ANGB CO 

R~vlace Undergrou~ld I;ucl Stomgc Tanks 3 20 

Blghccr Pavcrnents md Grounds 
Facility 450 

{JpsrJ?c Hc;~ting Systems 950 

Cilynco ANGS GA 

Hunter ANGS No. 2 GA Replace Ul\dc.rgruund Fud Sconge Tiinks 400 

Boise Air Tetn~inal 
(Gowen Field) ID d 

Ke~llove IJndc~~round Fuel Stcrmge Tanks 

Add to Airc~nft krkhg Apro~l 
Aircraft Dcicins 1:xiIity 
Add to and Altcr Squadron 

Oper~tions Facility 
Altcr Acrid I'orl 'I'rdinisg Facility 
Alter Aircraft Mniritcrrec~cc Sl~ops 
Add to Aircraft hlaii~ccnnncc' I lnngor 

McConnell A1:U KS 

Uarnes MAP R-I/\ 

Warcester ANG Slation hlA 

Alter U- l Squadron Clpcr;rtians Fucility 

Vchiclc Main~nia~cc Complex 

Add to and Alter Vehicle 
Mili~~tc~~xrrcc F;icility 

Selfridge ANG Rase hll 

Minneapolis St. Paul IAP MN 

Atlantic City Alrpon NJ Uppdc Sanitary 'Water Systelns 



BY : ENG & SVCS 

NEW OR 
COST (000) CURRENT 

McGuire AFB NJ 

Warrcn Ciravc h g c  N J  

Kirtland APU NM 

Fuel Cell und Comos'ion Control Facility 5.700 N 

Ccrmpnsite Katjgc Opcritiom Facility 1.100 C 

Alter Aircnfi Maintcn;~nw Hangar 
and Shops 900 N 

Composite Enginc and NDI Shop 2,700 N 
Aifcnfi C m s i o n  Conlrol Fucility 1.800 C 
LANTlRN Mnintcnmce Facility 620 N 

Composite Mcdi~ll l  Triining Facility 1,990 C 

U p w &  Runwily Qvcmcl 1,950 N 
Upll~odc Stonn and Saninry Scncr Syslcm 400 C 

Blue As11 ANG Slutioa 01 1 Rcplucc Ilndergroui~d Fucl Storage Tmks 3 80 C 

Replace Undcrgrc~c~nd Fucl Storagc 'l'mks ' 
320 C C m p  P r q  ANG Statiotl OH. 

Hickenbacker ANGU O H  Replacc Utrdcrground Fucl Storagc Tanks ' 3 10 C 

Tulsa lntumationitl Airport OK 

Will Rogers Wurid Airpon OK 

Composirc Cotnaluniciitions Facility 1.900 (. 

13arolcun~ C)psr;~tiot\s Iiacility 
Aerial Pon 'rrilining Facility 
Coalposicc Fire Statioli 

Grestcr Piltshrtrg IAP PA 

J o e  Foss Ficld (A&) .?iU 

M&h~r: T ~ s o t ~  Airyx~rt TN 

Mailpllis IAl' TN 

Fuel Systems Mainlcnnncc Filcility 

Add lo imd Alter U~ISC I'n~ilrccr 
Mnitl1cc1;lncc Cotnylts 

Add to nr~d Alter Security Pnlicc 
Opraticrnr I:acilily 

BOO C 

Kelly Air Force Basc TX Uppiidc Heating i~nd  Coolirig Systenrs 

Vehicle Maiti~cr~arlcc (:omplrx 

Richmond IAP VA 
(Byrd Field) 

Add to ilnd Alrer F-16 Aircrall 
Maiwermnce Curllpics 

Truax Field WI Alter Munitions Facilities 



LOCA'I'ION 

Pueno Kieo IAP I'lt 

PROJECT 

Munitions Mainicnmce aid 
Storage Co~lrplcx 

Add to and Alter Cumpositc 
Support Facility 

Upgride Security Systcnl 

PLANNING AND DESIGN 

UNSPZCIF'ILU h4INOR CONSTRUCTION 

'I'OTAI. CUl<Rl%lT MISSION 

CltAND TOTAL - FY 1996 REQUEST 

NEW OH 
COST (000) CIJRREN.l- 
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AIR FORCE RESERVE FY96 MILCON PROJECTS 

S1:LoCATloN 
AL Maxwell AFB 
CA March AFB 
IN Grissom ARB 
NY Niagara Falls ARS 
OH Youngstown ARS 
OH Youngstown ARS 
OH Youngstown ARS 

eROJECT 
Composite Maintenance Facility 
Fire Training Facility 
Fire Training Facility 
Fuels Systems Maintenance Hangar 
Construct Aircraft Parking Apron 
AddIAler Electric Substation 
Upgrade Base Water Distribution Sys 
TOTAL FY96 MILCON 
Planning & Design 
Unspecified Minor Construction 
TOTAL FY96 PROGRAM 

BRACHOLD REMARKS 
No Current Mission 
No Level l Environmental Compliance 
No Level l Environmental Compliance 
Yes Current Mission 
Yes New Mission 
Yes New Mission 
Yes Level l Environmental Compliance 

Page 1 
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Congressional Marks by Inlout, State, Country 

Printed 5/23/95 8:13:00 AM 

INSIDE THE US. 

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR A M '  AMT CONF PDCNumber 

CAPE LIS AK 41 1-134 1995 PAF 3 10 2.74.56P UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 DBQT953005 

EIELSON AK 216-642 1995 PAF 302 2.80.30 CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS MAMT 0 0 3,300 0 0 0 3,300 0 FTQW933012 

ELMENDOR AK 113-32 1 1995 PAF 301 2.75.96P JOINT MOBILITY RAMP 0 0 4,000 4,000 0 0 4,000 4,000 FXSB953023 

ELMENDOR AK 890-000 1995 PAF 309 2.75.96P COMMUNITY CENTER UTILITIES 0 0 1,000 1,000 0 0 1,000 1,000 FXSB953024 

ALASKA Total: 

GUNTER AL 610-71 1 1995 MTC 306 9.12.12M UPG COMPUTER SYS FAC BLOCK HSE 

MAXWELL AL 724-417 1995 ATC 307 8.57.96 STUDENTDORMlTORlES 

ALABAMA Total: 

LITTLE R AR 721-312 1995 ACC 307 2.75.96C DORMITORY 

ARKANSAS Total: 

DAVIS-MO AZ 442-758 1995 ACC 304 2.75.96C CONSOLIDATEDPARTS STORE 

LUKE AZ 724-417 1995 ATC 307 2.75.97 STUDENT PILOT QUARTERS 

BEALE CA 100-000 

BEALE CA 871-183 

EDWARDS CA 211-152 

EDWARDS CA 311-115 

EDWARDS CA 121-122 

MCCLELLA CA 812-226 

MCCLELLA CA 217-735 

TRAVIS CA 721-312 

TRAVIS CA 721-312 

TRAVIS CA 179-51 1 

ACC 301 

ACC 310 

MTC 302 

MTC 302 

MTC 310 

MTC 309 

MTC 302 

AMC 307 

AMC 307 

AMC 310 

ARIZONA Total: 

CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENTER 

UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 

RENOVATE AIRCRAFT MAINT FAC 

F22 ALTR ENGINEER TEST FAC 

UPGRADE HYDRANT FUEL SYSTEM 

UPGR ELECTRIC SYS, MDUST AREA 

NEAR FIELD TEST RANGE 

DORMITORY 

DORMITORY 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 



INSIDE THE U.S. 

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR AMT AMT CONF PDCNumber 

VANDENBE CA 179-5 1 1 1995 SPC 3 10 3.58.56 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 1,550 1,550 1,550 1,550 1,550 1,550 1,550 1,550 XUMU850038 

VANDENBE CA 824-464 

PETERSON CO 411-135 

USAF ACA CO 724-433 

DOVER' DE 721-312 

DOVER DE 141-784 

CAI'ECAN FL 211-159 

CAPE CAN FL 610-81 1 

CAPE CAN FL 812-224 

EGLlN FL 310-926 

MOODY GA 721-3 12 

MOODY GA 1 13-32 1 

MOODY GA 442-758 

MOODY GA 442-758 

ROBINS 

ROBINS 

ROBINS 

ROBINS 

ROBlNS 

ROBINS 

MT HOME 

MT HOME 

SPC 309 

SPC 310 

AFA 307 

AMC 307 

AMC 301 

SPC 310 

SPC 306 

SPC 309 

MTC 303 

ACC 307 

ACC 301 

ACC 304 

ACC 304 

MTC 306 

MTC 310 

ACC 307 

ACC 306 

ACC 308 

ACC 309 

ACC 301 

ACC 307 

SLFI UPGRADE NATURAL GAS SYS 

CALIFORNIA Total: 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 

ADAL PREP SCHOOL DORMITORIES 

COLORADO Total: 

DORMITORY 

PASSENGER PROCESSING TERMINAL 

Total: 

CORROSION CONTROL FACILITY 

DELTA LAUNCH OPS FACILITY 

SLFI-UPGR ELECTRIC DISTRI SYS 

RENV CLIMATIC TEST CHMBR, PH 3 

FLORIDA Total: 

DORMITORY 

UPGRADE AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS 

SUPPLYiWRSK WAREHOUSE 

MISSION EQUIPMENT STORAGE 

ALTR WPN SYS SUPPORT CENTER 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

JSTARS DORMITORlES 

JSTARS ADD TO ISF FACILITY 

JSTARS-EXPANDED FLIGHT KITCHEN 

JSTARS UTILITIESMISC SUPPORT 

GEORGIA Total: 

UPGR AIRCEAFT PARKING APRON 

DORMITORY 

UHHZ8700 15 

UHHZ953005 

UHHZ953015 

UHHZ953017 

UHHZ953030 

UHHZ95303 1 

HACC953024 

QYZH923226 

Page 2 of 7 



INSIDE THE U.S. 

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR AMT AMT CONF PDCNumber 

IDAHO Total: 4,950 4,950 15,950 15,950 4,950 4,950 15,950 15,950 

SCOTT IL 41 1-135 1995 AMC 310 4.18.56 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 VDYD963051 

Total: 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 

MCCONNEL KS 871-1 83 1995 AMC 310 2.74.56C UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 PRQE962500 

Total: 

BARKSDAL LA 871-183 1995 ACC 310 2.74.56C UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 

BARKSDAL LA 100-000 1995 ACC 301 2.75.96C APRONIHYDRANT FUEL, PH I11 

BARKSDAL LA 422-253 1995 ACC 304 2.75.96C MUNITIONS STORAGE FAC, PH I 

LOUISIANA Total: 

ANDREWS MD 721-312 1995 AMC 307 4.18.96 DORMITORY 

ANDREWS MD 740-884 1995 AMC 308 4.18.96 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

MARYLAND Total: 

WHITEMAN MO 21 1-1 73 1995 ACC 302 1.1 1.27 B-2 ACFT MAINT DOCKSMYD FUEL 

WHITEMAN MO 880-000 1995 ACC 309 1.1 1.27 B-2 ADAL FIRE PROTECTION SYST 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 YWHG959203 

WIllTEMAN MO 1 13-321 1995 ACC 301 1.11.27 B-2 ADAL ACRFTtTAXIWAYICONVOY 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 YWI-lG95Y206 

WHITEMAN MO 87 1-1 83 1995 ACC 3 10 2.74.56C UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,290 YWHG972500 

MISSOURI Total: 24,290 24,290 24,290 24,290 24390 24,290 24,290 24,290 

COLUMBUS MS 171-2 12 1995 ATC 301 8.47.41 T-l ADAL MAINT SUPT FACILITIES 0 0 3,400 3,200 0 0 3,200 3,200 EEPZ943000 

COLUMBUS MS 721-312 1995 ATC 307 8.57.96 DORMITORY 0 10,000 0 10,000 0 10,400 0 10,000 EEPZ963001 

KEESLER MS 880-232 1995 ATC 309 8.57.96 UPGRADE HANGAR FIRE SUPR SYS 640 640 640 640 640 640 640 640 MAHG953009 

KEESLER MS 721 -3 15 1995 ATC 307 8.57.96 7-LEVEL TRAINING DORMITORY 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,800 MAHG953020A 

KEESLER MS 171-621 1995 ATC 301 8.57.96 7-LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 MAHG953021 

Total: 11,240 21,240 14,640 24,440 11,240 21,640 14,440 24,440 

MALMSTKO MT 41 1-135 1995 SPC 310 4.18.56 UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 NZAS932501 

MALMSTRO MT 41 1-135 1995 SPC 3 10 4.18.56 USTS - MINUTEMAN 111 FAC 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 NZAS952500 

MONTANA Total: 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 

POPE NC 85 1-142 1995 ACC 309 4.1 1.15 BRIDGE. ROAD & UTlLlTlES 0 0 CI 0 4,000 - , v v v  A nnn -v,vww A nnn 
4,000 ".."..̂ "'-. 

I I V l h I l Y 3 J O L 4  
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INSIDE THE US. 

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR AMT AMT CONF PDCNumber 

POPE NC 136-661 1995 ACC 301 2.75.96C AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON LIGHTS 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 TMKH933625 

POPE NC 141-454 

POPE NC 179-51 1 

GRANDFO ND 411-134 

MMOT ND 411-134 

MINOT ND 411-135 

MMOT ND 113-321 

MMOT ND 871-183 

OFFUTT NE 871-183 

OFFUTT NE 411-135 

MCGUIRE NJ 721-312 

MCGUIRE NJ 871-183 

MCGUIRE NJ 832-266 

MCGUIRE NJ 721-312 

HOLLOMAN NM 721-3 12 

HOLLOMAN NM 211-177 

KIRTLAND NM 740-884 

KIRTLAND NM 842-245 

KIRTLAND NM 812-224 

KIRTLAND NM 41 1-135 

KIRTLAND NM 610-249 

1995 ACC 301 

1995 ACC 310 

1995 AMC310 

1995 ACC 310 

1995 ACC 310 

1995 ACC 301 

1995 ACC 310 

1995 ACC 310 

1995 ACC 310 

1995 AMC 307 

1995 AMC 310 

1995 AMC310 

1995 AMC 307 

1995 ACC 307 

1995 ACC 302 

1995 MTC 308 

1995 MTC 309 

1995 MTC 309 

1995 MTC310 

1995 MTC 306 

COMBAT CONTROL TEAM FACILITY 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 

NORTH CAROLINA Total: 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 

UGND STORAGE TANKS--MSL FACIL 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 

UPGRADE PARKING APRON 

UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 

NORTH DAKOTA Total: 

UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 

NEBRASKA Total: 

DORMITORY 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE FACS 

UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM 

DORMITORY 

NEW JERSEY Total: 

DORMITORY 

F 1 17A HANGAR 

CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

ADAL BASE WATER SYSTEM 

UPGRADE ELECTRICAL DIST SYS 

UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAGE TANK 

ALTER BASE SUPPORT FACILITY 

NEW MEXICO Total: 

PZLCX,A.TC WP-TE!? STC??..A.GC 

TMKH9530 1 1 

TMKH963007 

JFSD932500 

QJVF932500A 

QJVF93250 1 

QJVF953006 

QJVF992500 

SGBP952500 

SGBP960902 

PTFL92300 1 

PTFL943002 

PTFL943003 

PTFL943 19 1 

KWRD943007 

KWRD983 117 

MHMV9430 10 

MHMV953000 

MHMV9530 18 

MHMV953020 

MHMV963002 

!?_KMF?53nOh 
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INSIDE THE U.S. 
- 

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR AMT AMT CONF PDCNumber 

NELLIS NV 721-315 1995 ACC 307 2.75.96C VISITMGQUARTERS 0 0 9,900 0 0 0 9,900 0 RKMF953008 

NEVADA Total: 0 0 10,500 600 0 0 10,500 600 

WRIGHT P OH 831-168 1995 MTC 310 7.28.96 WATER TREATMENT PLANT 0 0 6,900 0 0 0 6,900 0 FY95SASCADD 

WRIGHT P OH 871-183 1995 MTC 310 7.80.56 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3,350 3,350 3,350 3,350 3,350 3,350 3,350 3,350 ZHTV863243 

WRIGHT P OH 141-454 1995 AIA 301 3.58.96 SPECIAL OPNS INTELLIGENCE FAC 0 4,900 0 4,900 0 4,900 0 4,900 ZHTV953306 

WRIGHT P OH 813-231 1995 MTC 309 7.28.06 UPGRADE ELECTRIC DISTRIB SYS 0 0 4,150 0 0 0 4,150 0 ZHTV973204 

WRIGHT P OH 3 11-173 1995 MTC 303 7.28.06 ACQUISITION MGMT COMPLEX PH 3 0 0 18,300 18,300 0 0 18,300 18,300 ZHTV973301 

OHIO Total: 3,350 8,250 32,700 26,550 3,350 8,250 32,700 26,550 

ALTUS OK 721-312 1995 ATC 307 4.18.96 ADAL DORMITORY 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750 AGGN953035 

TINKER OK 1 11-1 11 1995 MTC 301 7.28.96 ADAL ALTERNATE RUNWAY 0 10,800 0 10,800 0 10,800 0 10,800 WWYK933022 

TINKER OK 21 1-159 1995 MTC 302 7.80.56 ALTR VENT SYS CORR CTL FAC DBO 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 WWYK943020 

TINKER OK 871-183 1995 MTC 3 10 7.80.56 UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 1,243 1,243 1,243 1,243 1,243 1,243 1,243 1,243 WWYK953056 

VANCE OK 179-51 1 1995 ATC 3 10 8.57.56 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 980 980 980 980 980 980 980 980 XTLF933301 

VANCE 

VANCE 

VANCE 

VANCE 

CHARLEST 

CHARLEST 

ELLSWORT 

ELLSWORT 

ARNOLD 

BROOKS 

ATC 310 

ATC 310 

ATC 307 

ATC 301 

AMC 310 

AMC 307 

ACC 301 

ACC 310 

MTC 310 

MTC 303 

UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM 

UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM 

ALTER DORMITORIES 

UPGRADE ACFT PARKING APRON 

OKLAHOMA Total: 

UPGRADE HAZARDOUS WSTE STORAG 

ALTER DORMITORIES 

SOUTH CAROLINA Total: 

CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CTR PH I1 

UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 

SOUTH DAKOTA Total: 

HAZARDOUS WASTEJMAT STORAGE F 

TENNESSEE Total: 

DIRECTED ENERGY 1.ARORATORY 

XTLF943303 

XTLF953304 

XTLF963302 

XTLF983302 

DKFX953008 

DKFX953014 

FXBM963000 

FXBM992500 

ANZY963003 

C E I R C ? ~ M ~ ~ ;  
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INSIDE THE U.S. 

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR AMT AMT CONF PDCNumber 

DYESS TX 721 -3 12 1995 ACC 307 2.75.96C ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORIES 0 5,400 0 0 0 5,400 0 0 FNWZ963004 

KELLY TX 121-122 1995 MTC 3 10 7.80.56 UPGRADE HYDRANT FUELING SYSTEM 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 MBPB933050 

KELLY TX 72 1-3 12 1995 MTC 307 7.28.96 ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 2,250 2,250 2,250 2,250 2,250 2,250 2,250 2,250 MBPB943411 

KELLY TX 832-266 1995 MTC 3 10 7.80.56 UPGRADE SANITARY SEWER LINES 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 MBPB953805 

KELLY TX 21 1-1 16 1995 MTC 302 7.28.96 RENOVATE DEPOT MAINT HANGAR 0 7,600 0 0 0 7,600 0 0 MBPB963601 

LACKLAND TX 721-3 12 1995 ATC 307 8.57.96 ALTER RECRUIT DORMITORY 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 MPLS933054 

LACKLAND TX 17 1-621 1995 ATC 301 8.57.96 7-LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 MPLS953227 

SHEPPARD TX 171-621 1995 ATC 301 8.57.96 7-LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 VNVP943005 

TEXAS Total: 17,450 36,950 17,450 23,950 17,450 36,950 17,450 23,950 

LANGLEY VA 740-884 1995 ACC 308 2.75.96C CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 5,500 0 5,500 0 5,500 0 5,500 MUHJ903013 

VIRGINIA Total: 0 5,500 0 5,500 0 5,500 0 5.500 

FAlRCHlL WA 610-243 1995 ATC 306 8.57.96 SURVIVAL TRAINING SUPPORT FAC 0 0 5,000 3,750 0 0 5,000 3,750 GJKZ920011 

FAIRCHIL WA 442-257 1995 AMC 304 2.75.96C HAZARDOUS MATERIAL STORAGE FA 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 GJKZ920016 

FAIRCHIL WA 171-212 1995 AMC 301 4.18.97 ADAL FLIGHT SIMULATOR 0 4,200 0 4,000 0 4,000 0 4,000 GJKZ958100 

, FAIRCHIL WA 141-753 1995 AMC 301 4.12.18 KC-135 SQ OPSIAMU 0 6,300 0 6,300 0 6,300 0 6,300 GJKZ963500 

FAIRCHIL WA 871-183 1995 AMC 310 2.74.56C UPG STORM DRAINAGE FACILITIES 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 GJKZ982500 

MCCHORD WA 149-962 1995 AMC 301 3.51.14 CONTROL TOWER 0 2,700 0 2,700 0 2,700 0 2,700 PQWY939999 

MCCHORD WA 6 10-000 1995 AMC 306 4.18.96 ADAL CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CTR 0 7,700 0 7,700 0 7,900 0 7,700 PQWY953011 

WASHINGTON Total: 3,850 24,750 8,850 28,300 3,850 24,750 8,850 28,300 

F E WARR WY 41 1-134 1995 SPC 310 3.58.56 UGND STORAGE TANKS--MSL FACIL 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 ~ ~ ~ ~ 9 3 2 5 ' 0 0  

Total: 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 

CLASSIFI ZI 100-000 1995 LEE 301 2.72.48 SPECIAL TACT UNIT DET 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 PAY2954443 

INSIDE THE U.S. Total: 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 2,141 

INSIDE THE U.S. Total: 258,654 408,554 432,004 458,154 262,654 413,804 426,704 462,154 



OUTSIDE THE U S .  

CAT MAJ REQ HASC SASC AS REQ HAC SAC AC 
Base ST CODE FY COM PBD PE Title AUTH AMT AMT CONF APPR AMT AMT CONF PDCNumber 

RAMSTEIN GE 442-257 1995 AFE 310 2.74.56U HAZARDOUSSTORAGEFACILITY 1,150 1,150 1,150 1,150 1.150 1,150 1,150 1,150 TYFR879008 

RAMSTEIN GE 831-165 1995 AFE 310 2.74.56U UPGD SEWAGE & STORM WATER SYS 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 11,200 TYFR943044 

SPANGDAH GE 831-165 1995 AFE 310 2.74.5611 UPGDSEWAGE&STORMWATERSYS 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 7,200 VYHK903004 

SPANGDAH GE 740-884 1995 AFE 308 2.75.9613 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 2,273 VYHK930709 

GERMANYTotal: 21,823 21,823 21,823 21,823 21,823 21,823 21,823 21,823 

THULE GL 179-5 1 1 1995 SPC 3 10 3.58.56 FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 WWCX953003 

GREENLAND Total: 

CLASSlFI OS 452-252 1995 ACC 304 2.80.3 1 WAR READINESS MAT'L OPEN STOR 

CLASSIFI OS 442-515 1995 ACC 304 2.80.3 1 WAR READINESS MATL MED STOR 

CLASSIFI OS 217-742 1995 ACC 302 2.80.31 WAR READINESS MAINTNGMT FAC 

OUTSIDE THE U.S. Total: 

LAJES PO 833-000 1995 ACC 310 4.18.56 REFUSEINCINERATOR 

Total: 

LAKENHEA UK 871-183 1995 AFE 310 2.74.56U UPGRADESTORMDRAINAGESYSTEM 

LAKENHEA UK 721-312 1995 AFE 307 2.75.96U ADD TO AND ALTER DORMITORY 

LAKENHEA UK 216-642 1995 AFE 302 2.75.9611 F-1SE ADD TO MUNITIONS MAMT 850 850 850 850 850 850 850 850 MSET930104 

UNITED KINGDOM Total: 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 

OUTSIDE THE U.S. Total: 38,273 38,273 38,273 38,273 38,273 38,273 38,273 38,273 

VARIOUS VL 100-000 1995 LEE 301 9.99.99 GENERAL REDUCTION 0 0 0 -23,500 0 0 0 -40,000 GENRED95APP 

VARIOUS VL 010-21 1 1995 SPT 3 15 9.12.1 1M UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 PAYZ924015C 

VARIOUS VL 010-21 1 1995 SPT 314 9.12.1 1D PLANNING AND DESIGN 49,386 49,386 49,386 49,386 49,386 55,900 53,886 49,386 PAYZ953014 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS Total: 56,386 56,386 56,386 32,886 56,386 62,900 60,886 16,386 

WORLDWIDE Total: 56,386 56,386 56,386 32,886 56,386 62,900 60,886 16,386 

Grand Total: 353,313 503,213 526,663 529,313 357,313 514,977 525,863 516,813 
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DEPARTMENT O F  THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

WASHINGTON 13C 

2 3 MAY 1995 

MEMORANDUM FOR DBCRC (MR. FRANCIS A. CIRILLO, JR) 

FROM: HQ USAFIRT 

SUBJECT: Military Construction Projects 

- Per your verbal request on 22 May 95, I am providing the military constructions lists for 
active and reserve forces. If you require any further assistance please contact us. 

& D. BLUME, QLd Jr. 

/ - 
Major General, USAF 
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff 
for Base Realignment and Transition 

Attachments: 
1. Air Force Reserve FY95 MILCON Projects 
2. Air National Guard Summary Project List 
3. FY96-97 President's Budget by IdOut, State, 

Country 
4. Congressional Marks by IdOut, State, Country 
5. Air Force MILCON FY 1995 



Document Separator 



I 
' I  DEPARTMENT OF 'THE AIR FORCE 

H E A D Q U A R T E R S  UNITED S T A T E S  A I R  F O R C E  

2 6 Mki' 19% 

MEMORANDUM FOR BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION (Mr. Francis A. Cirillo, Jr.) 

FROM: HQ USAFIRT 

SUBJECT: Brooks AFB Cantonment COBRA Analysis (RT Tasker 481) 

Our response to your tasker of May 3, attached. The Air Force 
accomplished the COBRA analysis as outlined concept of operations. 
The Community stated the actual boundaries were to be determined by the Air Force. We had 
the choice to move units into their conceptual cantonment or extend the boundaries to reflect 
the Air Force way of doing business for this type of operation. We chose to extend the 
boundary to retain HSC, Aimstrong Lab, USAF School of Aerospace Medicine, AFCEE, and 
HSC/YA in their present configurations with rr~inor relocation of units into the cantoned area. 
This was deemed more prudent than costly MILCON projects to house them in the 
conceptual cantonment area. Additionally, we accomplished the COBRA analysis with the 
numbers supplied by the Community as submitted. We only supplied numbers where they 
were unavailable from their package or where they did not take into account standard Air 
Force or DoD policy and guidance. We disagree with several portions of their conccpt of 
operations to include their self-determined manpower support and facility requirements, 
closure of military family housing, and maintainnng minimal non-mission facilities in light of 
DoD Quality of Life initiatives. The COBRA analysis sent under your April 20, 1995 taskzr 
(950420-2) took these factors into account. 

The Air Force views "paper studies" dealing with cantonments of laboratories 
cautiously due to the complexity of leaving substantial operations in a stand alone or cantoned 
scenario. The failure to reduce laboratory capacity by altering the closure of Brooks AFB, and 
consolidating functions at Wright-Patterson AFB, will leave excess capacity within the Air 
Force. The Air Force continues to believe the community's proposal would not achieve 
needed savings and reductions of infrastructure, and relies on assumptions of support that ]nay 
not be practical for the long-term. As a result, the Air Force would not favor this alternative 
and hopes you will take this into consideration in your review of the SECDEF 
recommendation. 

I trust this responds to your request. Maj Michael Wallace, 695-6766, is my point of 
contact. 

. BLUME, Jr., Maj Gen, USAF 
Assistant to the Chief of Staff 

for Realignment and Transition 
Attachment: Brooks (Community) COBRA 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (SOBRA v5.08) - Page 112 
Data AS Of 07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Depart rnent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

S t a r t i n g  Year : 1996 
F i n a l  Year : 1998 
ROI Year : 2000 (2 Years) 

NPV i n  2015($K): -119,673 
1-Time Cost($K): 21,371 

Net Costs ($K) Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 
- - - -  - - - -  

Mi lCon - 233 782 
Person 0 0 
Overhd 241 251 
Movi ng 0 0 
Miss io  0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 8 1 ,033 12,478 -10,541 -10,541 -10,541 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 
- - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - -  

POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
O f f  0 0 2 5 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 138 0 0 0 
Ci v 0 0 103 0 0 0 
TOT 0 0 266 0 0 0 

POSITIONS REALIGNED 
O f f  0 0 49 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 347 0 0 0 
Stu 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ 0 0 293 0 0 0 
TOT 0 0 689 0 0 0 

Summary: 
- - - - - - - -  
COMMISSION REQUEST: THIS DOES NOT REPRESENT AN AIR FORCE POSITION. 
COMMUNITY PROPOSAL: K e l l y  AFB supp l i es  BOS, AF determined cantonment area 
Reta in  HSC, AL, SAM, AFCEE, YA, and minor tenants  
68 I n t e l  Squadron and 710 I n t e l  F l i g h t  (AFRES) re loca tes  t o  Lackland AFB 
MFH re ta ined  a t  Brooks, QOL app l ied ,  based on Community concc!pt o f  ops 
Commission Tasker: 950504-3, R T  Tasker: RT0481 

Tote  1 
- - - - -  
7,589 

-43,764 
- 1 ,224 
3,728 
8,340 
7,227 

T o t a l  
- - - - - 

Beyond 
- - - - - - 

0 
-12,744 

-576 
0 

2,780 
0 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (COBRA v5.08) - Page 212 
Data As Of 07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Oepar tinent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIn.SFF 

Costs ($K) Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 
- - - -  - - - - 

Mi lCon 0 782 
Person 0 0 
Overhd 241 442 
Movi ng 0 0 
M iss io  0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 241 1,224 22,188 6,112 6,112 6,112 

Saving:; ($K) Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 
- - - -  - - - -  

Mi LCon 233 0 
Person 0 0 
Overhd 0 191 
Moving 0 0 
Mi s s i  o 0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 233 191 9,710 16,653 16,653 16,653 

T o t a l  

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

233 
51,947 

7,732 
180 

0 
0 

Beyond 

Beyond 
- - - - - - 

0 
14,457 

2.196 
0 
0 
0 



NET PRESENT VALUES REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 07:44 05/26/1995, Report Crested 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Brooks Cantonment 
%en,-lo F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\l8MAY95\DEPOTFIN,SFF 

Year cost ($) 
- - - - - - -  
7,783 

1,032,894 
12,477,630 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 
-10,540,910 

Adjusted Cost($) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

7,678 
991 ,706 

11,659,436 
-9,586,094 
-9,329,532 
-9,079.837 
-8,836,824 
-8,600,315 
-8,370,137 
-8,146,118 
-7,928,096 
-7,715,908 
-7,509,400 
-7.308.418 
-7,112,816 
-6,922,448 
-6,737,176 
-6,556,862 
-6,381,375 
-6,210,584 



TOTAL ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  
Data AS Of 07:44 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt lan  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

( A l l  values i n  D o l l a r s )  

Category 
- - - - -. - - 
Construct  i o n  

M i l i t a r y  Const ruc t ion  
Family Housing Const ruc t ion  
In format ion  Management Account 
Land Purchases 

T o t a l  - Const ruc t ion  

Pe rso ine l  
C i v i l i a n  RIF 
C i v i  l i a n  E a r l y  Retirement 
C i v i l i a n  New H i res  
ELilninated Mi li t a r y  PCS 
Uneirip loyment 

T o t a l  - Personnel 

Overhead 
Program P tanning Support 
Mo thba l l  / Shutdown 

T o t a l  - Overhead 

Mov i ng 
C i v i  l i a n  Moving 
C i v i  l i a n  PPS 
Mi l i t a r y  Moving 
F re igh t  
One-Time Moving Costs 

T o t a l  - Moving 

Other 
HAP / RSE 
Environmental  M i t i g a t i o n  Costs 
One-Time Unique Costs 

To ra l  - Other 

Cost 
- - - -  

Sub-Total  
- - - - - - - - - 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
T o t a l  One-Time Costs 21,370,955 

One-Time Savings 
M i l i t a r y  Const ruc t ion  Cosr Avoidances 233,000 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
Mi l i t a r y  Moving 180,550 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Environmental  M i t i g a t i o n  Savings 0 
One-lime Unique Savings 0 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
T o t a l  One-Time Savings 413,550 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
T o t a l  Net One-Time Costs 20,957,405 



TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Repor t  Crea ted  07:45 C5/2641995 

Department : A i r  Force  
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io  F i l e  . R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i l e  : R: \COBRA\18MAY95 \DEPOTFIN .SFF 

A l l  Custs i n  $K 
To ta  1 I MA Land Cost T o t a l  

Base lJame Mi  lCon Cost Purch Avoid Cost ----. .---  
BROOKS 
KELLY 
BASE I( 
LACKLlrND 
- - - - - . - - - 
T o t a l s :  



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Deparlment : A i  r Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
S c e n a r i ~  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std Fc:trs F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: BROOKS, T X  

BASE F'OPULATION (FY 1996): 
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students 
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

640 999 0 

FORCE STRUCTURE CHANGES: 
1996 ,1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 187 0 0 0 
E n l i s t e d  0 1 1 1  0 0 0 
Stucents 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i l i a n s  0 -222 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 76 0 0 0 

BASE POPULATION ( P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  Students 
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

827 1 .I10 0 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
To Base: KELLY, TX 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 19 0 0 
En l i s t e d  0 0 128 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 228 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 375 0 0 

To Base: BASE X 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 26 0 0 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 89 0 0 
Studencs 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 5 3 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 168 0 0 

To Base: LACKLAND, :X 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 4 0 0 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 130 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 12 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 146 0 0 

TOTAL 'ERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS 
1996 
- - - -  

0ff i l :ers 0 
E n l i  sted 0 
Students 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 
TOTAL 0 

(Out o f  
1997 

BROOKS, 
1998 

TX): 
1999 2000 

SCENARIO POSITION CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 - 25 0 0 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 -138 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 -103 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 -266 0 0 

C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  

1,766 

2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - - -  

0 187 
0 1 1  1 
0 0 
0 -222 
0 76 

C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  

1,544 

2001 T o t a l  

2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - - - 
0 2 6 
0 89 
0 0 
0 5 3 
0 168 

2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - - -  
0 4 
0 130 
0 0 
0 12 
0 146 

2001 T o t a l  

2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - - -  
0 - 25 
0 -138 
0 -103 
0 -266 



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

BASE POPULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC A c t i o n ) :  
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  .--------- - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

753 625 0 1 .I48 

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: KELLY, T X  

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

801 3.41 9 0 12,678 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: BROOKS, T X  

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - -  - - - - - - - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 19 0 0 0 19 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 128 0 0 0 128 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 228 0 0 0 228 
TOTAL 0 0 375 0 0 0 375 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS 
1996 - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 
E n l i s t e d  0 
Students 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 
TOTAL 0 

( I n t o  KELLY, TX): 
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  

BASE POPULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: BASE X 

BASE PCJPULATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Studenrs C ~ v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

736 3,263 0 11.455 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: BROOKS, TX 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 0 2 6 0 0 0 26 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 89 0 0 0 89 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 5 3 0 0 0 53 
TOTAL 0 0 168 0 0 0 168 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS ( I n t o  BASE X): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 26 0 0 0 2 6 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 89 0 0 0 89 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 5 3 0 0 0 5 3 
TOTAL 0 0 168 0 0 0 168 



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

BASE PI~PULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
0f f i1:ers E n l i s t e d  Stlrdents C i v i l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

762 3.352 0 11,508 

PERSONIdEL SUMMARY FOR: LACKLAND, T X  

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  

PERSONIIEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: BROOKS, TX 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 0 4 0 0 0 4 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 130 0 0 0 130 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 12 0 0 0 12 
TOTAL 0 0 146 0 0 0 146 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS 
1996 
- - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 
E n l i s t e d  0 
Students 0 
C i v i  Lians 0 
TOTAL 0 

( I n t o  LACKLAND, TX): 
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - ---. - - - - -  
0 4 0 0 0 4 
0 130 0 0 0 130 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 12 0 0 0 12 
0 146 0 0 0 146 

BASE POPULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i e n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

1,791 4,868 0 2,590 



TOTAL PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 07:44 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

Rate 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - - -  

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 0 0 293 0 0 0 293 
E a r l y  Ret i rement* 10.00% 0 0 5 0 0 0 5 
Regu tar  Re t i  rement' 5.00% 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 
C i v i  t i a n  Turnover* 15.00% 0 0 8 0 0 0 8 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 0 0 3 0 0 0  3 
C i v i l i a n s  Moving ( t h e  remainder) 0 0 274 0 0 0 274 
C i v i  l i a n  Pos i t i ons  Avai l a b l e  0 0 1 9 0 0 0 1 9  

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
E a r l y  Retirement 10.00% 
Regular Retirement 5.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)=+ 
P r i o r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 
C i v i  l i a n s  Avai l a b l e  t o  Move 
C i v i l i a n s  Moving 
C i v i l i a n  RIFs ( t h e  remainder) 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN  0 0 293 0 0 0 293 
C i v i l i a n s  Moving 0 0 279 0 0 0 279 
New C i v i  l i a n s  H i red  0 0 1 4 0 0 0 1 4  
Other C i v i l i a n  Add i t i ons  0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 1 5  
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 9 0 0 0  9 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITY PLACEMENTS# 0 0 62 0 0 0 62 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 1 4  

* E a r l y  Ret i rements,  Regular Ret i rements,  C i v i l i a n  Turnover, and C i v i l i a n s  Not 
W i  l l i n g  t o  Move a re  not app l i cab le  f o r  moves under f i f t y  m i  les.  

+ The Percentage o f  C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  t o  Move (Vo luntary  RIFs) v a r i e s  from 
base t o  base. 

# Not a l l  P r i o r i t y  Placements i nvo l ve  a Permanent Change of S ta t i on .  The r a t e  
o f  PPS placements i n v o l v i n g  a PCS i s  50.00% 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 113 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Departmment 
Opt i o n  'sackage 
Scenar i D F i  l e  
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  

: A i r  Force 
: Brooks Cantonment 
: R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
: R:\COBRA\18MAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

ONE-TIME COSTS 
- - - - -  ( $ K ) - - - - -  
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 
Land Purch 

O&M 
CIV SALARY 

Civ RIF 
Civ R e t i r e  

C I V  MOVING 
Per Diem 
POV M i  l e s  
Home Purch 
HHG 
Mi sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGhT 
Packing 
F r e i g h t  
Vehic l e s  
D r i v i n g  

Unemployment 
OTHER 

Program Plan 
Shutclown 
New H i r e  
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 
POV Mi l es  
HHG 
Mi sc 

OTHER 
E l im  PCS 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Envi ronmenta 1 
I n f o  Manage 
1 -Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 213 
Data As Of 07:44 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Depart~nent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R: \COBRA\18MAY95 \OEPOTFIN .SFF 

RECURRINGCOSTS 
- - - - -  ( 'EK) - - - - - 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
08M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
CHAMP US 
Caretaker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Salary 
En1 Salary 
House A1 Low 

OTHER 
Mi s s i ~ ~ n  
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL IZECUR 

T o t a l  
- - - - - 

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL (COST 241 1,224 22,188 

ONE-TIME SAVES 
- - - - -  (!EK) - - - - - 
CONSTRIJCTION 
MI LCOlJ 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
1 -Tima Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 MlDvi ng 

OTHER 
Land .Sa Les 
Environmental  
1 -Tim(, Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRINGSAVES 
- - - - -  (!EK)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
C iv  Sa lary  
CHAMPIJS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  S<a Lary 
En1 Salary 
House A 1 Low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Miss ion 
Misc IZecur 
Uniqut, Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 
- - - - - 

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - - 

0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 233 191 9,710 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (I:OBRA v5.08) - Page 313 
Data As Of 0 7 ~ 4 4  05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

ONE-TILIE NET 
- - - - -  ($K) - - - - - 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 

08M 
Civ Re t i r /R IF  
Civ Moving 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Moving 

OTHER 
HAP 1 RSE 
Environmental  
I n f o  Manage 
1 -Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL OIVE-TIME 

Tota 1 - - - - - 

RECURRIIqG NET 
- - - - - ($ I ( ) - - - - -  

FAM HOUSE OPS 
084 

RPMA 
00s 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Sa Lary 

CHAMPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Sa l.ary 
House A 1 low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
M iss io r  
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 
- - - - - 

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL NET COST 8 1,033 12,478 -10,541 -10,541 -10,541 



PERSONNEL, SF, RPMA. AND BOS DELTAS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  07:44  05/26/1995. Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : Air Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

Base 

BROOKS 
KELLY 
BASE X 
LACKLAND 

Base 
- - - -  
BROOKS 
KELLY 
BASE X 
LACKLAND 

Base 
- - - -  
BROOKS 
KELLY 
BASE X 
LACKLAND 

Personnel 
Change XChange 

RPMA($) 
Change XChange ChglPer 
- - - - - -  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  

769,422 -20% 806 
0 0% 0 
0 0% 0 
0 0% 0 

RPMABOS($) 
Change XChange ChglPer 
- - - - - -  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  

196,151 -17% 2,300 
210,157 1% 560 
145,737 0% 867 
213,779 1% 1,464 

SF 
Change XChange ChglPer 

BOS($) 
Change XChange ChgIPer 
- - - - - -  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  

,1,426,729 -16% 1,494 
210,157 1% 560 
145,737 1% 867 
213,779 1% 1,464 



RPMAlBOS CHANGE REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05:26/1995 

Depar tn~ent : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

NetChange($K) 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  Beyond 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
RPMA Change 
BOS Change 
Housing Change 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
TOTAL CHANGES 



INPUT D A T A  REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  'ackage : Brooks Cantonment 
S c e n a r i ~  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R: \COBRA\ IBMAY95 \DEPOTFIN .SFF 

INPUT SIZREEN ONE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Model Year One : FY 1996 

Model does Time-Phasing o f  ConstructionlShutdown: No 

Base Name 
- - - - - -  
BROOKS, T X  
KELLY, TX 
BASE X 
LACKLANO, T X  

S t ra tegy:  
- - - - - - - - -  
Realignment 
Realignment 
Realignment 
Rea lignment 

Summary: 
- - - - - - - -  
COMMISSION REQUEST: THIS DOES NOT REPRESENT AN AIR FORCE POSITION. 
COMMUNITY PROPOSAL: K e l l y  AFB supp l ies  BOS, AF determined cantonment area 
Reta in  HSC, AL, SAM, AFCEE, YA, and minor tenants  
68 I n t e l  Squadron and 710 I n t e l  F l i g h t  (AFRES) re loca tes  t o  Lackland AFB 
MFH r e t a i n e d  a t  Brooks, POL app l ied ,  based on Community concept o f  ops 
Commission Tasker: 950504-3, RT Tasker: RT0481 

(See f i n a l  page fo r  Explanatory Notes) 

INPUT SCREEN TWO - DISTANCE TABLE 

From Base: 
- - - - - - - - - -  
BROOKS, T X  
BROOKS, T X  
BROOKS, TX 

To Base: 
- - - - - - - - 
KELLY, T X  
BASE X 
LACKLAND, TX 

INPUT SCI?EEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfer:; from BROOKS, T X  t o  KELLY, T X  

O f f i c e r  Pos i t i ons :  
E n l l s r e d  P o s ~ t i o n s :  
C l v i  l ~ a n  Pos i t i ons :  
Student Pos i t i ons :  
Missn Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  
Suppt Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  
Mi l i t a r y  L i g h t  Veh ic les :  
Heavy/Spr!cia 1 Vehic Les: 

Transfers: from BROOKS, TX t o  BASE X 

- - - -  - - 
O f f i c e r  Pos i t i ons :  0 
En l i s t e d  Pos i t i ons :  0 
C i v i  l i a n  Pos i t i ons :  0 
Student Pos i t i ons :  0 
Missn Eqpt ( t ons ) :  0 
Suppt Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  0 
Mi t i  t a r y  L i g h t  Vehic les:  0 
HeavylSpecial  Veh ic les :  0 

Distance: 
- - - - - - - - - 

11 m i  
1,000 m i  

11 m i  



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

INPUT S1:REEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfe-s  from BROOKS, TX t o  LACKLAND, T X  

O f f i c e r  Pos i t i ons :  
E n l i s t e d  Pos i t i ons :  
C i v i  l i a n  Pos i t i ons :  
Student Pos i t i ons :  
Missn Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  
Suppt Eqpt ( t ons ) :  
Mi l i t a r l r  L i g h t  Vehic les:  
HeavyISpecia 1 Vehic Les: 

(See f i n a l  page f o r  Explanatory Notes) 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS. TX 

Tota 1 O f f i c e r  Employees: 640 
T o t a l  E r ~ l i s t e d  Employees: 999 
T o t a l  Student Employees: 0 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 1,766 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 19.0% 
C i v i  l i a r i s  Not W i l l i n g  To Move: 6.0% 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  A v a i l :  0 
En l i s t ec l  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 0 
T o t a l  Base Fac i  l i t i es (KSF) :  1,918 
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 106 
E n l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month): 80 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 9 7 
F re igh t  Cost ($/Ton/Mi le) :  0.07 

Name: KELLY, TX 

Tota 1 O f f i c e r  Employees: 
Tora 1 En l i s t e d  Employees: 
T o t a l  Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i  Lians Not W i  1 Ling To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  A v a i l :  
En l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
T o t a l  Base Fac i  l i t i e s ( K S F ) :  
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 
E n l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
F r e i g h t  Cost ($/Ton/Mi l e )  : 

Name: BASE X 

T o t a l  O f f i c e r  Employees: 
T o t a l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 
T o t a l  Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
Mi l Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
En l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
T o t a l  Ba,se Fac i  L i t ies(KSF) :  
O f f i c e r  '{HA ($/Month) : 
E n l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
F r e i g h t  (Cost ($/Ton/Mi l e )  : 

RPMA Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Yeaar): 
BOS Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Fami Ly Housing ($K/Ye;nr): 
Area Cost Fac to r :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  In format ion :  

RPMA Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Communications (SKIYear): 
BOS Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($KIYear) :  
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Mediczare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  In format ion :  

RPMA Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  In format ion :  

Yes 
No 

Yes 
NO 

6,147 
3,887 

21,001 
0 

6.225 
1 .oo 

0 
0 

20.9% 
AFX 

Yes 
N 0 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A l r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c l r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: LACKLAND, T X  

T o t a l  C l f f i cer  Employees: 
T o t a l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 
T o t a l  Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C:ivi Lian Employees: 
Mi 1 Fan~i Lies L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i  1 i e . n ~  Not W i  l l i n g  To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  A v a i l :  
E n l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
T o t a l  E.ase Faci  L i t ies(KSF) :  
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 
E n l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
F re igh t  Cost ($/Ton/Mi le) :  

RPMA Non-Payrol l  ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payrol l  ($Kl'(ear): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Year ) :  

Fami ly Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ($/Vi: j i  t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  I n fo rma t i on :  

Name: BROOKS, T X  

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 
Misc Recur r ing  Cost($K): 
Misc Recur r ing  Save($K): 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) (SK): 
Const ruc t ion  Schedu ie (X) :  
Shutdown Schedule (X) :  
Mi lCon Cost Avoidnc($K) : 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 
CHAMPUS I n - P a t i e n t s / Y r :  
CHAMPUS Ou t -Pa t i en t s /Y r :  
Faci  i ShutOown(KSF) : 

Name: KELLY, T X  
1996 
- - - -  

1-Time Unique Cost ($K) :  0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 0 
Misc Recur r ing  Cost($K): 0 
Misc Recur r ing  Save($K): 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 
Const ruc t ion  Schedule(%): OX 
Shutdown Schedule ( X ) :  100% 
MilCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 0 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 0 
CHAMPUS I n - P a t i e n t s l Y r :  0 
CHAMPUS Ou t -Pa t i en t s IY r :  0 
F a c i l  ShutDown(KSF): 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - - 

0 7,000 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 500 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 2,780 2,780 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 1,050 1,050 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

1 OX 90% OX OX 
5 0% 5 OX OX OX 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami Ly Housing Shu1:Down: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

1 OX 90% OX OX 
0% 0% OX OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

Yes 
No 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4 
Data As O f  07.44 05/26/1995, Report Creared 07:45 05!26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F iLe : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F iLe  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: BASE X 
1996 
- - - - 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time IJnique Save ($K): 0 
1-Time ldoving Cost ($K): 0 
1 -Time ldovi ng Save ($K) : 0 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 0 
Misc Recur r ing  Cost($K): 0 
Misc Recur r ing  Save($K) : 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 
Construc:tion Schedu Le(%) : 1 0% 
Shutdown Schedule ( % ) :  100% 
Mi LCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 0 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 0 
Procurenent Avoidnc($K): 0 
CHAMPUS I n - P a t i e n t s l Y r :  0 
CHAMPUS Ou t -Pa t i en t s IY r :  0 
Faci  L ShutDown(KSF): 0 

Name: I.ACKLAND, TX 

1 -Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Nan-MilCon Reqd($K): 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 
Misc Recur r ing  Cost ($K) : 
Misc Recur r ing  Save($K): 
Land (+Euyl-Sales) ($K): 
Const ruc t ion  Schedule(%): 
Shutdown Schedule (%) :  
MilCon Cost ~ v o i d n c ( $ K ) :  
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurerent Avoidnc($K): 
CHAMPUS I n - P a t i e n t s I Y r :  
CHAMPUS Ou t -Pa t i en t s IY r :  
Faci  l ShutDown(KSF) : 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - -  

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% OX 0% OX 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - - 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

1 0% 90% OX 0% 
0% 0% 0% ox 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutOown: 

INPUT SCREEN SIX - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS, T X  
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - .  - - - -  

O f f  Force S t ruc  Change: 0 187 0 0 0 
En1 Force St ruc  Change: 0 11 1 0 0 0 
Civ Force St ruc  Change: 0 -222 0 0 0 
Stu Force St ruc  Change: 0 0 0 0 0 
O f f  Scenar io Change: 0 0 - 25 0 0 
En 1 Scenar io Change: 0 0 -138 0 0 
Civ Scenar io Change: 0 0 -103 0 0 
O f f  Change(No Sa l  Save): 0 0 0 0 0 
En 1 Change(No Sa l  Save) : 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ Change(No Sa l  Save): 0 0 0 0 0 
Caretakers - M i l i t a r y :  0 0 0 0 0 
Caretakers - C i v i  l i a n :  0 0 0 0 0 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5 
Data As O f  07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R: \COBRA\18MAY95 \DEPOTFIN .SFF 

INPUT SSREEN SEVEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS. T X  

Descr i p.t i on Categ New Mi lCon Rehab Mi [Con T o t a l  Cost($K) 
- - - - - - - . - - - -  - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
MILCON OTHER 0 0 5,000 
P&d OTHER 0 0 425 

Name: KELLY, TX 

Descrip1:ion Categ New Mi (Con Rehab Mi lCon Tota 1 Cost($K) 
- - - - - - - , . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - * - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
MILCON MINOR OTHER 0 0 1.000 
P&O OTHER 0 0 85 

Name: 1.ACKLAND. TX 

Desc r i p t i on  Categ New Mi lCon Rehab Mi lCon T o t a l  Cost ($K) 
- - - - - - - . - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
ADAL INTEL OPS OTHER 0 0 1,046 
COMM OTHER 0 0 158 
P&D OTHER 0 0 108 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN ONE - PERSONNEL 

Percent O f f i c e r s  Marr ied :  76.80% 
Percent E n l i s t e d  Marr ied :  66.90% 
E n l i s t e d  Housing Mi lCon: 80.00% 
O f f i c e r  Salary($lYear) :  78,668.00 
O f f  BAQ w i t h  Dependents($): 7,073.00 
E n l i s t e d  Salary($/Year) :  36,148.00 
En 1 BAQ wi t h  Dependents($) : 5.162.00 
Avg Unemploy Cost($/Week): 174.00 
Unemployment E L i g i b i  l i t y (Weeks) :  18 
C i v i  l i a n  Salary($/Year) :  46,642.00 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover Rate: 15.00% 
C i v i l i a n  E a r l y  R e t i r e  Rate: 10.00% 
C i v i  l i e n  Regular R e t i r e  Rate: 5.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  RIF Pay Factor :  39.00% 
SF F i l e  Desc: F i n a l  Factors  

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

RPMA Bui Lding SF Cost Index: 0.93 
BOS Index (RPMA vs popu la t i on ) :  0.54 

( I n l j i ces  a r e  used as exponents) 
Program Management Factor  : 10.00% 
Caretaker Admin(SF1Care): 162.00 
Mothba 11 Cost ($/SF): 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF):  256.00 
Avg Family Quarters(SF):  1,320.00 
APPDET.RPT I n f l a t i o n  Rates: 
1996: 0.00% 1997: 2.90% 1998: 3.00% 

Civ E a r l y  R e t i r e  Pay Factor :  9.00% 
P r i o r i t y  Placement Service:  60.00% 
PPS Act ions  I n v o l v i n g  PCS: 50.00% 
C i v i l i a n  PCS Costs ($) :  28,800.00 
C i v i  Lian New H i r e  Cost:($): 4,000.00 
Nat Median Home Pr i ce ($ ) :  114,600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.00% 
Max Home Sale Reimburz;($) : 22,385 .OO 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5.00% 
Max Home Purch Reimburs($): 11,191.00 
C i v i l i a n  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Home Value Reimburse Rate: 22.90% 
HAP Homeowner R e c e i v ~ r g  Rate: 5.00% 
RSE Home Value Reimburse Rate: 0.00% 
USE Homeowner Receiv ing Rate: 0.00% 

Rehab vs. New MiLCon Cost: 
I n f o  Management Account: 
Mi lCon Design Rate: 
Mi LCon SIOH Rate: 
Mi lCon Contingency Plan Rate: 
MilCon S i t e  Prepara t ion  Rate: 
Discount Rate f o r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 
I n f l a t i o n  Rate f o r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Material!Assigned Person(Lb): 710 
HHG Per O f f  Fami l y  (Lb):  14,500.00 
HHG Per En1 Fami Ly (Lb) :  9,000.00 
H H G P e r I l i L S i n g l e ( L b ) :  6,400.00 
HHG Per C i v i  Lian (Lb):  18,000.00 
T o t a l  HHt; Cost ($1100Lb): 35.00 
A i r  Transport  ($/Pass Mi Le) : 0.20 
Misc Exp ($ /D i rec t  Employ): 700.00 

Equip Pack & Crate($/Ton): 284.00 
Mi 1 L i g h t  Vehic le($lMi l e ) :  0.43 
HeavyISpec Vehic le($/Mi l e ) :  1.40 
POV Reimbursement($/Mile): 0.18 
Avg Mi 1 Tour Length (Y,ears): 4.10 
Rout ine PCS($/Pers/Tour): 6,437.00 
One-Time O f f  PCS Cost($):  9,142.00 
One-TimeEnlPCSCost( !b) :  5,761.00 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 6 
Data As Of 07:44 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:45 05:26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-COMM.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Category UM $IUM Category UM 
- - - - - - - - - - - - 
H o r i z o n t a l  ( s y )  
W a t e r f r ~ ~ n t  (LF) 
A i r  Operat ions (SF) 
Operat i ~ona 1 (SF) 
Admin i s t ra t i ve  (SF) 
Schoo 1 I3ui Ldi ngs (SF) 
Mai n ten i~nce Shops (SF) 
Bachelor Quar te rs  (SF) 
Fami l y  Quarters (EA) 
Covered Storage (SF) 
D in ing F a c i l i t i e s  (SF) 
Recreat ion Fac i  li t i e s  (SF) 
Communic:ations Faci  L (SF) 
Shipyarc! Maintenance (SF) 
RDT & E F a c i l i t i e s  (SF) 
POL Storage (BL) 
Ammunition Storage (SF) 
Medical  F a c i l i t i e s  (SF) 
Environmental  ( 1 

- - - - - - - - - - 
o ther  (SF) 
Op t i ona l  Category B ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category C ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category D ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category E ( ) 
O p t i o n a l C a t e g o r y F  ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category G ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category ti ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category I ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category J ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category K ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category L ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category M ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category N ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category 0 ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category P ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category Q ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category R ( ) 

EXPLANATDRY NOTES (INPUT SCREEN NINE) 

Veh ic le  data  prov ided by te lecon, 1/5/95 

One-Time Moving, One-Time Unique, prov ided AFMC 04/30/95-5/3/95 

MILCON data  AFMC 5/15/95 

Personnel AF/PE 5/15/95 



DEPARTMENT O F  T H E  AIR F O R C E  
H E A D Q U A R T E R S  U N I T E D  S T A T E S  A I R  F O R C E  

...I,,,,. \", 

2 6 Mk'l' 1595 

MEMORANDUM FOR BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION (Mr. Frxlcis A. Cirillo, Jr.) 

FROM: HQ USAF/RT 

SUBJECT: Brooks AFB Cantonment COBRA Analysis (RT Taskcr 778) 

Our response to your taskcr of A attached. The Air Force in 
generating a concept of operations gave du unity's concept of operations 
which was provided to us as a separate tas 
Community's concept of operations taqking wi 

The Air Force views "paper studies" dealing with cantonments of laboratories cautiously due 
to the complexity of leaving substantial operations in a stand alone or cantone0 scenario. 111c f:dlurc to 
rctltrce laboratory capacity by altering the closure of Brooks AFB, and conso!idating functions at 
Wrigilt-.Patterson AFB, will lcave excess capacity within the Air Force. The Air Force contii~ucs tv 
Ixlieve Uie community's proposal would not achieve needed savings a id  reductions of infrastructure. 
,wtl relies on assumptions of support that may not he practical for thc long-term. As a result. thc Air 
Fwce woul(l not favor this alternative and hopes you will take this into considt'ratic;n in your review of 
thc SECDEF recommendation. 

1 l~us! this responds to your requsst. Maj Michael Wallace. 695-6706. is Jily point of colltacl. 

. BLUME, Jr., Maj Gen. USAF 
cia1 Assistant to the Chief o f  Staff / w  

J for Realignment 'and Transition 
Attachment: 
Bri~oks (Cantorinmnt) COBRA 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (COBRA v5.08) - Page 112 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995, ReDort Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Departmient : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i i e  : R : \ C O B R A \ 2 5 M A Y 9 5 \ B R O - C A N T . C B R  
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

S t a r t i n g  Year : 1996 
F i n a l  Year : 1998 
ROI Year : 2000 (2 Years) 

NPV i n  2015($K): -115,186 
1-Time Cost($K): 21,802 

Net Costs ($K) Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  

Mi lcon -233 822 7,398 0 0 0 
Person 0 0 -5,055 -11,973 -11,973 -11,973 
Overhd 191 201 135 -1,103 -1,103 -1,103 
Mov i ng 0 0 3,489 0 0 0 
Mi s s i  o 0 0 0 2,808 2,808 2,808 
Other 0 0 7.71 5 0 0 0 

TOTAL -42 1,023 13,683 -10,268 -10,268 -10.268 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
O f f  0 0 29 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 134 0 0 0 
Ci v 0 0 8 7 0 0 0 
TOT 0 0 250 0 0 0 

POSITIOIlS REALIGNED 
O f f  0 0 35 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 260 0 0 0 
s t u  0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i  v 0 0 21 2 0 0 0 
T O T  0 0 507 0 0 0 

Summary: 
- - - - - - - -  
COMM!SSION REQUEST: THIS DOES NOT REPRESENT AN AIR FORCE POSITION. 
~ack lanc i  AFB supp l i es  B3S 
Reta in  I-SC, AL, SAM, AFCEE. YA, and minor tenants  
68 I n t e l  Squadron and 710 I n t e l  F l i g h t  (AFRES) re loca tes  t o  Laczkland AFB 
MFH re ta ined  a t  Brooks. POL app l ied ,  t a b l e  top  es t imates  (no s i t e  survey) 
Commission Tasker: 950410-24, RT Tasker: RT0378 

T o t a l  
- - - - - 
7,987 

-40,974 
-2,783 
3,489 
8,424 
7.715 

Beyond 
- - - . - -  

0 
-11,973 
-1,103 

0 
2,808 

0 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/2 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 0512611995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Op t i on  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i  Le : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

Costs ($K) Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 
- - - -  - - - -  

Mi [Con 0 822 
Person 0 0 
Overhd 191 357 
Moving 0 0 
M i s s i o  0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 191 1,179 22,331 4,707 4,707 4,707 

Savings ($K) Constant  D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 
- - - - - - - -  

Mi lCon 233 0 
Person 0 0 
Overhd 0 157 
Mov i ng 0 0 
M i s s i o  0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 233 157 8,647 14,976 14,976 14,976 

T o t a l  
- - - - -  
8,220 
6,364 
3,429 
3,670 
8,424 
7,715 

T o t a l  

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 
1,259 

640 
0 

2,808 
0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 
13,232 

1,743 
0 
0 
0 



NET PRESENT VALUES REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Depar tnient : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario File : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\8RO-CANT.CBR 
Std Fclrs File : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

Year 
- - - -  
1996 
1997 
1998 
1999 
2000 
2001 
2002 
2003 
2004 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2008 
2009 
2010 
201 1 
201 2 
201 3 
201 4 
201 5 

Cost ($) 
- - - - - - - 
-42,138 

1,022,729 
13,683.484 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,260,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268.523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 
-10,268,523 

Adjusted Cost($) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

-41.570 
981,947 

12.786.218 
-9,338,381 
-9,088,448 
-8,845,205 
-8,608.472 
-8,378,075 
-8,153,844 
-7,935,615 
-7,723,226 
-7,516,522 
-7,315,350 
-7,119,562 
-6,929,014 
-6,743,566 
-6,563,081 
-6,387,427 
-6,216,474 
-6,050,096 



TOTAL ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Departn~ent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

(ALL values i n  D o l l a r s )  

Category 
- - - - - - - - 
Const ruc t ion  

Mi l i t a r y  Const ruc t ion  
Family Housing cons t ruc t i on  
I n fo rma t i on  Management Account 
Land Purchases 

T o t a l  - Const ruc t ion  

Personne 1 
C i v i l i a n  RIF 
C i v i  l i a n  E a r l y  Retirement 
C i v i  l i a n  New H i res  
E l im ina ted  Mi l i t a r y  PCS 
Unemp loyment 

T o t a l  - Personnel  

Overheasi 
Progr.am P Lanning Support 
Mothba 11 I Shutdown 

T o t a l  - Overhead 

Moving 
C i v i l i a n  Moving 
C i v i  b a n  PPS 
Mi Li t iary Moving 
F re igh t  
One-Time Moving Costs 

T o t a l  - Moving 

Other 
HAP I RSE 215,573 
Environmental M i t i g a t i o n  Costs 0 
One-T.me Unique Costs 7,500,000 

To ta l  - Other 7,715,573 

T o t a l  Orte-Time Costs 21 ,802,071 

One-Tima Savings 
M i l i t a r y  Const ruc t ion  Cost Avoidances 
Fami Ly Housing Cost Avoidances 
Mi L i  t e r y  Moving 
Land Sales 
One-Time Moving Sav in fs  
Envircnmental  M i t i g a t i o n  Savings 
One-Time Unique Savings 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
T o t a l  One-Time Savings 

T o t a l  Net One-Time Costs 21,388,521 



TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data  As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report  Crea ted  07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force  
O p t i o n  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io  F i l e  : R : \ C O B R A \ 2 5 M A Y 9 5 \ B R O - C A N T . C B R  
S t d  F c l r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\lBMAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

ALL Costs i n  $K 
Tota  1 I MA Land Cost 

Base Name Mi  \Con Cost Purch Avoid 
- - - - - - -  -. 
BROOKS 
LACKLAND 
BASE X 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
T o t a l s :  8,220 0 0 - 233 

Tota 1 
Cost 

- - - - - 
6,675 
1,312 

0 



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report Createo 07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R: \COBRA\25MAY95 \BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R: \COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: BROOKS, T X  

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996): 
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

640 999 0 1,766 

FORCE S'TRUCTURE CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - -. - - - - - - - - -  

0f f icc:rs 0 187 0 0 0 0 187 
En l i s t e d  0 1 1  1 0 0 0 0 1 1  1 
Studer~ts  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  11 ans 0 -222 0 0 0 0 -222 
TOTAL 0 7 6 0 0 0 0 7 6 

BASE POPULATION ( P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

827 1.110 0 1,544 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
To Base: LACKLAND, TX 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 0 9 0 0 0 9 
En l i s t e d  0 0 171 0 0 0 171 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 159 0 0 0 159 
TOTAL 0 0 339 0 0 0 339 

To Base: BASE X 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 26 0 0 0 2 6 
En l i s t e d  0 0 89 0 0 0 89 
Studewts 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  Lians 0 0 5 3 0 0 0 5 3 
TOTAL 0 0 168 0 0 0 168 

TOTAL PEI\SONNEL REALIGNMENTS (Out o f  
1996 1997 
- - - - - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 0 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 
Students 0 0 
C i v i  l i e n s  0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 

BROOKS, 
1998 
- - - -  
35 
260 

0 
212 
507 

TX): 
1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - -  
0 0 0 35 
0 0 0 260 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 21 2 
0 0 0 507 

SCENARIO POSITION CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 -29 0 0 0 - 29 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 -134 0 0 0 -134 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 -87 0 0 0 -87 
TOTAL 0 0 -250 0 0 0 -250 

BASE POPULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

763 71 6 0 1.245 



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995. Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\0EPOTFIN.SFF 

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: LACKLAND, TX 

BASE POWLATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

1,787 4,738 0 2,578 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Ba!se: BROOKS, TX 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - - -  

O f f  i c ~ s r s  0 0 9 0 0 0 9 
En l i s t e d  0 0 171 0 0 0 171 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  1.ian.s 0 0 159 0 0 0 159 
TOTAL 0 .  0 339 0 0 0 339 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS 
1996 
- - - -  

O f f  icc!rs 0 
En L i s ted  0 
Students 0 
C i v i  L i  ans 0 
TOTAL 0 

( I n t o  LACKLAND, TX): 
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  

BASE POF'ULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC A c t i o n ) :  
O f f i c c r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i l i a n s  

PERS0NNE:L SUMMARY FOR: BASE X 

BASE POFULATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

736 3,263 0 11,455 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: BROOKS, T X  

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 0 26 0 0 0 26 
E n l i s t e d  0 0 89 0 0 0 89 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 5 3 0 0 0 5 3 
TOTAL 0 0 168 0 0 0 168 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS ( I n t o  BASE X): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - 

O f f i c e r s  0 0 26 0 0 0 26 
En l i s t e d  0 0 89 0 0 0 89 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i a n s  0 0 53 0 0 0 53 
TOTAL 0 0 168 0 0 0 168 

BASE POPULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC Ac t i on ) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  Students C i v i  l i a n s  
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

762 3,352 0 11,508 



TOTAL PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r F o r c e  
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar.io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

Rate 
- - - -  

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 
Ear Ly Ret i rement* 10.00% 
Regular Ret i rement* 5.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs  Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 
C i v i l i a n s  Moving ( t h e  remainder) 
C i v i  l i a n  P o s i t i o n s  Avai l a b l e  

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Ear l y  Retirement 10.00% 
Regular Ret i rement 5.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover 15.00% 
Civs  Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 
P r i o r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 
C i v i l i a n s  Avai l a b l e  t o  Move 
C i v i  Lians Moving 
C i v i l i a n  RIFs ( t h e  remainder) 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

21 2 
5 
3 
8 
3 

193 
19 

CIVILIAll POSITIONS REALIGNING IN  0 0 2 1 2  0 0 0 212 
C i v i  1,ians Moving 0 0 197 0 0 0 197 
New C,ivi l i a n s  Hi  r e d  0 0 1 5 0 0 0 1 5  
Other C i v i l i a n  Add i t i ons  0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL C1:VILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 1 4  
TOTAL CI'VILIAN RIFS 0 0 8 0 0 0  8 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITY PLACEMENTS# 0 0 52 0 0 0 52 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 1 5  

* E a r l y  Retirements, Regular Retirements, C i v i l i a n  Turnover, and C i v i l i a n s  Not 
W i  l l i r g  t o  Move are  not  app l i cab le  f o r  moves under f i f t y  m i  Les. 

+ The Percentage o f  C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  t o  Move (Vo luntary  R1:Fs) va r i es  from 
base t o  base. 

# Not a l l  P r i o r i t y  Placements i nvo l ve  a Permanent Change o f  S ta t i on .  The r a t e  
o f  PPS placements i n v o l v i n g  a PCS i s  50.00% 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 113 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R: \COBRA\25MAY95 \BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

ONE-TIMII COSTS 
- - - - -  ($I()----- 

C0NSTRUI:TION 
MI LCON 
Fam Ho~ls lng 
Land Purch 

O&M 
CIV SAI.ARY 

C i v  RI'F 
Civ R e t i r e  

CIV MOVING 
Per D'lem 
POV M' l es  
Home Purch 
HHG 
Mi sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHl 
Packi rlg 
F r e i g t  t 
Veh ic les  
D r i v i n g  

Unemp lcyment 
OTHER 

Program Plan 
Shutdown 
New H i r e  
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 
POV Mi l es  
HHG 
Mi sc 

OTHER 
ELim PCS 

OTHER 
HAP I RSE 
Environmental  
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time 3ther 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

2001 Tota 1 
- - - -  - - - - -  



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 213 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995. Report  Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Depar t n~en t  : A i r  Force 
Op t i on  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\OEPOTFIN.SFF 

RECURRINGCOSTS 
- - - - -  ( S K ) - - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
C i v  Sa la r y  
CHAMPUS 
Caretaker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa la r y  
En1 Sa la r y  
House $4 1 Low 

OTHER 
M iss i on  
Misc  R(?cur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL COST 191 1,179 22,331 4,707 4,707 4.707 

ONE-TIM€ SAVES 
- - - - -  ( $ K ) - - - - -  
CONSTRUCTION 

MI LCON 
Fam Ho~ l s i ng  

O&M 
1 - T i m e  Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sa les  
Envi  ronmental  
l - T ime  Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

T o t a l  
- - - - -  

RECURRINGSAVES 
- - - - -  ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
80s 
Unique Operat 
C iv  Sa la r y  
CHAMPUS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa 111ry 
En1 S a l i ~ r y  
House A I. Low 

OTHER 
Procurenlent 
M i ss i on  
Misc  Rec:ur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota  1 
. - - - -  

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL SAYINGS 233 157 8,647 14,976 14,976 14,976 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995 

REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 313 
, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Jackage : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenaria F iLe  : R: \COBRA\25MAY95 \BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F iLe  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

ONE-TIMli NET 
- - - - - ( $ I < ) - - - - -  

CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
Civ Re ' t i r IRIF 
Ci v Mov i ng 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Mov i ng 

OTHER 
HAP / IISE 
Envi ronmenta 1 
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL OIIE -TIME 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

RECURRING NET 
- - - - -  ( $ I [ ) - - - - -  
FAM HOU!;E OPS 
08M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Sal.ary 

CHAMPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Sa l.ary 
House A L  Low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mi s s i  or1 
Misc Recur 
Un~que Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL NET COST - 4 2  1,023 13,683 



PERSONNEL. SF. RPMA. AND BOS DELTAS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar'lo F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std  Fct:rs F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

Base 

BROOKS 
LACKLAND 
BASE X 

Base 
- - - -  
BROOKS 
LACKLAND 
BASE X 

Base 

Personne 1 
Change XChange 

SF 
Change XChange ChgIPer 
- - - - - .  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  

-343,000 -18% 453 
0 0% 0 
11 0% 0 

RPMA($) BOS($) 
Change %Change ChgIPer Change %Change ChgIPer 

RPMABOS($) 
Change XChange ChgIPer 

- - - -  - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  
BROOKS -1,743,232 -14% 2,303 
LACKLANII 494.01 0 2% 1,457 
BASE X 145,737 0% 867 



RPMAIBOS CHANGE REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Depar tntent : Air  Force 
Option Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\l8MAY95\DEPOTFIN,SFF 

Net Change($K) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
RPMA Change 
BOS Change 
Housing Change 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
TOTAL CHANGES 

2001 T o t a l  
- - - .  - - - - -  
-630 -2,520 
-473 -1.133 

0 0 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
-1.102 -3,653 

Beyond 
- - - - - - 
-630 
-473 

0 
- - - - - -  
-1,103 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
a As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 35!26/1995 

. t  : A i r  Force 
dckage : Brooks Cantonment 

, F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
. r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN,SFF 

t'UT SCREEN ONE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Model Year One : FY 1996 

Model does Time-Phasing of  ConstructionlShutdown: No 

Base Name 
- - - - - - - - -  
BROOKS, TX 
LACKLAND, TX 
BASE X 

S t ra tegy:  

Realignment 
Realignment 
Realignment 

Summary: 
- - - - - - - - 
COMMISSION REQUEST: THIS DOES NOT REPRESENT AN AIR FORCE POSITION. 
Lack land AFB supp l ies  BOS . 

Reta in  iSC, A L ,  SAM, AFCEE, YA, and minor tenants  
68 I n t e l  Squadron and 710 I n t e l  F l i g h t  (AFRES) re loca tes  t o  Lackland AFB 
MFH re t ,s ined a t  Brooks, QOL app l ied ,  t a b l e  top  es t imates  (no s i t e  survey) 
Commission Tasker: 950410-24, R T  Tasker: RT0378 

(See f i n a l  page f o r  Explanatory Notes) 

INPUT SCREEN TWO - DISTANCE TABLE 

From Base: 
- - - - - - - ,. - - 
BROOKS, TX 
BROOKS, TX 

To Base: 
- - - - - - - . 
LACKLAND, T X  
BASE X 

INPUT SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers  from BROOKS. TX t o  LACKLAND, TX 

O f f i c e r  Pos i t i ons :  
En Listecl Pos i t i ons :  
C i v i  i i a r  Pos i t i ons :  
Studenr P o s i t i o n s :  
Missn Eqpt ( t ons ) :  
Suppt Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  
M i l i t a r y  L i g h t  Vehic les:  
HeavyISpecial  Vehic les:  

Transfers  from BROOKS, T X  t o  BASE X 

-- .  

O f f i c e r  Pos i t i ons :  
E n l i s t e d  Pos i t i ons :  
C i v i  l i a n  Pos i t i ons :  
Student Pos i t i ons :  
Missn Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  
Suppt Eqpt ( t ons ) :  
Mi l i t a r y  L i g h t  Vehic les:  
HeavyISpecial  Veh ic les :  

Distance: 
- - - - - - - - -  

11 m i  
1,000 m i  

(See f i n a l  page f o r  Explanatory Notes) 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As Of 07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Departn~ent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS, TX 

T o t a l  O f f i c e r  Employees: 640 
T o t a l  En l i s t e d  Employees: 999 
T o t a l  Student Employees: 0 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 1,766 
M i l  Fami l i es  L i v i n g  On Base: 19.0% 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  To Move: 6.0% 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  A v a i l :  0 
E n l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 0 
T o t a l  Base Fac i  l i t i es (KSF) :  1,918 
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 106 
E n l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month): 80 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 9 7 
F r e i g h t  Cost ($ /Ton lMi le ) :  0.07 

Name: 1-ACKLAND, TX 

T o t a l  O f f i c e r  Employees: 
T o t a l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 
T o t a l  Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i  L i a r s  Not W i  1 Ling To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
En l is tec l  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
T o t a l  Base Faci  li ties(KSF):  
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 
Enlistee' VHA ($/Month): 
Per Dies Rate ($/Day): 
F re igh t  Cost ($/Ton/Mi le) :  

Name: BASE X 

T o t a l  O f f i c e r  Empioyees: 
T o t a l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 
Tota 1 Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
En l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
T o t a l  Ba:se Fac i  L i  t ies(KSF):  
O f f i c e r  '/HA ($/Month): 
E n l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
F re igh t  Cost ($/Ton/Mi Le) : 

RPMA Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Communications ($KIYear): 
BOS Non-Payro l l  (SKIYear): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  I n fo rma t i on :  

RPMA Non-Payrol l  ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payrol l  ($K/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Family Housing ($K/Yeiar): 
Area Cost Factor :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  In format ion :  

RPMA Non-Payro l l  ($K/Vear): 
Communications ($K/Yezr): 
BOS Non-Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor :  
CHAMPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  I n fo rma t i on :  

Yes 
N 0 

Yes 
N 0 

6,147 
3,887 

21,001 
0 

6,225 
1 .oo 

0 
0 

20.9% 
AFX 

Yes 
No 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995. Report Created 0 7 ~ 3 6  05:26/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS, T X  
1996 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Time IMoving Save ($K): 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 
Misc Recur r ing  Cost($K): 
Misc Recur r ing  Save($K) : 
Land (+l3uy/-Sa l es )  ($K) : 
Construc:tion Schedu Le(X) : 
Shutdowr~ Schedule (X) : 
Mi [Con Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K) : 
Procurenlent Avoidnc($K) : 
CHAMPUS In -Pa t i en t s /Y r :  
CHAMPUS Out -Pat ien ts IYr :  
Fac i  1 SkutDown(KSF) : 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - 

0 7,500 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 500 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 2,808 2,808 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

1 0% 90% 0% OX 
50% 50% 0% OX 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami Ly Housing ShutIIown: 

Name: LACKLAND, TX 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Env Non-Mi lCon Reqd($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Misc R e c ~ r r i n g  Cost($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Misc R e c ~ ~ r r i n g  Save($K) : 0 0 0 0 0 
 and (+BIJ~/ -Sa Les) ($K) : 0 0 0 0 0 
Construc,:i on Schedu Le(%) : OX 1 0% 9 0% 0% OX 
Shk~tdown Schedule (X) : 100% 0% 0' 0% 0% 
Mi [Con Cost Avoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Fam Hous' ng Avoi dnc($K) : 0 0 0 0 0 
Procuremc!nt Avoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
CHAMPUS I n-Pat ien ts /Yr  : 0 0 0 0 0 
CHAMPUS Out -Pa t i en t s lY r  : 0 0 0 0 0 
Faci  1 ShutDown(KSF) : 0 Perc Fami l y  Housing ShutDown: 

Name: BASE X 
1996 
- - - -  

1 -Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
?-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Cost ($K): 0 
A c t i v  Miss ion Save ($K): 0 
Misc Recur r ing  Cost($K): 0 
Misc Recur r ing  Save($K): 0 
Land (+Buy/ -Sa les)  ($K) : 0 
Const ruc t ion  Schedule(%): 1 OX 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 100% 
Mi [Con Cost Avoidnc($K) : 0 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 0 
CHAMPUS I n - P a t i e n t s l Y r :  0 
CHAMPUS Out -Pat ien ts /Yr :  0 
Faci  1 ShulDown(KSF) : 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% OX OX OX 
0% OX 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4 
Data As O f  07:35 05/26/1995, Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Departlnent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenar io F i l e  : R:\COBRA\25MAY95\BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std Fc.trs F i l e  : R:\COBRA\lBMAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN SIX - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS, T X  
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 
- - 

O f f  Force S t ruc  Change: 
En1 Force S t ruc  Change: 
Civ For.ce S t ruc  Change: 
Stu Force S t ruc  Change: 
O f f  Scenar io Change: 
En 1 Scenar io Change: 
Civ Scenar io Change: 
O f f  Change(No Sa l  Save): 
En 1 Change(No Sa 1 Save) : 
Civ Change(No Sa l  Save): 
Caretakers - M i l i t a r y :  
Caretakers - C i v i l i a n :  

INPUT SCREEN SEVEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 

Name: BROOKS, TX 

Desc r i p t i on  
- - - - - - - - - - - -  
Renovat'e 071 41705 
Re locat': ALICFTS 
Relocat~s C l i n i c  
C a l i b r a t i o n  t o  8186 
RAM Was'te 
HSCIIN 
LS .5 OS:! 
Ren 0531, 0537, 0538 
Road A l t e r  
Meter and u t i  L i t y  
Fence and Gates 
PBD 

Cat eg . - - - - 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 

New Mi lCon 
- - - - - - - - - -  

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Rehab Mi lCon Tota 1 Cost ($K) 
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

0 2,422 
0 300 
0 299 
0 271 
0 16 
0 31 5 
0 540 
0 61 0 
0 88 
0 1,238 
0 241 
0 568 

Name: L.ACKLAND, T X  

Desc r i p t i on  Cat eg New Mi lCon Rehab Mi lCon T o t a l  Cost($K) 
- - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
ADAL INTEL OPS OTHER 0 0 1,046 
COMM OTHER 0 0 158 
PBD OTHER 0 0 108 

STANDARD FACTORS SCXEEN ONE - PERSONNEL 

Percent O f f i c e r s  Marr ied :  76.80% 
Percent E n l i s t e d  Marr ied:  66.90% 
E n l i s t e d  Housing Mi lCon: 80.00% 
O f f i c e r  Salary($/Year) :  78,668.00 
O f f  BAQ 'wi th Dependents($): 7,073.00 
E n l i s t e d  SaLary($lYear): 36,148.00 
En1 BAQ w i t h  Dependents($): 5,162.00 
Avg Unemploy Cost($lWeek): 174.00 
Unemployment E l i g i b i  L i  ty(Weeks): 18 
C i v i l i a n S a l a r y ( $ / Y e a r ) :  46.642.00 
C i v i l i a n  Turnover Rate: 15.00% 
C i v i l i a n  E a r l y  R e t i r e  Rate: 10.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Regular R e t i r e  Rate: 5.00% 
C i v i l i a n  RIF Pay Factor :  39.00% 
SF F i l e  Desc: F i n a l  Factors  

Civ E a r l y  R e t i r e  Pay Factor :  9.00% 
P r i o r i t y  Placement Service:  60.00% 
PPS Act ions  I n v o l v i n g  PCS: 50.00% 
C i v i l i a n  PCS Costs ($): 28,800.00 
C i v i l i a n  New H i r e  Cost($): 4,000.00 
Nat Median home Pr i ce ($ ) :  114,600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.00% 
Max Home Sale Reimburs($): 22,385.00 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5.00% 
Max Home Purch Reimburs($): 11,191.00 
C i v i l i a n  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Home Value Reimburse Rate: 22.90% 
HAP Homeowner Receiv ing Rate: 5.00% 
RSE Home Value Reimburse Rate: 0.00% 
RSE Homeowner Receiv ing Rate: 0.00% 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5 
Data As Of 07:35 0512611995. Report Created 07:36 05/26/1995 

Depar t~nent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : Brooks Cantonment 
Scenario F i l e  : R: \COBRA\25MAY95 \BRO-CANT.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F1 Le : R:\COBRA\18MAY95\DEPOTFIN.SFF 

STANDAllD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

RPMA Bui Lding SF Cost Index: 0.93 
BOS Inclex (RPMA vs popu la t i on ) :  0.54 

( I nd i ces  a re  used as exponents) 
Prograr Management Fac to r :  10.00% 
Caretaker Admin(SF/Care): 162.00 
Mothba 11 Cost ($/SF): 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF):  256.00 
Avg Family Quar ters(SF) :  1,320.00 
APPDET.RPT I n f l a t i o n  Rates: 
1996: 0.00% 1997: 2.90% 1998: 3.00% 

Rehab vs. New MilCon Cost: 
I n f o  Management Accol~nt : 
Mi lCon Design Rate: 
Mi lCon SIOH Rate: 
Mi lCon Contingency Plan Rate: 
Mi lCon S i t e  Preparation Rate: 
Discount Rate f o r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 
I n f l a t i o n  Rate f o r  WPV.RPTIRO1: 

STANDARII FACTORS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Mater ia l /Ass igned Person(Lb): 710 
HHG Per Off  Family (Lb): 14,500.00 
HHG Per En1 Fami l y  (Lb) :  9,000.00 
HHG Per Mi 1 S ing le  (Lb) :  6,400.00 
HHG Per C i v i l i a n  (Lb):  18,000.00 
T o t a l  HtIG Cost ($/100Lb): 35.00 
A i r  Trarlsport ($/Pass Mi le ) :  0.20 
Misc Exp ($ /D i rec t  Employ): 700.00 

-Equip Pack & Crate($/Ton): 284.00 
Mi 1 L i g h t  Vehic le($/Mi l e ) :  0.43 
Heavy/Spec Veh i c l e ($ /M i l e ) :  1.40 
POV Reimbursement($/Mile): 0.18 
Avg M i l  Tour Length (Years):  4.10 
Rout ine PCS($/Pers/Tour): 6,437.00 
One-Time Off  PCS Cost,[$): 9,142.00 
One-Time En1 PCS Cost($): 5,761 .OO 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Category UM $/UM -------. - - - - - -  
H o r i z o n t a l  (sy) 0 
Water f ront  (LF) 0 
A i r  Operat ions (SF) 0 
Operat iona l  (SF) 0 
A d m ~ n i s t r a t i v e  (SF) 0 
School Bcli Ldings (SF) 0 
Mai ntenarrce Shops ( S F )  0 
Bachelor Quar te rs  (SF) 0 
f am1 l y  Quarters (EA) 0 
Covered Storage (SF) 0 
D in ing  Fac i  l i t i e s  (SF) 0 
Recreat ion Fac i  l i t i e s  (SF) 0 
Communications F a c i l  (SF) 0 
Shipyard Maintenance (SF) 0 
ROT & E F a c i l i t i e s  (SF) 0 
POL Storage (EL) 0 
Ammunition Storage (SF) 0 
Medical  Fsc i  l i t i e s  (SF) 0 
Environmental  ( 1 0 

Category UM 

other  (SF) 
O p t i o n a l C a t e g o r y B  ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category C ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category D ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category E ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category F ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category G ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category H ( 
0 p : l o n a l C a t e g o r y i  ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category J ) 
Opt iona l  Category K ( ) 
Opt iona l  Category L ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category M ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category N ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category 0 ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category P ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category Q ( ) 
Op t i ona l  Category R ( ) 

EXPLANATOIZY NOTES (INPUT SCREEN NINE) 

Veh ic le  data prov ided by te lecon, 1/5/95 

One-Time kloving, One-Time Unique, prov ided AFMC 04/30/S5-5/3/95 

MILCON data  AFMC 5/15/95 

Personnel AFIPE 5/15/95 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
House ef Representatives 
washinqrton, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chambliss: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, incl.uded the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of' the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys., the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCB. 

Th.e Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
availablle to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legj-slative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 0 0 0  

CE OF THE SECRET4RY 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Ernest Jim Istook 
13ouse of Representatives 
l#ashingl:on, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Istook: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
.the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
:Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
'V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
Icommodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
:surveys,, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
leffectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
,the AM3:s. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
.the ~onunission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
,available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
inf ormalt ion. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realigmnent recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 0 0 0  

April 12, 1995 

The Hon'orable Frank D. Lucas 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Lucas: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and rea.lignment submission to 
the 199!5 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and. Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALC:3. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the ~omnission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
.realigmnent recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 CKX) 

Apri l  12, 1995 

The Ho~norable J. C. Watts 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Kr. Watts: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 19195 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Departlment of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

sincerely, 

Col.one1, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 0 0 0  

=ICE 3F T H L  SECRETARV 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Henry Bonilla 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Bonilla: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Forcets decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

CHARLES L. F O ~  
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTOCI( DC 20330- 1 000 

FlCE OF Tk E SECRETARY 

The Honorable Henry B. Gonzalez 
House olf Representatives 
Washinqton, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Gonzalez: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which nore 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALC!s. 

Th.e Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
inf orma.tion. 

We! appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Leg.islative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE ,* F -: l L I _  7 

WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 0 0 0  

April. 12, 1995 

The Honorable Lamar S. Smith 
House of Representatives 
W'ashington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V', included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of .the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodit:y workload functions. After furt-her analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
e:ffectiv~ely optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the c om mission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
a.vailabl,e to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
i.nf ormat ion. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
r-ealignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
~egislative ~iaison 

Attachment 

_I 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 0 0 0  

F l C E  OF TI4E SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

The Ho~~orable Frank Tejeda 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Tejeda: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Depart~nent of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed ad,ditional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Cornmission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realig~zment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

Wd& RLES L. F 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
- WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

-ICE OF TH I SECRETARY 

The Honorable James V. Hansen 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Hansen: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
availablle to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



April 12, 1995 

The Hon'orable Barbara Boxer 
United States Senate 
Washing'ton, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Boxer: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachnrent 



DEPARTMENT OF T H E  AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

April 12, 1995 

The Horlorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
Washinqton, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Feinstein: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 19535 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, inc:Luded the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the AU3s. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Co~nmission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
availal~le to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued supposrt of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

Col.one1, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Leclislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

ICE OF T W E  SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Paul Coverdell 
'United States Senate 
'Washingl:on, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Coverdell: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congres:. of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Forcefs decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALC:s. 

The Air Force will be providing the. attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR F O R C E  
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1- 

:FICE OF T:-E SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Sam Nunn 
United States Senate 
Washing:ton, DC 20510 

Dear Seinator Nunn: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 19915 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, incl.uded the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys;, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALC!s. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Conlmission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful .. 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 OC9 

8CE OF THE SECREIARY 

April 12, 1995 

!rhe Honorable James M. Inhofe 
United States Senate 
lJashingt:on, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Inhof e : 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
c:ongress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
1:he 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
1)epartment of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
7 1 ,  included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (.ALCs) by consolidating 14 
c:ommodit:y workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
czffectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
1:he ALCs;. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
1:he Comn~ission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
isvailab1.e to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
:inf ormatiion. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
irealigmlent recommendations, and trust this information is 
ilsef ul . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 CK)O 

-FICE OF T -I€ SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Don Nickles 
United States Senate 
Washincfion, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Nickles: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
survey:;, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Colnmission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

'ICE O F  THE SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

'The Honorable Phil Gramm 
'United States Senate 
'Washingt:on, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Gramm: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys,, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALC;;. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
inf ormalt ion. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

&B+ 
CHAFLLES L. FOX 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

ICE OF THE SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

!Phe Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
c2ongres:j; of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
*the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 

included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
czommodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
:surveys,, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALC:;. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
.the Comnission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
,svailab:Le to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
:realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

@&z& 
C LESL. F 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 0 0 0  

-ICE O F  THE SECRETARY 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Robert Bennett 
United States Senate 
18ashingl:on, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Bennett: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
czongress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
.the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Ilepartmsnt of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
'1, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
coach of the five Air Logistics Centers ( . U s )  by consolidating 14 
c:ommodil:y workload functions. After further analysis and site 
:surveys,, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
ceffectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
ithe ALCs3. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
1:he Comaission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
isvailablte to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
:inf ormaLion. 

We appreciate your continued suppor-t of the Air Force depot 
icealignm~ent recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

ICE OF THE SECRETARY 

April. 12, 1995 

'Ithe Honorable Orrin G. Hatch 
United States Senate 
Wrashington, DC 20510 

Clear Senator Hatch: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
C1ongress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
v ,  included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectivlely optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
availabl~e to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful. 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative ~iaison 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

C E  OF THE SECRETARY 

The Honorable Vic Fazio 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Fazio: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
C'ongress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
t.he 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
f 1epartme:nt of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
F', included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
c~ommodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the ~omm.ission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF ' 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 





INDEX OF ATI'ACHMENTS 

I. P c r d  Swinp - Initial BRAC P b h g  (1706) 
-L,irtrinibtl~&ng~byworWoadfiradioarborercbALC 

- - - d ~ h o f  1706penaaDtl~:~fiveAI.C~ -- Numbers C X C I ~ C  Bast Operatias Support rrssociatcd with prs~nneI  

2. P e r r o d  Savings - BRAC Implementation (1713) - Reflects refined numbers based on site survq.~ and additional analysis to implement initial 
BRAC recanmendatioa -- V?lidatcd rcvisioas wen necessary to coasolidatc wwkload capability in Cornpositel 

l)lastics, Tubing Manufacturing, Shedmebl Repau and ManufBcturing, and 
Iblachc Man- - Required to efkdively support Pmgmmmed Depot Maintenance activities at all ALCs 

3. Perro~d Savings - Improved BRAC Implementation (1832) - Proposed change fiuther opttnizes infhstmcturt, capacity and pasomel - Entails changes to fbur workload categories (Electroaic: ManuEactuni Sheet Metal Repair1 
Manufacbring, htnmeats, a d  Plating) 

4. Improved Rulipmentr - Lists proposed changes to four workload categories and ALC Impact from BRAC 
ImpJementah (1832) 

5. Ekctronic hbufacturing (Printed Wire Boards) - Ctwnpares BRAC I m p l e m e n b  (1 7 13) with changes reflected in Improved BRAC 
~11anentaticm (1 832) - Gxnpares reductions in infrastructure, capacity and persotlnel - Ybxed" refled optimal choice for each category 

6. S W  Metal Repu'rlMurufrcturing - Gsmpares BRAC Irnplementatioa (1 7 13) with changes reflected in Improved BRAC 
hnplanentatioa (1 832) - Gompans reductions in infrastructure, capacity and personnel 
- "Boxed" figures reflect optimal choice for each category 

7. Instrumeats - Compares BRAC Implementation (1 7 13) changes r e f l d  in Improved BRAC 
Implemeatatioa ( 1 832) 
- Compares nductioas in in6rastructure, capacity and pasoam1 
- uWoxed" figures r e d k t  optimal choice for each category 

8. Plating - BRAC e o n  fouod incompatible with other BRAC recornmeadations 
-. Platiag capabilRy is required to perform Composites/Plastics and Hydraulics 

- Compares BRAC Implementation (1 7 13) with changes reflected in Improved BRAC 
Iq?lementatioa (1832) - Compares rcductioas in infrsrstructurc, capacity and lxrsomcl - %xedn figures reflect optimal choice for each ategory 

9. Reup - C M i  net changes due to m t i a l  raisioa of BRAC implana~tation tstimatt 
-- Further reduces capacity and p e d  

10. Depot Downsmag S u m  - Inctuda both BRAC-relatad a d  noa-BRAC nduchs to depots - "AU Actions" reflects BRAC, hnx smchtrt and atbtr reductions 
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Personnel Savings - Improved BRAC Implementation (1 832) 

Corn posites/Plastics 
HydlPneu 
Tubing (Metal Mfg) -5 -4 - 1- -2 
ATE Software (Avionics) -46 -21 
Machine (Metal Mfg) -63 -31 -50 
Foundry 
InstrumentlDisplay -1 01 -221 
Abn Electronics -1 08 
Electronic Mfg (PWB) -9 -41 
ElectroIMech SE -3 
Injection Molding -3 
IPE Software (Engines) -34 
Plating 
Engine Related 

Realignment Subtotals -1 70 -258 -21 3 -356 +I04 
Sheetmetal Repair 1 Mfg 

I Downsizing Subtotals -1 85 -1 27 -1 83 -1 48 -1 39 
Grand Totals 

F?ev!sec! Ts!a!= -QQQ www -RQG --- -A! 2 -531 -! n6 -1 832 
BRAC Implementation Totals -775 -65 -435 -118 -320 -1 71 3 



Improved Realignments 

Electronic Manufacturing - Printed Wire Boards' 
(OO-ALC vs WR-ALC) 
Sheet Metal RepairIManufacturing (Leave with A/C vs 
OO-ALC) 
Instruments (OC-ALC and WR-ALC vs SM-ALC) 
Plating (Consolidate 11 processes at single 
sites/Downsize 15 in place vs SM-ALC to OO-ALC) 



Electronic Manufacturing 
(Printed Wire Boards) 

BRAC: Consolidate at WR-ALC 
Collocation with avionics 

Change: Consolidate at 00-ALC 
Collocation with avionics not necessary 
00 most mature multi-layer capability 
Achieve additional 56% capacity reduction 

e c o m  m e n  1 -- - - -  - --- -- - -. - A -- - - 8 
- - . - - - - -- - - -- - - 

~ n f r a s t r u c t ~ r e  c -a  p a  c i ty  ' 1 R e d u c t i o n s  
' R e d u c t i o n s  R e d u c t i o n s  

I B R A C  l m p l m t  1 '  2 5 , 0 0 0  

P r o p o s e d  







- 

( 0 '  I 

' O i  0 .  
m !  





COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (COBRA v5.04) - Page 112 
Data As O f  05:55 12/19/1994. Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Oepartment : A i r  Force 
Option Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i  l e  : S: \COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

S t a r t i n g  Year : 1996 
F i n a l  Year : 1997 
ROI Yeair : 1998 (1 Year) 

NPV i n  2015($K): -224,359 
1-Time Cost($K): 9,584 

Net Costs ($K) Constant Dol lars  
1996 1997 - - - - *..- 

Mi lCon 232 2.088 
Person 0 -4,750 
Overhd 41 1 -625 
Mov i ng 0 4.275 
Mi s s i o  0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 643 988 -16,751 -16,751 -16,751 - 16,751 

- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  ---. - - - - 
POSITIONS ELIMINATED 

O f f  0 0 0 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i  v 0 242 0 0 0 0 
TOT 0 242 0 0 0 0 

POSITIONS REALIGNED 
O f f  0 0 0 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Stu 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i  v 0 105 0 0 0 0 
TOT 0 105 0 0 0 0 

Tota 1 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

Beyond 
- - - - - - 

0 
-11,287 
-5,463 

0 
0 
0 

Summary : 
- - - - - - - -  
Close Reserve C-130 Mission GREATER PITTSBURGH 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUWRY (CORRA v5.04) - Page 212 
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994, Report  Created 10:41 04/24/1985 

Department : A i r  Fo rce  
Op t i on  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io F i  l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Costs ( $ K )  Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 T o t a l  Beyond 

- - - - - -  
0 
0 

670 
0 
0 
0 

- - - - - - - - 
Mi lCon 232 2,088 
Person 0 893 
Overhd 41 1 2,320 
MOV i ng 0 4,275 
Mi s s i  o 0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 643 9,576 670 670 670 670 

Savings ($K) Constant 
1996 

00 1 l a r s  
1997 Tota 1 - - - - -  

0 
50,793 
27,478 

0 
0 
0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 
11,287 
6,133 

0 
0 
0 

- - - -  
Mi lCon 0 
Person 0 
Overhd 0 
Mov i ng 0 
Mi s s i  o 0 
Other 0 

TOTAL 0 8,588 17,421 17,421 17,421 17,421 



TOTAL ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 113 
Data AS Of 05:55 12/19/1994, Report  Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Department : A l r  Force 
Op t i on  Package : PITTSBURQH FOCUSED 
Scenar io  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

(ALL va lues  i n  D o l l a r s )  

Category 
- - - - - - - -  
Cons t ruc t i on  

M i l i t a r y  Cons t ruc t i on  
Fami ly  Housing Const ruc t ion  
I n f o r m a t i o n  Management Account 
Land Purchases 

T o t a l  - Cons t ruc t i on  

Person,ne 1 
C i v i  l i a n  RIF 
C r v i  l i a n  E a r l y  Ret i rement 
C i v i  l i a n  New H i r e s  
E l i m i n a t e d  Mi l i t a r y  PCS 
Unemp loymenr 

Tota 1 - Personne l  

Overhetad 
Program P Lanning Support 
M o t h b a l l  / Shutdown 

Tota 1 - Overhead 

Moving 
C i v i  l r a n  Moving 
C i v i  l i a n  PPS 
Mi l i t a r y  Moving 
Frei!;ht 
One-'rime Moving Costs 

T o t a l  - Moving 

Other 
HAP .' RSE 
Env i ronmenta l  M i t i g a t i o n  Costs 
One-'rime Unique Costs 

T o t a l  . Other 

Cost 
- - - - Sub-Tota l  

- - - - - - - - -  

T o t a l  One-Time Costs 9,583,638 
- - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
One-Tirne Savings 

Mi l i1:ary Const ruc t ion  Cost Avoidances 0 
Fami ly  Housrng Cost Avoidances 0 
Mi Li1:ary Moving 0 
 and Sales  0 
One-'rime Moving Savings 0 
Env i ronmenta l  M i t i g a t i o n  Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 

- - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - -  
T o t a l  One-Time Savings 0 

T o t a l  Net One-Time Costs 9,583,638 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 213 
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994, Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

0eparl:aont : A1 r Force 
Opt i or1 Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i  Le : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base: DOBBINS, GA 
( A t  1 ~ r a l u e s  i n  D o l l a r s )  

Category 
- - - - - . . - -  
Cons t ruc t i on  

Mi t i  t a r y  Cons t ruc t i on  
Fami l y  Housing Const ruc t ion  
I n f o r m a t i o n  Management Account 
Land Purchases 

T o t a l  - Cons t ruc t i on  

Persoline 1 
C i v ~  l i a n  RIF 
C iv r  l i a n  E a r l y  Ret i rement 
C i v  l i a n  New H i r e s  k 

E l i m i n a t e d  Mi L i t a r y  PCS 
Unenrp loyment 

T o t a l  - Personne 1 

Overhead 
Program P tanning Support 
Mo thba l l  / Shutdown 

T o t a l  - Overhead 

Mov i ng 
C i v i l i a n  Moving 
C i v i  l i a n  PPS 
Mi 1, i tary Moving 
F r e i g h t  
One-Time Moving Costs 

T o t a l  - Moving 

Other 
HAP / RSE 
Env l  ronmental  Mi t i g a t i o n  Costs 
One-Time Unique Costs 

T o t a l  - Other 

Cast 
-.-- 

Sub-Total  -.----.-- 

- - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
T o t a l  One-Time Costs 2,320,000 

One-Time Savings 
M i l i t a r y  Cons t ruc t i on  Cost Avoidances 
Fami ly  Housing Cost Avoidances 
Mi l i t a r y  Moving 
Land Sa Les 
One-Time Moving Savings 
Env i ronmenta l  M i t i g a t i o n  Savings 
One-Time Unique Savings 

T o t a l  One-Time Savings 0 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
T o t a l  Net One-Time Costs 2,320,000 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 3 / 3  
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994, Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Oepartment : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base: GREATER PITTSBURGH, PN 
(ALL vaiues i n  D o l l a r s )  

Category 
- - - - - - - -  
Const ruc t ion  

M i l i t a r y  Const rucr ion  
Family Housing Cons t ruc t i on  
I n f o r m a t ~ o n  Management Account 
Lana Purchases 

T o t a l  - Const ruc t ion  

Personne i 
C i v i l i a n  R I F  
C i v i  l i a n  E a r l y  Ret i rement 
C i v i  l i a n  New H i r e s  
E l im ina ted  Mi li t a r y  PCS 
une~np loyment 

T o t a l  - Personnel  

Overn'?aa 
Program Plann ing Support 
Motliba 11 / Shutdown 

T o t a l  - Overhead 

Movi 1-113 
C i v i  l i a n  Moving 
C i v i  l i a n  PPS 
Mi L i t a r y  Moving 
F r e i g h t  
One-Time Moving Costs 

T o t a l  - Moving 

Other 
HAP / RSE 
Environmental  M i t i g a t i o n  Costs 
One-Time Unique Costs 

T o t a l  - Other 

cost  

- - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
T o t a l  One-Time Costs 7 . 2 6 3 . 6 3 8  
- - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
One-Time Savings 

M i l i t a r y  Cons t ruc t i on  Cost Avoidances 0 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M i l i t a r y  Moving 0 
i and  Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Envrronmental M i t i g a t i o n  Savings 0 
0ne.Time Unique Savings 0 -----.------------------..-----------------..--------------------------------- 

T o t a l  One-Time Savings 0 
. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
T o t a l  Net One-Time Costs 7 , 2 6 3 , 6 3 8  



TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.04) - Page 113 
Data As O f  05:55 12/19/1994, Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

ALL Costs i n  $K 
Tota 1 I MA Land Cost Tota l 

Base Name Mi LCon Cost Purch Avoid Cost - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - -  
DOBBINS 2,320 0 0 0 2,320 
GREATER PITTSBURGH 0 0 0 0 0 -----------------------------------------------------------..-.-..----------.- 
Tota 1s : 2,320 0 0 0 2,320 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.04) - Page 213 
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994. Report Created 10:41 0412411995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Mi lCon f o r  Base: DOBBINS. GA 

A l l  Cclsts i n  $K 
Mi lCon Using Rehab New New T o t a l  

Desc r i p t i on :  Categ Rehab Cost* Mi lCon Cost* Cost* 
. - - - - . - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - -  - - - - - -  - - - - -  - - - - -  
MILCOll OTHER 0 n / a  17.200 n /a  2,320 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

T o t a l  Cons t ruc t i on  C:ost: 2,320 
+ I n f o  Management Account: 0 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Const ruc t ion  Cost Avoid:  0 

TOTAL : 2.320 

A l l  Mi lCon Costs i nc lude  Design, S i t e  Prepara t ion ,  Contingency Planning. and 
SIOH Costs where app l i cab le .  



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 4 )  - Page 119 
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994. Report  Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Oepart~nent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

ONE -TIldE COSTS 
- - - - -  ( I L K ) - - - - -  
CONSTRIJCTION 
MILCOlrl 
Fam Housing 
Land IPurch 

O&M 
CIV SALARY 

Civ R I F  
Civ l l e t i r e  

C I V  MIIVING 
Per lliem 
POV Idi Les 
Home Purch 
HHG 
Mi sc 
~ o u s l ?  Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHT 
Pack'i ng 
F r e i g h t  
Vehi 1: Les 
Dr iv. ing 

Unemp loyment 
OTHER 

Program P l a n  
Shut down 
New t t i  r e  
1 -T ine  Move 

MIL PEItSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per I l iem 
POV L d i  Les 
HHG 
Mi sc 

OTHER 
E l i m  PCS 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Envi ronmenta 1 
I n f o  Manage 
1 -T im* !  Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 - - - - -  
2,320 

0 
0 

637 
147 

240 
8 

693 
436 
44 

166 
2.102 

322 

16 
248 

0 
0 

110 

720 
1.375 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

9.584 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL 
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994, 

REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 219 
Report  Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Depar tlnen t : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenario F i l e  : S: \COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

RECURR;NGCOSTS 
- - - - -  (!§K)----- 
FAM HOJSE OPS 
o m  

RPMA 
00s 
Unique Operat 
C iv  Sa lary  
CHAMPlJS 
Caretaker 

MIL PEqSONNEL 
O f f  Sa lary  
En1 Sa lary  
House A 1 Low 

OTHER 
Mi ssl sn 
Misc ?ecur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 
---.- 

0 

Seyona 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL COSi 643 9,576 670 

ONE-TIME SAVES - - - - - ( ' $ K ) - -  - - -  
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 

o m  
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Environmental  
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

RECURRINGSAVES 
- - - - -  ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
08M 

RPMA 
00s 
Unique Operat 
Clv Sa lary  
CHAMPUS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa lary  
En1 Sa lary  
House A L Low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Miss ion 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 8,588 17,421 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS OETAIL 
Data A t  Of 05:55 12/19/1994. 

Department : A l r  Foroo 
Op t i on  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

ONE-TIME NET 
- - - - - ( $ K ) - - - . -  
CONSTRUCTION 

MILCON 
Fain Housing 

08M 
Civ  R e t i r / R I F  
Civ  Moving 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 lllov i ng 

OTHER 
HAP I RSE 
Env i ronmenta l  
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURFLING NET 
- - - - - ( $ K ) - - - - -  

FAM HClUSE OPS 
08M 

RPMA 
00s 
Untque Operat 
Caretaker 
C iv  Sa la ry  

CHAMPlIS 
MIL PERSONNEL 

M i l  ! ia la ry  
Housc! A l l ow  

OTHER 
Proc~lrement 
Miss.1 on 
Misc Recur 
U n i q ~ ~ e  Other 

TOTAi RECUR 

TOTAL NET COST 643 988 -16,751 

REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 319 
Report  Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Tota 1 - - - - -  
2,320 

0 

783 
4,275 
2,205 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

9,584 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

0 

-3,098 
-21,063 

0 
0 

-50,793 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

-74,955 

-65,371 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

-682 
-4,781 

0 
0 

-11,287 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

-16,751 

-16,751 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL 9EPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 419 
Data As O f  05:55 12/19/1994. Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Oepart~nent : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base: DOBBINS, 
ONE-TIME COSTS - - - - -  ( 1 6 K ) - - - - -  
CONSTRIJCT ION 

MI LCOI'i 
Fam Hl3usi ng 
Land Ju rch  

08M 
CIV S,4LARY 

Civ ? IFs  
Civ ? e t l r e  

CIV MOVING 
Per 3iem 
POV M i  l e s  
Home Purch 
HHG 
Mi sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHT 
Packing 
F r e i g h t  
Veh ic les  
D r i v i n g  

Unemployment 
OTHER 

Program Plan 
Shutdown 
New H i r e s  
1-Time Move 

M I L  PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 
POV Mi les  
HHG 
Mi sc 

OTHER 
E l i m  PCS 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Environmental  
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

T o t a l  
- - - - -  



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 519 
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994, Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Op t i on  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base: DOBBINS, 
RECURRINGCOSTS 

($ iK ) - - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 
08M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Sa la ry  
CHAMPUS 
Caretaker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa la ry  
En1 Sa la ry  
House A 1 Low 

OTHER 
M iss ion  
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota L - - - - -  
0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL COSTS 232 2,724 670 670 670 670 

ONE - TINE SAVES 
- - - - -  ( § K ) - - - - -  
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Haus1 ng 

oaM 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Moving 

OTHER 
  and Sales 
Envi ronmenta 1 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 - - - - -  

RECURRINGSAVES 
- - - - - ( § :K ) - - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
00s 
Unique Operat 
C i v  Sa l a r y  
CHAMPU S 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa la ry  
En1 Sa Lary 
House A L Low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mi s s i  cln 
Misc F,ecur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

T o t a l  
- - - - -  

0 

Beyond - - - - - -  
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v 5 . 0 4 )  - Page 619 
D a t a  As O f  05 :55  12 /19 /1994 .  R e p o r t  C r e a t e d  1 0 : 4 1  0 4 / 2 4 / 1 9 9 5  

Depar  tmen t  : A i r  F o r c e  
O p t i o n  PacKage : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
S c e n a r i o  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
S t d  F c 1 . r ~  F i l e  . S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base :  DOBBINS, 
ONE-TILIE NET 
- - - - -  ( ! ; K ) - - - - -  

CONSTRlICT ION 
MILCOII 
Fam H c ~ u s i n g  

oau 
C i v  R e t i r I R I F  
C i v  M c ~ v i n g  
O t h e r  

M I L  PERSONNEL 
M i  1 M c ~ v i  ng 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
E n v i r c ~ n m e n t a  1 
I n f o  hlanage 
1 - T i m e  O t h e r  
L a n d  

TOTAL CINE-TIME 

T o t a l  
- - - - -  

RECURRING NET 
- - - - - ( j ; K ) - - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 
08M 

RPMA 
8 0 s  
U n i q u e  O p e r a t  
C a r e t a k e r  
C i v  S ~ ~ l a r y  

CHAMPUS: 
M I L  PEF,SONNEL 

M i  1 S a l a r y  
House A 1 Low 

OTHER 
P r o c u r e m e n t  
M i s s i c ~ n  
M i s c  Recur  
U n i q u e  O t h e r  

TOTAL F:ECUR 

T o t a  1 - - - - - 
0 

Beyond 
- - - - - - 

0 

TOTAL NET COST 232 2,724 670 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.04) - Page 719 
Data As O f  05:55 12/19/1994. Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Oepartm8rnt : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base: GREATER PITTSBURGH, PN 
ONE-TIME COSTS 1996 1997 
- - - - -  ( $ K ) - - - - -  - - - -  - - - - 
CONSTRUCTION 

MILCON 0 0 
Fam Housing 0 0 
Land Purch 0 0 

08M 
CIV SALARY 

Civ RIFs 0 637 
Civ R e t i r e  0 147 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 0 240 
POV Mi l e s  0 8 
Home Purch 0 693 
HHG 0 436 
Mi sc 0 44 
House Hunt 0 166 
PPS 0 2,102 
RITA 0 322 

FREIGHT 
Pack i ng 0 16 
F r e i g h t  0 248 
Veh ic les  0 0 
D r i v i n g  0 0 

Unemployment 0 110 
OTHER 

Program P lan  41 1 309 
Shutdown 0 1,375 
New H i  r e s  0 0 
1-Time Move 0 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 0 0 
POV Mi l e s  0 0 
HHG 0 0 
Mi sc 0 0 

OTHER 
El im PCS 0 0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 0 
Environmenta 1 0 0 
I n f o  Manage 0 0 
1-Time Other 0 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 41 1 6,852 

Tota 1 ----. 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 4 )  - Pago 8 /9  
Data As Of 05:55 12/19/1994. Report Created 10:41 04/24/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

Base: IXEATER PITTSBURGH, PN 
RECURRII4GCOSTS 1996 1997 - - - - - ($10 - - - - - . - - -  - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 0 0 
O&M 

RPMA 0 0 
90s 0 0 
Unique Operat 0 0 
Civ Sa lary  0 0 
CHAMPUS 0 0 
Caretaker 0 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Of f  Sa lary  0 0 
En1 Sa lary  0 0 
House A1 Low 0 0 

OTHER 
Miss ion 0 0 
Misc Recur 0 0 
Unique Other 0 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 0 

Tota i Beyond 
- - - - -  - - - - - -  

0 0 

TOTAL COSTS 41 1 6,852 0 

ONE-TIME SAVES 
- - - - -  ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 

om 
1-Time Move 

MIL PEFSONNEL 
M i  1 Mc~vi ng 

OTHER 
Land !;ales 
Environmental  
1 -Tim#! Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 
- - - - -  

RECURR1:NGSAVES 
- - - - - ($K)---.- 
FAM HOllSE OPS 
0&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Sa lary  
CHAMPIJS 

MIL PEIZSONNEL 
O f f  S,aLary 
En i  S,a l a r y  
House A1 low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Miss ion 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

T o t a l  
- - - - -  

0 

Beyond 
- - - - - -  

0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 8,588 17,421 



APPROPRIATIONS D E T A I L  REPORT (COBRA ~5.04) - P a g o  919 
D a t a  A s  O f  05:55 12/19/1994, R e p o r t  C r e a t e d  10:41 04/24/1995 

D e p a r t n e n t  : A i r  F o r c e  
O p t i o n  P a c k a g e  : PITTSBURGH FOCUSED 
S c e n a r i o  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\AFRES95\PIT35302.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\FINAL.SFF 

B a s e :  GREATER PITTSBURGH, PN 
ONE-TIME NET 1996 
-----($K)---.- - - - - 
CONSTRUCTION 

MILCON 0 
Fam H o u s i n g  0 

OEiM 
C i v  R . e t i r / R I F  0 
C i v  k l o v i  n g  0 
O t h e r  41 1 

M I L  PEIRSONNEL 
M i  1 L l o v i  n g  0 

OTHER 
HAP r' RSE 0 
E n v i r o n m e n t a l  0 
I n f o  Manage 0 
1 -Tinye O t h e r  0 
L a n d  0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 41 1 

T o t a l  - - - - -  

RECURIIING NET 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 B e y o n d  - - - - - -  
0 

- - - - -  [$K)----- ---. - - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 0 0 0 0 0 0 
om 

RPMA 
BOS 
U n i q u e  O p e r a t  
C a r e t a k e r  
C i v  S a l a r y  

CHAMP US 
M I L  PERSONNEL 

M i  1 Sa t a r  y 
H o u s e  A 1  Low 

OTHER 
P r o c u r e m e n t  
M i s s i o n  
M i s c  R e c u r  
U n i q u e  O t h e r  

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL NET COST 





-5  =z m a t ~ c l  . 2 Reimbursement Data f o r  Agreement #FR6633-93120-010 

- :- a r e  - I:-- based on prev lous years e: :pendl tures Sa lary  costs 
I >,= ----i-R 173-13 f o r  f r i n g e  b e n e f i t s  and ac tua l  grade. -- 

: - ~ - d l  1 s t : - - ~ = i o n  Retai 1  S u p p l y  and Storage Operations. 

I ~ o n  -. . ths  Cost Per Gal 1  on Cost f o r  JP-4 

3 -or 1 ==-----sue of f ue l  and processing of  documentation i. e., 
5:- b ~ l l i r  . ::zngs and f  ~ t e l  ana l ys i s  process1 ng. 

Plan - t h s  Total Hours Ea Issue Total  Hours 

1 - -$ - 180 . SO 9i:) Hot-lrs 

y F . a t =  IP Fringe Hours Tota l  

1-:7.4: x 1.355 :.: 9 (1) 52122.45 

L 3r ; ='--- - 4  Fuel E241.714.45 

- 
- 1  - - -  - ED Form 1144 5241 ,714. (3:) 



TO a LT COL R o n  Kennedy 

FROM : Shelly whit%, Off ice of Congressman Frank D. T~ucas 

DATE : April 17, 1995 

RE: Requested USAF COBRA acenazios 

My office requested and received f r o m  the A i r  Force Liaisorr 
office COBRA scenarios regarding the closures of Vance and Reese. 
Xnteresting information. However, the standard factors used in 
both scenarios (*.*\level.sfr) are different than the standard 
factors run for all AF recommendations and submitted to B W C  
Commission (* .*\final .sf f) . We need the input va1 ues the USA?? 
used for these requested runs. Without knowing how these 
variables differ, the scenarios cannot be properly evaluated. 
Could you please obtain thc following informatioa: 

1) the complete COBRA scenarios (c:\cobra\upt95\van26601.cbr + 
c:\cobra\upt95\ree26601.~br) with "#.cobra\level.sffn as standard 
factors on diskette, or: 

2)  the same information on hard copy. 
H 

Thank you f o r  your asuiulance. If you have questions, 
please call me at 202/225-5565. 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) 
Data As  O f  16:54 09/27/1994, Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

D19partment : A i r  Force 
Option Packagcb : Vance Level P Lay 
S~:enar i o  F i  l a  : B: \VAN26601 .CBR 
Sa:d F c t r s  F i  Lo : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

IIIPUT SCREEN ONE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Model Year Ono : FY 1996 

Model does Tiole-Phasing o f  Construction/Shutdown: No 

BIIS~ Name 
*. - - - - - - -  
COLUMBUS, US 
LP,UGHLIN. TX 
RP.NOOLPH. TX 
REESE, TX 
VLNCE, OK 
BASE X 
SHEPPARD. TX 

Strategy: 
- - - - - - - - -  
Realignment 
Rea lignment 
Realignment 
Rea lignment 
Deactivates i n  FY 1997 
Rea lignment 
Realignment 

Summary : -----.-- 
Close Vance 

INPUT SCREEN TWO - DISTANCE TABLE 

F r ~ m  Base: - - - - - - - - - -  
COLUMBUS. US 
LAJGHLIN, TX 
REESE, TX 
VAIICE, OK 
VAIJCE, OK 

To Base: 
- - - - - - - -  
VANCE. OK 
VANCE. OK 
VANCE, OK 
BASE X 
SHEPPARD, T X  

INI'UT SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

T r i ~ n s f e r s  from VANCE, OK t o  COLUMBUS, MS 

Ofl' icer Pos i t i ons :  
En . i s t e d  Posit.ions: 
C i v i  Lian Posit:ions: 
Student Posi t i ons :  
Mi!:sn Eqpt ( to l ls )  : 
Suppt Eqpt ( tons) : 
Mi ILitary L i g h t  Vehicles: 
HesivyISpeci a L Vehi c Les: 

Distance: 

T r r n s f e r t  from VANCE. OK t o  LAUGHLIN, TX 

O f f i c e r  Pos i t i c~ns :  
E n l i s t e d  Pos i t i ons :  
C i v i l i a n  Pos i t i ons :  
Student Pos i t i ons :  
Missn Eqpt ( tons) :  
Suppt Eqpt ( tons) :  
Mi l i t a r y  L i g h t  Vehicles: 
HeavylSpecial Vehicles: 



INPUl DATA REPORT (COBRA 6 . 0 1 )  - Page 2 
Data As Of 16:6'4 09/27/1994. Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

n t  : A i r  Forco 
ack8go : Vanco Love1 Play 
F i  l e  : B: \VAN26601 .CBR 
; F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

{EEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

; f r 3(11 VANCE, OK t o  REESE, TX 

- - - -  - - - -  -. 
'osi t ions: 0 62 
Posi t ions:  0 21 
Posi t ions:  0 12 

'osi .:ions: 0 40 
~t (':on$): 0 500 
~t (tons): 0 250 
L igh t  Vehic Les: 0 0 

? c i a .  Vehicles: 0 0 

3 f rc lm VANCE, OK t o  BASE X 

'osi t i ons : 
Posi t ions:  
Posi t i  ons: 

Posi t ions:  
p t  ( tons):  
p t  ( tons):  
L i g h t  Vehicles: 

ec ia  1 Vehicles: 

s f r o ~ n  VANCE. OK t o  SHEPPARD, TX 

Pos i t  ions: 
Posi.:ions: 
Posi .: i ons: 

Posi t .~ons:  
p t  ( tons):  
p t  ( tons):  

Lighl:  Vehicles: 
~ e c i a  1 Vehicles: 

'REEN F'OUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

OLUMBLS. MS 

f i c e r  Employees: 
i l i s t e c  Employees: 
:udent Employees: 
i v i  l i e n  Employees: 
I l i e s  L i v i n g  On 0as.e: 
qs Not W i  [ l i n g  To Wlove: 
Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 

3 Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
l se  Faci t i  t ies(KSF) : 
VHA ($/Month): 

d VHA ($/Month): 
n Rate ($/Day): 
Cost (6/Ton/Mi le )  : 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
BOS Payro 11 ($K/Year) : 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 1 )  - Page 4 
Data As O f  16:54 09/27/1B94, Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Vance Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : B:\VAN26601.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Nane: BASE X 

To ta l  O f f i c e r  IEmployees: 
To ta l  En l i s ted  Employees: 
To ta l  Student IEmp loyees: 
To ta l  C i v i l i a n  Employees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L iv ing  On Base: 
Ci v i  Lians Not Il i L l i ng  To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housi n ! ~  Uni ts  Avai 1 : 
En l i s ted  Housilig Uni ts  Avai 1: 
To ta l  Base Faci l i t ies(KSF):  
O f f i c e r  VHA ($!Month) : 
En l i s ted  VHA (!b/Month): 
Pep Oiem Rate t:$/Oay): 
F m i g h t  Cost ($G/Ton/Mi Le) : 

To,ral O f f i c e r  timp Loyees: 
To,:aL En l i s ted  Employees: 
To,:a 1 Student timp loyees: 
To,:al C i v i  Lian Employees: 
Mi L Fami l i e s  L lv ing  On Base: 
C i v i  Lians Not Y l i  1 l i n g  To Move: 
Of,'icer Housinq Uni ts  Avai 1: 
En l i s t e d  Housing Un i ts  Avai 1: 
Tos:al Base Faci L i  ties(KSF) : 
0 f " i ce r  VHA ($/'Month) : 
En . is ted VHA (!;/Month): 
Per Oiem Rate ($/Day): 
Fre ight  Cost (d;/Ton/Mi le )  : 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payroll (8KIYear): 
BOS Payro l l  ($KIYear): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll (8KIYear): 
Communications (SKIYear): 
BOS Non-Payroll (SKIYear): 
80s Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Fami l y  Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Sh i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

INI'UT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

Nafl~e : COLUMBUS:, MS 
1996 - - - -  

I - l ' ime Unique Cost ($K): 0 
1 -1'ime Unique Save ($K) : 0 
1-l ' ime Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-Mi [Con Reqd($K): 0 
Acl i v  Mission Cost ($K): 0 
Acl i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 
Miric Recurring Cost ($K) : 0 
Mist Recurring Save($K) : 0 
Lar~d (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 
Cor~st ruct ion Schedule(%): 10% 
Shutdown Schedu Le (X) : 100% 
Mi I.Con Cost Avclidnc($K): 0 
Fan1 Housing Avc~idnc($K) : 0 
Prc~curement Avclidnc($K) : 0 
CHIMPUS In-Pat ients IYr :  0 
CHI,MPUS Out-PatientslYr:  0 
Fac:i 1 ShutOown(KSF) : 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - -  

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% 0% O:! 
0% 0% 0% o:! 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami Ly Housing ShutOown: 

Yes 
No 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 5 
Data As Of 16:54 09/27/1994. Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

D ~ p ~ r t ~ n t  : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Vance Level Play 
Scer~ar io  F i  l e  : B: \VAN26601 .CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

INPllT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Namo: LAUGHLIN. TX 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save (SK): 
1-Time Moving Cost (SK): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi lCon Reqd($K) : 
Ac t i v  Mission Cost (OK): 
Ac t i v  Mission Save ($K): 
Misc Recurr ing Cost($K): 
Misc Recurr ing Save($K): 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 
Construct ion Schedule(%) : 
Shutdown Schedule (X) : 
Mi Icon Cost Avoidnc($K) : 
Fan1 Housing Avc~i dnc($K) : 
Prc~curement Avoidnc($K): 
CHIMPUS In-Pat ients /Yr :  
CHIrMPUS Out -Pal:ients/Yr : 
Faci 1 ShutOown(KSF) : 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  -. - - - - - -  ---. 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% OX 0): 
0% 0% OX 07: 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

Narie: RANDOLPH, TX 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - -  - - - *  

1 - l ime  Unique Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1- l ime Unique Save (OK): 0 0 0 0 0 
1 - l ime  Moving Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Env Non-Mi lCon Reqd($K) : 0 0 0 0 01 
A c t i v  Mission Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 Cl 
Act i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Misc Recurr ing Cost(8K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Mi sc Recurring Save($K) : 0 0 0 0 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) (OK): 0 0 0 0 [I 
Ccnstruct ion Schedu le(%) : 10% 90% OX 0% IrX 
St utdown Scheclu Le (X) : 100% 0% OX OX OX 
Mi lCon Cost Avoidnc(8K): 0 0 0 0 I1 
Film Housing Avoi dnc(%K) : 0 0 0 0 I1 
PI ocurement A\loidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 I1 
CHAMPUS In-Pal:ients/Yr : 0 0 0 0 0 
C~IAMPUS Out -Pj i t ients/Yr: 0 0 0 0 '3 
Fa~ci 1 ShutDowll(KSF) : O Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

Nme: REESE, TX 
1996 - - - -  

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1 -Time Moving Save ($K) : 0 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Cost ($K): 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 
k i s c  Recurr ing Cost($K): 0 
klisc Recur r i n,g Save($K) : 0 
1 and (+Buy/ -Sales) ($K) : 0 
(:onst r u c t i  on Schedu le(X) : 1 OX 
Shutdown Schtldu l e  (X) : 100% 
Ili LCon Cost 14voi dnc($K) : 0 
Izam Housing Avoi dnc($K) : 0 
I'rocurement 14voi dnc($K) : 0 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ients /Yr :  0 
CHAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 0 
'aci 1 ShutOorun(KSF) : 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  -. -. ---. 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% OX OX 
0% OX OX 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami l y  Housing ShutDown: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 6 
Data A!, Of 16:54 09/27/1994. Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

Dep~rtment : A i r  Force 
Opt Ion Package : Vance Level Play 
Scenario F i  l e  : B: \VAN26601 .CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

INPJT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Nams: VANCE. 01( 

1-Time Unique Cost (SK): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi LCon IReqd($K) : 
Act iv  Mission Cost ($K): 
Act iv  Mission Save (SK): 
Misc Recurring (Cost ($K) : 
Misc Recurring .Save($K) : 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 
construct ion Schedu Le(%) : 
Shutdown Schedule (%): 
M i  lCon Cost Avo idnc($K) : 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 
CHAUPUS In-Pat ients /Yr :  
CHAUPUS Out-Pat ients IYr :  
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0% 0% 0% 0% 

100% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

Name: BASE X 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - -  

1 -Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Clost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Env Non-Mi [Con lReqd($K) : 0 0 0 0 0 
Act iv  Mission Oost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Act iv  Mission Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Misc Recurring @ost($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Misc Recurring Save($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) (SK): 0 0 0 0 0 
Construction Schedule(%): 1 0% 90% 0% 0% OX, 
Shutdown Schedule (%): 100% OX 0% OX OX 
M i  lCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
CHAMPUS In -Pa t ien ts IYr :  0 0 0 0 0 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ients lYr :  0 0 0 0 0 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 0 Perc Fami l y  Housing ShutDown: 

Name: SHEPPARO, TX 
1996 - - - -  

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Unique Save (SK): 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-Mi lCon Reqd($K) : 0 
Act iv  Mission Cost ($K): 0 
Act iv  Mission Save ($K): 0 
Misc Recurring Cost($K): 0 
Misc Recurring Save($K) : 0 
Lard (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 
Cor~struct ion Schedu Le(X) : 1 0% 
Shiitdown Schedu l e  (X) : 100% 
MiICon Cost Avofidnc($K): 0 
Fan1 Housing Ava'i dnc($K) : 0 
Procurement Avo4 dnc($K) : 0 
CHIMPUS In-Pat ients /Yr :  0 
CHIMPUS Out-Pat ients lYr :  0 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% 0% OX 
0% 0% 0% W. 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 7 
Data As O f  16:54 09/27/1994, Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

D3par tnn t  : A i r  Force 
O ~ t i o n  Packago : Vance Level Play 
S:enario F i  l e  : 6: \VAN26601 . CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i  10 : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

IiJPUT SCREEN SIX - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

N.me: VANCE, OK 
1996 1997 

0 f f  Force S t r i ~ c  Change: 
€111 Force S t r i ~ c  Change: 
Civ Force Struc Change: 
S:u Force Struc Change: 
0 Cf Scenario Change: 
En1 Scenario Change: 
C i v Scenario Change: 
O.'f Change(No Sal Save): 
El11 Change(No Sal Save): 
C, v Change(No Sa 1 Save) : 
Ci~retakers - Ml i  t i  t a ry :  
Ci~retakers - C i v i  Lian: 

IIIPUT SCREEN S I X  - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

Nilme: SHEPPARD, TX 

O l f  Force Struc Change: 
E r ~ l  Force Struc Change: 
Civ Force Struc Change: 
Slu Force Struc Change: 
Of f Scenario Change : 
Er 1 Scenario Change: 
Ci v Scenario Change: 
Of f  Change(No Sal Save): 
Er 1 Change(No Sal Save) : 
Civ Change(No Sal Save): 
Caretakers - M i l i t a r y :  
Caretakers - C i v i  l i a n :  

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN ONE - PERSONNEL 

Percent O f f i c e r s  Married: 76.80% 
Percent En l i s ted  Married: 66.90% 
En l i s t e d  Housi ng Mi lCon: 80.00% 
Off icer  Salary($/Year): 78,668.00 
Of f  BAB w i th  Deependents($): 7,073.00 
En l i s t e d  Salar y($/Year): 36,148.00 
Enl SAP wi th  Dependents($): 5,162.00 
Avg Unemp loy Cost ($/Week) : 174.00 
Unemployment E l i g i b i  L i  ty(Weeks): 18 
C iv i  Lian Salar:v($/Year): 46,642.00 
C iv i  Lian Turnover Rate: 15.00% 
C iv i  l i a n  Ear ly  R e t i r e  Rate: 10.00% 
C iv i  Lian Regu l c a r  R e t i r e  Rate: 5.00% 
C i v i l i a n  RIF P l y  Factor:  34.00% 
SF F i  l e  Oesc: Level Playing F i e l d  

Civ Ear ly  R e t i r e  Pay Factor : 9.00% 
P r i o r i t y  Placement Service: 60.00% 
PPS Actions Involv ing PCS: 50.00% 
C i v i l i a n  PCS Costs ($): 28,800.00 
C i v i l i a n  New H i re  Cost($): 0.00 
Nat Median Home Price($):  114,600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.00% 
Max Home Sale Reimburs($): 22,385.00 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5.00% 
Max Home Purch Reimburs($) : 11,191 .OO 
C i v i l i a n  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Home Value Reimburse Rate: 22.90% 
HAP Homeowner Receiving Rate: 5.00% 
RSE Home Value Reimburse Rate: 0.00% 
RSE Homeowner Receiving Rate!: 0.00% 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 8 
Datn As O f  16:54 09/27/1994, Report Created 11:26 04/18/1995 

Jepartment : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Vance Level Play 
Scenario F i  11, : B: \VAN26601 .CBR 
3 t d  F c t r s  P i  Le : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\UFT-LPF\LEVEL.SFF 

3TANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

RPMA Bui l d i  ng SF Cost Index: 1 .OO 
EIOS Index (RF'MA vs populat ion):  1 .OO 

(Indices: are used as exponents) 
F'rogram Management Factor : 10.00% 
(:aretaker Admin(SF1Care): 162.00 
klothba 1 1 Cost ($/SF) : 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF): 256.00 
Avg Family Quarters(SF): 1,320.00 
APPDET.RPT I n f l a t i o n  Rates: 
1996: 0.00% 1997: 2.20% 1998: 2.60% 

Rehab vs. New Mi lCon Cost: 
I n f o  Management Account: 
Mi lCon Design Rate: 
M i  lCon SIOH Rate: 
Mi lCon Contingency P Lan Rate: 
MilCon S i t e  Preparat ion Rate: 
Discount Rate f o r  NPV.RPTIRO1: 
I n f l a t i o n  Rate f o r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 

STANDARD FACTDRS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Materia L /Ass i~~ned  Person(Lb) : 710 
H i G P e r O f f F ~ a m i l y ( L b ) :  15,000.00 
HAG Per En1 Fami Ly (Lb): 9,000.00 
HliG Per Mi 1 S,i ng l e  (Lb) : 6,400.00 
HliG Per C i v i  L4an (Lb): 18,000.00 
T l ~ t a l  HHG Cosl: ($/100Lb): 35.00 
A' r Transport ($/Pass Mi le)  : 0.20 
M. sc Exp ($IDi r e c t  Employ) : 700.00 

Equip Pack & Crate($lTon): 284.00 
Mi 1 L ight  Vehicle($/Mi le) :  0.43 
HeavyISpec Vehicle($/Mile):  1.40 
POV Reimbursement($/Mile): 0.18 
Avg Mi 1 Tour Length (Years): 4.10 
Routine PCS($/Pers/Tour): 6,437.00 
One-Time O f f  PCS Cost($): 9,142.00 
One-TimeEnlPCSCost($):  5,761.00 

SlANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Cz tegory - - - - - - - -  
Hcr i zon ta l  
Waterfront 
A i r  Operations 
Operat ional 
Admin is t ra t ive 
School Bui l d i  n'gs 
Maintenance Sh'ops 
Ba-he Lor Quartcsrs 
Fa~ni l y   quarter:^ 

Codered Storage 
Di r ing  Faci l i t i e s  
Re~:reation Faci L i  t i e s  
Cor~munications Faci 1 
Sh'ipyard Maintenance 
RD" & E Faci 1 i l : ies 
POI. Storage 
Amn~uni t i o n  Stor.age 
Metlica 1 Faci l i t  i e s  
En\ i ronmental 

Category -----.-- 
other 
Optional Category B 
Optional Category C 
Optional Category 0 
Optional Category E 
Optional Category F 
Opt ional  Category G 
Optional Category H 
Optional Category I 
Optional Category J 
Opt ional  Category K 
Optional Category L 
Optional Category M 
Optional Category N 
Opt ional  Category 0 
Optional Category P 
Optional Category Q 
Optional Category R 

UM $/UM 
- - - - - -  

(SF) 0 
( ) 0 
( ) 0 
( ) 0 
( ) 0 
( 1 0 
( ) 0 
( ) 0 
( ) 0 
( ) 0 
( 0 
( 1 0 
( :I 0 
( 0 
( :I 0 
( E 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA 6 . 0 1 )  
Data A s  Of 16:31 09/27/1994, Report Created 11:18 04/18/1995 

Ol,par t r e n t  : A i r  Force . r  
Option Packago : Reeso Level  Play 
Scenario F i  l e  : B: \REE26601. CBR 
S':d Fc t rs  F i  Lo : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

IIIPUT SCREEN CINE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Mctdel Year Ona : FY 1996 

Mcdel does Tine-Phasing o f  ConstructionlShutdown: No 

Base Name 
- - - - - - - - -  
COLUIIBUS, MS 
LAUGHLIN. TX 
RAYDOLPH, TX 
REfSE, TX 
VA;ICE, OK 
8A.X X 
SHITPPARD. TX 

Strategy: -------.- 
Realignment 
Realignment 
Rea lignment 
Deactivates i n  FY 1997 
Rea lignment 
Realignment 
Realignment 

Sutmmary : 
- - .  - - - - -  
C Lclse Reese 

INPUT SCREEN TkY) - DISTANCE TABLE 

Fram Base: - - - - - - - - - -  
COLUMBUS, US 
LAUGHLIN, TX 
REESE, TX 
REESE, TX 
REESE, TX 

To Base: - - - - - - - -  
REESE, TX 
REESE, TX 
VANCE, OK 
BASE X 
SHEPPARD. TX 

INPIJT SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers from I3EESE. TX t o  COLUMBUS, MS 

1996 1997 1998 1999 - - - -  - - - -  - - - - - - - - 
O f f i ce r  Pos i t i ons :  0 60 0 0 
En l i s ted  Posi t ic lns: 0 20 0 0 
C iv i  l i a n  Posit ic lns: 0 12 0 0 
Stucent Pos i t i ons :  0 37 0 0 
Missn Eqpt ( tons ) :  0 500 0 0 
Suppt Eqpt ( tons) :  0 250 0 0 
M i l i t a r y  L i g h t  Vehicles: 0 102 0 0 
HeavyISpecial Vehic les:  0 137 0 0 

Transfers from REESE, TX t o  LAUGHLIN, TX 

O f f  i1:er P o s i t  ions:  
En1i:rted Pos i t i ons :  
C iv i  Lian Pos i t i ons :  
Studont  position:^: 
Miss11 Eqpt ( tons )  : 
Suppl: Eqpt ( tons ) : 
Mi 1it:ary L i g h t  Vehicles: 
HeavyISpeci a 1 Vetii c les: 

Distance: 
- -  - - - - - - -  

866 m i  
367 m i  
409 m i  

1,000 m i  
222 m i  



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 1 )  - Page 2 
Data As O f  16:31 09/27/1994. Report Created 11:18 04/18/1895 

Department : A i r  Foroo 
Option Package : Reere Level Play 
Scer~ar 4 o F i  l a  : B : \REE26601. CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

INPlJT SCREEN THllEE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers from REESE. TX t o  VANCE. OK 

1996 1997 1998 - - - - - - - - - - - - 
o f f  i car Pos i t  i a~ns : 0 60 0 
~ n l . i s t e d  Posi t ions:  0 20 0 
C iv i  Lian Posi t ions:  0 12 0 
Student Posi t ions:  0 37 0 
Mi:isn Eqpt ( to l ls )  : 0 500 0 
Su3pt Eqpt ( tons) :  0 250 0 
Mi l i t a r y  L i g h t  Vehicles: 0 0 0 
Heavy/SpeciaL 'Vehicles: 0 0 0 

Transfers from REESE, TX t o  BASE X 

OCficer Posi t ions:  
€11 l i s t e d  Posi1:ions: 
C i v i  l i a n  Posit:ions: 
Student Posit,ions: 
Missn Eqpt ( tons):  
Suppt Eqpt . (t'ons) : 
M i  L i ta ry  L l g h t  Vehicles: 
peavy/Specia 1 Vehicles: 

l r a n s f e r s  from REESE, TX t o  SHEPPARD, TX 

o f f i c e r  Posif t ions: 
Enl is ted Posi t ions:  
C iv i  l i a n  Posi t ions:  
Student Posi t ions:  
Missn Eqpt ( tons):  
Suppt Eqpt ( tons):  
M i l i t a r y  L i g h t  Vehicles: 
HeavyISpeci a, 1 Vehicles: 

INPUT SCREEtl FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: COLUMBUS, US 

Tota l  O f f i c e r  Employees: 378 
To ta l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 535 
To ta l  Student Employees: 152 
To ta l  C i v i l i a n  Employees: 221 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 87.0% 
C i v i l i a n s  Nlot W i l l i n g  To Move: 10.0% 
Of f i ce r  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1 : 0 
En l i s ted  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 0 
Tota l  Base Fac i l i t i es (KSF) :  2,542 
Of f i ce r  VH,4 ($/Month) : 0 
En l i s ted  VHA ($/Month): 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 66 
Fre ight  Cost ($/Ton/MiLe): 0.10 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
80s Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
80s P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Fami l y  Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat  ($ /V is i t )  : 
CHAMPUS Out -Pat ($/Visi  I:) : 
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 1 )  - Page 3 
Data As O f  16:31 OQ/27/19Q4, Report Created 11:18 04/18/1995 

Depar twn t  : Alr Force 
Option Package : Reese Level  Play 
Scenario F i l e  : B:\REE266Ol.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

INPLIT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Namo: LAUOHLIN, TX 

Tot,r 1 O f f i c e r  Eniployees: 
Tot,¶[ E n l i s t e d  Employees: 
Tot a1 student Employees: 
To ta l  C i v i l i a n  IEmployees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i  l i ans  Not W i  l l i n g  To Move: 
Of f i ce r  Housing Un i ts  A v a i l :  
E n l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
To ta l  Base Faci li ties(KSF): 
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 
E n l i s t e d  VHA (§#/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($;/Ton/Mi Le): 

To ta l  O f f i c e r  l3nployees: 
To ta l  En l i s ted  Employees: 
To ta l  Student Employees: 
To ta l  C i v i l i a n  Employees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  To Move: 
Of f i ce r  Housing U n i t s  Ava i l :  
Er L is ted Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
Tc,taL Base Faci li ties(KSF) : 
O f f i c e r  VHA (§#/Month): 
Erl L is ted VHA ($/Month): 
Par Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Fre ight  Cost ($/Ton/Mi l e )  : 

N,ame: REESE, TX 

T ~ t a l  O f f i c e r  Employees: 
To ta l  Enl is ts13 Employees: 
To ta l  Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
M i  1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  To Move: 
C~ff i ce r  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
I n l i s t s d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
l ' o t a l  Base Fa~ci l i t ies(KSF) : 
o f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month) : 
En l i s ted  VHA ($/Month): 
I'er Diem Rato ($/Day): 
Fre ight  Cost ($lTonlMi La) : 

Mame: VANCE, OK 

Tots 1 O f f i c e r  Employees: 320 
To ta l  En l i s ted  Employees: 378 
To ta l  Student Employees: 149 
To ta l  C i v i l i a n  Employees: 95 
Mi 1 Fami l ies. L i v i n g  On Base: 34.0% 
C i v i l i a n s  Nc~t W i l l i n g  To Move: 10.W 
Off icer  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1 : 0 
E n l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 0 
To ta l  Base Faci li ties(KSF) : 1,473 
Of f i ce r  VHA ($/Month): 0 
En l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 66 
Fre ight  Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 0.10 

RPMA Non-Payroll (SKIYear): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payro 11 ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payro l l  ($KIYear): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor:  
CHAMPUS In-Pat  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payroll (SKIYear): 
BOS Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor:  
CHAMPUS In-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($KIYear): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
BOS Payro l l  ($KIYear): 
Fami l y  Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare:  
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll (SKIYear): 
Communications ($KIYear): 
BOS Non-Payroll ($KIYear): 
BOS Payro l l  (SKIYear): 
Family Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Prog~ram: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

Yes 
No 

Yes 
No 

Yes 
No 



INPUT OATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 4 
Data As O f  16:31 09/27/1994, Report Created 11:18 04/18/1995 

Depc~rtrent : A i r  Force 
Opti on Package : Reese Lave 1 P lay 
Scesar i o  F i  l e  : B: \REE26601. CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

INPIJT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Namr: BASE X 

Tot 0 1 O f f i c e r  E~np loyees: 
To ta l  En l i s ted  Employees: 
To ta l  Student Employees: 
To ta l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
M i l  Famil ies L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i  Lians Not W i  1 l i n g  To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing Un i ts  Ava i l :  
En l i s ted  Housing Un i ts  Avai 1: 
To1 a 1 Bose Faci li ties(KSF) : 
O f i i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 
Enl.isted VHA ($;/Month): 
Per. Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Fro ight  Cost (!i/TonlMi Le): 

Na~ne: SHEPPARII , TX 

To ta 1 O f f i c e r  Ilmployees: 
To ta l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 
To ta l  Student Employees: 
To ta l  C iv i  l i a n  Employees: 
Mi 1 Fami l i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i  l l i n g  To Move: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  Ava i l :  
En l i s t e d  Housing Un i ts  Avai 1: 
T c t a l  Base Faci l i t ies(KSF):  
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 
E r . l i s ted  VHA ($/Month): 
Pt!r Diem Rate ($/Day): 
F re igh t  Cost ($/Ton/Mi 10): 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
BOS Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Fami ty Housi ng ($K/Year ) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Communications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
BOS Payro l l  ($K/Year): 
Family Housing (8KIYear): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

IItPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

N,ame: COLUMBIJS, MS 
1996 - - - - 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Unique Save (8K): 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1 -Time Moving Save ($K) : 0 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Cost (SK): 0 
P c t i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 
hlisc Recurring Cost($K) : 0 
Llisc Recurring Save($K): 0 
!.and (+Buy/-Sales) ($K) : 0 
t:onstruction Schedule(%): 10% 
Shutdown Schsdu l e  (X) : 100% 
Ili LCon Cost Irvoidnc($K) : 0 
I:am Housi ng Irvoi dnc($K) : 0 
I'rocurement I\voidnc($K) : 0 
:HAMPUS In-Pat ients IYr :  0 
CHAMPUS Out-PatientsIYr: 0 
Faci 1 ShutOown(KSF) : 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - -. - - - - - - - - . - - -  

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% OX OX 0% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

Yes 
NO 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 5 
Data As Of 16:31 09/27/1994. Report Created l l : 1 8  04/18/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Reese Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : B:\REE26601.CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

INPlT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Namft: LAUGHLIN, TX 
1996 - -. - 

1 -1 ime Unique Cost ($K) : 0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Ct~st ($K): 0 
1-Tine Moving Ssve ($K): 0 
Env Non-Mi LCon Ileqd($K) : 0 
Act iv  Mission Cost ($K): 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Sirve ($K): 0 
Mi sc Recurring (Cost ($K) : 0 
Misc Recurring :Save($K) : 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sal'es) (SK): 0 
Corstruct ion Schedu la(%) : 10% 
Shi tdown Schedule (X) : 100% 
Mi Icon Cost Avoidnc($K) : 0 
Fan1 Housing Avoidnc($K) : 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 0 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ients lYr  : 0 
CHAMPUS Out -Pat ients /Yr  : 0 
Fa1:i L ShutDown(KSF) : 0 

Nane: RANDOLPH, TX 

1-Time Unique Cost (SK): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1 -Time Moving Cost ($K) : 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Erv  Non-mi LCon Reqd($K): 
At:tiv Mission Cost ($K): 
Ac t i v  Mission Save ($K): 
M.SC Recurring Cost($K): 
MISC Recurring Save($K) : 
L;rnd (+Buy/-Sa les) (SK) : 
C~,nstruction Schedu La(%) : 
Siutdown Schetlu l e  ( X )  : 
M i  lCon Cost ~troidnc($K) : 
Fan Housing ~ l ro idnc(8K):  
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 
CHAMPUS In-Pa.tients1Yr : 
CHAMPUS Out-P,atientslYr : 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 

blame: REESE. TX 
1996 - - - - 

I-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
I-Time Unique1 Save ($K): 0 
!-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1 -Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-Mi [Con Reqd($K) : 0 
Act iv  M i s s i o ~ i  Cost ($K): 0 
Act iv  M i s s i o ~ i  Save ($K): 0 
Misc Recurrilng Cost($K): 0 
Misc Recurring Save($K): 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) (SK): 0 
Construction Schedule(%): 100% 
Shutdown Schedule (X): OX 
Mi LCon Cost Avoidnc(8K) : 1,200 
Fam Housing Avoidnc(8K): 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 0 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ients lYr :  0 
CHAMPUS Out-PatientslYr:  0 
Faci 1 ShutOown(KSF) : 1,960 

0% 0% ox OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami l y  Housing ShutDown: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 --.- - - - -  - - - - - - - -  
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
o o o a 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 CI 
0 0 0 a 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 I1 

90% 0% 0% 0% 
0% OX 0% 0% 
0 0 0 D 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - - --..- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 1,500 1,500 1,500 
0 0 0 0 
OX 0% 0% m 

100% 0% OX 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 1 )  - Page 6 
Data As O f  16:31 09/27/1994, Report Created 11:18 04/18/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Reese Level Play 
Scenrrr i o F i  l e  : B: WEE26601 .CBR 
Std I r c t rs  F i  Le : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

INPU'I SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: VANCE, OK 
1996 .--- 

I -Time Uni quo Colst (SK) : 0 
1-Tine Unique Save ($K): 0 
1 -Time Moving Cost ($K) : 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-Mi LCon Reqd($K) : 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Cost ($K): 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 
Misc: Recurring Cost($K) : 0 
Misc: Recurring S.ave($K) : 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K) : 0 
Con:ltruct i on Schedu Le(%) : 10% 
Shu rdown Schedu 1.0 (X) : 100% 
Mi 11:on Cost Avoi dnc($K) : 0 
Fam Housing Avoi dnc($K) : 0 
Prozurement Avo.idnc($K): 0 
CHAWUS In-Patic?nts/Yr: 0 
CHAUPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 0 
Faci 1 ShutDown(l<SF) : 0 

Name: BASE X 
1996 - - - -  

1-1 i r e  Unique Cost ($K) : 0 
1-1 ime Unique Save ($K) : 0 
1 -Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 
1 - " h e  Movi ng Save ($K) : 0 
Env Yon-Mi lCon Reqd($K): 0 
Ac,:iv Mission Cost ($K): 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 
Misc Recurring Cost($K): 0 
Mi sc Recurring Save($K) : 0 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 
Construction Schedu Le(%) : 1 OX 
Shutdown Sched~ le  (X): 100% 
Mi lCon Cost Avoidnc($K) : 0 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 0 
CbIAMPUS In-Pat ients /Yr :  0 
CIlAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 0 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  -. - - 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% 0% OX 
0% 0% OX 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - - - - - -  -. - - - - - -  
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 CI 
0 0 0 [I 

90% 0% OX OX 
OX 0% 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 I1 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami l y  Housing ShutDown: 

Nilme: SHEPPAR.0, TX 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  ---. - - - - - - - -  

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Env Non-Mi 1Co1i Reqd($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
Ac t i v  Mission Cost ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
P c t i v  Mission Save ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
hlisc Recurring Cost($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
l l i s c  Recurring Save($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
[.and (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
l:onstruction Schedu la(%) : 10% 90% OX OX 0% 
:;hutdown Schadu l e  (X) : 100% 0% 0% OX 0% 
I r i  \Con Cost Irvoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
I:am Housing Irvoi dnc($K) : 0 0 0 0 0 
Jrocurenent Avoidnc($K): 0 0 0 0 0 
:HAMPUS In -P~r t ien ts /Yr  : 0 0 0 0 0 
CHAMPUS Out-I'atientslYr: 0 0 0 0 0 
Faci 1 ShutDo~dn(KSF) : 0 Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 7 
Oat. As O f  16:31 09/27/1994, Report Created l l : 1 8  04/18/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Reese Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : B:\REE26601.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F l  l e  : B: \LEVEL.SFF 

INFUT SCREEN S I X  - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

Name: REESE, TX 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - -. - .--- - - -. 

O f ( '  Force Strut: Change: 0 0 0 0 0 0 
En 1 Force Strut: Change: 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ Force Struo Change: 0 0 0 0 0 0 
S t 1  Force Strut: Change: 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Of f  Scenario Change: 0 - 29 0 0 0 0 
En 1 Scenario Cliange: 0 -180 0 0 0 0 
C i  v Scenario Clnange: 0 26 0 0 0 0 
Of f  Change(No Sal Save): 0 0 0 0 0 0 
En 1 Change(No Sal Save): 0 0 0 0 I1 0 
Civ Change(No Sal  Save): 0 0 0 0 IJ 0 
Caretakers - M i l i t a r y :  0 0 0 0 0 0 
Caretakers - C i v i l i a n :  0 0 0 0 0 0 

INPUT SCREEN S I X  - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

Nt me: SHEPPAR.0, TX 

01'f Force Struc Change: 
€111 Force Strtrc Change: 
C,iv Force Strut Change: 
S.:u Force Strcrc Change: 
0 f f  Scenario Change: 
E 3 L Scenario Change: 
Civ Scenario (Change: 
Of f  Change(No Sa l  Save): 
En 1 Change(No Sa 1 Save) : 
Civ Change(No So l  Save): 
Caretakers - M i  l i t a r y :  
Caretakers - C i v i  l i an :  

ITANOARO FACTORS SCREEN ONE - PERSONNEL 

Fercent 0 f f i c : e r s  Married: 76.80% 
F'ercent E n l i s t e d  Married: 66.90% 
t:n l i s t e d  Housing Mi lCon: 80.00% 
off icerSaLar.y($/Year):  78,668.00 
Off BAQ w i t h  Dependents($): 7,073.00 
IInListedSaLsry($/Year): 36.148.00 
l i n l  BAQ w i t h  Oependents(8): 5,162.00 
Avg Unemp toy Cost ($/Week) : 174.00 
Jnemployment E l i g i b i  l i ty(Weeks): 18 
: iv i  Lion Sal$nry($/Year): 46,642.00 
C iv i  l i o n  Tur8nover Rate: 15.00% 
C iv i  l i o n  E a r l y  R e t i r e  Rate: 10.00% 
C iv i  l i a n  Regular Re t i re  Rate: 5.00% 
C i v i l i a n  RIF Pay Factor: 34.00% 
SF F i  l e  Desc: Level Playing F i e l d  

Civ Early Re t i re  Pay Factor:  9.00% 
P r i o r i t y  Placement Service: 60.00% 
PPS Actions Invo lv ing  PCS: 50.00% 
C i v i l i a n  PCS Costs ($): 28,800.00 
C i v i l i a n  New H i r e  Cost($): 0.00 
Nat Median Home Price($): 114,600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.00% 
Max Home Sale Reimburs(8): 22,385.00 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5.00% 
Max Home Purch Reimburs($): 11,191.00 
C i v i l i a n  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Home Value Reimburse Rate: 22.90% 
HAP Homeowner Receiving Rate: 5.00% 
RSE Home Value Reimburse Hate: 0.00% 
RSE Homeowner Receiving Rate: 0.00% 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.01) - Page 8 
Data AS Of 16:31 09/27/1994. Report Created 11:18 0411811Q95 

DepaPtment : A i r  Force 
Opti 'm Package : Reese Level Play 
S c e n ~ r i o  F i  l e  : B: \REE26601 .CBR 
Std ' c t rs  F i l e  : B:\LEVEL.SFF 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

RPMA Bu i ld ing  SF Cost Index: 1 .oo 
BOS Index (RPMA vs populat ion):  1.00 

( Ind ices  are used as exponents) 
Program Management Factor:  10.00% 
Caretaker Adnin(SF1Care): 162.00 
Mothbal l  Cost ($/SF): 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF): 256.00 
Avg Family Quarters(SF): 1.320.00 
APPCET.RPT I n f l a t i o n  Rates: 
199E: 0.00% 19817: 2.20% 1998: 2.60% 

Rehab vs. New Mi lCon Cost: 
I n f o  Management Account: 
Mi [Con Design Rate: 
Mi lCon SIOH Rate: 
Mi lCon Contingency P lan Rate: 
Mi [Con S i t e  Preparation Rate: 
Discount Rate fo r  NPV.RPTIRO1: 
I n f l a t i o n  Rate fo r  NPV.RPTIRO1: 

STACOARO FACTORS: SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Matc!rial/Assignc!d Person(Lb) : 71 0 
HHG Per O f f  Fami l y  (Lb): 15,000.00 
HHG Per En l  Fami Ly (Lb): 9,000.00 
HHGPerMiLS ingLe(Lb) :  6,400.00 
HHG Per C i v i  Liar1 (Lb): 18,000.00 
Toti11 HHG Cost (:$/100Lb): 35.00 
Ai r Transport (fi/Pass M i  Le) : 0.20 
Mist: Exp (SIDi r o c t  Employ) : 700.00 

Equip Pack 8 Crate($/Ton): 
Mi 1 L igh t  Vehicle($/Mi 10): 
Heavy/Spec Vehicle($/Mile): 
POV Reimbursement($/Mile): 
Avg M i l  Tour Length (Years): 
Routine PCS($IPerslTour): 6 
One-Time O f f  PCS Cost($): 9 
One-Time En1 PCS Cost($): 5 

STAItDARD FACTORIS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Category 

Hor izonta l  
Wat r r f r o n t  
A i r  Operations 
Operat ional 
Admin is t ra t ive 
S c h ~ o l  Bui l d ings  
Maintenance Shops 
Bache l o r  Quarters 
Fami l y  Quar ters  
Covered Storage 
Dining Faci l i t i e s  
Recreation Faci li t i e s  
Conmunications Faci 1 
Shipyard Maintenance 
RD1 8 E Faci l i t  i e s  
POL Storage 
A u ~ u n i  t i o n  Stor age 
Meclica 1 Faci L i t  i es 
Environmental 

Category 

other 
Optional Category B 
Optional Category C 
Optional Category 0 
Optional Category E 
Optional Category F 
Optional Category G 
Optional Category H 
Optional Category I 
Optional Category J 
Optional Category K 
Optional Category L 
Optional Category M 
Optional category N 
Optional Category 0 
Optional Category P 
Optional Category P 
Optional Category R 



FROM: CM J.C. Watts (D-OK) 

POC: Mr. Barry Levy (202) 225-6165 

TO: AF/RT 

SUBJECT: Request for Additional Information 

RECEIVED: 17 April 1995 

ACTION OFFICER: Major Cynthia Snyder, SAFILLP, 71623 

SUSPENSE: 19 April 1995 

CM Watts has requested the AF8s plan to distribute personnel 
from Iteese to other UFT bases assuming the Commission accepts the 
DoD recommendation. 

1:f you have additional questions, please give me a all at 
7532211623. Tpanks. 

~r&rtuns and ~egislative Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 



SAFLLP/MAJOR SNYDER/CFM/77950/10 APR 95 
moyer/k1ases95/dyess29Mar 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washincjton, DC 20330-1160 

The Ho:norable Charles W. Stenholm 
House (of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Stenholm 

This is in response to your letters of March 29, 1995, to the 
Secretary of the Air Force requesting additional information on 
Dyess Air Force Base (AFB), Texas, and the 1995 BRAC process. We 
appreciate your comments concerning airspace utilization in the 
Dyess AFB area. However, discussions concerning the future use of 
Reese AFB airspace is premature until the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission (DBCRC) makes its final recommendation to 
the President by July 1, 1995. If, after that date, airspace 
currexrtly used by Reese AFB becomes available, it will be Air 
Education and Training Command's responsibility, in conjunction 
with the Air Staff, to reallocate its use appropriately. 

The data you requested is attached. Let me assure you ,that 
we have reviewed all the information to ensure it represents a 
thorough and accurate reproduction of all material provided to the 
DBCRC . 

Sincerely 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Chief, Programs and 
Legislation Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachments 
COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



COBRA 

QUESTION 1: When was COBRA model version 5.08 instituted? 
Has; everyone been informed of the latest version? 

RESPONSE: The COBRA 5.08 executable file is dated February 
3, 1995. The Air Force is using COBRA 5.08 for its analysis. The 
~or~gressio~nal offices that we are aware of that are using the 
COIlRA model have the latest version. 

QUEST'ION 2: Given the COBRA data supporting the Air Force 
analyses and recommendations that was provided to the Commission 
involved COBRA version 5.08, were all COBRA models and 
deliberative analyses reaccomplished using version 5.08? If not, 
why not (especially since the data provided to the Commission was 
based on version 5.08) ? 

RESPONSE: No. The level playing field COBRA runs were 
acc:omplished on the version of COBRA that existed at the time they 
were done. It was not necessary to reaccomplish COBRA runs 
bec:ause all bases within a category were run with the same model. 

QUEST'ION 3: Why are there no written scenarios that explain 
the overall COBRA level playing field assumptions? For example, 
in the Dye.ss closure scenario, what force structure moved where? 

RESFXINSE: The assumptions for the level playing COBRA runs, 
including Dyess AFB, are contained in the BCEG minutes. 

QUESTION 4: Why did the Dyess COBRA data that was provided 
to the ~onrunission (using data as of 15:32, 11/01/94) differ from 
the COBRA data contained in the Air Force's Analyses and 
~ec:ommenda.tions Report (Volume V - dated February 1995)? For 
example, diata provided to the Commission depicted a four-year pay 
bac:k or return on investment, while the Air Force's BRAC 95 Report 
depicted a. three-year pay back o r  return on investment? 

RESPONSE: Both the Air Force's Analyses and Recommendations 
Report andl the Air Force COBRA run provided to the Commission 
depict a t-hree-year payback for Dyess AFB (see attached). 

QUESTION 5: Please explain and show where the Dyess manpower 
savings of 443 came from. 

RESPC)NSE: We need additional information to answer this 
question. The Dyess manpower savings (positions eliminated) is 
go!:. 

QUES'I'ION 6: Please explain Dyess level playing field 
sccznario force structure personnel reductions? Did these relate 
to the fac:t that some of the B-1B aircraft were being placed in 
reserve status? Were personnel reductions that are driven by non- 
BRIG actions accounted for in the COBRA? Or did DoD only take 
credit for BRAC driven reductions, e. g. , BOS reductions? 



QUESTION 11: Dyess1 level playing field COBRA indicates the 
majority of the recurring savings (above 70 percent) to be 
milit'ary personnel savings. Please explain these savings and what 
positions they were. In the past, BRAC savings were driven 
primarily by the BOS reductions and consolidation efficiencies. 
However, BOS tails in the Dyess closure scenario were large. In 
fact, these BOS tails were so large, that a complete Dyess closure 
scenario only produced annual BOS savings of about $200,000 - in 
other words, most of Dyess1 existing BOS moved with relocated 
missions. 

RESPONSE: The BOS is reduced by inactivating support 
elements, Civil Engineer Squadron, Mission Support Squadron, 
Supply Squadron, etc. This reduction results in a $35 million 
payroll savings. The $200,000 non-payroll savings means that most 
of Dyess1 non-payroll dollars were not saved. 



COBRA REALICWNT M Y  (MBRA 4.01) 
Data As Of 15:32 11/01/1W4, Repor t  Created 15:32 11/01/1Wb 

mt : A i r  Fwce 
Package : Oyess LvL PLay 

io F(le : C:\COBRA\LARGE%\OYE27001.CBR 
:rt File : C:\COBRA\LEML.SFF 

q Yeair : 1996 
rear : 1997 
3r : MOO C3 Years) 

st8 <'#) Constant Oollars 
19% 1997 1998 1999 MOO ---- ---- ---- ---* ---- 

OUS REALIGNED 
a c m  0 476 0 0 
st& 0 2,540 0 0 
knts 0 0 0 0 
' l iars 0 224 0 0 
Q 0 3,240 0 0 

Y: - - - 
D y e s  AFB. 

Total 

TOTAL ----- 



np1i.1~ u a -A-A ATTONS - - - LARGE AIRCRAFT and MISSILSS Subcategories 

OVERALL 

I UNCLASSIFIED I 
Appendix 3 3 

VIII 
Green - 
Yellow 
Yellow + 
Yellow + 
Red + 
Green - 
Yellow 

V 
20 
5 

----- 3 
14 
8 
3 
1 

IV 
4331 18 
2211-378 
1991-567 
4231-100 
32%-314 
132-443 
411-849 

111 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 

8 
2 
8 
1 
6 

10 
1 

VI 
4,827 (35.0%)* 
8,906 (5.0%)* 
4,829 (8.7%)* 
33,750 (1 1.9%)* 
7,855 (12.6%) 
5,898 (8.2%)* 
5,529 (8.4%)* 

300/-306 
1291-73 1 
3281-347 
32.1-797 
224-347 
624-386 
591-801 

I1 
Green - 
Green - 
Yellow + 
Yellow + 
Yellow - 
Green - 
Green 

VII 
Yellow 
Green - 
Yellow 
Yellow + 
G m n  - 
Gnen - 
Green - 

Green - 
Yellow + 
Green - 
Yellow 
Green - 
Green - 
Yellow + 

1.2 
No Grade 
No Grade 
No Grade 
No Grade 
No Grade 
No Grade 
No Grade 

Base Name 
Altrls AFB 
Barksdale AFB 
Beale AFB 

8,442 (4.0%) 
6,934 (i5.48) 
8,241 (2.5%) 
6,695 (15.2%)* 
6,825 (2.2%)* 
37,133 (1.4%)* 
6,541 (18.4%) 

Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Yellow 
Green - 

I. 1 
Green 
Green - 
Green 

Yellow + 

Fairci~iid AFB ) Green - ! No Grade 

Offutt AFB 

Grand Forks AFB 
Little Rock AFB 
Malmstrom AFB 
McConnell AITB 
McGuire AFR 
Minot AFR 

Yellow + No Grade Green Yellow + 5 1 51-15 1 Oreen 

Charleston AFB 'm 

Yellow + 
Yellow + 
Yellow + 
Yellow + 
Green - 
Yellow + 
Green - 

Scott AFB 1 
Travis AFB 
Whiteman AFB 

1)over AFB 
1)ycss AlPB 
Ellsworth AFB 

Yellow + 
Ycl!ow + 
Yellow + 
Green - 
Yellow + 
Yellow 
Green - 

Yellow + 
Green - 
Green - 
Green - 
Green 
Yellow + 

No Grade Yellow + Yellow 2401-528 Ydlow + Yellow + 

Green No Grade Yellow Green - 8471-207 14 32,632 (1 6.4%)* Yellow + Yellow 
Green - No Grade Green - Yellow + 3261-383 7 4,440 (10.6%)* Yellow + Oreen - , 

Green 
Green 
Yellow + 

Red 
No Grade 
Green 
No Grade 
No Grade 
Yellow 



OPERATIONS - LARGE AIRCRAFT and MISSILSS SuDcategorles 

I V N  Cost and Manpower ImplicationdReturn on Investment 

Appendix 3 27 

1 UNCLASSIFIED I 

833 
1094 
1081 
838 
975 
906 

1257 
1044 
1217 
843 

1187 
765 

1077 
1221 
1058 
1102 
1308 
1084 

Base Name 
Altus AFB 
Barksdale AFB 
Deale AFD 
Charleston AFB 
Dover AFB 
Dyess AFB 
Ellsworth AFB 
Fairchild AFB 

Little Rock AFB 
Malmstrom AFB 
McConnell AFB 
McGtlire AFR 
Minot AFB 
Offutt AFB 
Scott AFB 
Travis AFB 
Whiteman AFB 

V 
20 
5 
3 

14 
8 
3 
1 
8 

2 
8 
1 
6 

10 
1 

13 
5 

14 
7 

IV.2 
18 

-378 
-567 
-100 
-3 14 
-443 
-049 
-306 
-731 
-347 
-797 
-347 
-386 
-801 
-151 
-528 
-207 
-383 

IV.l 
433 
221 
199 
423 
322 
132 
4 1 

300 

GS#----- 129 
328 
32 

224 
624 
59 

515 
240 
846 
326 

28 
4 1 
53 
36 
44 
40 
63 
42 
60 
47 
59 
40 
70 
61 
46 
54 
70 
50 
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Dear Secretary Widnall : 

I understand that during the BRAC 95 deliberations the 
A:ir Force expressed a desire for future expanded training 
areas for follow-on high performance aircraft  and 
identified a need for such a piece of training airspace 
in the area of Dyess APB, which has excellent year-round 
f :Lying weather. 

A tremendous opportunity currently exists to'develop a 
large training area that would meet the needs of future 
a:ircraf t , i f  the BRAC commiosion endorses the DoD' s 
rcscommendation to close Reese AFB. Such a training area 
ccmtrolled airspace to Dyess an8 then joining Dyess's 
existing controlled airspace with this reaaeigned 
a,lrspace. Specifically, Dyess# s Roby MOA could be joinad 
w . i t h  the Reeae 5 MOA and the Reese 4 MOA. 

T h i s  enlarged training area would be a big plus for th.e 
A:ir Force and DOP. I would appreciate it if your staff  
wc~uld review the possibility of xeassigning portions of 
Reese* s airspace to  Dyese to  form a mega-training area. 
for the future. With kind regards, I remain 

Sf ncerely yours, 

Charles W .  Stenholm 
Member of  Congress - 

CWS : cn 
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March 29, 1995 

kncarwrrlm 
IIC)Our# c P a 8 R v A W  
mUMcJ4 & rowrrra 

The Honorable Sheila E. Widnall, Ph.D. 
Secretary of the Air Force 
1600 Air Force, The Pentagon 
Washingt~n, D.C. 20330 

0 SChrQclQAVllruCh)r( 
hrsQKAnlros 

ma- 

Dear secretary Widnall : 

Althou h Dyees AFB was not included on the Defense Department'sbaee closure 9 list, t hae such a tremendous impact on Abilene that my constituents and I 
will continue to rtay actively involved in the BRAC 95 procese to ensure that 
the Base Closure Commission does not take any actions that could harm the 
base. 

A 8  part  of this ongoing effort, 1 requested on February 14, 1995 a personal 
copy of several key Air Force documents. Although the DoD has eatablished 
several librariea where some of these documents are available, I would like 
original copies rather that taking the chance that pages m y  be missing. Your 
assistance in providing aopies of  the following documents, in particular, is 
appreci ated,: 

1. The detailed analyeis and complete report of the Air Force 
~:ccommendations that were forwarded to the Secretary of Defense . 

2 .  All 1995 data calla/queationnaires sent to Dyees AFB and Dyerst 
~:esponeee. 

3 .  Minutes of the Base Closure Executive Group deliberative sessions. 

4 .  3hy other key item8 or analyses that were used to support Air Force 
I-ecommendations, including the individual base capacity analyeis for 
1)yess. 

Our team has also raised several questions pertaining to the COBRA data that 
was used to support the Air Force analyses and recommendations. I have 
attached same COBRA-related questions and concerns that I like to have your 
staff respond to. 

To facilitate our efforts, a representativeof my office will be available to 
retrieve the requested material at the Pentagon as soon as it is available. - 
Your timely response to these requests is greatly appreciated. With kind .*. 

regards, I remain 

Sincerely yours, 

Charles W. Stenholm 
Member of Congress 
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BRAC 95 COBRA QUESTIONS AND CONCERNS 
REGARDING DYES AFB 

The following queotions and concerns involve the overall COBRA model 
as wall ae the COBRA data provided to support Air Force analyrer and 
recon~mendationsrelating to DYEse AFB. 

.I. When wae COBRA model verrion 5.08 instituted? Bae everyone 
been informed of the lateat. version? 

2 .  Given the COBRA data supporting A i r  Force analyses and 
recommendations that was provided to the Commiesion involved 
COBRA version 5.08, were all COBRA models and delibeza tive 
analyses reaccomplishedusing version 5 . 0 8 1  If not, why not 
(especially since the data provi'ded to the Commission was bases 
on version 5.08) ? 

3 .  Why are there no written scenarios that explain the overall 
COBRA level playing field assumptions? For example, in the 
Dye88 closure scenario, what force structure moved where? 

4 .  Why did the mess COBRA data that was provided to the 
Commiesion (using data as of 15:-32, 11/01/94) differ from the 
COBRA data contained in the Air Force* s Analyses and 
Recommendat ions REport (Volume V - dated February 1995) ? For 
example, data provided to the Comissiondepicted a four-year 
pay back or return on investment, while the Air Force's BRAC 95 
Report depicted a three-year pay back or return on investment? 

5 .  Please explain and show where the Dyess manpower savings of 443 
kame from. 

6 .  Please explain Dyess level playing field scenario force 
structure personnel reductions? Did these relate to the fact 
that some of the B-1B aircraft were being placed in reserve 
status? Were personnel reductions that are driven by non-BRAC 
act i on6 accounted for within the COBRA? Or does DoD only take 
credit for direct BRAC driven reductions, e .g. , BOS reductions? 

7 .  Please explain how a consolidationof Dyess' level playing 
field COBRA RPMA and BOS oavings can yield something that is 
greater that 100 percent of the projected RpMA savings and 100 
percent of the projected BOS savings to produce a 106 percent 
total RPMA/BOS ravings. 

8.  In regard to Dyesst level playing f ie ld COBRA, what drove the 
906 personnel reductions that were "scenario positions 
eliminatedn? What type of positions were they? 

9. The Air Force Dyess level playing field COBRA data showed an FY 
97 military constructionproject cost avoidance of $11.3 ... 
million. Please identify this project of projects. Was it in 
the Air Force budget, or merely programmedin the outyears? 
And given that budget constraints have driven to take a cost 
avoidance on a programmed project that has not yet been funded? 
For example, during earlier BRAC rounds, cost avoidances were . 
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t&en for programed hospital conatruction when more creative 
a:pproachar were dircoverad to meet the DoD requirement#. 

10. During testimony t o  the BRAC Commission on March 1,' 1995, 
senior OSD officials t e s t i f i ed that  DoD used a 4 .2  percent 
discount rate. However, Air Force COBRA etandard factors 
indicate that the Air Force used 2 . 7 5  percent. Please explain 
this discrepancy. Was there a standardDoD discount rate for 
BIRAC 951 If so, what was i t? 

11, fyess * level playing field COBRA indicates the maj0rit.y of the 
recurring savings (above 70 percent) to be mil i tary  personnel 
savings. Please explain these eavings and what poaitf.oa8 they 
were. In the past, BRAC savings were driven p~imarily by BOS 
2:eductions and consolidation eff ic iencies .  Siowevet, B'OS tails 
in the Dyess closure scenario were large. In fact, these BOS 
tails were so large, that a complete Dyess closure scenario 
only produced a projected annual BOS aavings of about $200,000- 
l- i n  other words, most of Dyesst existing BOS moved with re 
lcelocated missions. 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

'ICE OF rnr S E c ' Q T A R V  

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Robert T. Matsui 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mrr. Matsui: 

0 x 1  February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
Congress of his proposed closure and realignment submission to 
the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
V, included the Secretary of the Air Force's decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Co:mmission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
availa'ble to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

We appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Co lone1 , USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
W ASHINCTON DC 203 30- 1 000 

April 12, 1995 

The Honorable Richard W. Pombo 
House of Representatives 
washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Pombo: 

On February 28, 1995, the Secretary of Defense notified 
congress of his proposed closure and re,alignment submission to 
the 19'35 Defense Base Closure and Reali.gnment Commission. The 
Department of the Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume 
v, included the Secretary of the Air Fercefs decision to realign 
each of the five Air Logistics Centers (ALCs) by consolidating 14 
commodity workload functions. After further analysis and site 
surveys, the Air Force has developed additional data which more 
effectively optimizes infrastructure, capacity and personnel at 
the ALCs. 

The Air Force will be providing the attached information to 
the Commission for their consideration. Air Force officials are 
available to brief you or members of your staff on the additional 
information. 

W e  appreciate your continued support of the Air Force depot 
realignment recommendations, and trust this information is 
useful . 

Sincerely, 

Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1 000 

OFFICE OF TI- E SECRETARY 

May 1, I995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Closure and 

Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Commission has requested that the Ai r  Force provide copies of 
correspondence pertaining to the Secretary of Defense's 1995 Base 
Closure and Realignment recommendations. This information is 
provided at Tabs 1-10 and is dated April 11 through April 28, 1995. We 
will continue to keep the Commission updated on an incremental basis. 

We trust the information is useful. 

Sincerely, 

RLES L. FOX Pd& 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 
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SAF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Bill McCollum 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515-0908 

Dear Mr, McCollum 

This is in response to your letter of April 3, 1995, to the 
Secretary of the Air Force regarding the Armstrong Laboratory 
Aircrew Training Facility located at the former Williams Air Force 
Base (AFB), Arizona. Specifically, you asked for responses to 
questions concerning the Department of Defense (DoD) 1995 BRAC 
recommendation to leave Armstrong Laboratory at the former 
Williams AFB. Responses to your questions are provided in a 
question/answer format. 

QUESTION 1: Please furnish my office with a copy of this 
study and all supporting documentation. 

RESPONSE: We have included the BRAC 95 data you requested 
with this package. The Air Force considers the Air Force Materiel 
Command (AFMC) study concerning Armstrongls missions, functions, 
and location to be an internal working document and, therefore, 
not appropriate for release outside the Air Force. The study was 
not used in the Air Force BRAC analysis. 

QUESTION 2: Please provide my office with a copy of the 
questionnaire. If no questionnaire was produced for the 1995 
round of BRAC, please provide the questionnaire used in any 
previous BRAC round. In addition, please provide the installation 
evaluation criteria used in BRAC 1991. 

RESPONSE: The requested questionnaire from 1991 is attached. 
For the requested installation evaluation criteria used in BRAC 
1991, the 1991 detailed analysis of BRAC recommendations is 
attached, Additionally, the Laboratory Joint Cross-Service Group 
questionnaire is attached for your information. Armstrongls 
response to this questionnaire is covered under Question 12. 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



QUESTION 3: Please provide the most current real property 
inventory for Armstrong. 

RESPONSE: The requested real property inventory is attached. 

QUESTION 4: Please list the total base operation support 
a costs of Armstrong in 1992, 1993, 1994 and 1995. Please estimate 
any one-time unique costs associated with maintaining Armstrong in 
its present location. Please estimate any one-time unique costs 
,associated with relocating Armstrong to Orlando. 

RESPONSE: In 1992 and through September 1,993, the Air 
Education and Training Command, which was responsible for Williams 
,AFB, paid for arm strong*^ utilities (electric, gas, water and 
sewage), trash collection and housekeeping. During this time, 
,Armstrong paid for its phone line charges, plus long distance. 
The following costs for maintaining Armstrong a,t Williams, now 
that the base has closed, would be approximately the same if 
;Armstrong were moved to Orlando. In both cases, Armstrong would 
be in a non-base location. However, the total recurring costs at 
Orlando may increase due to the additional requirement to lease 
space. 

After September 1993 for Fiscal Year (FY) 1994, Armstrong's 
costs were as follows: 

Housekeeping $ 43,000 

Utilities $230,000 

Trash Collection $ 800 

Water and Sewage $ 21,600 

Total (Yearly) $295,000 

Regarding the University of Dayton provided security/communica- 
tions, under contract, the cost of the T-1 lines, various other 
phone lines, materials, supplies ,and equipment is $312,480 per 
year (including $223,000 per year for labor). This figure also 
includes providing badges, maintaining the card key system, 
~naintaining the phone systems, etc. Martin Marietta Corporation, 
under contract, has expended $96,000 in maintenance, plumbing and 
cjrounds upkeep from October 1993 through the present. There are 
no one-time unique costs to leave Armstrong in place. The 
estimated one-time cost to relocate Armstrong to Orlando is $17.4 
inillion which included one-time unique costs of approximately $3 
million. 

QUESTION 5: Please provide my office with any COBRA data 
Ithat was utilized in making the decision to redirect Armstrong. 
In addition, please provide any COBRA data that was utilized 
during BRAC 1991 regarding Williams AFB. 

RESPONSE: The requested COBRA data used in making the 
decision to redirect Armstrong is attached. 



QUESTION 6: For historical purposes, please explain why the 
Air Force originally recommended that Armstrong be collocated with 
similar training activities in Orlando during the BRAC 91 process. 

RESPONSE: As explained in the 1995 BRAC recommendation for 
Williams AFB, the 1991 recommendation that the Armstrong 
Laboratory Aircrew Training Research Facility, located at Williams 
AFB, be relocated to Orlando, Florida, was based on assumptions 
regarding Navy training activities and the availability' of 
facilities. Subsequent to the commission's report, it was 
discovered that the facilities were not available at the estimated 
cost. In addition, Navy actions in the 1993 BRAC reduced the 
pilot resources necessary for this facilityfs work. In light of 
these changes, the Air Force has recommended that the activity 
remain at its current location. This is due to several factors. 
First, it is a largely civilian operation that is well-suited to 
remain in a stand-alone configuration, as it has since the closure 
of Williams AFB in September 1993. Second, its proximity to Luke 
AFB provides a ready source of fighter aircraft pilots who can 
support the research activities as consultants and subjects. 
Finally, the present facilities are consolidated and well-suited 
to the research activities, including a large secure facility. 

QUESTION 7: Please explain why the Air Force does not view 
collocation favorably with other like missions within the 
Department of Defense. 

RESPONSE: The Air Force does view collocation favorably. 
However, such collocation must make mission and economic sense. 
As stated in the Air Force report to the BRAC Commission, 
implementing the BRAC 93 recommendation would have been more 
expensive than the (BRAC 95) recommended realignment (due to the 
replacement of government facilities with leased quarters). 
Further, the work accomplished by the Aircrew Training Research 
Facility benefits greatly from continual feedback from its 
principal customers -- high performance combat crews. With the 
Navy actions to move their combat crews from the Orlando area, the 
implementation of the BRAC 93 recommendation would have adversely 
impacted the ability of the unit to carry out its mission. 
Finally, it should be noted that the Navy and Army operations in 
Orlando are primarily simulation acquisition structures while 
Amstrongfs mission is strictly research and development ( R & D ) .  
While a supporting mission of the Orlando organization is R&D, 
those supporting missions have not required the large aircrew 
research subject population that is required by Armstrong. 

QUESTION 8: How does the Air Force view the establishment of 
cantonment areas around tenant activities of a closed military 
facility? Please provide any supporting documentation for this 
pol icy. 

RESPONSE: The Air Force considers leaving Armstrong Lab at 
Mesa, Arizona, as a change from a closure of Williams AFB to a 
realignment. As a result, it requires a Commission redirect. 



QUESTION 9: Please explain the term *pilot resourcesw that 
are necessary for the laboratory at Williams AFB to function. In 
responding to this inquiry please provide data on the number of 
pilot resources used by Armstrong in each year from 1990 to 
present and please state the source/location of these pilot 
resources, the distances from each location to Armstrong and the 
costs associated with directing these resources to Armstrong from 
each location. 

RESPONSE: The term I8pilot resourcesw is best put in context 
of Armstrong's mission which is to develop and evaluate new pilot 
training techniques and methods. This requires ready access to 
the appropriate type of pilots. The vast majority of Armstrong's 
13&D has been aimed at high performance pilots, because of the 
complexity of their missions and the challenge of developing 
ilppropriate training technologies for their demanding training. 

Armstrong estimates that their use of high performance pilots 
has ranged from 200-300 per year since 1990. Fully, 75 percent of 
those pilots are from either Luke AFB, which is a one-hour drive 
from Armstrong (55 miles), or the Air Force Reserve and Guard Test 
Center in Tucson, which is a 1.5-hour drive from Armstrong (90 
miles). Luke is the largest fighter base in the world. Each of 
these locations is an easy one-day event for the drive to/from 
;\nustrong and the research session. Much of Armstrong's research 
requires the pilots to come back to the Lab for multiple research 
:sessions making close proximity a decided cost advantage. This 
provides a highly cost-effective mechanism to accomplish their R&D 
compared to the need to have pilots go on temporary duty (TDY) to 
the training site. 

In many cases, research is conducted with those pilots at 
their home locations of Luke and Tucson. Armstrong researchers go 
to those bases to collect data from pilots who are using their 
:home assets of aircraft and simulators. In those cases, the 
.Armstrong researchers can also make those trips as a one-day event 
to drive from/to Armstrong and the research session. 

The remaining pilot resources (less than 25 percent) come 
from Nellis AFB, Nevada, and Kirtland AFB, New Mexico, as well as 
several other locations. The normal TDY costs are incurred for 
using these resources. The detailed cost information you 
requested is not routinely kept and is not available. 

QUESTION 10: Please explain in detail the total number and 
scope of support staff that was once assigned to Williams AFB that 
remains at Armstrong to assist with the mission of the laboratory. 

RESPONSE: There are no support staff from the former 
Williams AFB that remain to support Armstrong. All security, 
travel, personnel, civil engineering, contracting, medical, 
recreational, etc., staff that were at Williams AFB are now gone. 
Those functions are taken care of from other Air Force bases or 
under contract. Armstrong has been functioning well in this mode 
since Williams AFB closed one and one-half years ago. 



QUESTION 11: Please explain how the Department's decision to 
recommend the cancellation of the BRAC 91 decision to move to 
Orlando follows this directive. Please provide all supporting 
clocumentation. 

RESPONSE: The attached COBRA run shows the "substantive 
savings" associated with the recommended redirect. Specifically, 
1:he Air Force projects to save $18.4 million based on the 
analysis. In addition, it is a fundamental requirement with clear 
military value, as expressed in Question 7, to locating the unit 
near a ready source of high performance combat crews (preferably 
Air Force). The recommended redirect achieves that objective. 

QUESTION 12: Please provide a copy of these questions and 
the answers Armstrong provided to the questions. 

RESPONSE: We have located the 27 proposed questions to be 
added to the BRAC 95 base questionnaire, dated November 1993, 
cieveloped by AFMC. This briefing is attached. Armstrong was not 
a respondent to the base questionnaire as part of the BRAC 95 
process; however, a copy of Armstrong's response to the 
I~boratories Joint Cross-Service Group Data Call is attached. 

QUESTION 13: Please provide the Department's complete 
functional capacity analysis, all data collected, and the 
cievelopment of closure or realignment alternatives offered 
regarding Armstrong. 

RESPONSE: In response to this request, we have attached Base 
(:losure Executive Group (BCEG) minutes which covers the type of 
information requested. 

QUESTION 14: Does the Air Force disagree with the UCSG's 
assessment of the benefits of collocation? If so, please explain 
why. 

RESPONSE: The Air Force does not disagree with the benefits 
of collocation of similar functions. However, collocation is only 
one factor that an individual service must consider. Other 
factors considered were covered in Question 7. While the Air 
Force considered the LJCSG alternative, the recommendation, 
capturing the current situation, appears the most operationally 
and cost-effective solution. 

QUESTION 15: Did the Air Force examine, review, or consider 
any alternatives which would have included obtaining facilities at 
the closing Naval Training Center Orlando? If so, please provide 
1:he results of this review. If not, please explain why. 

RESPONSE: The Air Force did not ask the Navy to set aside 
facilities at the closing Naval Training Center Orlando. 



QUESTION 16: Did the Department consider collocation with 
"'similar" activities performed by the Navy and Army at NAWC-TSD 
a~nd STRICOM in Orlando? Did the .Air Force consider the close 
proximity of Patrick Air Force Base and NASA to Orlando as a 
source of pilot resources for Armstrong's mission? If so, please 
provide the results of the Department's review. If not, why not? 

RESPONSE: As described in the responses to previous 
qpestions, the Air Force looked for a location with ready access 
t.o high performance combat crews for mission purposes. Patrick 
A9B and NASA are not a suitable source of such combat crews (i.e., 
a.ircrews of C-130s, helicopters etc., are not an acceptable 
alternative for F-16 pilots). 

We trust the information provided is useful. 

Sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 
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April 3 ,  1995 

The Honorable Shelia E. Widnall 
Sec:retary of the Air Force 

DeP"" ent of the Air Force 
16 0 Air Force Pen on 3' Washington, D.C. 2 330-1670 

RE.: B M C  95 Actions - Williams Air Force Rase's Armstrong Laboratory Training 
R-ch Facility, Mesa, Arizona 

VIA FAX TRANSMISSION TO (703) 695-8809 

Dear Madam Secretary: 

After reviewing the materials made available to my office regarding the decision to change the 
recommendation of the 1991 Commission regarding thc relocation of Williams AFB's 
Armstrong Laboratory Aircrew Training Research Facility (hereinafter rcferred to as 
Armstrong) to Orlando and to have the facility remain at its present location as a stand-alone 
aclivity, there remain a number of questions which I need answered in order to adequately 
review this recommendation and make necessary comments and presentations to the Defense 
Base Closwe and Realignlnent Commission. Therefore, I am writing to request your assistance 
in providing answers to the questions contained in this Ietter. Furthermore, due to the short 
time frame of the base closure process, I respectfully request your assistance in furnishing the 
answers and information LO my inquiries no later than April 2 1, 1995. 

PI(- provide the answers to the following questions: 

1. In a response dated March 7, 1994 to a letter I fonvarded to the Department on 
February 7, 1994, I was informed that the "Chief of Staff of the Air Force 
directed the Air Force Materiel Command to conduct a study to determine 
whether the mission if the Aircrew Tmhhg Research Division i s  essential, 
whether the laboratory's functions should be merged with another laboratory or 
remain separate, and what location best sllpports the Air Forcx? Mission." 

According to the correspondence, this study wds completed in July 1993. Please 
furnish my office with a copy of this study and all supporting documentation. 

2. During my revicw of materials found in'the "BRAC Libraryn located in the 
Rayburn building, I noticed that the "installation Questionnaire" for Armstrong 
was missing. Please provide my office with a copy of the questionnaire. If no 
questionnaire was produced for the 1995 round of BRAC, please provide the 
uestionnaire used in any previous BRAC round. Ln addition, please provide 

k e  insrallatidn evaluation criteria used in BWC 1991,. 
APR 3 it :'- 

YAF/O~P* 
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3. Please provide the most current real p r o m  inventory for Armsuong. 

4. Please list the total base operation support costs of Armstrong in 1992, 1993, 
1994 and 1995. Please esbmate the BOS cclsts if Armstrong were to relocate to 
Orlando. Please estimate any me-time unique costs associated with mainraining 
Armsttong in its resent location. Please estimate any one-time unique costs P associated with re ocating Armstrong to Orlando. 

5. Please provide my office with any COBRA data that was utilized in making the 
decision to redirect Armstrong. In addition, please provide any COBRA data that 
was utilized during BRAC 1991 regarding Williams AFB. 

6. For historical purposes, please explain why the Air Force originally 
recommended that Armstrong be collocated with similar training activities in 
Orlando during the BRAC 91 process. 

7. It is my understanding that the Department of the Navy has designated Orlando 
as the center for simulation training. The Army's STRlCOM is also located in 
Orlando. Please explain wh the Air Force does not view collocation favorably 
with othcr like missions wi& the Department of Defense. 

8. I have been told that the Navy considers establishin 'contonement areas" around 
tenant activities of former military installations to f e tantamount to "reopening' 
closed militaq facilities. How does the A.ir Force view the establishment of 
mntonement areas around tenant activities of a closed military facility? Please 
provide any supporting documentation for this policy. 

9. Please explain the term "pilot resources' that are necessary for the laboratory at 
Williams AFB to function. In responding to this inquiry please provide data on 
the number of pilot resources used by Armstrong in each year from 1990 to 
resent and please state the source/location of these pilot resources, the distances 
rom each location to Armstrong and the costs associated with directing these P 

resources to Armstrong from each location. 

10. Please explain in detail the total number and scope of support staff that was once 
assigned to Williams AFB that reruains at Armstrong to assist with the mission 
of the laboratory. 

11. According to the Laboratory Joint Cross Service Group directives for BRAC 95, 
the emphasis was to be on cross service sharing. Furthermore, the group stated 
that 'change to previous BMCs must be necessitated by revisions to force 
saucture, mission, or organization, or significant revisions to cost 
effectiveness.. .and show clear military value or substantive savings. " Please 
explain how the Department's decision to recommend the cancellation of the 
BRAC 91 decision to move to Orlando follows this directive. Please provide all 
supporting documentation. . 
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12. In the BRAC 95 data available to my office, I noticcd reference to 27 proposed 

questions o f f d  by the Air Force Materiel Command which focused on 
workload, specializd work force, mission essential capabilitieslrelationships, 
costs, environmental permitsllicensts, and treaties. Please provide a wpy of 
these questions and the answer Armstrong provided to the questions. 

13. Please provide the Department's complete functional capacity analysis, all data 
collected, and the development of closure or realignment alternatives offered 
regarding Armstrong. 

14.. During the October 3 1, 1994 meeting of the Laboratory Joint Cross Service 
Group (UCSG), the group selected an alternative for rnilitq department 
consideration which would collocate the Amy,  Navy and Air Force training 
systems S&T work at the Naval Air Warfare Center - Training System Division 
(NAWC-TSD) in Orlando. The rationale used was that "...NAWC Orlando 
mission is to be the principal Navy Center for research and development, test and 
evaluation, acquisition and product support of training systems; to provide 
interservice coordination and training systems support for the Army and Air 
Force; and to perform such other functions and tasks as directed by higher 
authority. " 

In addition, the LJCSG stated that "...the collocation of NASA-KSC and 
approximately 150 contractors in the Center for Excellence in Central Florida 
allows concentration of resources to accomplish similar missions and tasks, 
avoids duplication of efforts, promotes ttxhnology sharing and produces cost 
avoidances i n  travel and  technical synergism between 
government/industry/academia. " Does the Air Force disagrez m th the UCSG's 
assessment of the benefits of collocation? If so, please explain why. 

15'. During the Air Force's response to the UCSG selected alternatives, the Air 
Fotce stated that the Department's overall goals included the exploration of 
alternatives which "(1) rebin its Training Systems work in government owned 
facilities and (2) locate its Training Systems work near appropriate subjects 
andlor other activities of a similar nature." 

Did the Air Force examine, review, or consider an alternatives which would J have included obtaining facilities at the closing Na Training Center Orlando? 
If so please provide the results of this review. If not, please explain why. 
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16. In examining alternatives that would 'locate [the Air Force's] Training Systems 
work near appropriate subjects andlor other activities of a sirnilar nature," did 
the Department c~nsider collocation with "similar" activitits performed b the J Navy and Army at NAWC-TSD and STRICOM in Orlando? Did the Air orct 
consider the close pmximity of Patrick Air Force Base and NASA to Orlando 
as a source of pilot resources for Armstrong's mission? If so, please provide the 
results of the Department's review. If not, why not? 

Your prornpt response and attention to these qumtions will be greatly appreciated. 

BIZJ, McCOLLUM 
Member of Congress 



SAFLLP/MAJOR SNYDER/CFM/7 7 95 0/ 14 APR 95 
moyer/bases95/moffetESH 

April 14, 1995 

SAF/LLtP 
1160 ~ i r  Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Anna Eshoo 
House of ~epresentatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Ms. Eshoo 

This is in response to your April 12, 1995, request for COBRA 
data concerning the 129th Rescue Group (Air National Guard). 

Attached is the COBRA data for the relocation of the 129th 
Rescue Group (ANG) from Moffett Federal Airfield to McClellan AFB, 
California, including the standard factor file and the output 
report. 

We trust the information is useful. 

Sincerely 

Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 112 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Optic~n Package : Mof f e t t  Leve 1 P Lay 
Scena~rio F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

Star1.ing Year : 1996 
F i n a l y e a r  : I 9 9 7  
ROI Year : 2001 (4 Years) 

NPV i n  2015($K): -50,051 
1-TinleCost(8K):  15,160 

Net Costs (8K) Constant D o l l a r s  
1996 1997 - - - - - - - - 

Mi [Con 761 6,849 
Perscln 0 151 
Overhd 371 369 
Mov i 11g 0 5,154 
Mi s s i  o 0 0 
Other 0 975 

Tota 1 - - - - -  
7,610 

-2.611 
-15,515 . 

5,154 
0 

975 

Beyond 

TOTAI. 1,132 13,498 

1996 1997 ---. - - - -  
POSI'TIONS ELIMINATED 

O f  ,F 0 0 
En 1 0 6 
Ci ,t 0 13 
TO'I 0 19 

Tota 1 - - - - -  

POSI'TIONS REALIGNED 
O f f  0 8 
En 1 0 74 
Stu 0 0 

I 4 . , Summary: - - - - - - - -  
C lose Mof f e t  t 



COBRA REALIGNMENT SUMMARY (COBRA 6 . 0 8 )  - Page 212 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level  Play 

, Scenlirio F i  Le : S: \COBRA\RECOMM9C\MOF03402 .CBR 
! Std I:ctrs FiLe : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

Cost!; ($K) Constant Do L Lars 
1996 1997 -.-- - - - -  

Mi LCon 761 6.849 
Person 0 852 
Overhd 371 808 
Movi 11g 0 5,283 
Missio 0 0 
Othe8r 0 975 

Savilngs ($K) Constant Do l la rs  
1996 1997 - - - -  - - - -  

M i  L C I ~  0 0 
Pers l~n 0 702 
0veri.rd 0 439 
Movi ng 0 129 
Missio 0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 0 1,270 5,494 

To ta l  

Tota 1 

Beyond - - - - - -  
0 

423 
31 7 

0 
0 
0 

Beyond 



NET PRESENT VALUES REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10~26 04/13/1995 - 

Depcirtment : A i r  Force 
Opt.ion Package : Mof f e t t  Level  P Lay 
Sce~rar io  F i L e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i L e  : S:\COBRA\RECOM95\FINAL.SFF 

Year 
---.. 
1991; 
199i' 
1998 
199!1 
2000 
20011 
zoo:! 
2003 
2004 
2005 
200fi 
2007 
2008 
2009 
201Cl 
201 1 
201 i! 
201 2; 
201 4. 
201 Em 

Adjusted Cost($) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
1,116,946 
12,959,661 
-4,442,454 
-4,323,556 
-4,207,840 
-4,095.222 
-3,985,617 
-3,878,946 
-3,775,130 
-3,674,093 
-3.575.759 
-3,480,058 
-3.386.91 7 
-3,296,270 
-3,208,049 
-3,122,188 
-3,038.626 
-2,957,300 
-2,878,151 
-2,801,120 



TOTAL ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

( A l l  values i n  Do1 Lars) 

Category 

Construction 
Mi li tary  Construct ion 
Family Housing Construct ion 
Information Management Account 
Land Purchases 

Tota81 - Construct ion 

Pers:onnel 
C i v i l i a n  RIF 
C i v i  l i a n  Ear l y  Retirement 
C i v i  l i a n  New Hires 
E Liminated Mi L i  t a r y  PCS 
Ur~emp Loyment 

Tot411 - Personnel 

Overhead 
Prograa Planning Support 
Mothbal l  / Shutdown 

To ta l  - Overhead 

Cost Sub-Total - - - -  - - - - - - - - -  

Movi ng 
C i v i l i a n  Moving 3,918.343 
C i  v i  Lian PPS 115,200 
Mi li tary  Moving 312,437 
Freight  937.051 
One-Time Moving Costs 0 

Total1 - Moving 5,283,031 /> Othcr i 
kL ;,. ! ,-.. ..a 

HAP / RSE 0 
../ E ~ ~ v i r o n a e n t a l  M i t i g a t i o n  Costs 0 

One-Time Unique Costs 97!i, 000 
Tot i i l  - Other 975,000 
- - - , . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - -  
To ta l  One-Time Costs 15,159,759 
- - - , . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

One-Time Savings 
M i l i t a r y  Construct ion Cost Avoidances 0 
Fismi Ly Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M1 Litary Moving 128.740 
Liind Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
E~nvironmental Mi t i g a t i o n  Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 _____--_---------__-------.------...------------------------.----------------- 

Tota l  One-Time Savings 128,740 ________-_--------_---------------.------------------------------------------- 
Tota l  Net One-Time Costs 15.031,019 



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995. Report Created 10:26 041 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level  Play 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOM95\MOF03402.CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOM95\FINAL.SFF 

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: MOFFETT, CA 

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Action):  
O f f i ce rs  En l i s ted  Students -----.-.-- - - - m e - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

8 80 0 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
To Base: MCCLELLAN. CA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  
Of f i ce rs  0 8 0 0 0 
En l i s ted  0 74 0 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i l i a n s  0 21 7 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 299 0 0 0 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS (Out 
1996 1997 - - - -  - - - -  

Of f i ce rs  0 8 
En l i s ted  0 74 
Students 0 0 
C iv i  Lians 0 21 7 
TOTAL 0 299 

o f  MOFFETT, 
1998 

SCENARIO POSITION CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  

O f f i ce rs  0 0 0 
En l i s ted  0 -6  0 
C iv i  Lians 0 -13 0 

('3 TOTAL 0 -19 0 

- -- BASE POPULATION (A f te r  BRAC Action) : 
O f f i c e r s  En l i s t e d  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

0 0 

PERSONNEL SUMMARY FOR: MCCLELLAN. CA 

CA) : 
1999 2000 

Students - - - - - - - - - -  
0 

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, P r i o r  t o  BRAC Act ion) :  
O f f i ce rs  En l i s t e d  Students 
- - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  

454 2,324 0 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: MOFFETT, CA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
- - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 8 0 0 0 
En l i s ted  0 7 4 0 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 
C iv i  Lians 0 217 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 299 0 0 0 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS ( I n t o  MCCLELLAN, 
1996 1997 1998 - - - - - - - -  - - - -  

O f f i ce rs  0 8 0 
En l i s ted  0 74 0 
Students 0 0 0 
C iv i  Lians 0 21 7 0 
TOTAL 0 299 0 

CA): 
1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

C iv i  l i ans  - - - - - - - - - -  
230 

2001 To ta l  - - - -  - - - - -  
0 8 
0 74 
0 0 
0 21 7 
0 299 

2001 To ta l  

2001 To ta l  - - - -  - - - - -  
0 0 
0 - 6 
0 -13 
0 -19 

C iv i  l i ans  - - - - - - - - - -  
0 

C iv i  Lians 
- - - - - - - - - -  

9.404 

2001 To ta l  

2001 To ta l  - - - - - - - - -  
0 8 
0 74 
0 0 
0 21 7 
0 299 



TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report  Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : M o f f e t t  L e v e l  P lay  
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECO)rR195\MOF03402.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

ALL Costs i n  $K 
T o t a l  I MA Land Cost T o t a l  

Base Name M i  lCon Cost Purch Avoid Cost - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - -  - - - -  - - - * -  - - - - -  - - - - -  
MOFFETT 0 0 0 0 0 
MCCLELLAN 7,610 0 0 0 7,610 ---------------------------------------------------------...------------------ 
Tota 1s: 7,610 0 0 0 7,610 



PERSONNEL SUMMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : Ai r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

BASE POPULATION (Af ter  BRAC Action):  
O f f i c e r s  En l is ted  Students ---------. --------.- - - - - - - - - - -  

462 2,398 0 

Civ i  Lians ---.-----. 
9,621 

f- - %.. 

[ . ;  
I - . .  J 

P._l- 



TOTAL PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Oata As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level Play 
Scenirri o F i  Le : S: \COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402. CBR 
Std I'ctrs F i  Le : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

Rate - - - -  
CIVII-IAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 

Ear ly  Retirement* 10.00% 
Regu tar Retirement* 5.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 
C i v i  Lians Moving ( the remainder) 
C i v i  l i a n  Posi t ions Avai Lab Le 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Ea~r l y  Retirement 10.00% 
Re!juLar Retirement 5.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 
P r i o r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 
C i v i  Lians Avai Lable t o  Move 
C i v i  Lians Moving 
C i v i  l i a n  RIFs ( the  remainder) 

Tota 1 - - - - -  
21 7 
22 
11 
33 
13 
138 
79 

CIVII-IAN POSITIONS REALIGNING I N  0 217 0 0 0 0 217 
C i v i  Lians Moving 0 1 3 8  0 0 0 0 138 
Nerw C iv i  Lians Hi red 0 7 9 0 0 0 0 7 9  
Other C i v i  l i a n  Addi t ions 0 0 . 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAI- CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 2 3  0 0 0 0  23 
TOTA1- CIVILIAN RIFS 0 1 4  0 0 0  0 14 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITY PLACEMENTS# 0 8 0 0 0 0 8 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 7 9  0 0 0  0 79 

* Ear l y  Retirements, Regu la r  Retirements. C i v i  l i a n  Turnover, and C iv i  l i a n s  Not 
W i  1 Ling t o  Move are not appl icable f o r  moves under f i f t y  m i  les. 

+ The Percentage o f  C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  t o  Move (Voluntary RIFs) var ies from 
base t o  base. 

# Not a l l  P r i o r i t y  Placements invo lve  a Permanent Change o f  Stat ion. The r a t e  
o f  PPS placements invo lv ing  a PCS i s  50.00% 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 113 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Repc~rt Created 10:26 041131'1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : M o f f e t t  Leve l  P lay  
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

ONE-TIME COSTS - - - - -  ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 
Land Purch 

om 
CIV SALARY 

Civ  RIF 
Civ  R e t i r e  

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 
PO'V Mi Les 
Home Purch 
HHI; 
Mi ISC 

H o ~ ~ s e  Hunt 
PP:S 
R I 'TA 

FRE.tGHT 
Packi ng 
F r e i g h t  
Veli ic Les 
D r i v i n g  

Unernp loyment 
OTHER 

Program P lan  
Shutdown 
Nerr H i r e  
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 
POI' Mi Les 
HHCi 
Mi r:c 

OTHER 
E l i m  PCS 

OTHEF 
HAP I RSE 
Environmental  
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota  1 - - - - -  



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) - Page 213 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion Package : M o f f e t t  Leve l  P lay  
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

RECUAJIINGCOSTS - - - - -  (8K)----- 
FAM tIOUSE OPS 
om 

RPMlr 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
C iv  Sa la ry  
CHAIIPUS 
Carciltaker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa la ry  
En1 Sa la ry  
House A1 Low 

OTHER 
Miss ion  
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 - - - - -  
0 

Beyond - - - - - -  
0 

TOTAL COST 1,132 14,768 740 740 740 740 

ONE-TIME SAVES - - - - -  (8K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 

MIL.CON 
Fan1 Housing 

ow 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Moving 

OTHER 
Lalid Sa les  
Environmental  
1 -'rime Other 

TOT,4L ONE-TIME 

RECURRINGSAVES - - - - -  (8K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
OW 

RPMA 
00s 
Unique Operat 
Civ  Sa lary  
CHAMPUS 

M I L  PERSONNEL 
Ot'f Sa lary  
En1 Salary  
House A1 Low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
M.i ssi on 
Mist Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 - - - - -  
0 

Beyond - - - - - -  
0 

TOrAL SAVINGS 0 1.270 5,494 5,494 5,494 5,494 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 313 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Opt ion  Package : M o f f e t t  Leve l  P l a y  
Scenar io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM9S\MOF03402.CBR 
S t d  F c t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

ONE-TIME NET - - - - -  ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MIL CON 
Fan1 Housing 

ow 
Civ R e t i r I R I F  
Civ Moving 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi l Moving 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Env i ronmenta l  
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRING NET ---.- ( $ K ) - - - - -  
FAM HOUSE OPS 
ow 

RPMA 
80s 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
C iv  Sa la ry  

CHAMPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 

Mi 1 Sa la ry  
House A 1 Low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
M iss ion  
Misc  Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL NET COST 1,132 13,498 -4,754 -4,754 -4,754 -4,754 

Tota 1 - - - - -  

T o t a l  - - - - -  
0 

Beyond 
- - * - - -  

0 



PERSONNEL, SF, RPMA, AND BOS DELTAS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

Personne 1 SF 
Change %Change Change %Change ChglPer - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  -.---- - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  

-318 -100% -170,000 -100% 534 
299 2% 0 0% 0 

RPMA($) BOS ($) 
Change %Change ChglPer Change %Change Chg/Per 

RPMABOS(t) 
Base1 Change %Change ChgIPer - - - -  - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  
MOFF ETT -4,381,000 -100% 13,777 
MCCL ELLAN 317,309 1% 1.061 



RPMAIBOS CHANGE REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level  P lay 
Scenar.io F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOkM95\FINAL.SFF 

Net clnange($K) .------------- 
RPMA Change 
BOS Change 
Housing Change 
- - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - -  
TOTAI. CHANGES 

2000 2001 Tota l  Beyond _.__ --- -  _---. - - - - - -  
-669 -669 -2.994 -669 

-3.395 -3.395 -13,383 -3,395 
0 0 0 0 

. - _ - - - - - - - - " - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - -  

-4,064 -4,064 -16,377 -4.064 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Depar1:ment : A i r  Force 
Opt i o n  Package : Mof f e t t  Lave 1 P Lay 
ScenalFio F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std F o t r s  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN ONE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Model Year One : FY 1996 

Model. does Time-Phasing o f  Construction/Shutdown: No 

Base Name - - - - - - - - -  
MOFFETT, CA 
MCCLELLAN. CA 

st rategy:  - - - - - - - - -  
Closes i n  FY 1987 
Rea l ignsent  

summary : 
- - - - - - e m  

C Los,e Mof f e t t  

INPLlT SCREEN TWO - DISTANCE TABLE 

Frora Base: ---.------ 
UOFI'ETT, CA 

To Base: ------.. 
MCCLELLAN. CA 

INPUT SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers from MOFFETT, CA t o  MCCLELLAN. CA 

Distance: - - - - - - - - -  
141 m i  

1996 1997 1998 Y 999 2000 - - - -  -.-- - - - -  ..--- - - - -  
O f f i c e r  Posi t ions:  0 8 0 0 0 
E n l i s t e d  Posi t ions:  0 74 0 0 0 
C i v i  Lian Posi t ions:  0 21 7 0 0 0 
Student Posit ions: 0 0 0 0 0 
Missn Eqpt ( tons):  0 2,000 0 0 0 
Suppt Eqpt ( tons):  0 1.000 0 0 0 
M i  l i t a r y  L igh t  Vehicles: 0 0 0 0 0 
HeavylSpecia 1 Vehicles: 0 0 0 0 0 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Nlame: MOFFETT, CA 

To ta l  O f f i c e r  Employees: 8 
To ta l  E n l i s t e d  Employees: 80 
To ta l  Student Employees: 0 
T o t a l  C i v i l i a n  Employees: 230 
M i l  Fami l ies L i v i n g  On Base: 0.0% 
C: iv i l i ansNotWfLL ingToMove :  6 . a  
C l f  f i c e r  Housing Uni t o  Avai 1: 0 
l i n l i s t e d  Housing Un i ts  Avai 1: 0 
'Total Base Faci L i  ties(KSF): 170 
O f f i c e r  VHA ($/Month): 0 
En l i s t e d  VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 116 
Fre igh t  Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 0.07 

RPMA Non-Payrol l  (SKIYear): 
Communications ($KIYear): 
BOS Non-Payrol l  ($K/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($KIYear): 
Fami l y  Housing ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pal: ($ /Vis i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995. Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fe t t  Level  Play 
S c e n ~ ~ r i o  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std Fct rs  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMMBB\FINAL.SFF 

1NPU:I SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: MCCLELLAN, CA 

To ta l  O f f i ce r  Employees: 
To ta l  En l i s ted  Employees: 
To ta l  Student Employees: 
To ta l  C i v i  l i a n  Employees: 
M i l  Fami Lies L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i  l i ans  Not W i  l l i n g  To Move: 
Of f i ce r  Housing Un i ts  Avai l :  
En l i s ted  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
Tota l  Base Faci li ties(KSF) : 
Of f i ce r  VHA ($/Month): 
En l i s ted  VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Fre ight  Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 

RPMA Non-Payrol l  (%/Year): 
Communications (SKIYear ) : 
BOS Non-Payroll (%/Year): 
BOS P a y r o l l  ($K/Yaar): 
Fluai l y  Housing ($K/Year ) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
C W U S  In-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($ /V is i t ) :  
CHAMPUS S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

Name: MOFFETT, CA 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save (%): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Ti~me Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 
Actsv Mission Cost ($K): 
Ac t i v  Mission Save ($K): 
M i  SI: Recurring Cost ($K) : 
Misc Recurring Save($K): /-' 
Land (+Buy/ -Sa les) ($K) : ( ,* ) Con~struction Schedule(%): 

' Shutdown Schedule ( X ) :  -d 

Mi [Con Cost Avoidnc($K) : 
Fam Housing Avoi dnc($K) : 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ients lYr :  
CHAMPUS Out-PatientsfYr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 

Name: MCCLELLAN, CA 

1 -Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save (%): 
1- l ime Moving Cost ($K): 
1- l ime Moving Save (SK): 
Env Non-mi LCon Reqd($K): 
Act:iv Mission Cost (SK): 
Ac1:iv Mission Save ($K): 
Mi r:c Recurring Cost ($K) : 
M i x  Recurring Save($K) : 
Land (+Buy l -Sales) ($K) : 
C o ~ ~ s t r u c t i o n  Schedu Le(%) : 
S h ~ ~ t d w n  Schedule ( X )  : 
Mi lCon Cost Avoidnc($K) : 
Fa~n Housing Avoi dnc($K) : 
Pr'ocureinent Avoidnc($K) : 
CH.AMPUS In-Pat ients lYr :  
CHAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 

1997 1998 1999 2000 
*--. - - - -  -.-- - - - - 
975 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0% 0% 0% 0% 

100% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami l y  Housing ShutDown: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  .--- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fami Ly Housing ShutDown: 

Yes 
No 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 0411311995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Optien Package : M o f f e t t  Level Play 
Scenc~rio F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMMOB\MOF03402.CBR 

, Std F'ctrs F i  Le : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\FINAL.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN SIX - BASE PERSONNEL INFORMATION 

Name:: MOFFETT, CA 
1996 1997 1998 1989 2000 --.- e m - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  

o f f  Force Struc Change: 0 0 0 0 0 
En1 Force Struc Change: 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ Force Struc Change: 0 0 0 0 0 
Stu Force Struc Change: 0 0 0 0 0 
o f f  Scenario Change: 0 0 0 0 0 
En1 Scenario Change: 0 - 6 0 0 0 
Civ Scenario Change: 0 -13 0 0 0 
o f f  Change(No Sal  Save): 0 0 0 0 0 
En1 Change(No SaL Save): 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ Change(No Sa l  Save): 0 0 0 0 0 
Caretakers - M i l i t a r y :  0 0 0 0 0 
Caretakers - C i v i l i a n :  0 0 0 0 0 

INPUT SCREEN SEVEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 

Name: MCCLELLAN, CA 

Descr ip t ion Categ New Mi LCon Rehab Mi I.Con Tota 1 Cost ($K) - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - -  -------- . . ---  - - - - * - - - - - - - - -  

Pave!ment OTHER 0 0 500 
Mai r ~ t  OTHER 0 0 3,410 
Ops and Tra in ing OTHER 0 0 600 
Othftr OTHER 0 0 2,140 
BOS OTHER 0 0 330 
Dsgrt OTHER 0 0 630 

STAIIOARD FACTORS SCREEN ONE - PERSONNEL 
, ,' ---\ 

Percent O f f i c e r s  Married: 76.80% 
Percent En l i s ted  Married: 66.90% 
En l i s t e d  Housing Mi lCon: 80. 00% 
O f f i c e r  Salary($/Year) : 78,668.00 
O f f  BAP w i th  Dependents($): 7,073.00 
E n l i s t e d  Salary($/Year): 36,148.00 
En1 BAQ w i th  Dependents($): 5,162.00 
Avg Unemp loy Cost ($/Week) : 174.00 
Une~mployment E l i g i b i  l i ty(Weeks): 18 
C iv i l i anSa la ry ($ /Year ) :  46,642.00 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover Rate: 15.00% 
C i v i  l i a n  Ear ly  Re t i re  Rate: 10.00% 
C i v i l i a n  Regular Re t i re  Rate: 5.00% 
C i v i  Lian RIF Pay Factor: 39.00% 
SF F i  l e  Desc: F i n a l  Factors 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

RPhlA Bui ld ing SF Cost Index: 0.93 
BO!; Index (RPMA vs populat ion) : 0.54 

(Indices are used as exponents) 
Program Management Factor: 10.00% 
Caretaker Admin(SF/Care): 162.00 
Mol:hba 11 Cost ($/SF) : 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF): 256.00 
Av!; Fami l y  Quarters(SF): 1,320.00 
APPDET.RPT I n f l a t i o n  Rates: 
19!36: 0.00% 1997: 2.90% 1998: 3.00% 

Civ Ear l y  R e t i r e  Pay Factor: 9.00% 
P r i o r i t y  Placememt Service: 60.00% 
PPS Act ions Invo lv ing  PCS: 50.00% 
C i v i l i a n  PCS Costs (9): 28,800.00 
C i v i l i a n  New H i r e  Cost($): 0.00 
Nat Median Home price($):  114,600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.00% 
Max Home Sale Reimburs(8) : 22.385.00 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5. OM 
Max Home Purch Reimburs($): 11.191.00 
C i v i l i a n  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Home Value Reimburse Rate: 22.90% 
HAP Homeowner Receiving Rate: 5.00% 
USE Home Value Reimburse Rate: 0.00% 
RSE Homeowner Receiving Rate: 0.00% 

Rehab vs. New MilCon Cost: 
I n f o  Management Account: 
Mi lCon Design Rate: 
Mi lCon SIOH Rate: 
Mi LCon Contingertcy Plan Rate: 
MilCon S i t e  Preparat ion Rate: 
Discount Rate f o r  NPV.RPTIRO1: 
I n f l a t i o n  Rate For NPV.RPTIRO1: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 4 
Data As O f  14:48 02/02/1995, Report Created 10:26 04/13/1995 

Department : A i r  Force 
Option Package : Mof fa t t  Level Play 
Scenario F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOMM95\MOFO3402.CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i l e  : S:\COBRA\RECOW95\FINAL.SFF 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Material/Assignad Person(Lb): 710 
HHG Per O f f  Fami l y  (Lb): 14,500.00 
HHG Per En1 Fami Ly (Lb): 9.000.00 
HHGPerMiLS ing le (Lb) :  6.400.00 
HHG Per C i v i  Lion (Lb): 18.000.00 
To ta l  HHG Cost ($/100Lb): 35.00 
A i r  Transport ($/Pass Mi 10): 0.20 
Misc Exp ($IDi r e c t  Employ) : 700.00 

Equip Pack & Crate($/Ton): 284.00 
Mi 1 L igh t  Vehicls(8lMi la):  0.43 
HeavylSpec Vehi cl.e($/Mi 1s) : 1.40 
POV Reimbursement.($/Mi Le) : 0.18 
Avg M i l  Tour Length (Years): 4.10 
Routine PCS($/PerslTour): 6,437.00 
One-Time O f f  PCS Cost($): 9,142.00 
One-Time En 1 PCS Cost($) : 5.761.00 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Category ---.---- 
Hor izonta l  
Wate~rfront 
A i r  Operations 
Oper a t  i ona 1 
Admin is t ra t ive 
Schc~o 1 Bui Ldi ngs 
Mai r~tenance Shops 
Bact~e Lor Quarters 
Fami Ly Quarters 
Covered Storage 
Dining Faci l i t i e s  
Recreation Foci L i  t i e s  
Comn~uni cat ions Faci 1 
Shipyard Maintenance 
ROT 8 E Faci l i t i e s  
POL Storage 
Aam~~ni t i o n  Storage 

?/-') Medl1 ca 1 Faci l i t  i es .., ., Envrronmenta 1 
L.*b J 
"iJ 

Category UM - - - - - - - -  - - 
o ther  (SF) 
Opt ional  Category B ( ) 
Opt ional  Categorlr C ( ) 
Opt ional  Categorlr D ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor~r E ( ) 
Opt ional  Category F ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor!! G ( ) 
Opt ional  Category H ( ) 
Opt ional  Category I ( ) 
Opt ional  Category J ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor:~ K ( ) 
0pt ionaLCategor:yL ( ) 
Opt ional  Category M ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor:f N ( ) 
Opt ional  Category 0 ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor:~ P ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor:y Q ( ) 
Opt ional  Categor:y R ( ) 



CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY 

FROM: CW Anna G. Eshoo (D-CA) 

POC: Mr. Scott Lance (202) 225-8104 

TO: AF/RT 

SUBJECT: Request for Additional Information 

RECEIVED: 12 April 1995 

ACTION OFFICER: Major Cynthia Snyder, SAF/LLP, 71623 

SUSPENSE: 13 April 1995 

CW Eshoo has requested all the COBRA data for the 129th. 
Specifically she wants all the COBRA runs for Moffett Field, the 
standard factor file and the output report from that file. 

If you have additional questions, please give me a all at 
7592/1623. Thanks. 

ams and Legisl 
office of ~egislative Liaison 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO ONIZUKA AIR 
STATION, CALIFORNIA 



May 1, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 1 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Feinstein 

The is in response to your telephone request of April 24, 
1995, for additional information regarding the Onizuka Air 
Station, California, realignment. For ease of reference we have 
provided the information in a question/answer format. 

QUESTION: Provide a copy of the briefing slides presented by 
Major Mike Metzger during his tour of Falcon last week. 

RESPONSE: Major Metzger briefed a member of your staff on 
April 18, 1995. Only one slide was used and i.t is provided at 
Attachment 1. 

QUESTIONS 2 and 3: Current list of all Air Force Space 
Command primary and backup satellite programs. Is Onizuka 
considered as a backup in the event of inclement weather? Provide 
future list of primary and backup satellite locations after 
realignment. 

RESPONSE: Air Force Space Command provided the information 
in Attachment 2. This chart identifies primary and backup 
responsibilities for all Air Force Space Command systems. The 
backup applies for all contingencies to include weather. 

We trust the information provided is useful. 

Sincerely 

SCOTT B. McLAUTHLIN 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Chief, Programs and 
Legislation Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 
Attachments 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



OAS REALIGNMENT FLOW 

ORGANIZATION - FY96 - FY98 WOO FYO? 

DIS-ESTABLISH HQ 750 SG 

. 21 SOPS BECOMES HOST 
PROPORTIONAL LSS, OSS, CS - (FAFB) 
5 SOPS 

SOC 38 (SKYNET, NATO, IUS) - (FAFB) 
SOC 39 (NASA, BU, FLYOUT) 

21 SOPS 
SCHEDULING (FAFB) 
IRO (FAFB) 

SMCIDET 2 (CWO) (FAFB) 
SMC/TE (CUO) - * (BASE X) 
CLASS OPS (LAUNCH) (FAFB) 
CLASS TENANTS 





CONGREBSIONAL INQUIRY 

FROM: Senator Diane Feinstein (D-CA) 

POC: Mr. Robert Mestman (202) 224-3841 

TO: AF/RT 

SUBJECT : Request for Additional Information 

RECEIVED: 24 April 1995 

.ACTION OFFICER: Major Cynthia Snyder, SAF/LLP, 71623 

SUSPENSE: 26 April 1995 

Mr. Mestman had requested the following additional 
information on Falcon AFB: 

1. Provide a copy of the briefing slides presented by Maj 
:Mike Metzger during his tour of Falcon last week. 

2. Current list of all AF Space Command's primary and backup 
satellite programs. Is Onizuka considered as a backup in the 
event of inclement weather? 

3. Future list primary and backup satellite locations after 
realignment. 

If you have additional questions, please give me a all at 
7532211623. Thanks. 

CYNTHIA G. BNYDER, Major, USAF 
Programs and Legislative Division 
office of Legislative Liaison 
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April 20, 1995 

SAF/UP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Feinstein 

This is in response to your April 17, 1995, request for 

additional information on Onizuka Air Station, California. 

The attached responses are provided to the questions posed. 

We trust the information is useful. 

Sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

.Attachment 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



ONIZUKA AIR STATION QUESTIONS 
REFERENCE: MR MESTMAN'S MEMO, 17 APR 95 

1. Do COBRA cost estimates for the realignment of Onimka AS include contractor costs? If so, what is 
the breakdown between DoD and contractor costs? 

ANSWER: Contract cost for base operations am included in COBRA. All cost are considered 
DoD. 

2. If Onizuka AS is only being realigned and the base will continue to operate with Air Force and tenant 
activities(i.e. almost the same overhead), why does the COBRA model show a 100 pcrcent savings in 
RPMA (real property maintenance activities)? 

ANSWER: The COBRA model took 100% of the RPMA at Onizuka AS as a savings. The 
COBRA model also added $106.5 million in base operating support contracts which includes 
RPMA requirements among other cost. These cost/savings have been furthered developed as a 
result of site surveys. New COBRA d s a v i n g s  wiU be Air Force approved and passed to the - 
BRAC CommMon the 5rst part of May 95. 

3. With regard to the realignment of Onizuka AS, does the COBRA model reflect Air Force cost/savings. 
DoD-wide cost/savings, or federal government-wide cost/savings ? 

ANSWER: The COBRA model reflects the cost/savings of both Air Force and tenant agencies 
located on Onizuka AS capturing DoD-wide costlsavings 

4. Apparently, the Air Force is saving money by downsizing its presence at Onizuka AS and consolidating 
activities at Falcon AFB. However, a significant presence@rimarily tenant activities) will remain at 
Onizuka AS after realignment. Does the COBRA model reflect the shifting of the cost burden from the 
Air Force to the tenant? 

ANSWER: The Air Force has no plans on shifting the operation or burden of the cost to the 
tenants at Onizuka AS. O h k a  AS will remain and be operated by Air Force Space Command. 

5. Currently at Onizuka AS, what are the total costs to operate and support the base? What are the costs to 
the Air Force? What are the cost to the tenant? What will be the cost to the tenant of base operations 
and other support after realignment? 

ANSWER: The projected Air Force base operating cost for Onizuka AS in FY95 is $52986 
million. This operating figure reflects all base opemation and maintenance cost. Air Force Space 
Command will remain the host and continue to budget for base operations and support. 

6. According to an Air Force answer to a BRAC Question, "it is anticipated that Onizuka AFB win 
eventually close as tenant missions phase out." What are the estimated costs of Onizuka AS'S eventual 
Closure? Isn't the recommendation to realign Onizuka AS really a closure recommendation, only 
drawn out over a longer period of time? 

ANSWER: All BRAC95 actions must be complete by 2001. With this in mind the most cost 
effective plan was realignment of Onizuka AS. The Air Force vision is to eventually close 
Onizuka AS as tenant missions phase out. Any action along these lines will require appropriate 
authority at that time, with required review process under applicable laws. No cost analysis was 
performed on the eventual closure of Onizuka AS. 

7. Are tenant costs at Onizuka AS considered Air Force cost, DoD cost, or other costs outside of DoD? 

ANSWER: All costs at O h k a  AS are considered! DoD. 
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MEMORANDUM - 

Pii~??/iJOZ 

DATE: April 17, 1995 

TO: Major Cynthia Snyder 
Air Force Legislative Liaison 

FR: Robert ~ e s t &  
Office of  Senator Feinsteh 

1W: Onizuka Air Station (AS) Questions Regnrding Costs 
. . ~ - I - ~ C - C I - ~ I ~ - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ " ~ - o o ~ ~ o ~ -  

I .  Do COBRA cost estimates for the realignment of Onizuka AS include contractor 
costs? If so, what is the breakdown between DoD and contractor costs? 

2. If Onizuka AS is only being realigned and the base will continue to operate with 
Air Force and tenant activities (i.e.: almost the same overhead), why does the COBRA 
model show a 100 percent savings in RPMA (real property maintenance activities)? 

- -- 3. With regard to the realignment of Onizuka AS, does the COBRA model reflect Air 

' i 

Force costs/savings, UoD-wide costslsavings, or federal govcrmem-wide 
.- > costs/$avings? 

4. Apparently, the Air Force is saving money by downsizing its presence at Onimka 
AS and consolidating activities at Falcon AFB. However, a si&ficant presence 
(primarily tenant activities) will remain at Onizuka AS after realignment. Does the 
COBRA model reflect the shifting of the cost burden from the Air Force to the tenant? 

5 .  Currently at Onizuka AS. what are the total costs to operate and support the base? 
What are the costs to the Air Force? What are the costs to the tenant? What will bc 
the cost to the tenant of base operations and other support after realigament? 

6. According to an Air Force answer to a BRAC question, "it is anticipated that 
Oniruka AFB will eventually close as tenant missions phase out." What are the 
estimated costs of Onizuka AS'S eventuaI closure? Isn't the recommendation to 
realign Onizuka AS really a closure recomendalion, only drawn out ovcr a longer 
period of time? 

7. Are tenant costs at Onizuka AS considered Air Force costs, DoD costs, or other 
costs outside of DoD? 
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April 20, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Feinstein 

This is in response to your April 13, 1995, request for 

additional information on Onizuka Air Station, California. 

The attached responses are provided to the questions posed. 

We trust the information is useful. 

Sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



ONIZUKA AIR STATION QUESTIONS 
REFERENCE: MR MESTMAN'S MEMO, 13 APR 95 

1. What is thc current annual cost of leased space which Onizuka AS is leasing in nearby industriaL'office 
parks off-base? How much of this space will be vacated as a result of the proposed realignment? 
Notwithstanding BRAC 95, what was the plan for continued use of the leased space? 

ANSWER: The current annual cost for the Afr Force of 1 4  space which Ontzuka AS is 
leasing in nearby industriaVo88ce parks off-base b $1.27 millSon for FY95. All of this leased 
space will be vacated as a resuit of the proposed realignment. Notwithstanding BRAC95, there 
are current plans to vacate leased training faciIities (FY95 cost of $87910. Discussions are 
underway to move occupants of the remaining I d  facilities into Bldg 555 at   of fed Federal 
Air Station (through a lease arrangement with NASA) and into space vacated by the 
programmed move of Det X U  to Kirtland AFB NM 

2. Are there available facilities at co-located Moffett Field or other suitable locations that could 
accommodate an increased mission capacity at Onizuka AS? 

. 

ANSWER: There are non-U Force facilities at Moffett Federal Air Field and in the commercial 
community that may be suitable for expanded mission operations. No assessment of suitability, 
renovation costs, communications inf'rastructure upgrades, security issues, etc. has been made to 
determine if these facilities are adequate for mission operations. Efforts have been made to find 
administrative and warehouse space at Moffe$to solve overcrowding and reduce commercial 
lease cost 

3. As contractor support is required for the 750th Space Group at Onizuka AS, what would be the 
substitute at Falcon AFE3 for this support now available to the 750th (following realignment)? 

ANSWER: Like contractor support is already in place at Falcon AFB. This contractor support 
wiU Ukely be augmented following realignment by approximately 170 additional personnel. 

4. Apparently, within the last ten years the Air Force invested approximately $100 million to upgrade 
facilities and/or equipment at Onizuka AS. Given this investment, how could the total one-time cost 
reference in the COBRA model include new conshuction, equivalent upgrades and moving costs total 
only $125 million? What is the exact breakdown of MlLCON costs? 

ANSWER: The Air Force proposal to realign Onizuka AS was a direct result of an operational 
decision not to require "Dual Satellite Control Nodes" In carrying out this proposal the Air 
Force plans to move only functions that are required for single node operations to Falcon AFB. 
The proposed plan requires approximately $32 million in MILCON. 

5. The Falcon AFB response to the base questionnaire on the issue of operational hours lost to exte'mal 
factors in the last ten years indicates that only one hour was lost. Apparently, an incident involving a 
backhoe recently knocked out operational capability or otherwise disrupted operations at Falcon AFB 
for at least one hour. Please provide a detailed i d y s i s  of this incident and the discrepancy in the base 
questionnaire statement. 

ANSWER:The Backhoe incident was reported in the Installation Worksheet used as part of the 
Air Force certification for the base questionnaire process (attached). However, there is no 
dixrepancy as reported in the Falcon Base Closure Questionnaire. This incident was reported in 
question 13.K.b. (1 operational hour was lost due to externaI factors in the last 10 years). A 
similar answer was provided in the Onizuku AS Base Closure Questionnaire question I.2.k.b ( 10 
operational hours were lost due to external factors in the last 10 years). 



6. Apparently, a recent Air Force announcement stated that the current operating costs for Onimka AS is 
$52 million annually. Is this accurate? How much of this amount is spent on local contracts with the 
private sector? Are there any additional amounts that should be included to accurately reflect the cost 
of base operations. 

ANSWER:The profected Air Force operating cost for Onizuka AS in FY95 is $52986 million. 
Without a contract-bycontract audit, no information is available as to how many of these 
contracts are local. This operating flgure reflects all base operation and maintahtence cost. 

7. The COBRA analysis for the Onizuka AS realignment indicates a one-time unique cost of $26 million. 
What does this cost cover? 

ANSWER: The $26.5 million in the 1 Mar 95 COBRA represents one-time unique commun- 
ication requirements. 

8. Despite the continued presence of Air Force and tenant activities and personnel at Onizuka AS 
following any BRAC action, the Air Force cost estimates predict an annual savings of more than $10 
million in RPMA and BOS cost. Are these high savings estimates accurate? 

ANSWER: These estimated annual savings are reasonable. However, they are not derived h m  
RPMA (Real Property Maintenance Account) and BOS (Base Operating Support) but h m  the 
reduction in personnel as a direct result of realigning Air Force satellite control responsibility to 
one node versus two nodes. 

9. The base questionaires state that figures on operational capacities and core requirements for the 
satellite control bases are maintained separately and are classified. Was this classified material given 
appropriate weight in the "green/yellow/rtd" analysis and the final tiering process? Was this classified 
material taken into consideration in making the determination that there arc no unique facilities at 
Onizuka AS? 

ANSWER: All classified data relating to the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG) process for 
the Category of Space, Sub-category of Satellife Control was given the appropriate weight in the 
BCEG analysis which includes tiering. All base facilities were taken into account in determining 
that there are no unique facilities at Onizuka AS. 

10. The Onizuka AS base questionnaire states that there are no unique, one-of-a-kind Air Force facilities at 
base. However, a point paper provided by the Air Force and the base lists several unique facilities. 
equipment and missions at Oni...lka AS. Can you explain this discrepancy? Were any non-Air Force 
unique facilities at Onizuka AS considered when answering the base Questionnaire? 

ANSWER: The Air Force has certified through the 1995 Base Closure Questionnaire process 
that there are no unique (one-of-a-kind) facilities which must be replaced if the base is clo$ed at 
Onizuka AS. This is the official Air Force position. We flnd no discrepancy with the answer 
which includes facilities occupied by tenants. We are not clear on the point paper or base list to 
which you refer. However, if you will provide these documents to us, we would be happy to 
respond. 
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DATE: April 13, 1995 

TO: Major Cynthia Snyder 
Air Force Legislative Liaison 

FR: Robert ~ e s e  
Ofice of Senator Fcinstein I 

RE: Onizuka Air Station Questions 
"-"*--..---..-I-------------------"------------.-------------"-"--*----.-------- 

I .  What is the current annual cost of leased space which Onizuka AS is leasing in 
nearby industrialloffice parks off-base? How much of this space will be vacated as a 
result of the proposed realignment? Notwithstanding BRAC 95, what was the plan for 
continued use of the leased space? 

2. Are there available facilities at co-located Moffett Field or other suitable locations 
that could accommodate an increased mission capacity at Onizuka AS? 

3. As cuntractor supporl is required for the 750th Space Group at Onizuka AS, what 
would be the substitute at Falcon AFB for this suppod now available to the 750th 
(following realignment)? 

4. Apparently, witbin the last ten years the Air Force invested approximately !! 100 
million to upgrade facilities andfor equipment at Onizuka AS. Given this investment, 
how could the total one-time cost referenced in the COBRA model include new 
construction, equivaient upgrades and moving costs total only $125 million? What is 
the exact breakdown of MILCON costs? 

5. The Falcon AFE3 response to the base questionnaire on the issue of operational 
hours lost to external factors in the last ten years indicates rhat only one hour was lost. 
Apparently, an incident involving a backhoe recently knocked out operational 
capability or otherwise disrupted op~rations at Falwo AFB for at least one hour. 
Please pmvide a detailed analysis of this incident and the discrepancy in the base 
qucstiomaire statement. 

6 .  Apparently, a recent Air Force announcement stated that the current operating costs 
for Onizuka AS is $52 million annually. Is this accurate? How much of this amount 
is spent on local contracts with the private sector? Are there any additional amounts 
that should bc included to accurately reflect the cost of base operations? 

7. The COBRA analysis for the 0nizu.a AS realignment indicates a one-time unique 
cost of $26 million. What does this cost cover? 
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8. Despite the continued presence of Air Force and tenant activities and personnel at 
Onizuka AS following any BRAC action, the Air Force cost estimates predict an 
annual savings of more than $10 million in RPMA and BOS costs. Are these high 
savings estimates accurate? 

9. The base questionnaires state that f i p s  on operational capacities and core 
requirements for the satellite control bases arc maintained sqaratcly and arc classified. 
Was this classified material given appropriate weight in the "grcenlyellow/red" analysis 
and the final ticring process? Was this classified material taken into consideration in 
making the determination that there are no unique facilities at Onhka AS? 

10. The Onizuka AS base questionnaire states that there are no unique, oneof-a-kind 
Air Force facilities at base. However, a point paper provided by the Air Force and the 
base lists several unique facilities, equipment and missions at Onizuka AS. Can you 
explain this discrepancy? Were any non-Air Force unique facilities at Onizuka AS 
considered when answering the base questionnaire? 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO MOFFETT AIR 
GUARD STATION, CALIFORNIA 



CO~REBSIObaL XIQUIRY 

FROM: Senator Max S. Baucus (D-MT) 

POC: Mr. Tim Roe (202) 224-4362/2651 

TO: AF/CEPP, AF/RT 

SUBJECT: Request for Additional Information 

RECEIVED: 10 April 1995 

ACTION OFFICER: Major Cynthia Snyder, SAF/LLP, 71623 

SUSPENSE: 14 April 1995 

Sen Baucus has requested the following information 
concerning Malmstrom AFB, KC: 

1. A list of all the MILCON associated with the tanker 
mfission at Malmstrom from 1985 to date. (OPR: AF/CEC). 

2. A list of all MILCON projects associated with the 
transfer of the tankers from Malmstrom to MacDill AFB. (OPR: AF/ 
R!r) . 

c') b2 
If you have additional questions, please give me a all at 

Offioe of Legislative Liaison 



- 
1 SAFLLP/MAJOR SNYDER/CFM/77950/14 APR 95 

1 moyer/bases95/malmBACUS 

i;AF/LLP 
1L160 Air Force Pentagon 
FJashington, DC 20330-1160 

APR 1 7  1995 

The Honorable Max Baucus 
IJnited States Senate 
PJashington, DC 20510 

Elear Senator Baucus 

This is in response to your request of April 10, 1995, for a 
Idst of all military construction (MILCON) projects associated 
with the transfer of the KC-135 tankers from Malmstrom Air Force 
Elase (AFB), Montana, to MacDill AFB, Florida, and a list of MILCON 
projects associated with the KC-135 tanker missio~ at Malmstrom 
since 1985. A list of Malmstrom AFB projects is attached. 

A site survey to determine the MILCON requirement at MacDill 
3LFB was recently conducted and the data gathered is being 
reviewed. Air Mobility Command has been tasked to brief the site 
survey results to the Air Force Base Closure Executive Group on 
May 9, 1995. Shortly thereafter, the MILCON requirements will be 
provided to your office upon approval and certification. However, 
t.he following is a list of construction requirements used in the 
C!OBRA (Cost of Base Realignment Actions) model for upgrading the 
existing facilities to support the proposed KC-135 move from 
M:almstrom AFB: 

COORD 

Runway/taxiway/apron upgrade 
- asphalt overlay to improve payments condition $1.55M 

Corrosion control facility 
- renovation of existing facility 

Fuel system maintenance dock 
- renovation of existing facility 

Flight simulator facility 
- current facility is inadequate 

Total $8.68M 

We trust the information provided is useful. 

S 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

DBCRC 



' f ie  following is a list of MILCON projec~ associated with the tanker mmiion at Malmseom AFB: 

KC- 135R-ALT HYDRANT REFUEL SY S ---  .. 
KC- 135R-ALT HQTS OPS FACILITY 
KC- 135R-ALT AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS 
KC-1 35R-CASS PROVISIONS PHI 
KC-I 35R-ALT FUEL SY S MAMT DOC 
KC- 135R-INSTRUMENT LANDMG SYS 
KC- 13 5R-RUNWAY APPROACH LTG 
KC- 13 5R-AD AL VEHICLE MAINT SHOP 
KC-1 35R-ADAL FIRE STATION 
KC-1 35R-APRON LIGHTING 3 90 
KC-1 35R-ALT SPT EQUIPISTOR FAC 280 
KC- I3 5R-ALT AVIONICS MAMT SHOP 210 
KC- 135R-GENERAL REDUCTION (3,000) 

FY 87 TOTAL 26,970 

KC-1 35R-ALT ALERT CREW READ FA 1,500 
KC- 1 3 5 R-ACFT CORR CONTROL FAC 4,300 
KC- 135R-ALT AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS 4,300 
KC-135R-ALT ACFT MAMT DOCK 2,900 

KC-135R-ALT WPNS SYS MAMT MGT 
KC- 135R-ACFT MAMT SHOPS 
KC- 135R VEHCILE READINESS CNTR 
KC-1 35R-ADAL ACFT PARTS STOR F 
KC-1 35R-ALERT CREW SUPPORT FAC 
KC-1 35R-MISSION OPERATIONS FAC 
KC-1 35R-ADAL PMEL AND FTD 
KC- 135R-UPGRADE BASE UTILITIES 
KC- 135R-RELOCATE BASE ENGR 
KC- 135R-REL TRANSIT ACFT MAMT 

FY 89 TOTAL 21,020 

KC- 1 3 5R REBASMG-PUB DISTR FAC 
KC-1 35R-RELOCATE PERS SUPT FAC 
KC- 135R-THREE BAY MAINT HANGAR 
KC-1 35R-ACFT PRKG APRON LlGHTG 
KC- 135R-ADD TO SUPT EQMTISTOR 
KC- 135R-ADAL ALERT CREW FACIL 
KC-1 35R-JET FUEL STORlDISPEN 
KC- 135R-FLIGHT SIMULATOR FAC 

FY 90 TOTAL 27,490 

FIRE TRAINING FACILITY 1,100 

FY 93 TOTAL 1,100 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000 

0FFIt:E OF THE SECRETARY 

April 28, 1995 

SAF/LL 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Domenici 

This is in response to your letter of April 25, 1995, to the 
Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(A.FB), New Mexico. Specifically, you requested the refined cost 
da.ta for the realignment of Kirtland AFB, and you included a 
newspaper article addressing the same issue. The Air Force 
process has not changed, and continues to go forward on the same 
sc:hedule as previously described. 

After reviewing the referenced article, there appears to be 
some confusion on when the refined data will be provided to your 
office. Our previous letters stated that we would provide the 
refined data as soon as possible. We will provide the information 
received from the Major Command during the first week of May and 
any additional refinements will be provided in the future. 
Aclditionally, our Public Affairs spokesperson has contacted the 
appropriate reporter to clarify this issue. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator Bingaman and Representative Schiff. 

sincerely 



WASHINGTON, DC 205 10 

April 25, 1995 

The: Honorable Sheila E- Widnail 
Secretary of the Air Force 
Washington, D.C. 20330 

This weekend the Albuauerque Journd print& the enclosed article in wllich an Air Force 
spokeswoman is quoted as saying that the validated Air Force cost data on the Kittland realigurnent 
wiI!l not be available until May 10. This directly contradicts General Lezy's April I4 letter to us, in 
which he stated the data would be available the first week in May. It also directly contradicts General 
Perez's statement last Tuesday to the BRAC commissioners visiting Kirtland (General Robles and 
Adinin1 Montoya) that the validated data would be available May 3 aftzr the Base Closure Execurive 
Grclup had reviewed i t  

As you know, we have been asking for this data for at l a s t  a month now. This wholc process 
starred in lase February with Secret- Perry's assurance that we would be given access to the 
infc~rmation we needed to analyze the Air Force proposal- It is absolutely clear now that the new Air 
Force data will differ enormously from the data on which the Air Force proposal was founded. 

We therefbre seek your assbr%ce that there will be no delay beyond next Wcdncsday in getting 
the new data to us and the Commission. We trust that General Lezy and General Perez spcak [or the 
Air Force on this matter and not Cnprain Cook, the public affairs spokeswoman. 

W e  t h d  you for your attention to this matter and look forward to your prompt response. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Scl~iff 
Uniited States Senator House of Represenlativcs 

enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Nan Dixon 
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April 24, 1995 

SAF/ LLP 
11.60 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

Colonel Roscoe L. Bell 
USAF (Retired) 
1517 Sagebrush Trail, SE 
Al.buquerque, New Mexico 81723 

Dear Colonel Bell 

This is in response to your letter of April 8, 1995, to the 
Secretary of the Air Force concerning the recommendation to 
realign Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, 
you questioned the funds that were being spent at Kirtland prior 
to the recommended realignment. 

Your concerns regarding expenditure of funds at Kirtland AFB 
are valid observations. All bases are potential closure 
candidates every year. For each BRAC round, the Air Force is 
required to consider all bases equally for closure. Additionally, 
decisions to withhold construction or other funds from certain 
bases would inevitably be viewed as an effort to "set upt@ a base 
for closure selection. This would correctly be viewed as unfair 
by the communities in which those bases are located. As a result, 
normal funding related to mission needs is continued. A related 
PI-oblem would occur if a base were not selected for closure after 
funds were withheld. Its facilities would have deteriorated, and 
it: would be difficult to catch up given our tight budgets and long 
project lead times. 

For these reasons, it is impossible to target certain bases 
for decreased funding. Although Kirtland AFB was recommended for 
realignment, not closure, many of these projects will have 
continued benefits for the activities remaining at the base and 
enhance community redevelopment efforts. 

We trust this information is useful. 

Sincerely 

C 

WULJ ;-J 
STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

I... COORD DBCRC 



1517 S a g e b r u s h  T r a i l ,  SE 
A l b u ~ q u e r q u e ,  N M  87123 
A p r i l  8, 1995 

S h e i l a  E .  W i d n a l l  
S e c r e t a r y  o f  t h e  A i r  F o r c e  
P e n t a g o n  
Wash ing ton ,  DC 

Dear S e c r e t a r y  W i d n a l l :  

A s  you know, ~ i r t l a n d  A i r  F o r c e  Base i s  on t h e  A i r  F o r c e s ' s  
recommended b a s e  c l o s u r e  l i s t .  A s  a r e t i r e e  I s o r r y  t o  s e e  t h i s  
b a s e  c l o s e d ,  b u t  I u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  A i r  f o r c e ' s  p o s i t i o n .  The 
b a s e  h a s  a s i z e a b l e  non-Air  f o r c e  t e n a n t  s u p p o r t  f u n c t i o n  b u t  
l i t t l e  i n  d i r e c t  s u p p o r t  of A i r  F o r c e  l o g i s t i c s  o r  o p e r a t i o n a l  
u n i t s .  

On March 18 1 9 4 5 ,  8 t h  A i r  F o r c e  l a u n c h e d  1250 h e a v y  bombers 
a g a i n s t  B e r l i n .  Based  on f u t u r e  f o r c e  p r o j e c t i o n s  o f  a 180 
bom:ber f o r c e ,  it is o b v i o u s  t h a t  a s  few a s  5 b a s e s  may be a l l  
t h a t  i s  needed  t o  s u p p o r t  bomber o p e r a t i o n a l  u n i t s .  

The t h i n g  t h a t  I q u e s t i o n  a b o u t  t h e  b a s e  c l o s u r e s  i s  t h e  c u r r e n t  
e x p e n d i t u r e  o f  A i r  F o r c e  f u n d s  t h a t  a r e  b e i n g  s p e n t  a t  K i r t l a n d  
( a n d  p o s s i b l y  o t h e r  b a s e s )  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  c l o s u r e  --  A t  K i r t l a n d ,  
t h e  USAF 11 m i l l i o n  d o l l a r  USAF S a f e t y  o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  t h a t  was 
c o m p l e t e d  a  y e a r  a g o ,  t h e  c u r r e n t  and c o m p l e t e  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of 
a l l  a i r m a n ' s  q u a r t e r s ,  a l a r g e  new y o u t h  c e n t e r  n e a r i n g  comple- 
t i o n ,  m a j o r  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  of t h e  gymnasium, b r o a d  l a n d s c a p i n g  of 
t h e  e n t i r e  b a s e .  I r e c o g n i z e  t h e s e  e x p e n d i t u r e s  were  u n d o u t e d l y  
u n d e r  c o n t r a c t  b e f o r e  K i r t l a n d  was p l a c e d  on t h e  recommended 
c l o s u r e  l i s t ,  and  c o n t r a c t  c a n c e l l a t i o n  w a s n ' t  much o f  a c h o i c e .  

Not b e i n g  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  p l a n n i n g  o f  base c l o s u r e s  I r e c o g n i z e  
t h a . t  I am n o t  k n o w l e g e a b l e  o f  t h e  d e t a i l s  r e s u l t i n g  i n  t h e  A i r  
F o r c e ' s  b a s e  c l o s u r e  recommendation:;.  However, I do  wonder  i f  a  
l i s , t  o f  " p o t e n t i a l  U S A F  c l o s u r e  b a s e s "  i s  m a i n t a i n e d .  I f  s u c h  a  
list d o e s  e x i s t ,  it would seem t h e  o n l y  money expended  on t h e  
p o t - e n t i a l  b a s e s  s h o u l d  be f o r  normal  upkeep u n t i l  t h e  f i n a l  
r o u n d  o f  c l o s u r e s  i s  c o m p l e t e d .  S e c r e t a r y  P e r r y  s t a t e d  r e c e n t l y  
a d d i t i o n a l  m i l i t a r y  b a s e s  w i l l  be  c l o s e d  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  
A 

C o l .  USAF ( R e t )  





DEPARTMENT OF 'THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

OFFICE OF TFE SECRETARY 

April 21, 1995 

SAFILLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-0504 

Dear Senator Feinstein 

This is in response to your request of April 17, 1995, for a 
copy of Major Gkneral Normand G. Lezygs letter to the New Mexico 
Congressional Delegation regarding the realignment of Kirtland Air 
Force Base, New Mexico. 

A copy of the letter is provided as requested. We trust the 
information is useful. 

Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000 

The Honorable Pete Domenici 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Domenici, I 
This letter responds to your continuing concerns and requests 

for the refined site survey results for the realignment of Kirtland Air 
Force Base, New Mexico. The present schedule of mqjor command 
validation and Base Closure Executive Group review will not 
provide the information you request until the first week in May. 
While I understand your desire to have this information in time for 
the local Commission hearing, the Air Force continues to believe the 
review process is essential to prevent misleading information from 
being ref eased. 

To meet your needs for the hearing, however, it is appropriate 
to state that the Department of Energy has presented significant 
costs associated with the realignment, and that we have encountered 
additional costs associated with conversion of the security force at 
KUMSC due to Office of Safety and Health (OSHA) regulations that 
did not apply to unique military operatiom. Additionally, we 
continue to pursue opportunities to reduce the costs associated with 
relocation of the 58th Special Operations Wing, but have 
encountered greater costs associated with the recommended 
beddown at Holloman AFB. We are also concerned that the number 
of active duty personnel who may be required to remain a t  Kirtland 
AF'B will require certain base support activities. 



While these issues have been dearly identified, the specific 
amounts and the aggregate impact of these elements wil l  be the - 
subject of the validation and review process. I assure you that the 
Air Force has no interest in pursuing an action that improperly 
diminishes security, reduces operational effectiveness, or that is not 
cost effective. We are giving careful attention to these issues as we 
complete our internal process, and will make the specific 
information available at the earliest possible time. 

I trust this information is useful. I have sent similar letters to 
Senator Bingaman and Representative Schiff. 

Sincerely, 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

Of FlCE OF T H E  SEIZRETARY 

The Honorable Pete Domenici 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Domenici, 

This letter responds to your continuing concerns and requests 
for the refined site survey results for the realignment of Kirtland Air 
Force Base, New Mexico. The present schedule of mry'or command 
validation and Base Closure Executive Group review will not 
provide the information you request until the first week in May. 
While I understand your desire to have this information in time for 
the local Commission hearing, the Air Force continues to believe the 
review process is essential to prevent misleading information from 
being released. 

To meet your needs for the hearing, however, it is appropriate 
to state that the Department of Energy has presented significant 
costs associated with the realignment, and that we have encountered 
additional costs associated with conversion of the security force at 
KUMSC due to Office of Safety and Health (OSHA) regulations that 
did not apply to unique military operations. Additionally, we 
continue to pursue opportunities to reduce the costs associated with 
relocation of the 58th Special Operations Wing, but have 
encountered greater costs associated with the recommended 
beddown at Holloman AFB. We are also concerned that the number 
of active duty personnel who may be required to remain at Kirtland 
AFB will require certain base support activities. 



While these issues have been clearly identified, the specific 
amounts and the aggregate impact of these elements will be the - 

subject of the validation and review process. I assure you that the 
Air Force has no interest in pursuing an action that improperly 
diminishes security, reduces operational effectiveness, or that is not 
cost effective. We are giving careful attention to these issues as we 
complete our internal process, and will make the specific 
information available at the earliest possible time. 

I trust this information is useful. I have sent similar letters to 
Senator Bingaman and Representative Schiff. 

Sincerely, 

M4or ~ener&&SAJ? 
Director, Le lative Liaison 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1000 

OF'ICE OF THE SECRETARY 

APR 1 4 1995 

The Honorable Jeff Bingaman 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Bingaman, 

This letter responds to your continuing concerns and requests 
fior the refined site survey results for the realignment of Kirtland Air 
Force Base, New Mexico. The present schedule of major command 
validation and Base Closure Executive Group review will not 
provide the information you request until the first week in May. 
While I understand your desire to have this information in time for 
the local Commission hearing, the Air Force continues to believe the 
review process is essential to prevent misleading information from 
being released. 

To meet your needs for the hearing, however, it is appropriate 
to state that the Department of Energy has presented significant 
costs associated with the realignment, and that we have encountered 
atdditional costs associated with conversion of the security force at 
ENMSC due to Office of Safety and Health (OSHA) regulations that 
dlid not apply to unique military operations. Additionally, we 
continue to pursue opportunities to reduce the costs associated with 
relocation of the 58th Special Operations Wing, but have 
encountered greater costs associated with the recommended 
beddown at Holloman AFB. We are also concerned that the number 
of active duty personnel who may be required to remain at Kirtland 
kUFB will require certain base support activities. 



OF'ICE GF THE SECRETARY 

/ - 
DEPAR' MENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

SHINGTON DC 20330-1000 i 

'The Honorable Steven H. Schiff 
'United States House of Representatives 
'Washington, D.C. 20516 

:Dear Mr. Schiff, 

This letter responds to your continuing concerns and requests 
:€or the refined site survey results for the realignment of Kirtland Air 
:Force Base, New Mexico. The present schedule of major command 
,validation and Base Closure Executive Group review will not 
.provide the information you request until the first week in May. 
While I understand your desire to have this information in time for 
the local Commission hearing, the Air Force continues to believe the 
review process is essential to prevent misleading information from 
being released. 

To meet your needs for the hearing, however, it  is appropriate 
to state that the Department of Energy has presented significant 
costs associated with the realignment, and that we have encountered 
additional costs associated with conversion of the security force at 
KUMSC due to Office of Safety and Health (OSHA) regulations that 
did not apply to unique military operations. Additionally, we 
continue to pursue opportunities to reduce the costs associated with 
relocation of the 58th Special Operations Wing, but have 
encountered greater costs associated with the recommended 
beddown at Holloman AFB. We are also concerned that the number 
of active duty personnel who may be required to remain at Kirtland 
AFB will require certain base support activities. 



While these issues have been cl.early identified, the specific 
amounts and the aggregate impact of these elements will be the - 
subject of the validation and review process. I assure you that the 
Air Force has no interest in pursuing an action that improperly 
diminishes security, reduces operational effectiveness, or that is not 
cost effective. We are giving careful attentiondm these issues as we 
complete our internal process, and will make the specific 
information available at the earliest possible time. 

I trust this information is useful. I have sent similar letters to 
Senator Domenici and Senator Bingman. 

Sincerely, 

Major ~enera@JSAF 
Director, Legislative Liaison 
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April 13, 1995 

S:AF/ U P  
1.160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

'I!he Honorable Robert Wallach 
House Minority Leader 
New Mexico State Legislature 
State Capitol 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503 

Dear Mr. Wallach 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 10, 1995, 
to the Secretary of Defense concerning the recommended realignment 
of Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. 

As you know, changes in world events and a declining defense 
budget mandate that we close or realign bases as we decrease the 
size of the military. The law governing base closures is designed 
to make the process as fair as possible while retaining a military 
force that can best respond to future threats to national 
security. The Air Force and Department of Defense (DoD) used 
)guidance established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), as amended, in making 
recommendations. This Public Law mandates that the DoD use its 
force structure plan and approved criteria to evaluate bases. 

During the Air Force and DoD evaluation process, the Phillips 
Laboratory was noted for its high functional value. We realize 
that the Phillips Laboratory activities are critical and highly 
capable, and it was because of the high value of the lab activity 
that we developed a recommendation that retained those facilities 
and the other valuable activities while reducing support 
infrastructure significantly. The DoD recommended the realignment 
of Kirtland AFB as an opportunity to achieve considerable savings 
without impacting the important ~nissions located at the base. We 
are committed to supporting the remaining agencies and 
accommodating their needs and are sensitive to the impact base 
closures and realignments will have on the national security and 
the surrounding communities. 

COORD AF/RT ASD(LA) OSD FILE CY #U30146 



Concerning your comment on past investments at Kirtland, you 
i,mplied that there was a form of contract with the citizens of 
Albuquerque to continue full operation of Kirtland and support 
from the DoD. The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 is very explicit in requiring that all military installations 
be considered for closure. We understand that military retirees 
at each base closed or realigned by the DoD were hopeful and 
expectant that "their base" would always be there. Unfortunately, 
the need to close bases results in a loss of these support 
a.ctivities for retirees. While the Air Force understands the 

caused by closures and realignments, it also recognizes its 
responsibility to adequately fund needed modernization, readiness 
a~nd quality of life programs in an era of declining resources. 
The proposed realignment of Kirtland is based on reducing support 
j-nfrastncture to provide maximum funds for the important missions 
performed by activities such as Phillips Laboratory. 

We appreciate your comments in support of retaining Kirtland 
IiFB and trust the information provided is useful. Similar 
information is being provided to those who joined you in your 
letter. 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

SAF/ LLP 
1.160 Air Force Pentagon 
Flashington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Billy McKibben 
Senate Minority Leader 
New Mexico State Legislature 
State Capitol 
!;ants Fe, New Mexico 87503 

]>ear Senator McKibben 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 10, 1995, 
to the Secretary of Defense concerning the recommended realignment 
c3f Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. 

As you know, changes in world events and a declining defense 
budget mandate that we close or realign bases as we decrease the 
:size of the military. The law governing base closures is designed 
to make the process as fair as possible while retaining a military 
force that can best respond to future threats to national 
security. The Air Force and Department of Defense (DoD) used 
guidance established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), as amended, in making 
recommendations. This Public Law mandates that the DoD use its 
force structure plan and approved criteria to evaluate bases. 

~uring the Air Force and DoD evaluation process, the Phillips 
Laboratory was noted for its high functional value. We realize 
that the Phillips Laboratory activities are critical and highly 
capable, and it was because of the high value of the lab activity 
that we developed a recommendaticon that retained those facilities 
and the other valuable activities while reducing support 
infrastructure significantly. The DoD recommended the realignment 
of Kirtland AFB as an opportunity to achieve considerable savings 
without impacting the important missions located at the base. We 
are committed to supporting the remaining agencies and 
accommodating their needs and are sensitive to the impact base 
closures and realignments will have on the national security and 
the surrounding communities. 



Concerning your comment on past investments at Kirtland, you 
implied that there was a form of contract with the citizens of 
Albuquerque to continue full operation of Kirtland and support 
from the DoD. The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 is very explicit in requiring that all military installations 
be considered for closure. We understand that military retirees 
at each base closed or realigned by the DoD were hopeful and 
expectant that '%heir base" would always be there. Unfortunately, 
the need to close bases results in a loss of these support 
activities for retirees. While the Air Force understands the 
impact caused by closures and realignments, it also recognizes its 
responsibility to adequately fund needed modernization, readiness 
and quality of life programs in an era of declining resources. 
The proposed realignment of Kirtland is based on reducing support 
infrastructure to provide maximum funds for the important missions 
performed by activities such as Phillips Laboratory. 

We appreciate your comments in support of retaining Kirtland 
L,FB and trust the information provided is useful. Similar 
lnfonnation is being provided to those who joined you in your 
letter. 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

!SAF/ U P  
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
TRashington, DC 20330-1160 

'The Honorable Manny Aragon 
Senate Pro Tem 
New Mexico State Legislature 
State capitol 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503 

Dear Senator Aragon 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 10, 1995, 
to the Secretary of Defense concerning the recommended realignment 
of Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. 

As you know, changes in world events and a declining defense 
budget mandate that we close or realign bases as we decrease the 
size of the military. The law governing base closures is designed 
to make the process as fair as possible while retaining a military 
force that can best respond to future threats to national 
security. The Air Force and Department of Defense (DoD) used 
guidance established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), as amended, in making 
recommendations. This Public Law mandates that the DoD use its 
force structure plan and approved criteria to evaluate bases. 

During the Air Force and DoD evaluation process, the Phillips 
Laboratory was noted for its high functional value. We realize 
that the Phillips Laboratory activities are critical and highly 
capable, and it was because of the high value of the lab activity 
that we developed a recommendation that retained those facilities 
and the other valuable activities while reducing support 
infrastructure significantly. The DoD recommended the realignment 
of Kirtland AFB as an opportunity to achieve considerable savings 
without impacting the important missions located at the base. We 
are committed to supporting the remaining agencies and 
accommodating their needs and are sensitive to the impact base 
closures and realignments will have on the national security and 
the surrounding communities. 



Concerning your comment on past investments at Kirtland, you 
implied that there was a form of contract with the citizens of 
Albuquerque to continue full operation of Kirtland and support 
from the DoD. The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 is very explicit in requiring that all military installations 
be considered for closure. We understand that military retirees 
at each base closed or realigned by the DoD were hopeful and 
expectant that "their basew would always be there. Unfortunately, 
the need to close bases results in a loss of these support 
activities for retirees. While the Air Force understands the 
impact caused by closures and realignments, it also recognizes its 
responsibility to adequately fund needed modernization, readiness 
and quality of life programs in an era of declining resources. 
The proposed realignment of Kirtland is based on reducing support 
infrastructure to provide maximum funds for the important missions 
performed by activities such as Phillips Laboratory. 

We appreciate your comments in support of retaining Kirtland 
AFB and trust the information provided is useful. Similar 
information is being provided to those who joined you in your 
letter. 

Sincerely 
. I--'> 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

,SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
'Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Raymond Sanchez 
Speaker of the House 
New Mexico State Legislature 
State Capitol 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503 

Dear Mr. Speaker 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 10, 1995, 
to the Secretary of Defense concerning the recommended realignment 
of Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. 

As you know, changes in world events and a declining defense 
budget mandate that we close or realign bases as we decrease the 
size of the military. The law governing base closures is designed 
to make the process as fair as possible while retaining a military 
force that can best respond to future threats to national 
security. The Air Force and Department of Defense (DoD) used 
guidance established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), as amended, in making 
recommendations. This Public Law mandates that the DoD use its 
force structure plan and approved criteria to evaluate bases. 

During the Air Force and DoD evaluation process, the Phillips 
Laboratory was noted for its high functional value. We realize 
that the Phillips Laboratory activities are critical and highly 
capable, and it was because of the high value of the lab activity 
that we developed a recommendation that retained those facilities 
and the other valuable activities while reducing support 
infrastructure significantly. The DoD recommended the realignment 
of Kirtland AFB as an opportunity to achieve considerable savings 
without impacting the important missions located at the base. We 
are committed to supporting the remaining agencies and 
accommodating their needs and are sensitive to the impact base 
closures and realignments will have on the national security and 
the surrounding communities. 



Concerning your comment on past investments at Kirtland, you 
implied that there was a form of contract with the citizens of 
Albuquerque to continue full operation of Kirtland and support 
from the DoD. The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 is very explicit in requiring that all military installations 
be considered for closure. We understand that military retirees 
a.t each base closed or realigned by the DoD were hopeful and 
expectant that O0their baseto would always be there. Unfortunately, 
t.he need to close bases results in a loss of these support 
activities for retirees. While the Air Force understands the 
impact caused by closures and realignments, it also recognizes its 
 responsibility to adequately fund needed modernization, readiness 
and quality of life programs in an era of declining resources. 
The proposed realignment of Kirtland is based on reducing support 
infrastructure to provide maximum funds for the important missions 
performed by activities such as Phillips Laboratory. 

We appreciate your comments in support of retaining Kirtland 
AFB and trust the information provided is useful. Similar 
information is being provided to those who joined you in your 
letter. 

Sincerely- 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Michael Olguin 
Majority Leader 
New Mexico State Legislature 
State Capitol 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503 

Dear Mr. Olguin 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 10, 1995, 
to the Secretary of Defense concerning the recommended realignment 
of Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), New Mexico. 

As you know, changes in world events and a declining defense 
budget mandate that we close or realign bases as we decrease the 
size of the military. The law governing base closures is designed 
to make the process as fair as possible while retaining a military 
force that can best respond to future threats to national 
security. The Air Force and Department of Defense (DoD) used 
guidance established by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510), as amended, in making 
recommendations. This Public Law mandates that the DoD use its 
force structure plan and approved criteria to evaluate bases. 

During the Air Force and DoD evaluation process, the  hilli ips 
Laboratory was noted for its high functional value. We realize 
that the Phillips Laboratory activities are critical and highly 
capable, and it was because of the high value of the lab activity 
that we developed a recommendation that retained those facilities 
and the other valuable activities while reducing support 
infrastructure significantly. The DoD recommended the realignment 
of Kirtland AFB as an opportunity to achieve considerable savings 
without impacting the important missions located at the base. We 
are committed to supporting the remaining agencies and 
accommodating their needs and are sensitive to the impact base 
closures and realignments will have on the national security and 
the surrounding communities. 



Concerning your comment on past investments at Kirtland, you 
implied that there was a form of contract with the citizens of 
Albuquerque to continue full operation of Kirtland and support 
from the DoD. The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 is very explicit in requiring that all military installations 
b'e considered for closure. We understand that military retirees 
a.t each base closed or realigned by the DoD were hopeful and 
expectant that "their basew would always be there. Unfortunately, 
the need to close bases results in a loss of these support 
activities for retirees. While the Air Force understands the 
impact caused by closures and realignments, it also recognizes its 
x:esponsibility to adequately fund needed modernization, readiness 
and quality of life programs in an era of declining resources. 
The proposed realignment of Kirtland is based on reducing support 
infrastructure to provide maximum funds for the important missions 
performed by activities such as Phillips Laboratory. 

We appreciate your comments in support of retaining Kirtland 
IIFB and trust the information provided is useful. Similar 
information is being provided to those who joined you in your 
:Letter. 

Sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, 111 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



96 HAR 14 PH 1: 22 

STATE CAPtTCL 

$u11t21 Xr 

March 10, 1995 

The Honorable William Perry 
Secretary of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

De,ar Secretary Perry: 

The New Mexico State legislative leadership is concerned by the proposal to close 
Kirtland Air Force Base here in New Mexico. We are alarmed and perplexed as to 
the rationale behind the move and urge you to take the following points into 
consideration. 

Thiis proposal sacrifices economies of scale and proximity for the volume of operations 
Kirtland offers the Air Force. Since Kirtland will not be closed altogether, the 
remaining operations become comparatively more expensive. Due to the sensitive 
nature of Kirtland's nuclear responsibilities, other uses for the facility will be limited, 
at best. 

Additionally, the previous federal expenditures toward Kirtland indicated growth of a 
"suinrise" base, slated for expansion of duties. Not only does this action waste fixed 
costs of investment in the base, it penalizes individual citizens, military retirees in 
particular, who settled nearby for base facilities and services. In a courtroom, this 
would be something akin to "promissory estoppel." It was implied, by past actions, 
that there was a form of contract with citizens of Albuquerque, and New Mexico, to 
continue the full operation on Kirtland and support from the Department of Defense. 

Further, it makes no sense in light of the nuclear uncertainty of the times or with an 
eye toward America's future in space. A reversal such as this is both wrong from a 



fiscal standpoint, and inferior policy from a human consequences perspective. 

Given the congressional sway of states such as California, we understand that concerns 
besides readiness and efficiency may be influential. But we feel this issue is just too 
im.portant to leave to politics. 

We therefore respectfully request that you reconsider the true costs and benefits of 
Kirtland Air Force Base. 

Sincerely, 

House Minority Leader aker of the House Senate Pro Tern 

Michael 01guir7 
Majority Leader Senate Minority Leader 
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April 13, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Domenici 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 3, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, you requested clarification on 
the methodology used to determine support requirements for 
receiver locations. The following responses are provided per your 
request. 

QUESTION: Does the Air Force use standard BRAC relocation 
support guidelines or is each potential receiver site given its 
own guidelines? If guideline documents exist, please provide us 
copies. 

RESPONSE: As a general rule, each potential receiver is 
evaluated individually for relocation support. However, the Base 
Closure Executive Group (BCEG) specifically established a deficit 
of 500 units as the  bui ld  threshold for military family housing. 

QUESTION: Does DoD have ba.sic guidelines or policy 
memorandum guidance on BRAC relocation support requirements? If 
guideline documents exist, please provide us copies. 

RESPONSE: Yes. A copy of DoD Policy Memorandums One and 
Three are attached. 

QUESTION: Were the DoD and White House quality of life 
concerns and priorities (especially with respect to housing and 
dormitory requirements) factorecl into the BRAC 95 process? 

RESPONSE: The DoD quality of life concerns and priorities 
were factored into the BRAC 95 process. The Air Force has 
prioritized its top quality of life concerns and initiatives. 
They are: 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



(1) Pursue fair and equitable compensation/benefits 

(2) Provide access to safe, affordable housing 

(3) Provide access to quality health care for active duty 
and family members 

(4) Decrease family separation/personal hardships 

(5) Enhance base/community programs 

( 6 )  Preserve retirement system and benefits 

( 7 )  Expand education tuition opportunities and access 

Family housing and dormitories, a s  well as community support 
facilities such as child care, commissary and exchange, gymnasium, 
education, place to worship, recreation opportunities, etc., are 
all considered and factored into a closure or realignment 
recommendation. 

QUESTION: Why did the Air Forcels BRAC 95 Kirtland AFB 
realignment recommendation analysis treat the major tenants that 
were identified to relocate to Kelly AFB as separate units with 
regard to housing and dormitory requirements at Kelly? 

RESPONSE: The AFIA, AFSA, and DNA were considered separately 
and jointly with regard to dorms and housing at Kelly AFB. 
Individually, the housing requirement was 119 units for AFIA/AFSA 
and 95 units for DNA. With a projected deficit of 151 units in 
the 4th quarter of Fiscal Year (PY) 1997, the combined requirement 
of 214 units created a total projected deficit of 365 units. The 
BCEG established a deficit of 500 units as the build threshold for 
military family housing. Because the inbound units only created a 
total projected deficit of 365, no family housing units were 
programmed. Concerning dorms, the AFIA/AFSA requirement was 7 
spaces and the DNA requirement was 12 spaces, for a combined 
requirement of 19 spaces. This requirement was determined to be 
too small to warrant construction and it was assumed the local 
community could absorb the requirement. 

Concerning your example that both the AFIA/AFSA and DNA were 
treated individually as if they were the only unit being relocated 
to Kelly AFB, AFIA, AFSA, and DNA were treated as relocating to 
Kelly AFB as a group; not on an individual basis. 



We trust the information provided is useiul. A similar 
letter is being provided to Senator Bingaman and Representative 
Schif f. 

Sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 
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April 13, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Jeff Bingaman 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Elear Senator Bingaman 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 3, 1995, to 
tihe Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, you requested clarification on 
the methodology used to determine support requirements for 
receiver locations. The following responses are provided per your 
request. 

QUESTION: Does the Air Force use standard BRAC relocation 
support guidelines or is each pot.entia1 receiver site given its 
own guidelines? If guideline documents exist, please provide us 
copies. 

RESPONSE: As a general rule, each potential receiver is 
(evaluated individually for relocation support. However, the Base 
#Closure Executive Group (BCEG) specifically established a deficit 
of 500 units as the build threshold for military family housing. 

QUESTION: Does DoD have basic guidelines or policy 
memorandum guidance on BRAC relocation support requirements? If 
guideline documents exist, please provide us copies. 

RESPONSE: Yes. A copy of DoD Policy Memorandums One and 
Three are attached. 

QUESTION: Were the DoD and White House quality of life 
concerns and priorities (especially with respect to housing and 
dormitory requirements) factored into the BRAC 95 process? 

RESPONSE: The DoD quality of life concerns and priorities 
were factored into the BRAC 95 process. The Air Force has 
prioritized its top quality of life concerns and initiatives. 
They are: 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



(1) Pursue fair and equitable compensation/benefits 

(2) Provide access to safe, affordable housing 

(3) Provide access to quality health care for active duty 
and family members 

(4) Decrease family separation/personal hardships 

(5) Enhance base/community programs 

( 6 )  Preserve retirement system and benefits 

(7) Expand education tuition opportunities and access 

Family housing and dormitories, as well as community support 
facilities such as child care, commissary and exchange, gymnasium, 
education, place to worship, recreation opportunities, etc., are 
all considered and factored into a closure or realignment 
recommendation. 

QUESTION: Why did the Air Force's BRAC 95 Kirtland AFB 
realignment recommendation analysis treat the major tenants that 
were identified to relocate to Kelly AFB as separate units with 
regard to housing and dormitory requirements at Kelly? 

RESPONSE: The AFIA, AFSA, and DNA were considered separately 
and jointly with regard to dorms and housing at Kelly AFB. 
Individually, the housing requirement was 119 units for AFIA/AFSA 
and 95 units for DNA. With a projected deficit of 151 units in 
the 4th quarter of Fiscal Year (FY) 1997, the combined requirement 
of 214 units created a total pro-jected deficit of 365 units. The 
BCEG established a deficit of 500 units as the build threshold for 
military family housing. Because the inbound units only created a 
total projected deficit of 365, no family housing units were 
programmed. Concerning dorms, the AFIA/AFSA requirement was 7 
spaces and the DNA requirement was 12 spaces, for a combined 
requirement of 19 spaces, This requirement was determined to be 
too small to warrant constructio:n and it was assumed the local 
community could absorb the requirement. 

Concerning your example that both the AFIA/AFSA and DNA were 
treated individually as if they were the only unit being relocated 
to Kelly AFB, AFIA, AFSA, and DNA were treated as relocating to 
Kelly AFB as a group; not on an individual basis. 



We trust the information provided is useful. A similar 
].otter is being provided to Senator Domenici and Representative 
Schif f. 

Sincerely 
pj,$91,rp., ., c; -...:- 

1 - 
b ' b k . : ~  J&&, 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

SAF/ LLP 
1.160 Air Force Pentagon 
Flashington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Steven Schiff 
EIouse of Representatives 
FJashington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Schiff 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 3, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, you requested clarification on 
ithe methodology used to determine support requirements for 
receiver locations. The following responses are provided per your 
:request. 

QUESTION: Does the Air Force use standard BRAC relocation 
:support guidelines or is each potential receiver site given its 
own guidelines? If guideline documents exist, please provide us 
copies. 

RESPONSE: As a general rule, each potential receiver is 
evaluated individually for relocation support. However, the Base 
Closure Executive Group (BCEG) specifically established a deficit 
of 500 units as the build threshold for military family housing. 

QUESTION: Does DoD have basic guidelines or policy 
memorandum guidance on BRAC re1oc:ation support requirements? If 
guideline documents exist, please provide us copies. 

RESPONSE: Yes. A copy of DoD Policy Memorandums One and 
Three are attached. 

QUESTION: Were the DoD and White House quality of life 
concerns and priorities (especially with respect to housing and 
dormitory requirements) factored into the BRAC 95 process? 

RESPONSE: The DoD quality of life concerns and priorities 
were factored into the BRAC 95 p:rocess. The Air Force has 
prioritized its top quality of life concerns and initiatives. 
They are: 



(1) Pursue fair and equitable compensation/benefits 

(2) Provide access to safe, affordable housing 

( 3 )  Provide access to qua1i.t~ health care for active duty 
and family members 

(4) Decrease family separation/personal hardships 

(5) Enhance base/community programs 

( 6 )  Preserve retirement system and benefits 

(7) Expand education tuition opportunities and access 

Family housing and dormitories, as well as community support 
facilities such as child care, commissary and exchange, gymnasium, 
education, place to worship, recreation opportunities, etc., are 
all considered and factored into a closure or realignment 
recommendation. 

QUESTION: Why did the Air Force's BRAC 95 Kirtland AFB 
realignment recommendation analysis treat the major tenants that 
were identified to relocate to Kelly AFB as separate units with 
regard to housing and dormitory requirements at Kelly? 

RESPONSE: The AFIA, AFSA, and DNA were considered separately 
and jointly with regard to dorms and housing at Kelly AFB. 
Individually, the housing requirement was 119 units for AFIA/AFSA 
and 95 units for DNA. With a projected deficit of 151 units in 
the 4th quarter of Fiscal Year (FY) 1997, the combined requirement 
of 214 units created a total projected deficit of 365 units. The 
BCEG established a deficit of 500 units as the build threshold for 
military family housing. Because the inbound units only created a 
total projected deficit of 365, no family housing units were 
programmed. Concerning dorms, the AFIA/AFSA requirement was 7 
spaces and the DNA requirement was 12 spaces, for a combined 
requirement of 19 spaces. This requirement was determined to be 
too small to warrant construction and it was assumed the local 
community could absorb the requirement. 

Concerning your example that both the AFIA/AFSA and DNA were 
treated individually as if they were the only unit being relocated 
to Kelly AFB, AFIA, AFSA, and DNA were treated as relocating to 
Kelly AFB as a group; not on an individual basis. 



We trust the information provided is useful. A similar 
letter is being provided to Senators Domenici and Bingaman. 

Sincerely 

s7 - -  ---7 
i L, . - . - ! A , 

STEPHEN D. BULL, 111 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of ~egislative Liaison 

Attachments 
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HMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 
CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 
UNDER SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE 
COMPTROLLER 
DIRECTOR, DEFENSE RESEARCH AM) ENGINEERING 
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE 
GENERAL COUNSEL 
INSPECTOR GENERAL 
DIRECTOR, OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION 
ASSISTANTS TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
DIRECTOR OF ADMINISTRATXON AND MANAGEMENT 
DIRECTORS OF THE DEFENSE AGENCIES 

SUBJEC.X: 1995 Base Realignments and Closures (BRAC 95) -- Policy 
Memorandum One 

packqround 

Deputy Secretary of Defense memorandum of January 7, 1994, 
(attached) established policy, procedures, authorities, and 
responsibilities for selecting bases for realignment or closure 

. under Public Law (P.L.) 101-510, as amended, for the 1995 base 
closure process (BFtAC 9 5 ) .  This memorandum is the first in a 
series of Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology (USD(ACT)) policy memoranda implementing the Deputy 
Secretary's BRAC 95 guidance, 

mLication of P.L. 101-510 Thresholds 

This guidline amplifies the DepSecDef January 7, 1994, 
policy guidance on P.L. 101-510 numerical thresholds. 

In determining whether the Act's numerical closure or 
realignment thresholds are met, independent actions that result 
in closures or realignments shall be considered separately. In 
other words, independent actions affecting an individual 
installation need not be aggregated to apply the numerical 
th.resho1ds of the Act. However, closure or realignment actions 
shall not be broken into smaller increments for the purpose of 
avoiding application of the Act. Subject to the foregoing, 
independent closure or realignment actions that do not exceed the 
numerical thresholds set forth in the Act may proceed outside the 
established BRAC 95 process. Questions regarding whether or not 
proposed actions are independent should be referred to DoD 
C:omponentsl General Counsel. 



C:onversely, as the DoD Components review their base 
structure or conduct functional studies with base closure or 
realignment impacts, a determination must be made as to whether a 
comprehensive review or study impacting more than one 
installation should be considered a single 'action under P.L. 101- 
510. To :be' considered a single action, the review or study must: 

(1) Result in the closure or realignment of at least one 
installation which would trigger the numerical 
thresholds of POL, 101-510; and 

(2) Involve inextricably linked elements, in that failure 
to proceed with any one element of the action would 
require reevaluation of the entire action. 

~a~acit~~~ilitarvzs 
An early step in BRAC 95 evaluations is determining whether 

a category/subcategory has potential excess capacity for the end 
state force 1evels.contained in the Force Structure Plan. Should 
no excess capacity be found in a category/subcategory, there is 
no need to continue analyzing that portion of the base structure, 
unless there is a military value or other reason to continue the 
analysis (such as a cross-category. opportunity to look at 
installations with similar capabilities, but in different 
categories). Bases in such categories/subcategories shall remain 
subject to joint cross-service review and remain available as 
pc~tential receivers of missions or functions. 

Conversely, if a DoD Component recommends a base for closure 
or realignment, the supporting analysis must have considered all 
bases within that category/subcategory, as we11 as cross-category 
opportunities. Ifr in applying the military value criteria, you 
f.ind.bases that are militarily/geographically unique or mission- 
essential (such that no other base could substitute for them) you 
may justify that fact and exclude these bases from further 
analysis. Bases so excluded shall remain subject to joint cross- 
service review and remain available as potential receivers of . 
missions or functions. 

Return on Investment (Roll 

Return on investment must he calculated, considered and 
reported with DoD Components* justifications for each recommended 
installation closure or realignment package. All costs and 
savings attributable over time to a closure or realignment 
package, subject to the below guidance, should be calculated, 
including costs or savings at receiving locations. Costs or 
savings elements that are identified, but determined to be 
insignificant, need not be calculated. However, DoD Component 
records should indicate that determination. 



The Cost of Base Realignment Actions (COBRA) model 
calculates return on investment. DepSecDefqs January 7, ,1994, 
policy memorandum requires the DoD Components to use the most 
current COBRA version, in order to ensure consistency in 
methodology. Although the model does not produce budget quality 
data, it uses standard cost factors and algorithms to estimate 
costs and savings over time which permit a consistent comparison 
of bases in a functional or installation category. 

We recognize that DoD Component planning and accounting 
mechanisms are sufficiently different to warrant some 
Department/Agency specific standard cost factors in the COBRA 
model.. DoD Component documentation must justify the use of such 
cost factors, particularly when performing cross-service 
analysis. . 

Specific instructions follow for the calculation of discount 
and inflation rates, health care costs, Homeowners Assistance 
Program, and savings for input to the COBRA model. 

o Discount and 1nflation.Rates OMB Circular A-94 
specifies the discount and inflation rates to be used in ROI 
calculations. 

o Health Care Costs 

oo CHAMPUS Costs Base closures and realignments can 
have an impact on CHAMPUS costs DoD-wide. These net cost impacts 
must be included in analysis of closures or realignments 
involving ~ilitary Treatment Facilities. 

o Homeowners Assistance P r ~ r a m  (HAP) The Secretary of 
the Army will provide each DoD Component with a list of 
insttallations that have a reasonable probability of having a HAP 
program approved, should the installations be selected for 
closure or realignment. HAP costs will be included for each of 
the installations so identified by the Secretary of the Army. 

o Land Value Given existing law and practice regarding 
the  disposal of real property, especially public benefit and 
economic development transfers, proceeds from the sale of land 
and facilities generally may not be realized. In cases where 
so'me proceeds can be expected, DoD Components must estimate the 
amount to be received for such real property. Estimated land and 
facility proceeds will generally be based on the anticipated 
reuse of the land and facilities, assuming appropriate zoning. 
A:Lso, where an installat ion has unique contamination problems, a 
portion of the installation may have to be segregated from 
d.isposa1 so that cornjnunity reuse may proceed on the balance. 
Estimated proceeds should be adjusted: for any such parceling, 
including discounting proceeds when sale of contaminated property 
is possible only after the cleanup remedy has been installed and 



approved; for reduced prices where property is likely to be sold 
for restricted uses; or, when significant public benefit or 
econcnuic development transfers are anticipated. 

o force Structure savinas !l!l~e savings associated with 
force structure drawdowns shall not be included in the return on 
investment calculations. While declining force structure, as 
depicted in the required Force Structure Plan, will often be the 
underlying reason for recommending base closures or realignments, 
the savings associated with closing bases should generally be 
founded on the elimination of base operating support (BOS), 
infrastructure and related costs, 

o Militarv Construction DoD Components will describe 
anticipated construction requirements (barracks square feet, 
etc.) to implement a BRAC recommendation and not actual projects. 
These requirements only become projects during the implementation 
phase after the 1995 Conmission reports to the President qnd 
after installation site surveys are conducted and formal project 
documents (DD 1391s) are prepared. 

Construction Cost Avoidances Closing and realigning 0 .  
bases can result in construction cost avoidances, Cost 
avoidances should include FY96-01 programmed military and family 
housing construction that can be avoided at the closing or 
realigning bases, other than new-mission construction. 

- '. 'f* 
ClOBRA Model Assumptions - 

The following statements clarify certain cost assumptions 
written into the COBRA model: 

o Local Moves Moves of less than 50 miles will not incur 
PCS moving costs. 

o Prioritv Placement System Costs. Sixty percent of all 
employees will be placed in other jobs through the DoD Priority 
Placement Program, Fifty percent of a l l  employees placed in 
other jobs through the Program will be relocated at government 
expense. These percentages are based on historical data. 

o Em~loyee ~ttrition and Turnover. Fifteen Percent of 
all employees will not need to be placed or severed due to normal 
attrition and turnover. 

o Retirement Factors. Fifteen percent of all employees 
are eligible for retirement. Five percent of those are eligible 
for normal retirement and ten percent are eligible for early 
retirement. 



o Homeowner's Assistance Proaram (HAP) .  The HAP home 
value rate is 22.9 percent. The HAP receiving rate is 5 percent. 

o Students For the purposes OX return on investment 
calculations, relocation of students will only impact the COBRA 
model's calculation of overhead costs, and as appropriate, 
estimates of military construction requirements. 

Receivinq Bases 

DoD Components must identify receiving bases for large units 
or activities, including tenants, which are to be relocated from 
closing or realigning bases. Such relocations must be included 
in DoD Component's recommendations to the Secretary of Defense. 
The C:OBRA model will calculate the costs for relocating such 
units or activities. DoD Components do not need to identify 
specific receiving bases for units or tenants with less than LOO 
civilian/military employees. Finding homes for these activities 
can be left to execution. However, DoD Components should 
establish a generic "base xn within the COBRA model to act as the 
surrogate receiving base for the aggregation of these smaller 
unitis or activities, in order to ensure completeness of cost and 
savings calculations. 

m e r v e  Enclaves 
g%&,* - .  

This expands on the DepSecDef January 7, 1994, policy 
guidance on Reserve Component impacts. 

On each base designated for closure or realignment,, the 
future of guard and reserve units of all Military Departments 
residing on or receiving support from that base must be 
considered. Once a decision has been made to include an enclave 
or to-relocate guard and reserve units, the affected unit 
identifications must be included in the DoD Componentst 
recommendations to the Secretary of Defense. Military 
construction and repair costs of fitting out an enclave for 
reserve component or guard use will be estimated and included as 
part of the return on investment calculations. 

amare 'R. Noel towI 
Principal Dcpc!y Undzr Secretary of 

Defeozo (Acquisiiion B Technology) 
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~UB~~TIECT: 1995 Base Realignments and Closures (BRAC 95) -- Policy 
Memorandum Three 

This memorandum is the third in a series of additional 
policy guidance implementing the Defense Base Closure and 
~e~alignment A c t  of 1990 (Public Lqw 101-510). as amended, and the 
w u t y  Secretary's 1995 Base Realignments and Closures (BmC 95) . - 
guidance of January 7. 1994. 

Final Selection Criteria - 
The 1995 Base Closure and Realignment (BRAC 95) Selection 

Criteria at attachment one. required by Section 2903(b) of Public 
L a w  101-510. form the basis. along with the force structure plan. 
of the base closure and realignment process. These criteria were 
provided by the Deputy Secretary's November 2. 1994, memora.@um. 
DOD components shall use these criteria in the base structure 
analysis to nominate BRAC 95 closure:-or realignment candidates. :..,: 
The criteg5a will also be used by the 1995 Defense Base Closure 
and ~ealignment Commission in their review of the .Departmart of . -.... 
Defense final recommendations. 

* Activities in Leased Space 

This expands on the policy guidance contained in the 
DepSecDef January 7, 1994. BRAC 95 memorandum. 

DoD Component organizations located in leased space are 
subject to Public Law 101-510. Civilian personnel authorizations 
of organizations in leased space, which are part of an 
organization located on a nearby military installation or one 
within the same metropolitan statistical area (MSA). shall be 
considered part of the civilian personnel authorization of that 



'nstallation. Certain military activities performed in leased 
acilities constitute an installation because of common mission, 

permanently authorized personnel, and separate support structure. 
Iach Do11 component should aggregate the remaining civilian 
personnel authorizations of their organizations in leased space 
(within rs MSA and consider the aggregate to be a single 
installintion for applying the numerical thresholds of Public 
Law 101-510. In aggregating leased space activities in the 
National Capital Region (NCR) , the NCR, as defined by the 
National Capital Planning Act (40 USC 71). will be used as the 
HSA. *.. .- - 
Return on Investment (ROI) 

This expands on the policy guidance contained in the Under 
Secretin= of Defense (Acquisition and Technology) memorandum of 
May 31, 1994 (Policy Memorandum One). 

o - Medicare Costs Medicare Costs will not be included in DOD 
Component cost analyses. The Medicare program consists of 
part A (hospital and related costs) and Part B (supplemental 
c:osts) . Part A is financed by Medicare payroll taxes. The 
only appropriated funds used to support Medicare are those 
portions of the Part B costs that exceed the monthly 
]?remiurns paid by the members/benef iciaries. Theref ore, 
total Medicare appropriations wil.1 not significantly change 

. return on investment. calculations. . , . -. - . . - . 
*. 

o Unemploment Costs The Military Departments and Defense 
Agencies annually budget unemployment contributions to the 
Federal Employees Compensation Account for DoD military and 
civilian employees. DoD Components should include the 
contributions to this account attributable to closures and 
realignments in their cost calculations. However, state 
un-lopent costs will not be included in DoD component 
cost analyses since such costs result only indirectly from 
BRAC actions and would not be borne by DoD. 

0 ''.ca;ts to otl%r~ederal Aaencies and State and Local -.G**.-- 

Governments fn general, DoD components need not considex 
."%osts-or savings to other federal agencies and ~ t a t e ~ k a ;  
local governments in their ca1c:ulations of BRAC 95 costs and . savings. 

There are, however, a limited number of circumstances when 
DoD components should include the costs of BRAC 95 actions to 
other Federal Agencies in their cost calculations. Costs to 
other Federal Agencies should be included only when they are 
me(asurable, identifiable costs that. DoD would incur as a direct 
result of BRAC-related actions. The key distinguishing features 
of costs to other federal agencies that should be included is (1) 
DoD is unambiguously responsible for paying such costs and (2) 
such costs would be incurred as a direct, rather than indirect, 
result of BRAC actions. 



Fox- example, if a BRAC-related action would result in early 
termination of a lease agreement with the General Services 
Administration, and the lease agreement contains a provision that 
requires DoD to pay a penalty for breaking the lease, then the 
mount (of the penalty should be included in cost calculations. 
Similarly, DoD components should include unemployment insurance 
costs for which they are liable. Both of these are costs to DoD 
that result directly from BRAC actions. In contrast, DoD 
components need not consider cost impacts that BRAC actions could 
have on Federal programs such as Medicare because (1) such costs 
would riot be borne by DoD and (2) they result only indirectly- 
from BfiAC actions, or ( 3 )  result from base reuse activities, 
which cannot be known during BRAC decision-making processes. 

mBFlA Analvses of Cross-ServicelAuencv Scenarios 

The Military Departments and Defense Agencies will use the 
following procedure for developing COBRA runs for closure and 
realignment scenarios involving more than one Military Department 
or Defense Agency: 

o Military Departments or Defense Agencies having cognizance 
over a losing base in a cross-service scenario will identify 
the Departments or Agencies which have cognizance for the 
gaining bases in the scenario. The losing base Military 
Department will then task these Military Departments and 
Agencies to collect the necessary-gaining base COBRA data. 

\ 

o Each losing base Department or Agency will then prepare a 
COBRA analysis. Savings associated with eliminated 
billets/positions, overhead and mission costs should be 
identified under the Losing Base in the scenario. In 
scenarios where more than one Department or Agency has a 
losing base, these separate COBRA runs can then be combined 
by using a new summarization function of the COBRA model, 
the Adder. 

* 
Interac tio4,among the Departments and Agencies will be 

nec:essary to coordinate scenario-specific data elemhts such as- 
equipment *ransf ers, MI-N requirenents, --qwza consolidation savings, 
etc. 

DoD-wide Standard Factors for COBRA Analyses T - 
As noted in Policy Memorandum One, some standard factors 

used in the Cost of Base Realignment Actions (COBRA) are 
sufficiently different to warrant DoD Component-specific cost 
factors. However, most of the standard factors used in COBRA 
algorithms reflect standard rates which should be applied 
consistently in all DoD closure/realignment scenarios, 
Attachment two contains the DoD-wide COBRA standard factors which 
should be used in all COBRA analyses. 



lEnvironmenta1 Restoration Costs 

E2wironmental Restoration costs at closing bases are not to 
be considered in cost of closure calculations. DoD has a legal 
obligation for environmental restoration regardless of whether a 
base is closed or realigned. Where closing or'realigning 
installations have known, unique contamination problems requiring 
environmental restoration, these will be considered as a 
potenti,al limitation on near-term community reuse of the 
instalI.ation. 

pnvirorunental Comliance Costs 

Exivironmental compliance costs can be a factor in a base 
closurct or realignment decision. Costs associated with bringing 
existing practices -into compliance with environmental rules and 
regulations can potentially be avoided when the base closes. 
Enviranmental compliance costs may be incurred at receiving 
locations also, and therefore will be estimated. 

F'or environmental impact considerations, there is no need to 
undertake new environmental studies. DoD Components may use all 
available environmental information regardless of when, how or 
for w h a t  purpose it was collected. If a DoD Component should 
choose to undertake a new environmental study, the study must 
colle(zt the same information from .all bases in the DoD 

I_ 

Component's base structure, unless the study is designed to fill 
gaps in information so that all bases can be treated equally. 
Attachment three provides a sample of'the reporting format used 
to summarize the environmental consequences of closure or 
realignment of an installation. 

Economic Im~act Calculations 

DoD Components shall measure the economic impact on . 
communities of BRAC 95 alternatives and recommendations using (1) 
the total potential job change in the economic area and (2) the , 
total psytial job change as a percent of economic area 
employn4mt .. These ~~~~~~~~~~highlight the potential impact on 
economic area and also take into account the size of the economic 

' area,. In accomplishing this task, Components will follow the 
detailed guidance at attachment four. 

Base Realiqnment and Closure Definitions - 
In order to ensure consistent t-erminology, DoD Components 

will use the definitions at attachment five to describe their 
recommendations. 



Attachments six and seven describe general reporting formats 
for: (I) the anticipated i)oD report to the 1995 Comission, and 
(2) Military Department and Defense Agency justification for 
their March 1, 1995. closure and realignment recommendations. 

Joshua Gotbaum 



F i n a l  Selection h i t o r i a  

In selecting militaw installations for closure or 
realigrunent, the Departmat of a f  ense, givhg priority 

to xnilita~ value (the first four criteria below), 
Gill consider : 

1. The current and future mission requirements and 
the impact on operational readiness of the 
Department of Def e w e '  s total force . 

2 .  The availability and condition of land, facilities 
and associated airspace at both the existing and 
potential receiving locationr. 

3 .  The ability to accommodate contingency, 
mobilization. and future total force requirements 
at both the existing and potential receiving 
locations. 

4 .  The cost and manpower implications . 
R e t u ~ ~  01i Xnve~tunt  

5 .  The extent and timing of potential costs and 
savings, including the number of years, beginrring 
with the date of completion of the closure or 
realignment. for the savings to exceed the costs. 

6 .  The economic -act on communities. 

7 .  The ability of both the existing and potential 
. . --- , receiving commities* infrastructure to support 

forces, missions and personnel. 



-COB- Standard Cost Vector Tab10 

The attached table is a listing of standard cost factors for 
US. in, COBRA analyses. mese tactors, defined below, are 
categorized as Joint Factors, Joint Methods and Wniwe Factors. 
gu~th42r identified as applicable to gaining or losing bases. 
w s e  factors not identified as a gaining or losing factor should 
be applied consistently in all closure and realignment scenarios. 

po5nt Factors: Joint J?-actQrs are a reflection of standard DoD- 
wide rates which should be applied consistently in a11 DoD 
closure and realignmeat scenarios. The value for each joint 
fact-or is provided in the table. 

m n t  Methods: These are cost factors that are arrived at in a 
sbilnr manner by all DoD Components. but the actual value may 
differ by Component 

Uniaue Factors: U n i q u e  Factors are the result of differing - 
p l i c i e s  and methodologies M t w e e . n  the Components. 

~ziininq: Factors applicable to a gaining (receiving) base in a 
closure or realignment scenario. 

&,osinq: Factors applicable to a losing base in a closure or 
realignment scenario . -.- - .. - . 
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Environmental Xm~act Conaiderations 

SlM4kRY OF ENVIRONXENTAL CONSEQfTEWCgS 

RESULTING FROld CfrOSURE/RSALI- ACTION AT1 

~nstallation ~ s m 4  Location 

(Provi.de a summarv statement and status for the following 
envirunmental attributes at each installation affected by the 
elosure/realignment action, including receiving installations. 
These key environmental attributes are not meant to be all 
inclusive. Others may be added as appropriate.) 

o Threatened/Endangered Species 

o Sensitive Habitats and Wetlands 

o Cultural/Historic Resources 

o Land and Air Space Use 

o Pollution Control (Air Emissions, Compliance Issues) 

o Hazardous Materials/Waste (Clean-up 
Implications /Asbestos, LRPs, PCBs, USTs, Radon) 

. . .' 
o Programmed Environmental CostslCost Avoidances 



GUIDANCE FOR APPLYING THE ECONOMIC IMPACT CRmRION 
IN THE 1995 BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ('BRAC 95) PROCESS 

The purpose of this attachment is to pmvide guidvla f a  applying thc ecammk i m .  
criterion in decidon making processes for the Dep.nmcnt of  defense*^ 1995 rrcommendadws to 
the Defense Basc Clmm and Realignment CamirdaL Tbc goal of this guidance k to apply tbe 
cammic impact u i t a ion  in a rcaso~b1le. fair, consistent, Md auditable manmr that complies 
with statutay and regulatoiy roquirrmeno. ' IhiS gu ibcc  superrcder the guidancc isrued on - - - 

April 4.1994. by the Chairman of the Joint Cross-Mce Omup on Economic Impact. 

?he Defense Bast Closure and Realignment Act PL 101-510, as amended) states that the 
.rrcom:ndations of the Secretary of Defense for closure or realignment of instanations must be 
based or1 a force-structure plan and final selection criteria. "The economic impact on 
nnnmunities" is the sixth final selection critaion. 

'The Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact, which was established by the 
Deputy Secretary of Defense (January 7.1994, memorandum on 1995 Basc Realignments and 
Closurcs (BRAC 95)). was tasked to provide guidance to DoD Components on how to calculate 
economic impact. The Deputy Secretary of Defense directed the Joint Qoss-Se~ce Group on 
Econornic Impact: 

"to establish the guidelines for measuring economic impaa and, if practicable, 
cumulative economic impaa; to analyze DoD &mponent rtcomrnendations 
under those guidelines: and to develop a process for analyzing altmativc closures 
or mlipments necessitated by cumulative economic impact considerations, if 
necessary." a 

In developing rccommcndations for BRAC 95 closures and realignments, DoD 
Corn,ponena shall consider the economic impact, to irtclude the cumulative economic impact, on 
communities. The final selection criteria, however, srate that priority consideration will be given 
to military value--the first four final selection criteria. 

ATTACHMENT 4 



DoID Components shall measure the wonanic impaa on communities of BRAC 95 
altanativcs and recommendations using (1) the t a d  potential job change in the eoonomic area 
and (2) total potential job change as a p u a n t  of total-military and civilian-jobs in chc bananic 
PZL l h e ~ e  measures highlight the pomM i a l c  impact on d c  areas a d  also Pke 
into account the size of each cconomic a m .  

Tlle Joint Gloss-Sdot Group on Eamornic lmpaa shall =view and approve DoD 
Component assignments of each military installation to a particular &owmic uu. For 
jnnallatjc~n~ located in metropolitan statistical a n a ~  (MSAs), as defined by the Office of 
Management a d  Budget. the emnomic area is g e d y  the MSA. For installations h t c d  in 
nonmcuopolitan areas, the emnomic area is gennlly the county in which the installation is 
located. In some cases, the economic area is defined as a, multi-county, non-MSA arca The 
criteria l i d  at Annex A to this anachmnt shall be used to guide the assignment of installations 
to economic areas. These definitions of economic arca u k e  into account the ana when most of 
the installation's employees live and most of the labor-market impacts and economic adjustment 
will occur. (This guidance uses the tenn "economic arca." In earlia BRAC rounds, this concept 
w3s also r e f e d  to as "region of influence.") 

lDoD Components will have the opportunity to identify, based on catifid data, changes ia 
che assignment of installations to economic arcas. Such changes will be reviewed and qpvd - 

-i 
.P by the Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact. 

For each economic arca where a BRAC 95 clos,urc or realignment is considatd, DoD 
Components shall identify the total potential job change in the ccanomic area and cahlatc the 
total pstential job change percentage by dividing total potential job changes by total-military 
civilian-jobs in the economic area. 

Total potential job change shall be defined as the sum of d i m  and indirect potential job 
chrng:es for each BRAC 95 closure or realignment alternative a recommendation. 

Direct job changes shall be defined as the sum of the net addition or loss of jobs for each b 

of the following categories of personnel: 

Military Personnel. Permanent authorizations for o%ccr and enlisted personnel. 
Trainees shall be included on an annual average basis. For example, members of 
the Guard and Reserve who serve full time (i.e., AGRs, TARS, etc.) should be 
included. Menhers of the Guard .and Reserve who m e  pan time (during 
weekends, during two-weeks a year for active duty mining, ttc.) should not be 
included. 



DoD civilian employees. Rrmsncnt r u c h o r i z a t i ~  fw appropriated fund DoD 
civilian employees arc to be included as dirca pbr DLcn jobs & not include 
non - appropriated fund activities, which arc !treated under indirect pb. 

On-Base Contracton. Cmuactors that work on the installation in direct support 
of the  installation*^ key miliuy missions. nKse emmates should nlloa an annual 
estimate on a full-time equivalency basis 

As described in the section entitled "Responsibilities" below, thc Military D e p m t s  and 
Ihc Defer~se Agencies will be RspoMble for providing d i m  job changes. Only job changa 
dhraly associated with bare closurts and n a l i g m t s  M to be iDdidd l i d i r a  job chnges.- - - 
Direct jdb chinges shall not reflect job changes that result fmol planned forcc muc~e  changer. 

indirect job changer shall be defined a the net addition or loss of jobs in uch affected 
economic area that could potentidly oaur as a result of direct job dunger As &scribed in the 
section emitled "Responsibilities" below, the Office of the Deputy Assisant Seaetary of Dcfensc 
for Installations shall provide factors (multipliers) that, when multiplied by the dins job changes, 
will provide potential indirect job changes. 

Authoritative sources shall be used to determine total--militaty.and civilian:-jobs in 
econom~ic arcas. 

- .. . 
During BRAC 95, DoD components shall consider the cumulative dconornic impact on 

commt~nities for retomnxnded installation closures and realignments as pan of the economic 
impact on communities criterion. Cumulative economic impact shall be considered only as p a  of 
the econon~ic impact criterion. which is one of the eight selection criteria. 

Cumulative economic impact on a community shall be defined in two different ways: 

First. the cumulative economic impact on an economic area of a DoD ~rn*pnent*s 
BRAC 95 recommendations, plus the fi~turc economic impacts (i.~ cconodc 

- .. .. : impacts that have not yet been realized) of decisions of all DoD Campomnts from 
' DoD-wide BRAC 88, BRAC 91, and RRAC 93 rounds (herder "prior BRAC 
rounds"); and 

Second, the cumulative economjc impact on economic areas when more than one 
DoD component recommends a BRAC 95 closure or realignment in that cconomic 
area, plus the future economic impacts of decisions from prior BRAC rounds. 

These calculations will account forcircumstar~ccs in which basing decisions in one BRAC 
rouild have been changed in a subsequent BRAC round. 



The cumulative economic impact of actions that have already taken place as a result of 
prior BRAC rounds (i.c.. have already affected mnomic am employment) will be earsidaed 
under "Historic Econon~ic Data" discussed below. 

DoD Components shall include in tbcir consideration of rcmmmdations the cumulative 
futurc amomic impact of prior BRAC rounds. 

When BRAC 95 alternatives occur in the same economic areas that have BRAC-nlattd 
actions from the prior BRAC rounds, DoD Components shall review thdr noocllmurdaticms by 
taking into account the cumulative future tconomic impact of prior BRAC nwnds. The 
cumulative economic impaa of actions that have already occurred f b m  prim BRAC rounds 6~ 
have alrtady affected economic arca unploymcnt) will be. considered in the Wistoric Ecomic  
Data" section below. 

I h D  Components shall consider the cumulative cconomic impacts of prior BRAC rounds 
that have not yet taken place by ensuring that the measures.for economic impact (totaf jmatial 
job charrge.in the economic area and total potential job change as a pcnxnt of total-military and 
civilian--jobs in the economic area) include total potenad job changes that have not yet taken 
place from prior BRAC rounds DoD-wide. 

Cumulari\~e economic impaa will be considered within the overall context of the a p p d  
: sclecticm criteria. Such a review shall be conducted so that the cumulative economic impact of 

prior BRAC rounds will be considered only as pan of the economic impact criterion, which shall 
in turn be considered as pan of the eight selection criteria. 

The fact that prior BRAC rounds affect an econ~omic area shall not, by itself, cause a 
recomimndation to be changed. 

The hint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact will review the BRAC 95 
recornmendations submitted by the Ssrctaries of the Militiuy Departments and the Directors of 

' ! the Defense Agencies to the Secretary of Defense. During this review, the Joint Cross-Service 
Groulp shall identify economic areas with multiple proposed BRAC 95 actions. 

The Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact shall direct the appropriate DoD 
Comknents to review their recommendations submitxed to the Secretary of Defense when there 
arr nlultiple BRAC 95 recommendations in the same economic am that were not considered in 
the development of their recommendations. 



- 

DolD Components will then reassess their BRAC 95 recommendations by taking into 
a u n t  thc: cumulative economic impact of these multiple BRAC 95 recommendations and by 

ensuring that the measures for economic impact for the economic am (the total potential job 
dunge in the economic area a d  the t d  potential job change as a perccnt of total-military a d  
civilian-jobs in the economic w) include the cumulanve sMomic impact of multiple BRAC 95 
rca#nmendations. as well as the cumulative f u m  ccammic impact of prior BRAC rounds. 

Such a review shall be conducted so that the cumubtiw amomic impact of multiple 
BRAC 95 rroonnnendations will k considered rs part of tfic eaxlomic impact critaim, which 
thin in turn be considettd as part of the eight selection aitaik DoD Compwnts will complete 
s d  reviews expeditiously in orda to facilitate compliance witb statutory deadlines for BRAC - .  

aabns. 

DoD Components may consider alternative c l o s ~  and realignments, or mitigating 
actions. during this review. After the review is complete. I)oD Componenis will rtpn back to 
the Joint Cross-Service Group on  Economic Impact, with a mmmcndation as to whether or not 
ro change: theu initial ncomnxndations. 

The existence of multiple BRAC 95 recommendations in an economic area shall not, by 
itself. cause a recommendation to be changed. 

x t .  
r;' 

IhD Components shall consider the measures desaibcd above, viewed in the context of 
historic m o m i c  data. in applying the economic impact clcritcriw. Hi& data will. among 
other things, allow for consideration of the cumulative cccmomic impacts that have alnady 
occuml (i-e., haw already affected economic a w  employment) as a mult of prior BRAC 
actions. Bccaure communities' economies are so complex, it is difficult to separate the effects of 
prior BRAC actions from the effects of other economic facts To address this analytical 
difficu1t.y. DoD Components shall use historic data to consider the general conditions of 
communities' economies. Considering the gcncd conditions of communities' economies will take 
into acraunt the cumulative economic impacts that have <already occuned due to prior B ~ C  
actions, as well as the economic impact of other factors unrelated to BRAC actions. 

. .. 
~istori;'cconornic data shall be defined to include the following: 

Economic area civilian employment (1984 to 1993) 
Annualized change in economic area civilian employment, absolute and percent (1984 
to 1993). 
Economic area per capita personal income (1984 to 1992) 
Annualizedchangeineconom~careapercapitapenonalLncom,absoluteandpercent 
(1984 to 1992), and 
Economic area unemployment rates (1 984 to 1993). 



The Office: of the Deputy Assistant Scnctvy of Dcfensc f a  Installadons will @de historic 
ha, from authoritative sources. to the Military Dcpamnenrs and Dcfensc Agencies. 

7his guidance does na establish threshold v a l w  f a  munmt and historic t c o d c  &a 
Rather. DoD components will use the measures and historic mmcxnic data f a  relative 
mmpariscns of the economic impacts and cumulative economic impacts of rt00mnmdatio(1s. 

73e Joint Cross-Savice Group on Economic Impact shall analyze DoD Component 
t~~~mmcndarions and preliminary candidates to ensun thar they arc developed in accordance with 
this guidance. and shall monitor implementation of this and any additional guidance on ooDnomic 
impact that may be issued. The Join! Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact shall also carry a 

out other analyses requested by the BRAC 95 Review Gmup or Steuing Group. 

'The Joint Cross-Service Group will work closely with DoD Components to resolve issues. 
lssues that the Joint Crass-Service Group and DoD components cannot resolve will be n f d  to 
cheBR8AC95SteeringGmup: . . . - -  - - . . . -  . - -. . . 

-%h. 
a. 

afficc ~f the DASD (Installations) 

The office of the DASD (Installations) shall provide to the Milirary Deparumnts and 
Defenr~ Agencies a BRAC 95 Economic Impact Databiase tool thar will contain the following: 

* A listing of DoD installations 
The economic am to which each installation has been assigned 

- - Frtcton (multipliers) to estimate potential indirect job changes 
Histbric economic data to include: 

Economic area civilian employment (1984 to 1993) 
Annualized change in &nomic area civilian employment, absolute and percent 
(1984 to 1993) 
Economic area per capita personal income (1984 to 1992) 
Annualized change in economic area per capita personal income, absolute and 
percent (1 984 to 1992). and 
Economic area unemployment rates (1984 to 1993) 



The upability to calculate the musures for economic impact and cumulariw 
ccmmic impaa described in his guidance bawd on the informadon provided by the 
M ilitajy Departments and Defense Agencies 

lhe Milituy Departments and the Defense Agencies shall @de a d  enter into the DoD 
BRAC 95 Economic Impact Database: 

(3umrrt Base Personnel: As discussed above on page 3, this data will reflect projected ' 

' -- 

bilku and positions as of the stan of N 1996 for O f f i  Enlisted, Military 
Students, Civilians, and Contracton, net of planned for# stnrcturc changes. 

Job Changes (Out): the number of authorizations for DoD civilian, military (in 
training status). military (not in aaining status)), and on-base contractof jobs to be 
relocated and/or disestablished under each a1 tmt ive  and recommendation, by 
installation, as a mult of BRAC actions, both for R D  Component pmposed 
BRAC 9.5 actions and for actions yet to be realized (i.~., future) from prior BRAC 
rounds, by fiscal year. from 1994 thmugh 2001; 

Job Changes (In): the numbcr of authorizations for civilian, military (in training status), 
military (not in mining status) and on-base contractor jobs being gained under each 
alternative and rccornmendation, by installa.&, as a result of BRAC actions, both for 
all proposed BRAC 95 actions and for actions yet to be redired C.C., future) from 
prior BRAC rounds. by fiscal yw, from 19514 through 2001. 

Beca~~x of the difficuity of obtaining accurate estimates, contractor job outs and ins may be 
aggepated into a single year. 

DoD Components will provide the projected job changes from prior BRAC rounds and 
current personnel data to thc Office of the Deputy Assistant Sccrrtary of Dcfcnst for Installations. 
In identifying projected job changes associated with prior BRAC actions, the DoD ~an$nents 
shall use plans that are consistent with the President's fiscal Year 1995 Budget 

. .. 

The ~~il icar~ Departments and the Defense Agenciks shall collect information as necessary 
for the computer-based tool. Such data shall be collected and handled in accordance with the 
Internal Control Plan of the Joint Cross-Service Group on Economic Impact and the respective 
Internal Control Plans of each Military Department and the Defense Agencies. 

Shonly afrer submitting recommendations and preliminary candidates to the S c a c t q  of 
Defense, the Military Depamnents and Defense Agencies shall provide to the Joint Cross-Service 
Group on Economic Impact computer files from the Economic Impact Database for their 
BRAC 95 recommendations and preliminary candidates. 



Annex A 

DEI'ERMINATION OF ECONOMIC AREAS 

In response to changes by the Office of Mnnagancnt and BBudget (OMB) in 
mcoopolitan area defuri tions rc!.a_M -W th 1.W. -s, u?q 5 .@w $ 
BRAC economic ana ddinitions, the Joint --Senkc Group on Economic 
Impact has established the following ruler to guide the d-t of installations 
to economic areas far BRAC 95: 

1. The aconanic a m  should include residences of the majority of the military 
and civilian employees at the activity. 

2. AneconomkareaisgenedlydefUICdasa~po1itannatisticalarea 
(MSA) or a non-MSA county(s) unless t h u e  is evidence to support some.otha 
definition. . - 

3. In those cases w h a e  OMB's 1993 definition of an MSA added counties 
which increased the MSA population by 10 p e n t  or more, then continue to use 
the old MSA definition unless ccrtifitd &dewy d a . ~  shows that.the new M A  . 
definition is more appropriate. 

4. An economic area should only be expanded to include an additional county 
if the resulting percentage i m s e  in the number of employee nsidetlces included 
in the expanded economic area is greater than the resulting pcnxntage increase in 
the total employment of the expanded economic area. 

5. Installations in the same county should be in the same economic area. , 

6. If the economic area was previously defined fin prior BRAC rounds) as a 
non-MSA county(s). it should continue to be that county, even if that county has 
now been incorporated into an MSA. 
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Rocammeodatioaa Describe what is to be closed and/or realigned; 
functions, activities, units, or organizations that will be 
elhdna~ted or relocated; identify the receiving installations, if 
applicable; and describe functions, activities, units, or 
organizations that will remain on the installation, if 
applicrible . - - - .  - 

due t i f  :Lcationt Explain the reasons for the recomendation: i. e., 
force structure reductions; mission transfer, consolidation, 
collocietion, or elimination; excess capacity; cross-servicing; 

- etc., as applicable. 

~ m t u r n  on ltnvestm~tt Include the total estimated one-time costs 
of inplementing the recomendation, expected total one-time 
savings during the implementation period, expected annual 
recurring savings after implementation with return on investment 
years, and the net present value of costs and savings over a 
twenty  year period. Dcpress costs and savings in FY 1996 
constcant dollars. 

mpact:t Describe the impact the recommendation could have on the 
local community's economy in terms of total potential job change 
(direct and indirect) in absolute tenns and as a percentage of- - 

.? employment in the economic area. Describe the impact the 
recomendation could have on the environment. 

ATTACHMENT 7 



Y Crrifeb 26Crfo.s d e r a f e  
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April 3, 1995 

The! Honorable Sheila E. Widnall 
3eb.1 a1at.y uf the Air rortc 
1670 Air  Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1 670 

Dear Madam Secretary: 

During the Air Force's BRAC 95 development activities, deliberative minutes of 
the Air Force Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG) meetings indicate that you 
approved and directed the support requirements a t  BRAC 95 receiver locations. It 
appears that  some support requirements varied depending on the receiver location. 
For example, both the Air Force Inspection AgencyIAir Force Safety Center and DNA 
were treated individually as if they were the only unit being relocated to  Kelly AFB. 
Thstrefore, the combined BRAC 95 enlisted dormitory requirements a t  Kelly AFB could 
be understated and/or questionable. 

So that we can better understand your rationale and requirements, please 
answer the following questions: 

1. Does the Air Force use standard BRAC relocation support guidelines 
or  is each potential receiver site given its own guidelines? If guideline 
documents exist, please provide us copies. 

2. Does DoD have basic guidelines or policy memorandum guidance on 
BRAC relocation support requirements? If guideline documents exist, 
please provide us copies. 

3. Were the DoD and White House quality of life concerns and priorities 
(especially with respect to  housing and dormitory requirements) factored 
into the BRAC 95 process? 

4. Why did the Air Force's BRAC 95 Kirtland AFB realignment 
recommendation analysis treat the rna.jor tenants that were identified to 
relocate to  Kelly AFB as separate units with regard to  housing and 
dormitory requirements at Kelly? 

Q oor 



We would appreciate an immediate response to this request. A reply by April 
7th is essential so that our constituents may review the information prior to the base 
vistts and regional hearings by the BRAC. We look forward to your response, which . 
should be directed to Charles Gentry, Administrative Assistant to Senator Domenici. 

Steven Schiff 
United States Senator of Representatives 

cc: BRAC Commission (Attn: Air Force Team) 
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April 13, 1995 

SPLF/LLP 
11.60 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senate 
washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Domenici 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 3, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, you requested additional 
information concerning the methodo:logy used to determine whether 
tenants are relocated to other installations. The following 
responses are provided per your request. 

QUESTION: Does the Air Force use below 100 active duty 
personnel as a guideline for reducing active duty support 
functions? Is there written policy or guidelines? If so, please 
provide us copies of relevant documents. 

RESPONSE: No known policy exists, either formally or 
informally. The specific requirement was that the remaining 
active duty personnel were to be capable of operating with minimal 
support. The Base Closure Executive Group's (BCEG) collective 
judgment was that if remaining active duty personnel were around 
100, this would be compatible with the strategy. 

QUESTION: Does DoD have guidelines on the number of active 
duty personnel that are required on an installation or in a 
facility to justify normal active duty support functions? If so, 
please provide us copies of relevant documents. 

RESPONSE: No known policy exists, formally or informally. 

QUESTION: Explain the Air Force's use of baseline 
populations and adjusted populations. Given the Air Force's 
projected end-strength numbers for. future years, has the Air Force 
applied a standard population reduction across the board (all 
bases, tenants, mission, etc.)? If so, why? Are the reductions 
the same for officers, enlisted, and civilians? If so, why? 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



RESPONSE: We are unable to track to the specific end- 
strength numbers raised in the question. However, the basic 
premise of the question is valid, Air Force active duty strength 
will be reduced as a result of implementing BRAC actions. 
S~pecifically, with regard to Kirtland AFB, the Air Force proposal 
identified an active duty manpower savings of 922 active duty 
positions which will be reduced from overall Air Force end- 
strength. Other active duty positions move within their missions 
to their new locations. On the civilian side, the BRAC savings 
will be used to programmatically define the National Performance 
Eleview civilian reductions already levied against the Air Force. 

QUESTION: Would you agree that the USAF can follow only one 
of two options: Claim the recurring savings and reduce the end- 
strength by 4800; or do not reduce the end-strength by 4800 and do 
not claim the recurring savings. 

RESPONSE: We are unable to track to the specific 4800 end- 
strength number raised in the question. However, the basic 
premise of the question is valid; Air Force active duty strength 
will be reduced as a result of implementing BRAC actions. On the 
civilian side, the BRAC savings will be used to programmatically 
define the National Performance Review civilian reductions already 
levied against the Air Force. Recurring savings are linked to 
personnel eliminations in the COBRA. The Kirtland AFB realignment 
]recommendation COBRA had 1375 personnel eliminations with a 
recurring savings of $52.1 million. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator Bingaman and Representative Schiff. 

STEPHEN Do BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

T:he Honorable Jeff Bingaman 
U:nited States Senate 
W,ashington, DC 20510 

D~ear Senator ~ingaman 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 3, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Xirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB) , New Mexico. Specifically, you requested additional 
information concerning the methodology used to determine whether 
tenants are relocated to other installations. The following 
responses are provided per your request. 

QUESTION: Does the Air Force use below 100 active duty 
personnel as a guideline for reducing active duty support 
functions? Is there written policy or guidelines? If so, please 
provide us copies of relevant documents. 

RESPONSE: No known policy exists, either formally or 
informally. The specific requirement was that the remaining 
active duty personnel were to be capable of operating with minimal 
support. The Base Closure Executive Group's (BCEG) collective 
judgment was that if remaining active duty personnel were around 
100, this would be compatible with the strategy. 

QUESTION: Does DoD have guid'elines on the number of active 
duty personnel that are required o:n an installation or in a 
facility to justify normal active duty support functions? If so, 
please provide us copies of relevant documents. 

RESPONSE: No known policy exists, formally or informally. 

QUESTION: Explain the Air Force's use of baseline 
populations and adjusted populations. Given the Air Force's 
projected end-strength numbers for future years, has the Air Force 
applied a standard population reduction across the board (all 
baLses, tenants, mission, etc.)? If so, why? Are the reductions 
the same for officers, enlisted, and civilians? If so, why? 



RESPONSE: The Air Force used the Fiscal Year (FY) 1994 
position of the August 1994 base manpower file to set a baseline 
population for each installation meeting the BRAC threshold. 
However, there invariably are manning changes programmed to occur 
at any base over time. The Air Force reviewed each individual 
installation and adjusted the wbaselinell officer, enlisted, and 
civilian populations based on specific program changes 
incorporated in the Future Year Defense Program but not yet 
reflected in the base manpower files. The adjustments made were 
unique to each base; there was no across the board judgment 
factor. This resulting "adjustedw population was used as the 
basis for determining manpower moves and savings in the COBRA 
analysis. The result was the best available projection for fourth 
quarter, FY 1997. 

QUESTION: What space and facilities were identified at Kelly 
AFB to be used to beddown the Air Force Inspection Agency and Air 
Force Safety Center (AFSC) and DNA? Are these facilities and 
space currently occupied by depot functions? Will these 
f,acilities be made available by Itdepot downsizing in-place? 

RESPONSE: The Air Force Inspection Agency (AFIA) and Air 
Force Safety Agency (AFSA) military construction (MILCON) 
estimates in the recommendation COBRA along with Defense Nuclear 
Agency Field Command (DNAFC) were placed in multiple available 
facilities. Originally, Kelly AFB identified 70,000 square feet 
of administrative space available for DNAFC after completion of 
the Weapon Systems Support Center in December 1996. Kelly AFB 
also identified Buildings 43, 323, 1500 and 1562 with a total of 
189,076 square feet of administrative space as being available for 
inbound activities, such as AFIA and AFSA. The 40,905 square feet 
space requirements for AFIA and AE'SC were applied against the 
available administrative space at Kelly AFB. Facilities were to 
be made available a f t er  completion of the Weapon Systems Support 
Center in December 1996 rather than "depot downsizing@'. 

QUESTION: What was the Air Force's beddown plan for these 
Kirtland tenants when Kelly AFB was a closure candidate? Will you 
suggest to the Commission that they use your alternate Kirtland 
plans if Kelly's depot is added to the Commissionls list and 
endorsed for closure? 

RESPONSE: No set alternative Air Force beddown plan exists. 
I:€ Kelly AFB was a closure candida.te, we would have revisited the 
Air Force's beddown plan for the Kirtland AFB realignment. 

QUESTION: Since the cost savings that the USAF is claiming 
are due to personnel eliminations, should we expect the USAF 
active duty end-strength to show a. reduction from 381,900 
personnel to 277,100 in FY 2001 to1 reflect the actualization of 
the BRAC reported cost savings? 



RESPONSE: We are unable to track to the specific end- 
strength numbers raised in the question. However, the basic 
premise of the question is valid. Air Force active duty strength 
will be reduced as a result of implementing BRAC actions. 
Specifically, with regard to Kirtland AFB, the Air Force proposal 
identified an active duty manpower savings of 922 active duty 
positions which will be reduced from overall Air Force end- 
strength. Other active duty positions move within their missions 
to their new locations. On the civilian side, the BRAC savings 
will be used to programmatically define the National Performance 
Review civilian reductions already levied against the Air Force. 

QUESTION: Would you agree that the USAF can follow only one 
of two options: Claim the recurring savings and reduce the end- 
strength by 4800; or do not reduce the end-strength by 4800 and do 
rrot claim the recurring savings. 

RESPONSE: We are unable to track to the specific 4800 end- 
strength number raised in the question. However, the basic 
premise of the question is valid; Air Force active duty strength 
trill be reduced as a result of implementing BRAC actions. On the 
civilian side, the BRAC savings will be used to programmatically 
define the National Performance R.eview civilian reductions already 
Levied against the Air Force. Recurring savings are linked to 
personnel eliminations in the COB,RA. The Kirtland AFB realignment 
 recommendation COBRA had 1375 personnel eliminations with a 
recurring savings of $52.1 million. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator Domenici and Representative Schiff. 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 13, 1995 

SA!F/ LLP 
11160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Steven Schiff 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Schiff 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 3, 1995, to 
tlhe Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico. Specifically, you requested additional 
information concerning the methodology used to determine whether 
tenants are relocated to other installations. The following 
responses are provided per your request. 

QUESTION: Does the Air Force use below 100 active duty 
personnel as a guideline for reducing active duty support 
functions? Is there written policy or guidelines? If so, please 
provide us copies of relevant documents. 

RESPONSE: No known policy exists, either formally or 
informally. The specific requirement was that the remaining 
active duty personnel were to be capable of operating with minimal 
support. The Base Closure Executive Group's (BCEG) collective 
judgment was that if remaining active duty personnel were around 
100, this would be compatible with the strategy. 

QUESTION: Does DoD have guidelines on the number of active 
duty personnel that are required on an installation or in a 
facility to justify normal active duty support functions? If so, 
please provide us copies of relevant documents. 

RESPONSE: No known policy exists, formally or informally. 

QUESTION: Explain the Air Force's use of baseline 
populations and adjusted populations. Given the Air Force's 
projected end-strength numbers :€or future years, has the Air Force 
applied a standard population reduction across the board (all 
bases, tenants, mission, etc.)? If so, why? Are the reductions 
the same for officers, enlisted, and civilians? If so, why? 



RESPONSE: The Air Force used the Fiscal Year (FY) 1994 
pc~sition of the August 1994 base manpower file to set a baseline 
population for each installation meeting the BRAC threshold. 
However, there invariably are manning changes programmed to occur 
at: any base over time. The Air Force reviewed each individual 
installation and adjusted the fibaselinem officer, enlisted, and 
civilian populations based on specific program changes 
incorporated in the Future Year Defense Program but not yet 
reflected in the base manpower files. The adjustments made were 
unique to each base; there was no across the board judgment 
factor. This resulting IfadjustedW population was used as the 
basis for determining manpower moves and savings in the COBRA 
a:nalysis. The result was the best available projection for fourth 
quarter, FY 1997. 

QUESTION: What space and facilities were identified at Kelly 
AFB to be used to beddown the Air Force Inspection Agency and Air 
Force Safety Center (AFSC) and DNA? Are these facilities and 
space currently occupied by depot functions? Will these 
facilities be made available by "depot downsizing in-place? 

RESPONSE: The Air Force Inspection Agency (AFIA) and Air 
Force Safety Agency (AFSA) military construction (MILCON) 
estimates in the recommendation COBRA along with Defense Nuclear 
Agency Field Command (DNAFC) were placed in multiple available 
facilities. Originally, Kelly AFB identified 70,000 square feet 
of administrative space available for DNAFC after completion of 
the Weapon Systems Support Center in December 1996. Kelly AFB 
also identified Buildings 43, 323, 1500 and 1562 with a total of 
109,076 square feet of administrative space as being available for 
inbound activities, such as AFIA and AFSA. The 40,905 square feet 
space requirements for AFIA and A.FSC were applied against the 
available administrative space at. Kelly AFB. Facilities were to 
be made available after completion of the Weapon Systems Support 
Center in December 1996 rather than "depot downsizingvv. 

QUESTION: What was the Air Force's beddown plan for these 
Kirtland tenants when Kelly AFB was a closure candidate? Will you 
suggest to the  omm mission that they use your alternate Kirtland 
plans if Kelly's depot is added to the  omm mission's list and 
endorsed for closure? 

RESPONSE: No set alternative Air Force beddown plan exists. 
If Kelly AFB was a closure candidate, we would have revisited the 
Air Forcefs beddown plan for the Kirtland AFB realignment. 

QUESTION: Since the cost savings that the USAF is claiming 
are due to personnel eliminations, should we expect the USAF 
active duty end-strength to show a reduction from 381,900 
personnel to 277,100 in FY 2001 to reflect the actualization of 
the BRAC reported cost savings? 



RESPONSE: We are unable to track to the specific end- 
strength numbers raised in the question. However, the basic 
premise of the question is valid. Air Force active duty strength 
wi.11 be reduced as a result of impl.ementing BRAC actions. 
S~~ecifically, with regard to Kirtland AFB, the Air Force proposal 
idlentified an active duty manpower savings of 922 active duty 
positions which will be reduced from overall Air Force end- 
st-rength. Other active duty positj.ons move within their missions 
to their new locations. On the civilian side, the BRAC savings 
will be used to programmatically define the National Performance 
deview civilian reductions already levied against the Air Force. 

QUESTION: Would you agree that the USAF can follow only one 
of two options: Claim the recurring savings and reduce the end- 
strength by 4800; or do not reduce the end-strength by 4800 and do 
not claim the recurring savings. 

RESPONSE: We are unable to track to the specific 4800 end- 
strength number raised in the question. However, the basic 
premise of the question is valid; .Air Force active duty strength 
will be reduced as a result of implementing BRAC actions. On the 
civilian side, the BRAC savings will be used to programmatically 
define the National Performance Review civilian reductions already 
levied against the Air Force. Recurring savings are linked to 
personnel eliminations in the COBRA. The Kirtland AFB realignment 
recommendation COBRA had 1375 personnel eliminations with a 
recurring savings of $52.1 million. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senators Domenid and Bingaman. 

STEPHEN D. BULL, 111 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 



W n i f e b  dfefes  d e r r a f e  
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 

April 3, 1995 

The Honorable Sheila E. Widnall 
Secretary of  the Air Force 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
Wiashington, DC 20330-1 670 

Dear Madam Secretary: 

During the Air Force's BRAC 95 development activities, deliberative minutes of 
the Air Force Base Closure Executive Grorlp (BCEG) meetings indicate that you 
approved and directed the relocation of several Kirtland AFB tenants t o  Kelly AFB. It 
appears that these relocations were driven solely by the Air Forcers desire t o  reduce 
Kirtland's active-duty population to below 1130 personnel. Apparently, this "below 
1013" is  a magic number that the Air Force uses to justify closing all remaining active- 
du ly  support functions and turning a base into a stand-alone facility. Additionally, a t  
designated receiver locations, your staff developed a baseline population for the 
insitallation below realignment actions. Your staff then reduced this baseline 
population and renamed it "adjusted population". 

So that we can better understand your rationale and requirements, please 
answer the following questions: 

1. Does the Air Force use below 100 active-duty personnel as a 
guideline for reducing active-duty support functions? Is there written 
policy or guidelines? if so, provide us copies of relevant documents. 

2. Does DoD have guidelines on the number of active-duty personnel 
that are required on an installation or in a facility to justify normal active- 
duty support functions? If so, please provided us copies of relevant 
documents 

3. Explain the Air Force's use of base line populations and adjusted 
populations. Given the Air Force's projected end-strength numbers for 
future years, has the Air Force applied a standard population reduction 
across the board (all bases, tenants, missions, etc.) If so, why? Are the 
reductions the same for officers, enlisted and civilians? If so, why? 

4. What space and facilities were identified a t  Kelly AFB to be used t o  
beddown the Air Force Inspection Agency and Air Force Safety Center 



and DNA? Are these facilities and space available today? Are these 
faoilitioe and OPOOO ourront ly  oecupicd by D ~ p o t  functions? Will 1 l . i ~ ~ ~  

facilities by made available by "depot downsizing in-place"? 

6. What was thc Air rorce's beddown plan for these Kir.alai id lei tai~ls 

when Kelly AFB was a closure candidate? Will you suggest to  the 
commission that they use your alternate Kinland plans if Kelly's Depot 
is added to  the Cornmrnission's list and endorsed for closure? 

6. Since the cost savings that the USAF is claiming are due to  personnel 
eliminations, should we expect the USAF active duty end-strength to  
show a reduction from 381,900 personnel to 277,100 in FYOl to reflect 
the acrualization of the BRAC reported cost savings? 

7. Would you agree that the USAF can follow only one of t w o  options: 
Claim the recurring savings and reduce the end-strength by 4800; or do 
not reduce the end strength by  4800 and do not claim the recurring 
savings. 

We would appreciate an immediate response t o  this request. A reply by April 
7 th is essential so that our constituents may review the information prior to the base 
V ~ S ~ T S  anrl reoinnal hearinac hy tho RRAC. We look forward to your recponce, which 
should be directed to Charles Gentry, Administrative Assistant to Senator Dornenici. 

Pete V. Dornenici Steven Schiff 
Unitled States Senator House of Representatives 

cc: BRAC Commission (Attn: Air Force Team) 
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APR 13 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

T.he Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
U:nited States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Domenici 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 4, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning ~irtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico, and Holloman AFB, New Mexico. Specifically, 
you expressed concern about the Air Force proposal to move the 
513th Special Operations Wing (SOW) from Kirtland to Holloman. 

An Air Force Materiel Command (AFMC) team recently conducted 
site surveys at both locations to help us refine the COBRA costs 
previously approved by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG). 
The team is integrating the results of both of these surveys with 
information from all interested agencies involved to ensure that 
concerns of all affected units are properly addressed and the 
requirement of an Economic Analysis (EA) on regular military 
construction projects is fulfilled. When completed, the results 
w i l l  be provided to your office immediately upon certification and 
approval by the BCEG. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator singaman and ~epresentative Schiff. 

Sincerely 

D. BULL, I11 

COORD 

Colonel, USAF 
chief, Programs and  egisl la ti on 

Division 
Office of ~egislative ~iaison 

AF/RT DBCRC 



APR 1 3  1996 

SAF/LLP 
1.160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Steven Schiff 
H:ouse of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Schiff 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 4, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Kirtland Air Force Base 
(AFB), New Mexico, and Holloman AFB, New Mexico. Specifically, 
you expressed concern about the Air Force proposal to move the 
58th Special Operations Wing (SOW) from Kirtland to Holloman. 

An Air Force Materiel Command (AFMC) team recently conducted 
site surveys at both locations to help us refine the COBRA costs 
previously approved by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG). 
T:he team is integrating the results of both of these surveys with 
i:nformation from all interested agencies involved to ensure that 
concerns of all affected units are properly addressed and the 
requirement of an Economic Analysis (EA) on regular military 
construction projects is fulfilled. When completed, the results 
will be provided to your office immediately upon certification and 
a]?proval by the BCEG. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senators Domenici and Bingaman. 

Sincerely 
- - -  , , '. - 

I ' 
.. - -.> 2 -  .- 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 



Slinited States Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 205 10 

April 4, 1995 

The Honorable Sheila E. Widnall 
Secretary of the Air Force 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1670 

Dtrar Madmi Secretary: 

We havc lcamed the Air Force is sending a team to conduct a site survey at Hollornan 
AT% ApnI3-7 to better understmd the cost and operational impacts ofrelocating the 58th 
Special Operations Wing. We have serious concerns about your plan move the 58rh SOW out of 
KirtIand -UB.  We feel the costs of this move were not adequately reviewed nor were other 
aspecrs of rhe specialized rraining and operationad capability maintained by the 58th SOW 
considered. 

Because Kidland AFB was youped for puiposes of BIZAC analysis in only the 
Lab/Producr Center category, we are convinced rhar problems in moving this vital mil i tq  
training mission were nut fully considered. We understand, based on the wing's prior rnoviny 
experiences, that relocation wiIl be protracted (at least a year) and down time will be extensive. 
This will likely result in degadcd training capability and an ultimate ne~ative impact on the 
readiness of US Special Operations Forces. 

As you are aware, the 58th SOW has a unique training mission requirins custotnized 
facilities and a physical environment which Kinland AFB amply provides. The na[ur0c of flight 
trairiing demands spccific types of terrain and low level training routes which are ideally 
provided for in the Kirtland area. We expecl rile sire survey scheduled for ncxz week will takc 
dl cost and operational aspects into account. We appreciate you providing these results with a 
response to the following questions: 

1. Please provide a detailed cost analysis of the move which itemizes cost elements into specific 
catei2ories (such as infrastructure costs at HolIoman, nilcon, special equipment, 0&M, costs 
associated with moving simulators) 
2. Vc'ill there be increased training rime rcsulting fioni simulator downtime? 
3. Pfi11 cxtra personnel bc required to maintain two separate trairiing locztions during the 
tran.~ition? 
4. Will there be problerns associated with ex~ended travel time do ro unavailability of local 
hous;ing to Air Force personnel? 
5. What will be the impact on the Special 0peratior.s training pipeline if a reduced rraining load 
is anticipated? 
6 .  Will the 58th SOW be able to accomplish the same mission within six xriorlths of the planned 
move? one year? two years? 



7. Was the inpur of [he Commander in Chief of US Special Operations Forces sought and, if so. 
did it weigh heavily in you decision? Was the input of the Commander of Air Education 
and Training Command sought and, if so, did ir weigh heavily in your decision? 

Thank you for your prompt response to  his request. 

Sincerely, 

Pete V. 1)omenici 
United States Senator 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

WASHINGTON DC 

HC! USAFRT 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1670 

The Honorable Pete Domenici 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 205 10 

Dear Senator Domenici 

This letter responds to your letter of April 11, 1995, regarding Kirtland Air Force Base, New 
Mexico, and your request for the refined cost elements resulting from the site survey. I 
understand your concern, and desire to have the latest available data in preparation for the 
Cornmission hearing. Unfortunately, we remain unable to comply with your request. You have 
exp:ressed concern over a process that would be unreliable because of inaccuracy and the haste of 
its completion. Our validation and certification process is designed to avoid these problems. 

As you know, we met for the past two days with Grtland Officials, including agencies such 
as the Department of Energy (DOE) to obtain their detailed cost information. We will continue 
our process, validate the estimates at the Major Comxnand level, and present those refinements to 
the Base Closure Executive Group for approval. We are working as rapidly as we can and will 
provide this information to you as soon as possible. We are committed to an open process, but 
are equally committed to a process that properly develops accurate information prior to its 
release. 

'4 similar letter is being provided to Senator Bingaman and Representative Schiff. 

Sincerely 

/{@D. BLUME , Jr. 
4ajor General, USAF 

Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff 
for Base Realignment and Transition 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE - * 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

WASHINGTON DC 

HQ USAF/RT 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330- 1670 

The Honorable Jeff Bingaman 

- United States Senate 
Washington, DC 205 10 

De:ar Senator Bingaman 

This letter responds to your letter of April 11, 1995, regarding Kirtland Air Force Base, New 
Mexico, and your request for the refined cost elements resulting from the site survey. I 
understand your concern, and desire to have the latest available data in preparation for the 
Commission hearing. Unfortunately, we remain unable to comply with your request. You have 
expressed concern over a process that would be unreliable because of inaccuracy and the haste of 
its completion. Our validation and certification process is designed to avoid these problems. 

As you know, we met for the past two days with Kirtland Officials, including agencies such 
as the Department of Energy (DOE) to obtain their detailed cost information. We will continue 
our process, validate the estimates at the Major Command level, and present those refinements to 
the Base Closure Executive Group for approval. We are working as rapidly as we can and will 
provide this information to you as soon as possible. We are committed to an open process, but 
are equally committed to a process that properly develops accurate information prior to its 
release. 

A similar letter is being provided to Senator Donlenici and Representative Schiff. 

Sincerely 

D. BLUME , Jr. 
General, USAF 

Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff 
for Base Realignment and Transition 



ff 3 APR p~s 

HQ USAFRT 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330- 1670 

Mr Steven Schiff 
Unii:ed States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 205 10 

Dear Mr Schiff 

This letter responds to your letter of April 11, 1995, regarding Kirtland Air Force Base, New 
Mexico, and your request for the refined cost elements resulting from the site survey. I 
understand your concern, and desire to have the latest: available data in preparation for the 
Com.rnission hearing. Unfortunately, we remain unable to comply with your request. You have 
expr,:ssed concern over a process that would be unreliable because of inaccuracy and the haste of 
its completion. Our validation and certification process is designed to avoid these problems. 

lu you know, we met for the past two days with Grtland Officials, including agencies such 
as the Department of Energy (DOE) to obtain their detailed cost information. We will continue 
our process, validate the estimates at the Major Cornnland level, and present those refinements to 
the B'ase Closure Executive Group for approval. We iue working as rapidly as we can and will 
provide this information to you as soon as possible. We are committed to an open process, but 
are equally committed to a process that properly deve1,ops accurate information prior to its 
release. 

A, similar letter is being provided to Senator Dome:nici and Senator Bingaman. 

Sincerely 

- - -  - - -  - - 

-- 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE . % 

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 

/ C/ICTajor General, USAF 
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff 
for Base Realignment and Transition 



WASHINGTON, DC 205 10 

Major General Jay Blume 
AP/.RT 501021 
United Statea Department of the Air Force 
Tke Pentagon 
Was:hington D.C. 20330 

Dear Major General Blume : 

On April 7 ,  1995, we received the M r  Force8s respoase to our 
request for revised cost data regarding Kirtland Air Force Base.  
The ccmtbuixag atteatpt by the Air Force to conceal vital 
information from our delegation cauee,s us great concern. The 
sec~xtary of Defense has committed to providing ua with access to 
any and a l l  information we require in preparing our case for the 
Defcs-nae B a s e  Closure and Realignment Ccimmiasion (BRAC) . 

We are growing tired of having to remind the ~ i r  Force of the 
Seczretazy of Defense's commitment  to us. The April 7 ,  1995, 
respnse we received is entirely unacceptable. We must be prepared 
to present our case to the BRAC on April 20th. O u r  request for the 
revi.sed cost data is consistent with the Secretary's commitment to 
us, regardless of whether Air Force Materiel Command and the B a s e  
Closu-e Executive G r o u p  have validated the findings. Please have 
the Air Force revised cost data, reviewed and validated or not, 
delivered to us by Thursday, ~pril 13, 1995. 

(rr erely, 

e Domenici 
United States  Senator 

Steve ScMff 
Member of Congress 

cc: The Honorable Milliam Perry 
The Honorable A l a n  Dixon 



!United States Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 205 10 

March 30, 1995 

The Honorable Sheila E. Widnall 
Secretary of the Air Force 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1670 

Dear Madam Secretary: 

We have learned that a team of hnctional expens from AFMC recently completed a site 
suwey of Kirtland AFB. We understand this team is now examining their findings so that the 
original Air Force cost estimates of the Kirtland AFB realignment can be more realistically 
determined. We're acquiring mounting information that raises serious concerns regarding these 
costs, and we request that the cost data gathered by ithe AFMC team be provided immediately. 

itre feel this request is consistent with the BRAC open process set fonh by the Secretary of 
Defctnse. Also, given limited time between now and the regional hearing before Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission, we have an urgent need fclr this new cost data 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this request. 

Sincerely, 

55 5 4  
Steven Schiff 

United States Senator House of Representatives 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON OC 203 30- 1 000 

April 7, 1995 

SXF/LLP 
11160 ~ i r  Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senate 
~alshington, DC 20510 

De,ar Senator Domenici 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 30, 1995, 
to the Secretary of the Air Force requesting the immediate release 
of the revised cost data regarding Kirtland Air Force Base (AFB), 
New Mexico. 

The site survey for Kirtland is not yet complete. When the 
survey is complete, it will require Major Command (Air Force 
Materiel Command) validation, and Base Closure Executive Group 
review. This review is an integra:L part of the process and we 
understand your desire to get information as early as possible. 
However, these procedures are designed to ensure that the 
information provided by the Air Force is as accurate as possible. 
All refined costs and appropriate data associated with the 
proposed Kirtland AFB realignment will be provided at the very 
earliest opportunity. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is'" 
being provided to Senator Bingaman and Representative Schiff who 
joined you in your letter. 

EN D. BULL, I11 
Colo el, USAF "7 Chie , Programs and Legislation 
~ivision 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO ROME LABORATORY, 
NEW YORK 



S.RFLLP/WOR SNYDER/CFM/77950/28 APR 95 
moyer/bases95/romel8Apr 

April 28, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

'Ithe Honorable Daniel patrick ~oynihan 
Crnited States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Moynihan 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 18, 1995, 
to the Secretary of the Air Force concerning the figures used and 
the assumptions made in the analysis of the closure of Rome 
I~boratory, Rome, New York. For ease of reference, we will 
address each issue separately. 

QUESTION 1: Please provide copies of the documents submitted 
by Rome Laboratory that show the details of the 328,459 square 
feet, the certification of this information, who at the base and 
each successive level certified the information, and the date the 
data was submitted. 

RESPONSE: Attached is the certified data used in the COBRA 
run dated May 13, 1994. This dat.a reflects the breakout for the 
328,459 square feet and the assoc:iated Rome Laboratory and Hanscom 
Air Force Base (AFB) AFMC-21 cert-ification letter of May 13, 1994. 
This documentation was submitted as certified data by AFMC, dated 
September 30, 1994, for BRAC 95 inclusion. 

QUESTION 2: Please provide a more detailed explanation of 
the reduction in administrative space with specific items to be 
reduced and justification for each reduction. Please include the 
certified data and certification sheets that comprise the baseline 
figure of 166,859 square feet. In this explanation also include 
all of the sources (specified people or documents) and assumptions 
upon which the "double countingt1 reduction was based. Also please 
explain the rationale for the 60,140 percent split and provide 
copies of the certified data, as:sumptions and sources upon which 
this split was based. 

RESPONSE: The 166,859 square feet certified data and 
certification sheets was covered under ~uestion 1. The 166,859 
square feet was derived from AFMC-21 studies using the 
Aeronautical Systems Center standard of 197 square feet/person and 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



688 projected personnel. Please note the AFMC-21 study itself was 
an internal document with appropri.ate portions certified for BRAC 
95 process use. The assumption relating to "double countinggg came 
from ESC/CCB, who assumed that 99 of RL personnel worked full time 
or a majority of the time in Laboratory/SCIF space, and would not 
need administrative space or would share space in this category. 
Standards contained within Air Force Manual 86-2 rather than the 
AFMC standards were applied for administrative space. The 
attached AFMC certification letter, December 8, 1994, incorporated 
these assumptions and provided the updated 224,280 square feet 
numbers used in the subsequent COBRA runs. 

In regard to the 60/40 percent split, the manpower split for 
the Rome Lab to Hanscom/Fort Monmouth recommendation was developed 
as follows: 

a. An overall concept for the option was developed: 
R.elocate to Fort Monmouth that research which was not directed to 
A.ir Force-only applications. This translated into (1) research 
that was not uniquely Air Force (e.g:, Photonics) and (2) research 
that had applicability to both the Alr Force and Army (e.g., 
Tactical Radios). 

b. A description of the Rome Laboratory research activities 
down to the branch level, as attached, was obtained from the 
C!ommander, Rome Laboratory. Based upon the overall concept 
diescribed above, the Rome Laboratory activities (Directorate, 
Division, Branch) were allocated to Hanscom or Fort Monmouth. The 
proper location for the Software Technology Division was 
dletermined in a conference between the Secretary of the Air Force 
(SECAF), Vice Chief of Staff (AF/CV), and the Base Closure 
E:xecutive Group (BCEG) on February 2, 1995. The SECAF 
recommendation listed the final disposition of the various 
activities. 

c. Since we are using 1997/4 as the manpower baseline, and 
since AF/PE does not keep 1997 manpower projections at the branch 
,-evel, the current distribution of personnel was used as a 
surrogate for the determination of how many personnel would go to 
IIanscom and Fort Monmouth. 

d. The current mission workload was adjusted in accordance 
with the distribution of activities (b above) and the associated 
numbers from the current personnel distribution (c above). The 
revised totals (current manpower numbers) were proportionally 
adjusted to arrive at the AF/PE 1997/4 manpower baseline. 
Additionally, a 4 percent savings due to the consolidation at 
Hanscom of the two geographically separate units, closure savings 
based on Base Operations Support (BOS) equivalent savings for the 
cantoned Rome Laboratory, and planned force structure changes were 
i3pplied to yield the manpower numbers used in the COBRA analysis. 
The attached AF/PE 1997/4 baseline (933 positions) was reduced by 
50 positions (28 BOS savings plus 22 consolidation savings) to 
883. This figure was split to 374 positions to Fort Monmouth and 
509 positions to Hanscom AFB. 



QUESTION 3: On what date was the determination to eliminate 
major portions of the Geophysics Directorate made? How many 
~eophysics employees will be affected by this action? Was any 
public announcement ever made? If so, when was it or will it be 
announced, and can you provide copies of the announcement and 
congressional notifications? 

RESPONSE: As the attached BCEG minutes show, the SECAF 
directed that the move of the Rome Laboratory to Hanscom AFB be 
reexamined to consider space that would be available from 
r~eduction of the Geophysics Lab at Hanscom, with the exception of 
the AFSPC support activities. The subsequent COBRA runs complied 
with this assumption. No formal process has yet been initiated to 
close or reduce the Geophysics Directorate. 

QUESTION 4: Finally, please provide written report of the 
findings of the pure site survey results prior to modification by 
anyone who was not present at the site survey. Please include in 
that report the list of all participants, their offices, 
assumptions, and other guidance upon which the survey was 
conducted. This report should include reports of findings of the 
t.me space, utility, and lab-peculiar requirements at Rome Lab as 
well as at Hanscom AFB and Fort Monmouth. 

RESPONSE: HQ AFMC will brief the BCEG on the site survey 
results on May 2, 1995. Once the BCEG approves the final 
relocation and closure costs, this information will be available 
for your review. 

We trust the information provided is useful. A similar 
letter is being provided to Senator D'Amato and Representative 
Eloehlert . 

Sincerely 

SCOTT B. McLAUTHLIN 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Chief, Programs and 

Legislation Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachments 



April 28, 1995 

S;RF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
W'ashington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Alfonse M. DIAmato 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator D IAmato 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 18, 1995, 
t.o the Secretary of the Air Force concerning the figures used and 
t.he assumptions made in the analysis of the closure of Rome 
Iaboratory, Rome, New York. For ease of reference, we will 
a~ddress each issue separately. 

QUESTION 1: Please provide copies of the documents submitted 
by Rome Laboratory that show the details of the 328,459 square 
feet, the certification of this information, who at the base and 
each successive level certified the information, and the date the 
data was submitted. 

RESPONSE: Attached is the certified data used in the COBRA 
]fun dated May 13, 1994. This dat.a reflects the breakout for the 
328,459 square feet and the associated Rome Laboratory and Hanscom 
Air Force Base (AFB) AFMC-21 cert-ification letter of May 13, 1994. 
This documentation was submitted as certified data by AFMC, dated 
September 30, 1994, for BRAC 95 inclusion. 

QUESTION 2: Please provide a more detailed explanation of 
.the reduction in administrative space with specific items to be 
reduced and justification for each reduction. Please include the 
certified data and certification sheets that comprise the baseline 
figure of 166,859 square feet. In this explanation also include 
all of the sources (specified people or documents) and assumptions 
upon which the I1double countingu1 reduction was based. Also please 
explain the rationale for the 60/40 percent split and provide 
copies of the certified data, assumptions and sources upon which 
this split was based. 

RESPONSE: The 166,859 squa:re feet certified data and 
certification sheets was covered under Question 1. The 166,859 
square feet was derived from AFMC-21 studies using the 
Aeronautical Systems Center standard of 197 square feet/person and 



688 projected personnel. Please note the AFMC-21 study itself was 
a:n internal document with appropri.ate portions certified for BRAC 
95 process use. The assumption relating to 88double countingn came 
from ESC/CCB, who assumed that 99 of RL personnel worked full time 
or a majority of the time in Laboratory/SCIF space, and would not 
need administrative space or would share space in this category. 
Standards contained within Air Force Manual 86-2 rather than the 
AFMC standards were applied for achinistrative space. The 
attached AFMC certification letter, December 8, 1994, incorporated 
these assumptions and provided the updated 224,280 square feet 
numbers used in the subsequent COBRA runs. 

In regard to the 60/40 percent split, the manpower split for 
the Rome Lab to Hanscom/Fort Monmouth recommendation was developed 
as follows: 

a. An overall concept for the option was developed: 
R.elocate to Fort Monmouth that research which was not directed to 
Air Force-only applications, This translated into (1) research 
t.hat was not uniquely Air Force (e.g., Photonics) and (2) research 
t.hat had applicability to both the Air Force and A m y  (e.g., 
'~!actical Radios) . 

b. A description of the Rome Laboratory research activities 
clown to the branch level, as attached, was obtained from the 
C:ommander, Rome Laboratory. Based upon the overall concept 
described above, the Rome Laboratory activities (Directorate, 
Division, Branch) were allocated to Hanscom or Fort Monmouth. The 
proper location for the Software Technology Division was 
determined in a conference between the Secretary of the Air Force 
(SECAF) , Vice Chief of Staff (AF/CV) , and the Base Closure 
Executive Group (BCEG) on February 2, 1995. The SECAF 
recommendation listed the final d.isposition of the various 
activities. 

c. Since we are using 199714 as the manpower baseline, and 
since AF/PE does not keep 1997 manpower projections at the branch 
:level, the current distribution c,f personnel was used as a 
;surrogate for the determination of how many personnel would go to 
:Hanscom and Fort Monmouth, 

d. The current mission workload was adjusted in accordance 
with the distribution of activities (b above) and the associated 
numbers from the current personnel distribution (c above). The 
revised totals (current manpower numbers) were proportionally 
adjusted to arrive at the AF/PE 1997/4 manpower baseline. 
Additionally, a 4 percent savings due to the consolidation at 
Hanscom of the two geographically separate units, closure savings 
based on Base Operations Support (BOS) equivalent savings for the 
cantoned Rome Laboratory, and planned force structure changes were 
applied to yield the manpower numbers used in the COBRA analysis. 
The attached AF/PE 1997/4 baseline (933 positions) was reduced by 
50 positions (28 BOS savings plus 22 consolidation savings) to 
883. This figure was split to 374 positions to Fort Monmouth and 
509 positions to Hanscom AFB. 



QUESTION 3: On what date was the determination to eliminate 
major portions of the Geophysics Directorate made? How many 
Geophysics employees will be affected by this action? Was any 
public announcement ever made? If so, when was it or will it be 
announced, and can you provide copies of the announcement and 
congressional notifications? 

RESPONSE: As the attached BCEG minutes show, the SECAF 
directed that the move of the Rome Laboratory to Hanscom AFB be 
rleexamined to consider space that would be available from 
reduction of the Geophysics Lab at. Hanscom, with the exception of 
the AFSPC support activities. The subsequent COBRA runs complied 
with this assumption. No formal process has yet been initiated to 
close or reduce the Geophysics Directorate. 

QUESTION 4: Finally, please provide written report of the 
findings of the pure site survey results prior to modification by 
anyone who was not present at the site survey. Please include in 
that report the list of all partic:ipants, their offices, 
assumptions, and other guidance upon which the survey was 
conducted. This report should include reports of findings of the 
true space, utility, and lab-peculiar requirements at Rome Lab as 
wfell as at Hanscom AFB and Fort Monmouth. 

RESPONSE: HQ AFMC will brief the BCEG on the site survey 
results on May 2, 1995. Once the BCEG approves the final 
relocation and closure costs, this information will be available 
for your review. 

We trust the information provided is useful. A similar 
letter is being provided to Senator Moynihan and Representative 
Ejoehlert . 

Sincerely 
F,- - - - -  -. 
1.. 

t- . 
SCOTT B. McLAUTHLIN 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Chief, Programs and 
Legislation Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 
Attachments 



April 28, 1995 

SAF/UP 
1.160 Air Force Pentagon 
Wfashington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Sherwood L. Boehlert 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Boehlert 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 18, 1995, 
to the Secretary of the Air Force concerning the figures used and 
the assumptions made in the analysis of the closure of Rome 
ILaboratory, Rome, New York. For ease of reference, we will 
address each issue separately. 

QUESTION 1: Please provide copies of the documents submitted 
l ~ y  Rome Laboratory that show the details of the 328,459 square 
feet, the certification of this information, who at the base and 
leach successive level certified the information, and the date the 
data was submitted. 

RESPONSE: Attached is the certified data used in the COBRA 
run dated May 13, 1994. This data reflects the breakout for the 
328,459 square feet and the associated Rome Laboratory and Hanscom 
Air Force Base (AFB) AFMC-21 certification letter of May 13, 1994. 
This documentation was submitted as certified data by AFMC, dated 
September 30, 1994, for BRAC 95 inclusion. 

QUESTION 2: Please provide a more detailed explanation of 
the reduction in administrative space with specific items to be 
reduced and justification for each reduction. Please include the 
certified data and certification sheets that comprise the baseline 
figure of 166,859 square feet. In this explanation also include 
all of the sources (specified people or documents) and assumptions 
upon which the "double countinga1 reduction was based. Also please 
explain the rationale for the 60,140 percent split and provide 
copies of the certified data, assumptions and sources upon which 
this split was based. 

RESPONSE: The 166,859 square feet certified data and 
certification sheets was covered under Question 1. The 166,859 
square feet was derived from AFMC-21 studies using the 
Aeronautical Systems Center standard of 197 square feet/person and 



688 projected personnel. Please note the AFMC-21 study itself was 
an internal document with appropriate portions certified for BRAC 
95 process use. The assumption relating to "double countingm came 
from ESC/CCB, who assumed that 99 of RL personnel worked full time 
or a majority of the time in Laboratory/SCIF space, and would not 
need administrative space or would share space in this category. 
Standards contained within Air Force Manual 86-2 rather than the 
A.FMC standards were applied for administrative space. The 
a.ttached AFMC certification letter, December 8, 1994, incorporated 
t.hese assumptions and provided the updated 224,280 square feet 
numbers used in the subsequent COBRA runs. 

In regard to the 60/40 percent split, the manpower split for 
the Rome Lab to Hanscom/Fort Monmouth recommendation was developed 
as follows: 

a. An overall concept for the option was developed: 
Relocate to Fort Monmouth that research which was not directed to 
Air Force-only applications. This translated into (1) research 
that was not uniquely Air Force (e.g:, Photonics) and (2) research 
that had applicability to both the Alr Force and Army (e.g., 
Tactical Radios). 

b. A description of the Rome Laboratory research activities 
down to the branch level, as attached, was obtained from the 
Commander, Rome Laboratory. Based upon the overall concept 
described above, the Rome Laboratory activities (Directorate, 
'Division, Branch) were allocated to Hanscom or Fort Monmouth. The 
:proper location for the Software Technology Division was 
determined in a conference between the Secretary of the Air Force 
(SECAF) , Vice Chief of Staff (AF/CV) , and the Base Closure 
Executive Group (BCEG) on February 2, 1995. The SECAF 
recommendation listed the final disposition of the various 
activities. 

c. Since we are using 19971'4 as the manpower baseline, and 
since AF/PE does not keep 1997 manpower projections a t  t h e  branch 
level, the current distribution of personnel was used as a 
surrogate for the determination of how many personnel would go to 
Hanscom and Fort Monmouth. 

d. The current mission workload was adjusted in accordance 
with the distribution of activities (b above) and the associated 
numbers from the current personnel distribution (c above). The 
revised totals (current manpower numbers) were proportionally 
adjusted to arrive at the AF/PE :1997/4 manpower baseline. 
Additionally, a 4 percent savings due to the consolidation at 
Hanscom of the two geographically separate units, closure savings 
based on Base Operations Support (BOS) equivalent savings for the 
cantoned Rome Laboratory, and pl.anned force structure changes were 
applied to yield the manpower numbers used in the COBRA analysis. 
The attached AF/PE 1997/4 baseline (933 positions) was reduced by 
50 positions (28 BOS savings plus 22 consolidation savings) to 
883. This figure was split to 374 positions to Fort Monmouth and 
509 positions to Hanscom AFB. 



QUESTION 3: On what date was the determination to eliminate 
ma~jor portions of the Geophysics Directorate made? How many 
G~!ophysics employees will be affected by this action? Was any 
public announcement ever made? If so, when was it or will it be 
announced, and can you provide copies of the announcement and 
Congressional notifications? 

RESPONSE: As the attached BCEG minutes show, the SECAF 
directed that the move of the Rome Laboratory to Hanscom AFB be 
reexamined to consider space that would be available from 
reduction of the Geophysics Lab at Hanscom, with the exception of 
the AFSPC support activities. The subsequent COBRA runs complied 
with this assumption. No formal process has yet been initiated to 
close or reduce the Geophysics Directorate. 

QUESTION 4: Finally, please provide written report of the 
findings of the pure site survey results prior to modification by 
anyone who was not present at the site survey. Please include in 
that report the list of all participants, their offices, 
assumptions, and other guidance upon which the survey was 
conducted. This report should include reports of findings of the 
true space, utility, and lab-pecul.iar requirements at Rome Lab as 
well as at Hanscom AFB and Fort Monmouth. 

RESPONSE: HQ AFMC will brief the BCEG on the site survey 
results on May 2, 1995. Once the BCEG approves the final 
relocation and closure costs, this information will be available 
for your review. 

We trust the information provided is useful. A similar 
letter is being provided to Senators Moynihan and D'Amato. . 

Sincerely 
.- . - 

ilttachments 

SCOTT B. MCLAUTHLIN 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Chief, Programs and 
Legislation Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 
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INPUT SCREEN SEVEN - MILCON BASE I N  0 (COBRA v4.04) - Page 9 t I 

Data Aa Of 12:54 O5/U/1994, Report Created 12154 05/13/1994 ! 

NW: Hanscom AFB, MA 

Description 
11..---*1.-1 

Engineering Support 
Light Lab 
Medium Lab 
Heavy Lab 
Light SCIF 
Heavy SCIF 
Mil Family Housing 

Catego- - - - - - - - -  
Adminis t 
RDT&EFW 
RDTGrEFac 
RDT&EFac 
RDT&EFaC 
RDTseEFac 
FamlQtrs 

(Other) 
(Other). 
(Other) 
(Other) 
(Other) 
(Other) 
(ocher) 
(other) 
(Other) 

Cost ( S K I  
--..-*I1 

28,156 
8,667 

23,319 
2 ,  654 
6,585 

17,546 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE - $23- ' '> - > ~ ~ A R T L R S  AIR FORCE MAT== COMMANO 
WGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE mK OHIO 130 sfill MJ 

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ USAF/RT 

FROM: HQ AFMC/XP 
4375 Chidlaw Rd, Ste 6 . . . . . - . 
Wright-Patterson AFB OH 45433-5006 

SUBJECT: Certification of COBRA Inputs for BRAC 95 Product Centers, Laboratories and 
T&E (Stnters k v e l  Playing Field Analysis (Your Letter, 16 Sep 1994) 

1. The input data shown in the attached spreadsheets is provided in response to your request 
and hu been cutified as accurate and complete to the best of our knowledge and belief. 
Military Construction data is based on the AFMC 21 s,tudy, and has been updated by our 
MAKIY)M Civil Engineer using consistent pricing factors and historical experience. Backup 
docun~entation is included as follows: Military Construction summary data, transportation 
works;htets, and discussion papers relating to Federally-Funded Research and Development 
Centers and the New Mexico Gross Receipts Tax. 

. - 2. Your request included a quetibn about the rationale for using "Productivitj. Loss'! as a cdst 

*+ W e  have attached our response on this cost, as well as an explanation of the "Interim Product 
Centex Support" cost 

3. The Military Family Housing (MFH) requirement!; in AFMC 21 were based on the one-half 
hour commute criteria. The attached spreadsheets show the MFH requirements computed in 
AFMC 21. Using the new one hour commute criteria, most of these requirements go to zero. 
The IdFH requirements at McClellan (126 units, resulting from Hanscom closure), Edwards 
(677 units, resulting from Eglin closure), and Eglin (877 units, resulting from Edwards closure) 
are still based on the one-half hour criteria. 

3. Our point of contact is Mr. Tom Koepnick, HQ AFMCIXPX, DSN 787-2622. 

- - * - = j  

ALAN B. GOLDSTAW 
Deput, Director of Plans d Pi~granis 

Attachments: 
I .  F'roduct Center and Laboratory Data 
2. T&E Center Data 
3. lnteri~n Product Center Support and Productivity Loss Explanations 





ROME LAB (GRIFFISS) CLOSURE - MILCON PROJECTS AT HANSCOM AFB 

movq: RL from Griflis 
Elect Rs~h Eng 

Heavy E,lectronic Lab 

Mtdium~ Electronic Rsch Lab 23,000 

. Light E1,ectronic Rsch Lab 8,700 

i Heavy !;CF 

tight SCIF 6,600 

TOTAL 95,100 
TOTAL MILCON FOR ROME LAB CLOSURE 95,100' 



FOR OFFICIAL USE OILY 
INPUT SCREEN SEVEN - MILCON BASE (COBRA ~4 

Data AB Of 12:54 05/13/1994, 

Description 
--o.--oo~.o- 

Engineering Support 
Light Iab 
Media Lab 
Eeavy Lab 
Light SCIF 
Heavy SCIF 
Mil ~ d l y  H O U S ~ ~ ~  

CategOW 
-.--.*..- 
Administ 
rUrr&BFac 
RDTaFac 
WmPac 
RDT&EFaC 
RDTsrEFaC 
FamlQtrs 

(Other) 
(Other). 
(Other) 
(Other) 
(Other) 
(other1 
(Other 
(Other) 
(Other) 

Page 9 
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Cost ($XI  
---*-*.- 

28 , 156 
8,667 
23,319 

2,654 
6,585 

17,546 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



Back-up data 
Progammatic Impacts of SECDEF Recommendations 

T h m  are a few areas open to intcrpnaroq cspedany in the 
Ekromagnttks and Reliabi i~  (RL/ER) mr. 

First, we ar assuming that the RUER pcoplc alrudy r r  
. Sanscarnwillrtmainthpc. IChCCkEdthfSWfthAlGoldftayn. 
. d o  confirms that this is cdzfect-ifthey w m  to be moved 

there would have been a tecommcndadan for Hanscom. 

Second, we ate nwma how we should split the W R  people at 
Grifffss-all to Monmouth except conaactar sopport for the 
sites undu a mnstitured RL at Hanscom or some government 

- *a in New Yark m support the sites and test  pro^ at 
. the sites The number of govarunent ptopie in New Yarkcould 

vary anywhere between 0 to 83 dep&iag on how AFMC 
wants m inbe- this. The higb n m n k  W O ~  include the 

. e n h  Ekctmnic System E n g i n d g  Division (ERS)-47 
* people-as well as the 36 Modcling and Fabrication people wc 
1 arc gaining for site work as pan of our standalone a~tivitics. 
- In our spread shcet we have assumed chat 46 pcople stay in 
New Yo*-10 of our present engineers and the 36 Modeling 

- and Fab peoplc 

Key jewels within this directorate: 

RH-32-radiion harden& space qualilicd 32 bit computer 
: DoD lead for SEQ,EFs initiative for Q d e d  ManufActu=rs Lin 

DaD lead for automatic test md diagnostics technology uiticai 
to the ALCs, operational forces and two level maintenance 

. - Reliability physics 
Computational elecaomagoetics (key modeling and simdation 

tool) 
. Upside down Air Force (esp. F-22 work) 

I've attached a four page docwncat entitled "Rome Laboratory: 
Elactrornagnetics and R c l i a b i l i t y - G ~ s  (ERG)' that describes the 
work done within ER-a at the branch Icvei, Note that the numbers 
on this sheet are assigned as of 31 Dec 94 and differ slightly from 
akhorked as of 28 Feb 95 and do not include the 36 modeling and 
fab authorizations. 
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- .  

l ~ ~ m a g n e t i c s  and Reliability-Griffiss (ER-C) 

- 3  ER-G 

5 ERD 

13 ERDA 

Electronics RelhME.ty Division 

Reliability and D i a g n e  Bnnd 

DOD's premier test and analysis Wty for d o g  devices. 
This p u p  pioneered the evaluadon of analog devices- 
espedaUy Monolithic Mf-vt bmed Chdt s  
(MMICs)-used In advanced AF Pnd DOD systems. The group 
develops rnd establishes quality a d  dabillfry p-u~es . 
for ~~g analog devices td addition, the group 
indudes one of the woxid's experts for the testabi l i~  and 
fault toluance concuns of m i c r o p m ~ ~ ~ ~ r ~  md other . 
complex devices. 'IbLc work has led to the design md 
developmeor of rhe RH-32, a radiadon hardened, fault 
tolerant, 32 bit computer for space appUcadons, IhiS 
group is working at the mlavxircdt level a, the lead for 
the SECDEF's arquisitiaiireform tniriativt with tht goal of 
replacing most MIL SPECS with best commercial praCrice5. 
The gmup lead the W D  QyaIScd Man- List (QW) 
efforts tmder this hidatbe FinaUy, this group ls leading 
tht investigation of the WabUty of @tonic devices. 

While ERDA leads Rome lab's work in analog devices, EKDB 
leads in digital devices. Tfiis grcrup manage DOD's most 
sophisticated tMcr for digital &\Ices the J953 Temdpe, 
tester. It can test the most complicared and highest speed 
integrated circuits and muiticchip modules built today. I t  
is the only facility of its kind In DOD. The group &SO 
designs. tools to help marrufacmas "design-id' rcllabili~ 
upeddy to avoid the effects of dectromigradon and hot 
electron effects in their devices. The group leads M)D 
&om in the m i d  pmtocyptng of signal processing 
archttectures-awdal to the design to advanced systems 
for air and space platforms. And the group provide$ 
automatic test technology that reduces costs for fogfsdcs 
support by an order of magnitude. The system avoid lock 
in to contractor proprietary test equipment and allow test 
vectors to be generated directly from high Ievel 
equipment desaiptions. This technology has proven Irseif 
at S A U  and is now being rransitioned to WRALC. 



Rome Laboratory 

~ectrornagnetics and ReliabUty-G~ss (ER-G) 

14 ERDR Reliabil i ty Pbyatcs Bmch 

Basic rescad that invesdwu rhe influence of 
and interfaces on the dabiliry of siticon-based and 
compound semiconductr devices. Fundamental work !n 
clcctromigradon in thin --an increasing reliability 
pmblan u device g~ome~les beccmre mak  and d e r .  
Gmup develops irnpmements in semiconductor 
proassing t o d ~ t i z e  pmdrvrs tothis failure 
m- ~ t t a  &a works on che bilm mechanisms of 
simple test saucnucr whtch can be used workchip" for 
cost-effective in-lint scremhg. fn addidon to 
electromfgradon, evaluates h o t - e l m  degradation and 
time dependent die lmnic  breakdown. Cmntly 
researching the R&M Impacts of the use of plastic 
encapsulated micrdrdts in defense systems which offer 
large potendid cost savings, bur have Unle ttliabiity data 
in defense us. Effm support dl AF systems especially 
air and space piadormsrln addidcm to AF customers, 
suppons AKPA, NASA,m and the elecu'onics industry 

11 ERDs De8ignAldysis Bf-dncfr 

Develops slmuladon tooh for the Air Forre and DOD to 
evaluate the m a d ,  thermal, and elecatzntc 
p e r f ~ c e  of devices and components before they are 
built and to investigate fail- after the devices are 
Added. Recently, these tools were fn an 
invesdgation of problems in Travehg Wave Tubes ( M s )  
at W. The simuladon took pinpointed the problem in 
the thermal design of the rubes and was able to defLnitfvely 
indicate which tubes should be scnpped and which could 
be saved-retuning a substantial investment of ?WTs to 
the inventofy. Group has developed a d W p  modrrte 
(MCM) t h d  analyzer that allows duign tvaluation of 
these complex devices In sof t rm before conmitcbg to 
hardware production. "Ihc analyzet simulates the full 
electx3ca.i and thermal pdbrmance of the dewices 
including the i n t w m  between th& and e 1 d d  
properties. This pionmlng work wlll greatly reduce the 

- costs and schedule for advanced systems which tise MCMs. 
This work supports all product centers and logisdc centers 
but has special significance to the space community. Ab 
Force efforts have been gteady leveraged by ARPA 
funding in this area. 1bJs group also manages the DOD 
Reliability Analysis Center ~vhkh supporn the entire 
Defense communiry. 

ERD Division Total 

Page 2 
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'Rome ILabo~~tory 

ELectromagnetics and ReJAability-Grifflss (ERG) 

Electronic Systems Engineering Division 

This branch develops electmmagnedc antema 
measurement and analysis techniques to assess Air hcce 
and joint weapons piatforms. This gmup is the heart of 
what is lcnm as the "Upsidedown Air Forcd-test 
facilities used by all crsxtnt airframe to measure radv 
signatures and amenmi ~teractio~~s. Alrfmmes currently 
under test include the F-22, F-16, B-1, G130. The emphasis 
is to support advanced antenna design and  en^^, 
develop inmumencadon to evaluate ulara low sidelobe 
array technology, and validate modeling and siquladon 
effoits. In addition to the airbmes mentioned above, this 
work supports Joint STARS, Special Ops faces, AFMC 
product and logistics c-gnters, Navy and Army plarfnms, 
the White House Communicadons Agency and mearch 
&om into optically fed phased m y s ,  aahe and adaptive 
atray technology, atld airborne survdJlatlcc arrays. 
These f-des are unique within the tri-sewice 
community. 

12 ERSR Systems Reliability Engineexkg Branch 

Develops RdrM d y d c d  and experimental techniques and 
methods to insure that R&M is an integral part of the chip 
through sysrems design process. Cutrent activities support 
the SECDEF's Acquisition Reform Inidative-developing the 
methodology to effectively allow the use of Commerdal Off 
The Shelf (COTS) devices and equipment in DOD systems and 
to all014 designs that merge and hugme irhtexfaces 
between devices and systems. Working on perfoxznanco 
based devcfopmcnt s p d i ~ d o a s  in conjunction with 
commerdal indusay. Current customers indude AU, ESC, 
A X ,  SMC, ACC, AMC, WRA% f-22 SO,  A m y  MICOM, 
OSDMIG, the Naval Air Systems Command and a broad 
selection of Defense industrial companies 

S ERSS Systems Evaluation Office 

'LhLs office manages five off-base sires used for research. - throughout Rome Lab - Stockbridge, Newporr, Fomtport, 
Ava, and Vetona Actual engineering projects at these 
sites are led by engineers fiom other offices. Stockbridge 
and Newport house the "Upsiddown Air Force" used to' 

Page 3 
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a x  Rome Labo~atorY 

El~magneclcs and Reliability-Gms (m-G) 

evaluate and infiuence the e l w e d c  
of all Air F o m  -es, ind- the l?= 

14 ERST. Systems Technology and Integration BMch 

Lc;rds modeling and sfmuhuon work kt c o m p W d  
el-euio a, support AFMC produ~r centers and 
logistla cent- This work lc aidcal in stqprdng o h  
t ~ o l g y  &om throughout tht Air Fam. work is 
increasing our Wty to lame and optimize designs early 
in the development cycle prior to "ben- metalw and 
allows AU=s and SeOs to analyze problems bmught on by 
modifications and life er;~ensions to e g  platfo- 

ERS Mvisfon Total 

s ER# Management Suppart Oface 

112 ER-G Directorate Total 

Page .4 



Back-up data 
Programmatic Impacts of SECDEF Recommendati011s 

Command, Control and Commdcadons w C 3 )  

This dizectoraae will be sabstantialiy pded  apart between Ft 
Monmouth and FTRnlceam under the SECDEFs recommendation. 

Tht entire Software Technology Division win move to Hanscorn 

'Iht Commaad and C a n ~ l  System D'M~oII h two branches- 
o n a t r p i U r n o v e t o ~ o n c t o ~ t f L  rrenltcdmwiU 
mive the Advanced Concepts Brancfn - provides technology 
qpm to the CTAPS pmgnm office al E S W .  It dmlapcd 
APS and FLEX and has a series of d m  technology pro- to 
sappat Theater Bath Managmrot Monmouth wiJl d v e  
fhc Computer Systans Branch-technologies for dtmlbaud 

' 

complting, fedcrated databases multi-media managemenf . 
fault tolerance and defensive infmmation warfare. 

Thc Cornmanications Division has &Ex branches-one to 
Hmscan, two to Momonth. Eanscom receives the Space 
Camm Bnnch--sqqmm SMCs MILSAXOM JPO, absolutely 
vital, Monmouth d v e s  the Radio Csmm and Carnni Network 
branches. .Radio Cornm already has a heavy Army sapport 
fIavor-Speakcasy is the big projtct here-md is thc one area 
that most rnalrts sense to send to Monmouth. The Comm 
Networks area is a jcwcl-absolutely vital to providing imagery 
and video to the warfighter. This work has trtmendous tech 

Key jewels witbin the three branches moving to Momouth: 

Distributed computing 
Defensive information warfare technologies 
Speakeasy (multiband, modulat radios) 

- ' High-speed cornmunication nctwork txxhnoiogies 

rve attached a four page docmntnt entitled 'Rome Laboratary: 
canrnand, Control and Communications directorate (a)" that 
describes the work done within C3 at the bmch level. Note that the 
numbers on this sheet are assigned as of 31 Dtc 94 and differ 
slightly from authorized as of 28 Feb k and that dna this 

is being split we have appomoned directorate and 
division management to the branches. 



Rome Laboratory 

Co~mmand, Control and Communicadonr Directorate (C3) 

5 c3 Directorate Front Office 

5 C3A Command and ~ o n d  Systems Division 

Research to enhance the Tacdcal Air Conml System 
(TACS) with rapid and fldble force p-g and 
execution control. Primary technology support to CTAPS 
program at ESC/AV. Programs in various stages of 
development-Advancd Planning System (APS), Force 
Level Becudon (REX), Operadons-Intelligence 
Integration (Om, D e f e v e  Planning Decision Aid (DP). 
Programs are under @dance of the TBM Geperd Officer 
S-g Group will be incorpoxated in the Global 
Command and Control System (GCCS). 

28 CSAB Computer Systems Branch  

R&D to support development of disbibutted infonnadon 
systems to provide immediate, world-wide, access to 
information in a s d e s s  manna. fkom sepsots to 
planning cells to dedsion maken to execudon elements. 
Involves the development of distxibutd computing 
ewkonments, federa& database management, 
disPibut& multi-media database management and fault 
tolerance. Funded heaviy by ARPA and targeted for 
both the AF and Joint commuxlities (JCS, DISA, CINCs). In 
addition, this b m c h  is thejxhdpal technology arm for 
defense information warfare. Works on technologies to 
suppm informadon security (WOSEC) and 
comunicatiom s d c y  (COMSEC) with a special 
emphasis on the problems associated with diraibuted 
computer systems. Funded heavily by Air Force and joint 
intelligence comunides 

C3A Division Total 

Page 1 



Rome Laboratory 

Command, Control and Communications Directonte (C3) 

9 C3B CommunicaoI1s Division 

18 C3BA Space Cornmanicadom Branch 

Provides technology to Phillips Lab, SMC and ESC. Critical 
6.1.6.2 and 63 work to support ground and space 
segments of Milstar, DSCS, and military use of commercial 
SATCOU Work includes research at SHF and EHF, on- 
board signal processing to support and-jamming, low 
probability of intercep~ comm on the move, and 
inaeased util3zadon of ;allocated ftequenaes. mte: 
Phillips Lab has no 6.2 line in this area, but depends on 
Rome Lab rechnology which it then musidons ro space 
experiments] Suppoq the developma of ground and 
airborne terminals and global reach back capabilities 
using ATM technology. In addition to the Air Force, 
customers include DISA, ARPA, INCA;and the intelligence 
community. 

316 C3BB W o  Communicadom Branch 

Research and technology designed to support kuld-band, 
multi-wavefoxm progmmmab1e radios for ground, air and 
space use. Srrong emphasis on simpljfying logistics tail- 
using advanced commerdal signal processors to make a 
modular radio with an open systems architecture that can 
talk to almost everyone Major project in banch is . 
SPEAI(EASY, which originated at Rome Lab, gained 
support from Balanced Technology Initiative and now is 
funded 50% by ARPA, 25% by Ak Force, and 25% by 
Army. Development approach will spin out modules that 
caa be used in existing radios as well as new ones for 
both air and grou116 Long term efforts suppart wireless 
comm capabilities that would automatically provide 
service on demand in any signal environment 

Page 2 
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. .  . . , . Rome Laboratory 

Command, Control and Communicatioas Directorate (C3) 

116 C3BC Communications Nemrk Branch 

Research in rapidly advancing axes of networking, 
absolutely vital to passing Iarge amounts of data such as 
imagery and video to thhtler commanders, wings and 
squadrons. Work is critical for supporting global 
awareness. Works with iudusay in advancing 
asynchronous tra&er mode (ATM) - a new protocol 
that combines the best features of packet switching and 
circuit switching to create vktual circuits thgt maximize 
use of existing and planned communication nets. Areat 
of emphasis indude network management, . . . 

adaptable/mbuct protocols, communications security gad 
advanced switching. C-gstomen supported include 
ESC, ACC, AMC, AIA, USOCOM, DISA and ARPA. 

C3B Division Total 

:LZ C ~ C  Software Technology Division 

18 C3CA Knowledge Engineering Hranch 

Research in artificial intelligence, particularly in the area 
of knowledge based planning, scheduling and resource 
docadon. This research area feeds the programs that 
have been developed at Rome Lab for CI'APS-APS and 
FLEX in parzicular use knowledge based plan- 
algorirhm to geherate Air Tasking Orders for theater 
commanders whfle constantly performing constraint 
checking. In addition to CTAPS work, this group 
developed the DART system-a planntng system for 
AMC's worldwide operations. Group is we4 respected by 
ARPA (won their Agent: of the Year award last year) and 
consequendy leverages Air Force h d s  with substantial 
ARPA money. Custorn~s hdude AMC, ACC, 

Page i3 
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Rome Laboratory 

Clommand, Control and Commmicadons Directorate (C3) 

USTRANSCOM, M, USPACOM, PACAF, USACOM, 
USEUCOM, and ESC 

Technologies to increase productivity fbr software 
deyelopment and maintenance-smg initiatives for Dr 
Feigenbaum, AF/ST, and Mr Mosemann, in W / A Q  Air . 
Force costs far software development and maintenance 
continue to rise and actually dominate system life cycle 
cost in many instances. Group bas developed, 
demonstra&, and transitioned software development 
environments such as ProSBCE and KBSA that . 
dramatically improve producdviw. KBSA is a Knowledge 
Based Softvme AssW~nf that enforces standards and 
eliminates erron at the very star t  of the software cycte. 
Customers.indu& ESC, the Air bgistics Caters, A6I%, 
ARPA, and indus~y (which uses these prodnc~  on 
defense projects. 

48 - C3 C Division Total 

5 C3M Management Support Oface 

172 C3 Directorate Total 

Page 4 
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Programmatic Impacts of SECDEF Recommendations 

l[hip division of RUs Surveillance and~hotonics dirccfomE will move 
to Moamoath in toto-the Surveillance Divisioa, OCS, (which includes 
our Signal Processing research) will mow to lIansocm 

R ~ C  Lab dbes photon@ mciuch in three dkaoram-m, OC, 
and XR. Our undcrstmding is that the ady group moving to 
Mom& is the p u p  in OG-OB. the Photonics Division. Key 
photnnics material work and soxnc applica!ions far bcam 
Conning are done at Hsllscorn in RLfER which i s  not slated to 
move under the SECDEFs' recomm&a~ And our mass 
s m g e  work is done in our IntelUgencc Dkecroract @I) which . . 
is slated to move to Hanscom-this incl.udcs our optical disk 
work and our promising 3-D opdcrl momorits. 

We had strongly recommended to Mr Goldstap that this 
division move to Hanscom-it worb-imy closely with Rome 
Lab's Eltct~~tnagnctics Dinctbfatc (Kl&R) at Hamcam 

division and its technologic$ wi3l molatiouh QI and 
A v i ~ 4 ~ c a l  computing, hybrid optical and electronic 
computm, optical control of phased arrays, high speed optical 
commanications, optical correlation m on the horizon 

The division moving to Momouth hdudes our Photonics 
Center dedicated with great fanfare in the mid 80s by General 
Randolph. Tho Photonics Center houscs our in-boase 
rtscmhers and numerous visiting industry scientists, faculty 
m#nbcrs and student$' from throughout the country. 

Thac an two interesting state inv01v~nts in Photonics. On 
one hand, we have an MQU between the New Yo& aovernor 
and tha AFSC Cammander-despite the rhetoric that may be 
heard, New Yo* has only given this initiative tokn suppart 
On the other hand, Dr Don Fraser (former Dtpue Under 
Secretaxy for A q d t i o n )  has rccci~cd over $50M from 
Massachusetts and ARPA to develop a Photonics Cenw in 
Boston (I think under BU)-if we could. piggyback on this it ' 
would be beneficial for BU, Massachnsetts, ESC and the AF. 

. If this group remains under the AF at Monmouth, I would be 
less alarmed. I would hate to see the AF out of this promising 
technicai area-this is a jewel in the M s  technology crown. 



ROME LAB MANPOWER PROJECTION 
PEE AJYW m m  

ROME LAB 83 26 681 790 
BOS TAIL (from BRAC 93) 2 50 34 86 
direct support (fabrication) 36 36 

stand alone security 21 
total 85 97 751 933 

direct support identified by AFMC as manpower in ACC 
providing direct fabrication and material 
support to Rome Lab that should transfer 
to Rome Lab 

stand alone security: 21 spaces identified by AFMC as cost 
for Rome Lab to provide its own security 
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8 k c  94 

I 
~EMoRANDuM FOR HQ U S W T  

FROM: HQ AFMCKP 
4375 Chidhw Rd, Ste 6 
Wrigbt-Patterson AFB OH 45433-5006 

SUBJECT: 1995 Base Realignment and Closure (LAB)TPtoduct Centen 

- Cost of Base Realignment Actions (Your ltr, 5 D#: 94) 

1. In rrsponr to subject tasking, the attached updated estimate of 
Rome Lab muning cosU at Griffiss AFB as well as updated 
facility cosv for nloution of Rome Lab manpower savings 
resulting from consolidation, we have no 

2. Tbc attached infomadon has been certified as acc complete to the best of our 
knowledge and belief, in accord with the Ait Force Plan. Questions may be 
ditcd to Mr. Tom Koepnick, HQ AFMCIXPX, Mr. Ron Pa, 
HQ AFMWCEPX, DSN 787-2410. 

2 Attachments: 
1. RL Recurring Costs 
2. MLCON Data Dlroetor o f  Plans 

- 

- m n n w  ROPE LAO LP 
F A X  TRANSMITTAL  I t ' >  

FOR OFFlCLAL USE ONLY - SENSITIVE STRUCTURE INFORMATION 



W1.25 '95 13:30 HQ AFLVXRJ b R I C H T - P A ~  C4-I P.02 , 

. - .. FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY - SENSITIVE STRUCTURE INPORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ USAFfRT I 
FROM: HQ AFMCIXP 

4375 Chidlaw Rd, Ste 6 
Wright-Patterson AFB OH 45433-5006 

SUBJECT: 1995 Base W g n m c n t  and Closure Labontoria (LAB)/Product Centera i 
! 

Cost of Base Reallgnmcnt Actions Inputs Update (Your ltr, 5 Dee 94) 

i 1. In response to subject tasldng, the attached provides our updated estimate of 
I Rome Lab recurring costs at Gnffiu AFB "5194 Est"), as wcll as updated 
facility costs for relocation of Rome Lab . As regards manpowo savings 
resulting from consolidation, we have no 

2. The attached information has been certified as ace te and completb b tho bat  of our 
knowldgc and belief, in accord with tbe Air Form In a1 Control Plan. Quostiw may b 
directed to Mr. Tom Kocpnick, HQ AFMCIXPX, DS 787-2622 or Mr. Ron Piatt, 
HQ AFMCICEPX, DSN 787-24 10. f 
2 Attachments: 
1. RL Recurring Costs 
2. MILCON Data 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY - SENSITIVE STRUCTURE INFORMATION 
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API?.Z5 '95 13:31 HQ AFLWMU WRIGHT-PA- OH , 
I 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY - m R U C T U M  ! ' . 1. 
I - - -- 5-- 7-,- -5 ! 

INFORMATIO 
. . .  

I 
MAJCOM WOR HEET P 

PURPOSE:. To document updated RL Recurring w and MILCON data related to relocation/ 
of Rome Labariffis3 to Hanscom AFB I 

I 

F SOURCES: RL Recuning Corn SpreadsheetI May 4* fmm R4FM. ESUCSB FAX, 5 Dec I 
94, with MlLCON rcqulrcmcnu and cost estirnat.a. Q AFMC/CEC spreadsheet with 
revised MILCON estimates, 8 Dec 94. I 
METHOD: 
Recurring costs were taken from the RL spreadsheet, olurnn labeled "5B4 Est". MILCON 
estimates were computed by HQ AFMC/CEC, after r viewing cstirnates supplied by ESC- HQ 4 AFMCICEC used a consistent methodology and stan ard pricing factors. 

CONCLUSION: Thc attached data accurately mfl cost data for use in COBRA. =? 
REVIEWER: 
knowledge and 

I certify 
belief. 

that thc 

FOR OFFlCIAL USE ONLY -- SENSIT1 E INFRASTRUCTURE 
INFORMATIO t 

attached information is accurate and complete to the best of my 
. . 

Thomas L Koep dck, HQ A F M ~ X *  DSN 787-2622 





I I I I I 

unit costa as shown war wed In crlnrlrtlon w d l C A ~ )  
was asrumedl 1 I 
I I 1 Nsw 

I New I 
(SF . Unlt Cost total (OM)) 

Adrnln I 7,000 NIA 52 
Pro-wired workctadonr 166 
I I 

New I 
SF Unh Cast total lo001 

28,000 NIA 0 
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DEPARTMENT Or-THE AIR FORCE - 
.f..-h P$*-,+. ,'--,-s,-, 

HLADQUARTIIRS UNITSO CCA~U &R FORCE 

MEhIORANDUM FOR HQ AFMC/XP 
0 5 OEC 

FROM: HQ USAF/RT 

SUBJECT: 1995 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Laboratories (LAB)Product Centers 
Cost of Base Realignment Actions (CORRA) Inputs Update 

&:quest you provide O&M support costs, scope and type of facility by facility code, and 
manjmwer savings resulting from consolidation for relocation of Rome Lab, Rome NY to 
Hanscom AFB. We must have this additional information to adequately respond to the joint 
alternatives provided to the Base Closure Executive Ciroup by the LAB Joint Cross-Service 
Group. My point of contact for this action is Major Michael Wallace, AF/RTR, DSN 225-4578. 

/&Yf D. BLUME, R, Maj Gen, USAF 
- Special Assistant to the CSAF for 
Realignment & Transition 
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C~CE M U y I I m r  IC~CTI(I* 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

FROM: SAFIMII 

SUBJECT: Minutes of Air Force Base CIosure Executive Group (AFBCEG) Meeting 

The AFBCEG meeting was convened by Maj Gen Blume , AF/RT, at 1100 hours on 
21 December 1994, in Room 5D1027, the Pentagon. The following personnel were in 
attendance: 

a AFBCEG members: 

Maj Gen Blume, AFIRT, Co-Chairman 
Mr. Beach, SAF/FM 
Mr. McCall, SAFMQ 
Mr. OK, AF/LGM 
Dr. Wolff, M I C E  
Mr. Durante, SAFIAQX 
Mr. Kuhn, SAF/GCN 
Brig Gen McCarthy, AFiXOO 
Brig Gen Bradley, M/RE 

b. Other key attendees: 

Col Mayfield, AFIRTR 
Col Kimmel, NGB 
Mr. 'Kelly, AF/DPP 
Lt Col Rodefer, AF/XOFC 
Lt Col Phillips, SAF/FMC 

The meeting was called to order by Maj Gen Hlume. He asked SAFIMIQ and AF/CE to 
work on refining the analysis of air quality concerns that would prevent beddowns. AFICE noted 
that a consolidated list of active and reserve moves would be needed so that they could be sure 
that the analysis included all options 

On December 19, 1994, the SECAF was briefed on lab activities. Costs and savings for 
the R.ome Lab move were examined, since the JCSG had recommended this closure. The 
reexamination of costs revealed significant reductions in costs and increases in savings from the 
Air Force level playing field COBRA analysis. The SECAF directed that the move of the Rome 
Lab tto Hanscom AFB be reexamined considering space that would be available from reduction 
of tht: Geophysics Lab at Hanscom, with the exception of the AFSPC support activities. Also 
she directed that an alternative consolidation of Rome Lab activities to Ft Monmouth be 

CLOSE HOLD - BCEGJBCEG STAFF ONLY 
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m;nin&d--For thi'Mtsa Lab activity, the SECAF requested a move to Wright-Patterson and 
Eglin be examined. 

The SECAF was then briefed on T&E activities. The REDCAP, AFEWES, and 
JZbATE Eglin actions were viewed as favorable intra-Air Force options. Other proposed moves 
were them examined but were withheld for the time being. 

The ANG then briefed potential actions. When considering the Moffett move to Beale, 
an optio~n of leaving the McClellan AFRES unit of KC-If 5 was discussed. These are scheduled 
to move to Beale, but could remain at McClellan. Closure of Kingsley Field was not favored 
by the ANG, but kept as an option. Movement of Roslyn GSU, Ontario GSU, and North 
Highlands were viewed as favorable options for finther consideration. A redirect of the 21 Space 
Systems Squadron was also examined, moving the unit from the former Lowry AFB to Peterson 
AFB. It was noted that this reflected a change in operational requirements from the earlier 
Commission, and was a cheaper option, 

(3n December 20,1994, the SECAF was briefed on AFRES issues. Redirecting the 301st 
RQS to remain at Patick AFB was deemed to be practicd. The closure of Pittsburgh ARB was 
also attractive, but the base fared well in Criterion I. However, costs and the ability of other 
units to absorb the personnel make it an attractive closure candidate. 

.After comparing various aspects to the Grissom and Bergstrom closures, the best option 
seemed to be to move the unit out of Bergstrom, move the Bergstrom F-16s to NAS Ft Worth 
(former Carswell Am), move the KC-135 aircraft which had been designated to replace the NAS 
Ft Worth F-16s, from NAS Ft Worth to MacDill Am, and retain Grissom. The SECAF 
indicated the following actions seemed best at this point: 

Close Bergstrom, move aircraft to NAS Ft Worth, move KC-135 aircraft to MacDill 
Redirect 301 RQS to remain at Patrick 
Close Pittsburgh ARB 

The SECAF also noted that retaining the AFRES unit at McClellan vice moving to Beale would 
bear more study on costs and savings. 

The SECAF was then briefed on Depots from an. Air Force only perspective. The airfield 
was proposed to be retained at Kelly, either to be controlled by Lackland or, preferably, by the 
AFRES with eventual conversion to a civil airport with the ARC units remaining as tenants. 
Kelly housing units were proposed to be transferred to Kackland and retained for use by military 
persomael in the San Antonio area AFRES C-Ss and ANG F-16s would remain, as would AFIA. 
This was agreed to be the best option should Kelly be recommended for closure. A dual closure 
of Kelly and McClellan, as one of the recommended alternatives of the JCSG, remains to be 
costed and evaluated. 

Options for Onizuka AFB were considered. It appears that moving the Air Force and 
national missions that can be relocated, and retaining support for the national assets that must 
remairr, is the best option. COBRA analysis has not yet been completed. 

- .- 
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F'inmcid aspects of closures from previous commissions then discussed with 
implicatiions for financial requirements in 1995. A legislative change to allow DERA funding 
of environmental restoration at closure and realignment bases was discussed. 

Following the summary of the meetings with the SECAF, Lt Col Rodefer, AF/XOFC, 
briefed changes to force structure since the interim forc,e structure was issued, using the slides 
at At& 1. The BCEG noted that some force structure changes would require reexamination of 
costs, such as the potential loss of F-111 airframe work at the depots. The force structure will 
continue: to be examined to determine whether changes in evaIuation are necessary. 

Ia Col Phillips, SAF/FMC, briefed the Grand Forks missile field only and Malmstrom 
airfield only closures, as requested by the SECAF, using the slide at Atch 2. The figures on 
Grand EForks result from the fact that missile field drawdown is currentIy programmed in the 
budget, including costs of closure and personnel savings. As a result, there are no BRAC 
cognizalde costs or savings from closing the Grand Forks missile field, if that decision were 
made. 'fie BCEG voted to approve both sets of figures. 

There being no further matters to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 1220. The next 
BCEG meeting will be at the call of the Co-Chairmen. 

OPEN ITEMS: Squadron size 

'i / 

Attachments 
1. Forw Structure 
2. C013RA data 
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WASHING1 ON, DC 206 10 

April 18, 1395 

The Eonarable Sheila Widnall 
Office of the Secretary 
The Air Force 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20333-1660 

Dear Secretary Widnall: 

Thank you for your April 3 reply to our letter 
concerning space r e q u i r e m e ~ t e  at 7ome Laborazory. Ycur r ep ly  
raised additicnal questicns to which we need answers or 
clarifications. in order to have adequate time to conduct 
our analyses, it is imperative that we have t h e  answers by 
T h ~ r s d a y ,  Ay?ri l  2 5 .  

The rep ly  etaces t h a t  " the  3 2 3 , 4 5 9  f i p r e  w a s  provided 
by Rome Lab as that space reqdi red  tc support their mlssi~n 
at another installation . . . "  Please provide copies of the 
documents subaitted by Rome Lab tha te 'now the Eetails of ths 
328,459 square feet, the certification of t h i s  informatior.,  
who a t  the base and each successive level certified the 
information, and the date the data was submitted. 

Please provide a more detailed explanatian of t h e  
reduction in administrative space with specific items :o be 
reduced and justification for each reduction. Please inc lude  
the certified data am2 cerzific=tions sheets :hat ccmprise 
the baseline figure of 166,859 square feet. In this 
explanatian also include s11 of the sources (specific people 
or documents) and asscrnptions upon which the "doubie 
countingu reduction was based. Also please expiain the 
rationale for the 60/40 percent split and provide copies of 
the certified data, zssumptions an6 sou rces  upon which rhis 
a p l i t  was based. If anything, your recommendation LO 
fragment and scatter the existing Tier I functioning lab into 
multiple locatio~s and into a myriad of dislocated and 
disconnected faciiities at the proposed Sases would increase, 
not dscreaee, functional inefficiencies tkat are inherent ta 
this kind of disrnembermect. 



-.-- 
0 4 : 1 9 ; 0 5  WED ll:j6 F.U CPM Dl. 

On what date was the determiaation to eliminate major 
portions of the Geophysics Directorate made? How many 
Geophyeics employees will be affected by this a c t i ~ n ?  Was 
any public anno-~ncemene. ever made? if so, when was it or 
will it be am~cncsd ,  snd can you provide copies of che 
annovnceaent and C~ngressionil not i f icat ions? This accion 
does not  appear fa have been coneidcred ix developing the 
recommendation and is now being posited as ar. after-the-fact 
m e a m  of making the Rome proposal fit. 

Finally, please provide 
of the pure s i t e  survey resu 
anyone who was not ~reeent a 
include in that report cSe 1 
offices, assumptions, and ot 
Burvey was conducted. This 
findings of the true space, 
requirements at Rome Lab as 

a written report of the findings 
lta prior to modiiication by 
,t the site guk-vey. Please 
ist of all participants, their 
.her- guibance u p ~ n  which the 
report should include reports of 
utility, and lab-peculiar 
we11 as at Hanscom AFB and Ft . 

Sincere ly ,  

8 

D a m e l  ~ a t r i c k a o y n i h a n  
d S t a t e s  Senate Cnited States Senate 
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oyer/bases95/ROMEJTLTR 

April 20, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
~as:hington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Brian P. Bilbray 
House of Representatives 
washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Bilbray 

This is in response to your joint letter of February 23, 
1995, to the Secretary of Defense concerning relocating Rome 
Laboratory, Rome, New York, to the Naval Command, Control and 
Oceisn Surveillance Center RDT&E Division (NCCOSC). 

The Laboratory Joint Cross Service Group (LTCSG) developed 
alternatives for all laboratories, which included the alternative 
to close Rome Laboratory. The Air Force believes this represents 
a cost-effective relocation, as well as one that offers the 
advantages of collocating with another Service's research 
activities. While the LTCSG recommel~ded alternatives involving 
the NCCOSC, none involved the movement of the Rome Laboratory work 
to t.hat location. 

Additionally, while a delegation from Rome Laboratory did 
visit NCCOSC last fall, we understand the purpose was to explore 
potential areas of collaboration, not "to investigate the 
feasibility of c~llocating.~ The Rome Laboratory delegation was 
simply reciprocating a visit for the same purpose by NCCOSC to 
Rome, New York, in the spring of 1994. 

We appreciate your interest in this matter and trust the 
info:rmation provided is useful. A similar letter is being 
provided to those who joined you in your letter. 

Sincerely 

S T F W W  -&>uLL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and  egisl la ti on 
Division 

office of Legislative Liaison 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC ASD(LA) OSD FILE CY #28867 



April 20, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Bob Filner 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Filner 

This is in response to your joint letter of February 23, 
1995, to the Secretary of Defense concerning relocating Rome 
Laboratory, Rome, New York, to the Naval Command, Control and 
Ocean Surveillance Center RDT&E Division (NCCOSC). 

The Laboratory Joint Cross Service Group (LJCSG) developed 
alternatives for all laboratories, which included the alternative 
to close Rome Laboratory. The Air Force believes this represents 
a cost-effective relocation, as well as one that offers the 
aldvantages of collocating with another Service's research 
activities. While the IJCSG recommended alternatives involving 
t.he NCCOSC, none involved the movement of the Rome Laboratory work 
to that location. 

Additionally, while a delegation from Rome Laboratory did 
visit NCCOSC last fall, we understand the purpose was to explore 
p~otential areas of collaboration, not "to investigate the 
f(easibi1ity of c~llocating.~~ The Rome Laboratory delegation was 
simply reciprocating a visit for the same purpose by NCCOSC to 
R40me, New York, in the spring of 1994. 

We appreciate your interest in this matter and trust the 
information provided is useful. A similar letter is being 
provided to those who joined you in your letter. 

Sincerely -. 
, 

- .  , ?  

1 .  

L .  - - - J 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 



April 20, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Duncan Hunter 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Hunter 

This is in response to your joint letter of February 23, 
1995, to the Secretary of Defense concerning relocating Rome 
Laboratory, Rome, New York, to the Naval Command, Control and 
Ocean Surveillance Center RDTfE Division (NCCOSC). 

The Laboratory Joint Cross Service Group (LJCSG) developed 
alternatives for all laboratories, which included the alternative 
to close Rome Laboratory. The Air Force believes this represents 
a cost-effective relocation, as well as one that offers the 
advantages of collocating with another Service's research 
activities. While the WCSG recommended alternatives involving 
the NCCOSC, none involved the movement of the Rome Laboratory work 
to that location. 

Additionally, while a delegation from Rome Laboratory did 
visit NCCOSC last fall, we understand the purpose was to explore 
potential areas of collaboration, not "to investigate the 
feasibility of collocating." The Rome Laboratory delegation was 
simply reciprocating a visit for the same purpose by NCCOSC to 
Rome, New York, in the spring of 1994. 

We appreciate your interest in this matter and trust the 
information provided is useful. A similar letter is being 
provided to those who joined you in your letter. 

Sincerely 
. ." - ? -, - -? -.. 

. ! 

. I - 4 1 ---, 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 
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S.AF/ U P  
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

T:he Honorable Ron Packard 
Hlouse of Representatives 
W'ashington, DC 20515 

D'ear Mr. Packard 

This is in response to your joint letter of February 23, 
1995, to the Secretary of Defense concerning relocating Rome 
Laboratory, Rome, New York, to the Naval Command, Control and 
Ocean Surveillance Center RDT&E Division (NCCOSC). 

The Laboratory Joint Cross Service Group (UCSG) developed 
alternatives for all laboratories, which included the alternative 
to close Rome Laboratory. The Air Force believes this represents 
a cost-effective relocation, as well as one that offers the 
advantages of collocating with another Service's research 
activities. While the UCSG recommended alternatives involving 
t:he NCCOSC, none involved the movement of the Rome Laboratory work 
to that location. 

Additionally, while a delegat.ion from Rome Laboratory did 
visit NCCOSC last fall, we underst.and the purpose was to explore 
potential areas of collaboration, not "to investigate the 
f'easibility of c~llocating.~ The Rome Laboratory delegation was 
simply reciprocating a visit for t.he same purpose by NCCOSC to 
Rome, New York, in the spring of 1994. 

We appreciate your interest in this matter and trust the 
information provided is useful. A similar letter is being 
provided to those who joined you in your letter. 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 
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Congress 

LONGWORTH M U S E  OFFICE BLDC. 
WASHINGTON. DC 10515 

I1021 21C2040 

DISTRICT OFFICE: 

1011 CAMINO M L  RIO SOUTH 
SUITE 330 

SAN DIEGO. CA 92108 
1619) 291-1430 

B o u ~ e  of ieptesentatibee 
Wae'b~ngton, ?0@ 20515 

February 23, 1995 

Honorablle William J. Perry 
Office of' the Secretary 
Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301-1 155 

Dear Secretary Perry: 

As members of the San Diego House delegation, we are writing to present an opportunity to 
the Department of Defense (DoD) and the Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
(BRAC '!35) to meet stated priorities of reducing cost, increasing interservice cooperation, 
and support the requirements of our military forces as interpreted by the creation of the Joint 
Cross Service Laboratory Group. 

As you are aware, as a result of BRAC '93, Griflss AFB was recommended for realignment. 
In that recommendation, the Commission advised that the Rome Laboratory (Rome) remain 
at the site as a stand-alone facility. However, since that time several factors have changed 
the outlook for Rome as a stand-alone facility, and it: now appears likely that BRAC '95 will 
recommend its relocation to another DoD laboratory. 

Appreciat:ing the sensitivity of this issue, and wishing to provide a viable solution to the 
problems currytly faced by Rome, the Naval Command, Control and Ocean Surveillance 
Center RDT&E Division (NCCOSC) received a delegation from the Rome Laboratory. The 
Rome delegation came to San Diego to investigate the feasibility of collocating the facility 
with NCCOSC to form the foundation for the preeminent Advanced Materials and Electronic 
Devices Research, Development, Test and Evaluation Laboratory in the world. The 
delegatioii was extremely impressed with our facilities and is anxious to discuss the potential 
relocation of Rome to San Diego. 

Interservice arrangements and joint activities are growing in number and significance as the 
military continues to streamline its functions. Additionally, BRAC analytical methodologies 
tend to favor this type of collocation, as is apparent by the creation of the Joint Cross 
Service Laboratory Group and the recent report of the Inspector General (IG) of the DoD 
which corlcluded that DoD maintains significant redundant investments in Advanced 
Materials and Microelectronics Research and Development Laboratories. The report also 
(details future joint service laboratory space and equipment requirements, of which NCCOSC 
is more than adequate. 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 
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Few basing sites can rival NCCOSC's combination of locational advantages and capacity for 
expansion. The NCCOSC at San Diego offers complementary military research functions to 
the Ronre facilrty and the potential for increased efficiency by a collaboration of R&D, 
enhancing both operational and research effectiveness. Further, the surrounding San Diego 
area prr!sents a dynamic academic environment rich with independent research support. 

The collocation of these two facilities presents the most efficient utilization of scarce RDT&E 
dollars through the exploitation of the economies of scale, a capitalization of existing defense 
investments, the elimination of redundant operations, and the consolidation of administrative 
and support assets. The additional benefits associated with a modern facility, pleasant 
atmosphere, and generally higher quality of life, while non-quantifiable, are certainly 
substantial throughout the difficult decision making process. 

Enclosed is an NCCOSC packet describing in greater detail the unique features of the facility 
and its complementary proposal to accommodate the Rome Laboratory. We believe that the 
attached analysis deserves serious consideration on your behalf. Finally, we believe that a 
first-hand view of the NCCOSC facility will establish the validity of our request and extend an 
open invitation to this effect. If we may be of any further assistance, or if you require 
addition,al information, please contact our Congressional Offices directly or Howard Ruggles, 
Director of Military Affairs for the San Diego of Commerce, at (619) 544-1372. 

Sincerely, 

Congressman Duncan Hunter 

Congressman Ron Packard 

Enclosures 

cc: w/enclosures: Joshua Gottbaum, ASD (Economic Security) 
Robert Bayer, DASD (Installations) 
Allan Dixon, Chairman, BRAC '95 
Alex Yellin, Navy Team Leader 

cc: W/O enclosures: Howard Ruggles, San Diego Chamber of Commerce 
Dave Bertreau, SAlC 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO REDCAP, NEW YORK 



SAFLLP,/MAIOR SNYDER/CFM/77 9 50/ 1 MAY 9 5 
moyer/bases95/REDCAP 

May 1, 1995 

SAF/LLP1 
1160 ~ i r  Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Jack Quinn 
House of Representatives 
'Washington, DC 20515-3230 

:Dear Mr. Quinn 

This is in response to your letters of April 3, 1995, to the 
c3hainnen of the House ~ppropriations Cormnittee and the 
:;ubcommj.ttee on National Security concerining the Real-time 
Iligital1.y Controlled Analyzer Processing (REDCAP) facility. The 
Air Forc:e received a copy of your letters. 

You. may be assured that the Air Forc:e-is not planning on 
olosing REDCAP immediately. Although the Base Realignment and 
C:losure (BRAC) process has recommended REDCAP for realignment, 
this process is still ongoing and the final decision on REDCAP has 
not been made. Further, we are working funding issues regarding 
REDCAP upgrades. Once resolved, the remaining funds will be 
immediately applied to the Fiscal Year 1995 REDCAP projects. 

We (appreciate your interest in this matter and trust the 
information provided is useful. 

Sincerely 

SCOTT B. McLAUTHLIN 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Chief, Programs and 
Legislation Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

cc:: Chai.rman Livingston 
Subc!ommittee chairman Young 

CCIORD AF/RT DBCRC 
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R u ~ r o r o s  

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 
' 331 CANNONJUILDINO 
WUWINOTON;~)C 20515 

(2021 225-3308 
FAX: 226-0347 

MAIN OFFICE: 
0 403 MAIN STREET 

SUITE 240 
BUFFALO. NY 14203-2199 

(716) 845-5257 
FAX: 847-0321 

SATELLITE OFFICE: 
1490 JEFFERSON AVENUE 

~UFFALO. NY 14208 
(716) 886-4076 

April 3, 1995 

Congressman C. W. Bill Young 
Chairman 
National Security Subcommittee On Appropriations 
H149, U.S. Capitol 

Dear Congressman Young: 

It has come to my attention that the Air Force is planning to shut down the Real- 
time Digitally Controlled Analyzer Processing Facility (REDCAP). If this contract is 
terminated, and the facility is closed, a loss of 70-75 jobs would result. 

Thanks to your past interest in REDCAP, the facility's operations have been 
upgraded repeatedly. Please keep me up to date as to any requests to reprogram or 
deobligate any of the funds previously appropriated for REDCAP in the fiscal year 1995 
Defense Appropriations Bill. I strongly oppose any such action. 

Thank you for all of your help. 

Very truly yours, - 

/ M bir of Congress .+ 
JQ: bmm u- 
cc: Col. Clark Reid, Eglin AFB Comptroller 

Clol. Gordon Bendick USAF, Director House Affairs 
C!ol. Vince Evans, Chief Air Force Liaison 
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!3AF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

APR I 4 1995 

The Honorable Kent Conrad 
United States Senate 
Tilashington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Conrad 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 7, 1995, to 
.the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Grand Forks and Minot 
,Air Force Bases (AFBs) , North Dak:ota. Specifically, you requested 
.the Air Force approve a temporary security clearance for 
representatives from the communit.ies of Grand Forks and Minot to 
review classified data concerning Grand Forks and Minot AFBs. 

We evaluated your request and determined that it would not be 
appropriate to provide classified information to representatives 
from the communities. We underst-and and appreciate the 
communities' concerns and desire to defend the bases. As a result 
and in response to requests from your staff, we have reviewed the 
information and declassified cert-ain portions. These portions 
have been previously provided to your office. While some portions 
remain classified, we believe significant national security 
interests justify their c1assific:ation. 

As you know, the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission (DBCRC) is performing an independent analysis of the 
Department of Defense (DoD) BRAC 95 recommendations and is 
scheduled to submit its recommendation to the President by July 1, 
1995. There is nothing to preclude the Commission from adding or 
removing bases from the DoD list if its analysis supports such a 
change. Alternatively, the DBCRC has access to this information 
and we encourage your staff and the communities to submit their 
concerns to the Commission and request they thoroughly scrutinize 
the data. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator Dorgan and Representative Pomeroy. 

Sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
chief, Programs and  egisl la ti on 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 
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SAF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Byron L. Dorgan 
United States Senate 
liiashington, DC 20510 

:Dear Senator Dorgan 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 7 ,  1995, to 
.the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Grand Forks and Minot 
.Air Force Bases (AFBs), North Dakota. Specifically, you requested 
the Air Force approve a temporary security clearance for 
representatives from the communities of Grand Forks and Minot to 
review classified data concerning Grand Forks and Minot AFBs. 

We evaluated your request and determined that it would not be 
appropriate to provide classified information to representatives 
from the communities. We understand and appreciate the 
communities' concerns and desire to defend the bases. As a result 
and in response to requests from your staff, we have reviewed the 
information and declassified certain portions. These portions 
have been previously provided to your office. While some portions 
remain classified, we believe significant national security 
interests justify their classification. 

As you know, the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
commission (DBCRC) is performing an independent analysis of the 
D e p a r t m e n t  of D e f e n s e  (DoD) BRAC 95 recommendations and is 
scheduled to submit its recommendation to the President by July 1, 
1995. There is nothing to preclude the Commission from adding or 
removing bases from the DoD list if its analysis supports such a 
change. ~lternatively, the DBCRC has access to this information 
and we encourage your staff and the communities to submit their 
concerns to the Commission and request they thoroughly scrutinize 
the data. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator Conrad and Representative Pomeroy. 

Sincerely 0: y,:"7 
\>,, ;; ?, &! : 1 :- ,j 
y3 .J& ; 3 - -, - ,g, 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 



- - .  
APR 1 4  19s 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Earl Pomeroy 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Pomeroy 

This is in response to your joint letter of April 7, 1995, to 
the Secretary of the Air Force concerning Grand Forks and Minot 
A.ir Force Bases (AFBs), North Dakota. specifically, you requested 
the Air Force approve a temporary security clearance for 
representatives from the communitj-es of Grand Forks and Minot to 
review classified data concerning Grand Forks and Minot AFBs. 

We evaluated your request and determined that it would not be 
a~ppropriate to provide classified information to representatives 
from the communities. We understand and appreciate the 
c:ommunitiesl concerns and desire t:o defend the bases. As a result 
a~nd in response to requests from your staff, we have reviewed the 
information and declassified certain portions. These portions 
have been previously provided to your office. While some portions 
remain classified, we believe significant national security 
interests justify their classification. 

As you know, the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Clommission (DBCRC) is performing an independent analysis of the 
D e p a r t m e n t  of D e f e n s e  ( D o D )  BRAC 95 recommendations and is 
scheduled to submit its recommendation to the President by July 1, 
1.995. There is nothing to preclude the Commission from adding or 
1:emoving bases from the DoD list if its analysis supports such a 
change. Alternatively, the DBCRC has access to this information 
and we encourage your staff and the communities to submit their 
concerns to the Commission and request they thoroughly scrutinize 
the data. 

We trust this information is useful. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senators Conrad and Dorgan. 

Sincerely 
r -  * S F - - - - ,  

I +(J 
STEPHEN 'd' BULL, 111 
Colonel, USAF 
chief, Programs and Legislation 
~ivision 

Office of Legislative Liaison 
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Wnited States Senate 
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WASHINGTON, DC 20510-3403 

April 7 ,  1995 

Honorable Sheila Widnall 
Secretary of the Air Force 
Pemtagon, Room 4E984 
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670 

Dear Secretary Widnall: 

We are requesting your assistance on a matter related to the 1995 
Base Closure process. 

m r  rewest iavolves access to the Air Force's base closure 
analysis of missile bases. We ask that representatives from the 
communities of Grand Forks and Minot be granted temporary 
security clearances for the purposes of reviewing this classified 
analysis. We believe it is only fair that the communities at 
least be able to have a direct representative see the analysis 
which may result in the loss of thousands of jobs in their area. 
This will allow the communities to fully discuss missile basing 
decisions with the Base Closure Commission. 

Grand Forks and Minot have each identified a retired Air Force 
officer to act on its behalf. These men both have experience 
with missile programs and while on active duty had security 
clearances at the very highest levels. Attached is relevant 
background information regarding these two men. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon. 

Sincerely, 

3v .ON DCRC2lN 
Member of U.S. Senator U.S. Senator 

PRINTED O N  RECYCLED PAPER @ 



Citv of Grand Forks - 
Col. Gerald Goff (USAF-Ret) 
7419 Antioch Rd. 
Gerald, MO 63037 
SS#- 497-46-9937 
DOE- 8/23/44 
Clearances- TS, ESI, SBI, SI, and TK 
(SI and TK last updated in 1989 by 319th Bomb Wing, USAF) 

Citv of Minot - 
Col. Kirby E. Allen (USAF-Retl 
13702 stone Shadow Ct. 
Clifton, VA 22024 
SS#- 462-74-0753 
Clearances- TS, SCI 
(TS current until retirement, June 1994) 



DEPARTMENT O F  THE AIR FORCE 
WASH l NGTON DC 20330-1000 

3FFICE OF THE UIqDER SECRETARY 

APR 2 0 1995 

The: Honorable David L. Hobson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Hobson: 

This is in response to your letter of April 17, 1995, 
regarding the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard 
Station, Ohio. 

The Air Force is currently corlducting a site survey to refine 
the cost estimates it used during the Base Realignment and Closure 
(BRAC) process. It is common to find cost variations in either 
direction during this stage of the process. Accordingly, I have 
requested the Air Force BRAC office review your concerns regarding 
costs and recurring savings estimates. Upon the conclusion of the 
site survey and validation of the results, the Base Closure 
Executive Group will review the refined cost and savings data. 
Subsequent to their review, I will ensure that you receive all 
information related to this action,, 

1 appreciate your concerns regarding Springfield-~eckley and 
assure you that the Air Force has no interest in pursuing actions 
which are not cost effective. 

Sincerely, 



--- 
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April 17, 1995 

ThE! Honorable 
under Secretary 9 o de the Ieon ~ i r  ~orce 
1670 Air Force Pentagon 
W a m a ,  D.C. 20330-1670 

to the 1995 Air Force base closure r e m t i o n  
Guard Base. Ohio, ke closed and the 178th 

k mved to Wri ht-Patterson Air Force Base. As 
NCh a m d d  te cost effective, the Air 

Wrce should retract its original recarrnendatian and supprt keep- 
:ringfield ops .  ?hc Air Force to3k this very m actlon two yeas ago when %= 1993 base closure round produced an analopus situation. 

The 1995 Air Force estimate for recurring savings originall was $4.2 A is -t million. A i r  Farce reduced th is  to $3.7 million and, I 
to reduce it even further to $2.1 million. ?.t $2 .l m i l l l a ,  yin&ield 
s h d d  have never ken on the base clasur~ list in the first p ace; it does 
nct  meet the W r e d  payback when c-.& with the orig* k r  Fbrce ane 
t i m e  m v i q  mst/militaq construction estimate of $23 rmlllon. I bdleve 
t h a t  the $2.1 millian in savings will drc~~ even lower upon further 
aaminaticn. 

QIB Time l b d n g  Costs 

In order to continue justifying this w e ,  Air Force has reduced mnring 
arld military construction costs frcm $23 million to $15 million. Huwever, 
this does not account for 1) constructing, renavating, and rrwing into both 
w3hicle mintenance and dining facilities, and 2 )  conducting the 
=-tal impact study required by the air qualit  at Wnght-Pattersan. X Tl= le Force should k~ honest and accm~te abut  su costs. 

0'- Costs I 
Also unaccounted for are -ti- costs which the A i r  Force refuses to 

identify. It is h t h  unfair and mpsslble for Sprinofield to defend, and the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignrrmt Camrission (BRACT to decide, without 
k-Y the true charge for utilities, telephone, refuse collection, s e h t y ,  
ccntro twer, use of runway, and other a p a s e s .  

Ruther review proves that the Air Force should retract its original 
~emmnxdation and rt keeping Sprir~gfield apen. This is the course of T? a.ction I insist that  t e Air Force take. 

SPRINGFIELD OF FlCE 
Room 220 Post Office 
150 N. Limmon* ST. 

Springfield. OH 45501-1127 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MAOF OF RECYCLED FIBERS 

LANCASTER OFFICE 
212 S. Broad St. 

Room 55 
hncmer .  OH 4311W389 



auocft 
hNDUDS 011 O f f l C U l  CONDUCT CONGRESS OF THE UNIT ED STATES . 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

FAX COVER SHEET 

Efumber d Pagu (with cover): 

Time: 

Firm: 

Location: 

(703) 693-4303 
Fax Number: 

FROM: 
Name: Dave Hobson 

Ofiice of Congressman lhvid L. Hobon. 7th District, Ohio 
(202) 2254324 

RE: 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330- 1 000 

O'FICE OF THE SECRETARY 

SIAF / LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Plashington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Mike DeWine 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-3503 

Dear Senator DeWine 

This is in response to your letter of February 23, 1995, to 
the Secretary of Defense concerning the recommended closure of the 
Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station and 
irelocation of the 178th Fighter Group, the 251st Combat 
Communications Group, and the 269th Combat Communications Squadron 
to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base (AFB), Ohio. 

During its 1995 Base Closure and Realignment (BRAC) process, 
the Air Force reviewed and considered all Air National Guard 
installations. During their review of Springfield-Beckley and 
potential receiver locations, Air Force officials found the 
situation at Wright-Patterson to have changed significantly since 
BRAC 93. Specifically, the Air Force Reserve (AFRES) F-16 
squadron had converted to C-141s and had moved into new C-141 
facilities. The F-16 facilities the AFRES vacated were available 
and awaiting the outcome of BRAC 95. In addition, Air Force 
officials determined that additional military construction costs 
needed to beddown the Air National Guard (ANG) units at wrightl' 
Patterson AFB, based upon the Air Force capacity analysis and 
construction costing, would be $21.2 million. This $21.2 million 
includes additional square footage for weapons storage, vehicle 
maintenance, base supply and warehouse, munitions maintenance 
facilities, Reserve forces operations and training, and a 
communications facility for the c:ommunications unit. 

For BRAC 95, the total one-time costs of relocating the ANG 
units are $23.4 million. This compares favorably to the $43.5 
million estimate in BRAC 93. Accordingly, the annual savings for 
BRAC 95 are projected at $4.2 million vice the $1 million estimate 
of BRAC 93, and return on investment would be six years compared 
to 100+ years in BRAC 93. 



Based upon BRAC 95 cost and savings factors, as well as the 
projected return on investment, DoD recommended the 178th Fighter 
Glroup and the communications unit at Springfield-Beckley for 
relocation to Wright-Patterson AFH, and the springfield-Beckley 
for closure under BRAC 95. 

We appreciate your interest in this matter and trust the 
information provided is useful. 

Sincerely 

a--3+ 
CHARLES L. FOX 
Colonel, USAF 
Deputy Director 
Legislative Liaison 



MIKE DfWiNE 
Onlcl 

Hnitcd $ta tcs Sc11atc 

The Honorable Williani J. Perry 
Secretary 
Department of Defense 
Washington, D.C. 20301- 1155 

Dear h1r Sccrctary 

It has been brought to my attention that the Depanment of Dcfcnsc may 
once again recolnmend closin~ the Springfield (Ohlo) Air Nat~onal Guard Bd4e 
and transferring the 178th Fighter Group, the 25 1st Conlbat Comrnun~cnr~on~ 
Group headquarters, and the 269th Combat Communicarions Squadron to Lirrtght- 
Patterson Air Force Base. 1 strongly urge you to reconsider such a 
recornmcnda~iun. 

Citing savings of %5 5 million in five years and heddown costs of $: 

million, the Air Force recommended that the Springfield  nits hc nlovcd t0 

Wright-Patterson in 1993 The Base Closure and Realignment Cornrn~ss~on kept 
Springfield units at Springfield and the h r  Force retracted this rrcornmenda~~on 
after conducting a cost analysis which sho~ved that this relocation would i\c!~:all> 
cost 543 5 tnillion versus an operational savings of only 6 1 million a Oea' - 

1 argued in 1903, and I still believe today, that militar?~ vnltic atid cost 
effectiveness are con~promised by moving Ohio Air National Guard C.'n~t s tiom 
Springfield to Wright-Patterson. Springfie:ld off'ers the ideal site for- thcsc unrts 
for three reasons First. being separate Gorn a regular Air Force rnstalla~jorl 
allows these units to retain their identity, visibility and community ct~n~rnitment 
Second, Springfield already has the facilities necessary for these unlts, including a 
newly resurfxed runway and a new engine shop which cost the militarv a 
combined $2 9 million Morcovcr. while C;pringficld has excellet~t facil~tie:; 10 

accomodate the units, Wright Patterson must build a niunit~ons malntrnarrce 
storage area. a communications center, a :;upply warehouse, a scmlczs 
mnintenancc shop, and facilities for the communications unir This lisl crflir~nly 
is not exhaustive but illustrates the high level of constn~ction nccessar): to 

I at~onal accornodate the 178th. Finally, thc tenant relationship that  the Ohlo .hr 
Gwrd enjoys at Springfield-Becker Airport is particularly inexpensive whcn 
compared to the substantial military construction cost3 sssoc~;ltcd will\ the 
transfer of these units. I 

At a time when the federal government i s  attempting to balance i ~ s  hudget 
and in the face of prop&sed cutbacks in defense, 1 believc i t  i s  critical that 1hs 



Department of Defense spend money in the wisest possiblc way C'learly. ~noving 
these units from Springfield to Wr~ght-Pa~tctrson would be a rn~stakt. 

Thank you for your consideration T would be happy to discuss r h ~ s  ~ s s u e  
with you. 

Very respectfillly yours, 



WASHINGTON. DC 20610-3603 

Phone: 202-224-23 15 
FLU: 202-224-651 9 

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET 

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE a PAGEIS), INC~UDING THlS CU VER SIIFFT IF YOU DO 
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SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHING TON 

The Honorable John Glenn 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Glenn: 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 31, 1995, 
with Senator DeWine requesting additional information concerning 
the Air Force recommendation to close Springfield-~eckley 
Municipal Airport Air Guard Station (MAAGS), Ohio. 

There is presently an on-site survey team at Wright-patterson 
Air Force Base (AFB) and Springfield-Beckley MAAGS verifying the 
cost estimates for the proposed move. The Base Closure Executive 
Group (BCEG) is scheduled to review the site survey team's 
estimates on May 1, 1995. We will provide the site survey 
information to your office once it is approved by the BCEG. 

In response to your specific questions, the following is 
provided in a question/answer format. 

QUESTION: What factors were used to calculate the estimated 
$4.2 million in annual recurring savings that would result from 
closure? 

RESPONSE: The factors used. to calculate the COBRA estimated 
annual recurring savings were a reduction in base operating 
support costs; reduced Real Property Maintenance due to 
consolidated facilities at Wrigh~t-Patterson AFB; and reduced 
civilian and military compensati.on. 

QUESTION: What costs were included in calculating the $2.5 
million in the base operating support at Springfield? 

RESPONSE: The $2.5 million in Base Operating Support (BOS) 
savings at Springfield was generated by the COBRA model's 
algorithms. The BOS savings were derived from Crash Fire Rescue 
(CFR), Utilities, Security, Air Traffic Control (ATC), and Airport 
Joint Use Agreement (AJUA) BOS c:ategories,. Estimated FY 96 BOS 
nonpayroll costs at Springfield are $2.7 million. 



QUESTION: Were the costs of conducting an Environmental 
Impact Study at Wright-Patterson and the costs of conducting an 
Environmental Assessment Study at Springfield included in the 
costs of closure? 

RESPONSE: The cost of conducting an Environmental Impact 
Study at Wright-Patterson and anl Environmental Assessment at 
Springfield were not included in our estimates. The Air Force 
believes an Environmental Assess'ment at Wright-Patterson will be 
adequate to address the additional activities there. It is not 
yet clear whether any environmental evaluation will be required 
for springfield because the exac.t use of any surplus government 
property has not been determined.. 

QUESTION: Were the State of Ohio's share of operating and 
maintaining Springfield counted as federal savings? 

RESPONSE: The State of Ohio's f~nds~being used as part of 
the cooperative Agreement at Springfield were not included in any 
estimation of potential BRAC savings. 

QUESTION: What overhead cost will be assessed to the Guard 
units when they are moved to Wright-Patterson? 

RESPONSE: The COBRA estimating model addresses both the 
operating support (BOS overhead) savings at the closing site, and 
incremental costs at the gaining site. Definite costs and their 
assessment have not been determined. A site survey is being 
conducted to determine potential recurring costs to the Air 
National Guard units associated with this move. When those costs 
and the specific division of payments have been determined, the 
Air Force will forward a copy of the report to your office. 

As requested, I have attached a copy of the back-up data, 
including COBRA information. I trust this information is useful 
in responding to local community concerns. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator DeWine and Representative Hobson. 

Sincerely 
r1 %1 

Secretary of the Air Force 

Attachment 



S E C R E T A R Y  OF THE AIR F O R C E  
WASHING'TON 

APR I 1 

The Honorable Mike DeWine 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator DeWine: 

This is in response to your joint letter of March 31, 1995, 
with Senator Glenn requesting additional information concerning 
the Air Force recommendation to close Springfield-Beckley 
Municipal Airport Air Guard Station (MAAGS), Ohio. 

There is presently an on-site survey team at Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base (AFB) and Springfield-Beckley MAAGS verifying the 
cost estimates for the proposed .move. The Base Closure Executive 
Group (BCEG) is scheduled to review the site suwey team's 
estimates on May 1, 1995. We will provide the site survey 
information to your office once it is approved by the BCEG. 

In response to your specific questions, the following is 
provided in a question/answer format. 

QUESTION: What factors were used to calculate the estimated 
$4.2 million in annual recurring savings that would result from 
closure? 

RESPONSE: The factors used to calculate the COBRA estimated 
annual recurring savings were a reduction in base operating 
support costs; reduced Real Property Maintenance due to 
consolidated facilities at Wrigh.t-Patterson AFB; and reduced 
civilian and military compensation. 

QUESTION: What costs were included in calculating the $2.5 
million in the base operating support at Springfield? 

RESPONSE: The $2.5 million in Base Operating Support (BOS) 
savings at Springfield was generated by the COBRA model's 
algorithms. The BOS savings were derived from Crash Fire Rescue 
(CFR), Utilities, Security, Air Traffic Control (ATC), and Airport 
Joint Use Agreement (AJUA) BOS czategories. Estimated FY 96 BOS 
nonpayroll costs at Springfield are $2.7 million. 



QUESTION: Were the costs of conducting an Environmental 
Impact Study at Wright-Patterson and the costs of conducting an 
Environmental Assessment Study at Springfield included in the 
costs of closure? 

RESPONSE: The cost of conducting an Environmental Impact 
Study at Wright-Patterson and an Environmental Assessment at 
Springfield were not included in our estimates. The Air Force 
believes an Environmental Assessment at Wright-Patterson will be 
adequate to address the additional activities there. It is not 
yet clear whether any environmental evaluation will be required 
for Springfield because the exact use of any surplus government 
property has not been determined. 

QUESTION: Were the State of Ohio's share of operating and 
maintaining Springfield counted as federal savings? 

RESPONSE: The State of Ohio's funds being used as part of 
the Cooperative Agreement at Springfield were not included in any 
estimation of potential BRAC savings. 

QUESTION: What overhead colst will be assessed to the Guard 
units when they are moved to Wright-Patterson? 

RESPONSE: The COBRA estimating model addresses both the 
operating support (BOS overhead) savings at the closing site, and 
incremental costs at the gaining site. Definite costs and their 
assessment have not been determined. A site survey is being 
conducted to determine potential recurring costs to the Air 
National Guard units associated with this move. When those costs 
and the specific division of payments have been determined, the 
Air Force will forward a copy of the report to your office. 

As requested, I have attach.ed a copy of the back-up data, 
including COBRA information. I trust this information is useful 
in responding to local community concerns. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senator Glenn and Representative H o b s o n .  

Secretary of the Air Force 

Attachment 



SECRETARY OF T t i E  AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON 

APR I I 1995 

'The Honorable David L. Hobson 
:House of Representatives 
'Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Hobson: 

I recently received a joint letter from Senators Glenn and 
DeWine requesting additional information concerning the Air Force 
recommendation to close Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air 
Guard Station (MAAGS), Ohio. I would also like to share the 
information with you. 

There is presently an on-site survey team at Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base (AFB) and Springfield-Beckley MAAGS verifying the 
cost estimates for the proposed move. The Base Closure Executive 
Group (BCEG) is scheduled to review the site survey team's 
estimates on May 1, 1995. We will provide the site survey 
information to your office once it is approved by the BCEG. 

In response to your specific questions, the following is 
provided in a question/answer fo:nnat. 

QUESTION: What factors were used to calculate the estimated 
$4.2 million in annual recurring savings that would result from 
closure? 

RESPONSE: The factors used to calculate the COBRA estimated 
annual recurring savings were a reduction in base operating 
support costs; reduced Real Property Maintenance due to 
consolidated facilities at Wright-Patterson AFB; and reduced 
civilian and military compensation. 

QUESTION: What costs were included in calculating the $2.5 
million in the base operating support at Springfield? 

RESPONSE: The $2.5 million in Base Operating Support (BOS) 
savings at Springfield was generated by the COBRA model's 
algorithms. The BOS savings were derived from Crash Fire Rescue 
(CFR), Utilities, Security, Air Traffic Control (ATC), and Airport 
Joint Use Agreement (AJUA) BOS categories. Estimated FY 96 BOS 
nonpayroll costs at Springfield are $2.7 million. 



QUESTION: Were the costs of conducting an Environmental 
Impact Study at Wright-Patterson and the costs of conducting an 
Environmental Assessment Study at Springfield included in the 
costs of closure? 

RESPONSE: The cost of conducting an Environmental Impact 
Study at Wright-Patterson and an Environmental Assessment at 
Springfield were not included in our estimates. The Air Force 
believes an Environmental Assessment at Wright-Patterson will be 
adequate to address the additional activities there, It is not 
yet clear whether any environmental evaluation will be required 
for Springfield because the exact use of any surplus government 
property has not been determined. 

QUESTION: Were the State of Ohio's share of operating and 
maintaining Springfield counted as federal savings? 

RESPONSE: The State of Ohio's funds being used as part of 
the Cooperative Agreement at Springfield were not included in any 
estimation of potential BRAC savings. 

QUESTION: What overhead cost will be assessed to the Guard 
units when they are moved to Wright-Patterson? 

RESPONSE: The COBRA estimating model addresses both the 
operating support (BOS overhead) savings at the closing site, and 
incremental costs at the gaining site. Definite costs and their 
assessment have not been determined. A site survey is being 
conducted to determine potential recurring costs to the Air 
National Guard units associated with this move. When those costs 
and the specific division of payments have been determined, the 
Air Force will forward a copy of the report to your office. 

As requested, I have attached a copy of the back-up data, 
including COBRA information. I trust this information is useful 
in responding to local community concerns. A similar letter is 
being provided to Senators Glenn and DeWine. 

Sincerely, 

Sheila E. Widnall 
Secretary of the Air Force 

Attachment 
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MEMO FOR RECORD 3 1 Mar 95 

SUBJECT: BOS Cost Inputs to COBRA for Springfield-Beckley AGS 

The attached spreadsheet contains the manpower and cost inputs for BRAC 95 COBRA. 
They were compiled by ANGRCRPPB with input from all associated ANG functional areas. 

BERNIE L. KRMG, ~ ( ~ 0 1 ,  USAF 
Chief, ANG Base Realignment and Transition 



a&rs 
Rscom - bnz - Lkpmmcmrrfrhe Air F o e  

Springfield-Bddey Municipal Airport 
Air Gnard Station, Ohio 

h-ti- a- s m - ~ r m i c i p a l ~ ~ r p o l t ~ ~ o a r d  statio~ (AOS). 
d m - t b t  l m ~ G r o a p ( A r ? G ) , m e 2 S l . s t C o m b a t ~ d ~ G r o t r p  
(Mi), and tbs 269th Cambat chummid- SQrradrm (ANG) to W&@-Paftasm AFB, 
Ohia 

J d i  T b ~ l 7 8 ~ ~ G r o a p p r w i d t r c r a r h , ~ a n d r c s c a c , s e a a i t y p o I i # , ~  
o c h c r i k o p c r a t i n g a r p p a n ~ f a A N O ~ r r S ~ d - ~ q ~  
Airpact. By relocating to Wrigbt-httesm AFB, QnZcmt maapower and othtt saw 
wiIl b: rwIiztd by avoiding some of the axts d t e d  with the ktahr iop. 

RetmnaaInvestm& ThetbcalestimatedoeGtirnccosttoirisplmtthLF 
~#.xlm&on is $23.4 miilion. The a of aQ axts and savings during the implemaltahm 

' 

@odl is a cost of $5.6 million, Annual rema& savings after implementatim arc 
$42 n f i o n  with a r a m  on investment exgtaed in ,six years, The net present value of the 
axas ;md savings over 20 years is a savhgs of $35.1 nillion. 

trrpac* This recommendation will not d t  in a drange in the employment in tk 
Riwn5cbDaytonSp~eld. Ohio Metropolitan Smktid Ara btcause aU &kt& jobs 

onrccmihg E n ~ i m p a d f r o m t f i i s a a i o n i s ~  



COBRA REALIGNYEMT S U W I  (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 112 
oat. AS o f  1 3 : l l  021201'1995. R r o o r t  C r e a t d  07:54 03/0111995 

o w a r t n n t  : AIR FORCE 
O p t i o n  Package : SPRIff iFIElO FOCUS0 
S c e n a r i o  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT~S\RECOLENO\FIWAL\SPRI~~.CBR 
*d f c t r s  F i l e  : C:\CO8~\REPORT9S\RECOLQNO\FIMAL.SFF 

. a r t i n g  r e a r  : 1996 
F i n a l  Year : 1997 
ROI Year : 2003 ( 6  Years) 

Wet costs 

M i  lCon 
P e r s o n  
O r o r h d  
Yor i ng 
Y iss io  
O t h e r  

(SK) Constan t  00 L l a r s  
1996 1997 

TOTAL 2.384 20.090 -4.208 -4.208 -4,208 - 4  -208 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 - - - -  - - - -  --.- - - - -  --.- - - - - 
POSITIONS ELlMlUATEO 

O f f  0 0 0 0 0 0 
En 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 
C i v  0 2 2 0 0 0 0 
TOT 0 27 0 0 0 0 

POSITIONS REALIGNEO 
O f f  0 7 0 0 0 0 
En 1 0 4 9 0 0 0 0 
stu  0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i  v 0 233 0 0 0 0 
TOT 0 289 0 0 0 0 

T o t a l  - - - - -  

T o t a l  
- - - - -  

Beyond 

- a u a r y :  
.------- 
CLOSE SPRINGFIELD ANG BASE AND RELOCATE FORCE STRUCTURE TO WRIGH'I PAT1 



CMRA REALIGN~EN~ SWURV (COBRI ~ 5 . 0 6 )  - f.00 2/2 
Data  AS of 13: l l  02/20/1995. R.9ort Craatrd 0 7 5 4  03/01/19% 

I)rpartm.nt : A I R F O R C E  
option Packa1)a : SPRINGFIELD FOCUSED 
~ k a n a r i o  f i l e  : C:\~BRA\REPOIIT~~\RECO~QNO\FIWAL\SPRIN~I.C~R 

td Fctrs F i L e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\RECOUEND\fIWALcSFf 

a s t s  (fK) Constant Oo l l a rs  
1996 1997 Beyond -..- .--- 

u i  (Con 2.123 19.107 
Parson 0 343 
Drorhd 26 1 566 
Moving 0 49 1 
Yi..f0 0 0 
0th.r 0 772 

TOTAL 2.384 21.279 364 364 

Savings (W]' Constant Oo l l a rs  
1996 1997 Totr  k Beyond - - - - - -  

0 
1,402 
3,170 

0 
0 
0 

Mi lCon 0 0 
Parson 0 799 
Ovarhd 0 390 
Yov i ng 0 0 
Y i r r i o  0 0 
Other 0 0 

TOTAL 0 1,189 4.572 4,572 



NET PRESLNT VALUES REPWT (#)BPA ~5.46) 
Date As Of 13:ll 02l2OllOQ5, Report Croatmd 07:54 OjlOIl1,OM 

oopar twnt  : AIR FOR# 
optlon Peckc~ge : SPRINGFIELD FOCUSED 
Scenario F i  1.r : C: \ C O B R A \ R E ~ T 9 5 \ R E M N O \ F I ) ( A L \ S P R I W G F I  .C8R 
I t d  F c t r s  F i  I e  : C : \ C O B R A \ R E ~ T 9 S \ R E ~ N D \ F I N A L . # F  

Adjusted Cost($) ------.----..--- 
2.351.679 
19,289,202 
-3.932.303 
-3.827.059 
-3.724.632 
-3,624.046 
-3.527.928 
-3.433.506 
-3.341.612 
-3.252.177 
-3.165.136 
-3.080.424 
-2.997.980 
-2.917.742 
-2.839.651 
-2.763.651 
-2.689.685 
-2,617.698 
-2,547.638 
-2.479.453 



TOTAL OM€-TIM COST REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . a )  
Oata As Of 13:11 02/20/1995. Report Created 07:54 03/01/19% 

h p e r t n n t  : AIR FORCE 
0, t lon Package : SPRINGFIELO FOCUSEO 
e m n a r t o  F t l a  : C : \ C O B R A \ R E P O ( ( T ~ \ R E ~ N O \ F I N A L \ S P R I N G F I . C B R  

1 F c t r t  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\RECOIQNO\FIMAL.SFF 

.~ll values i n  O o l l a r s )  

C a t q o r y  
* - - - - - - -  

Cons t ruc t i on  
Y i  l l t a r y  Cons t ruc t i on  
C m i l y  Housing Const ruc t ion  
I n fo rma t i on  U lnagcrent  Account 
Land Purchr ses 

l ' o t a l  - Contt r u c t i o n  

I 'ersonne L 
C l v i l i a n  RIF 
C i v i l i a n  Ear Ly Ret i rement 
C l v i  l i a n  NCW H i r e s  
E l i m i n a t e d  Mi L i t a r y  PCS 
Unmp loymeflt 

' l o t a l  - Personne I 

1)vorhead 
Program P h n n i n g  Support 
~ o t h b a L L  I Shutdwn  

l o t a t  - Overhead 

Yov i ng 
C i v i  t i a n  Moving 
C i v i t i a n  PPS 
M i l i t a r y  Moving 
F r e i g h t  
One-Time Moving Costs 

T o t a l  - Moving 

Sub-Tota 1 .----.--- 

'her 
w 1 RSE 0 
Env i ronmenta l  M i t i g a t i o n  Costs 0 
one-Time blnique Costs 772.000 

T o t a l  - Othcr 
_ .____--__-.---- ._-------- - - - - . - - - - - - . - . - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - . - - - - -  
T o t a l  One-Time Ccsts 
.___. .____--__--_-- - . . - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - . - - - - . - . - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - * - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - .  
One - T i a e  Satr i ngs 

M i l i t a r y  Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Fami ly  Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
Y i  L i t a r y  l roving 0 
Land Sale!s 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Env i ronme~nta l  M i t i g a t i o n  Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

T o t a l  One-Time Savings 0 . . . . . . _ . _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ - - - _ _ . _ - ~ - . - - - . . - - - - . . - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  
T o t a l  N e t  One-Time Costs 23.317.685 



TOTAL MILlTARY CO1(STRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  
Oatr AS  O f  13:ll OZ/2OllOBS. Report Created 07:54 03101/1995 

Oepart rent  : AIR FORCE 
Cvtlon P a c k q e  : SPRINCFlELO FOCUSED 

- o n a r i o  Fitat : C:\COB~\REPORT95\RECOIENO\FIW*L\SPRINGFI.C8R 
F c t r s  F i l e  : C : \ ~ ~ B R A \ R E P O R T ~ ~ \ R E C ~ ~ ~ M O \ F I N A L . ~ F F  

, . t l  Costs i n  SK 
T o t a l  I MA Land Cost T o t a l  

Mi icon Cost Purch Avoid Cost - - - - -. .--- ..--- --... - - - - -  
0 0 0 0 0 

21.230 0 0 O 21.230 



PERSONNEL fUUlARY REPORT (CO8RA ~5.08) 
Oat. AS Of 13:ll 0212011995. R e p o r t  C r e a t e d  O7:54 0310111995 

00rp.rtwnt : AIR FORCE 
O l a t l o n  Package : SPRIffiFtELO FOCUSED 
' z e n a r i o  F i I a  : C:\COBRA\REPORTQS\RECOLEI(O\FfUL\WRIWI.CBR 

d F c t r t  F t L e  . C:\CO8RA\REPORT9S\RECWNO\FtWAL.%F 

PERSOUNEL S V L W Y  FOR: SPRINGFIELD. OH 

PWULAT1:ON (FY 1996): 
O f f i c a r s  E n l i s t e d  S t u d e n t s  -.---..--- 

0 

I:Ma STRUCT JRE C W G E S  : 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  - - - -  -. - - ---. -.-- .--- --.- - - - - -  

O f f  { c o r s  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
E n l i s t o d  0 - 2 0 0 0 0 - 2 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Clvi t i a n s  0 -14 0 0 0 0 -14  
TOTAL 0 -16 0 0 0 0 -16 

@A= POPUCAl'ION ( P r i o r  t o  BRAC A c t i o n ) :  
O f f  i c s r s  E n l i s t e d  S t u d e n t s  
---------,. -----.---- .------.-- 

:r 54 o 

PeRSOUNEL RIEALIGNENTS : 
T o  B a r e :  wRICnT -PATTERSON, 

1996 

O f f i c e r s  0 
E n l i s t e d  0 
S t u d e n t s  0 
Clvi l i a n r ;  0 
TOTAL 0 

C i v i  t i a n s  - - - - - - - - - -  
255 

OH 
1997 1998 1999 2000 ZOO1 T o t a l  

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNYENTS (Out  o f  
1996 1997 - - - -  - - - -  

O f f i c e r s  0 7 
E n l i s t e d  0 4 9 
S t u d e n t s  0 0 
C i v i  l i r n s  0 233 
TOTAL 0 289 

SPRINGFIELD. OH): 
1998 1999 2000 ZOO1 T o t a l  - - - -  .--- --.- -.-- --.-- 
0 0 0 0 7 
0 0 0 0 49 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 233 
0 0 0 0 289 

SCENARIO POSITION CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T o t a l  
- - - -  - - - .  - - - -  -.-- -. -. -.-- - - - - -  

O f f  iccrri  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
E n l i s t e d  0 - 5 0 0 0 0 -5 
C i v i  l ~ a ~ i s  0 - 2 2  0 0 0 0 - 22 
TOTAL 0 -27 0 0 0 0 - 27 

BASE POPULATION ( A f t e r  BRAC A c t i o n ) :  
O f f i c e r s  E n l i s t e d  S t u d e n t s  -.-*-----. --.------- ----.-.--- 

0 0 0 

PERSONNEL. W W R Y  FOR: WRIGHT -PATTERSON, OH 

BASE POPIJLATION (FY 1996. P r i o r  t o  BRAC A c t i o n ) :  
O f  f i c e l ' s  E n l i s t e d  S t u d e n t s  

C i v i  t i a n t  .--------- 
0 

C i v i l i a n s  ---...---- 
14,109 



PERSONNEL S W A Y  REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Pago 2 
Oata AS Of 1 3 : l l  02/2011995, Report Created 01:54 03/01/1995 

3w.r tment : AIR FOR= 
Dption Package : SPRINGFIELD FOCUSED 
k o n a r i o  f i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\RE~NO\FI ) (AL\SPRI) (GI . t8R 

td  F c t r s  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT9S\REUXENO\FINAI..SFF 

€R#)MWEL REALICIMMTS: 
F r a  Base: SPRfNCFIELO, OH 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 . . - - - - - -  - - - -  .--. - - - -  
O f f i c e r s  0 7 0 0 0 
L n t i s t e d  0 49 0 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i r n s  0 233 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 289 0 0 0 

TOTAL PERSOl4NEL REALIGNLQNTS ( I n t o  WIGHT-PATTERSON. 
1996 1997 1998 1999 --.- - - - - .--. .-.- 

O f f i c e r s  0 7 0 0 
(Enl is ted 0 49 0 0 
s tudents 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i r n s  0 233 0 0 
TOTAL 0 289 0 0 

on) : 
2000 . -. - 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

USE POPULATIW (A f te r  BRAC Act ion) :  
O f f i c e r s  En l i s ted  Students 

2 w 1  To ta l  -.-- - - - - -  
0 7 
0 49 
0 0 
0 233 
0 289 

C i v i l i a n s  ------.--- 
14,342 



TOTAL PERSONNEL IW'ACT REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  
oat. 4,s of 13:ll 0212011965. Raport C r a a t d  07:54 03101119~ 

O o t u r t u n t  : AIR FORCE 
0oc:ion Package : SPRINGFIELO F O C U S 3  

.1ar10 F t  l a  : C:\COBRA\REWRT%\RE~NO\FIMAL\SPRIWI.CBR 
F c t r s  F i  l e  : C:\COBRA\REPOAT95\RE~MO\FINAL.tFF 

Rate .--- 
CIVILIAM POSITIWS REALIGNIWQ OUT 

Ear ly  R e t l r e n n t "  10.001 
Rogutar Ro t i re ren t '  5.001 
C l v i  l i a n  Turnovero 15.00L 
Clvs Not Moving (RIFs)** 
C l v i  ( fans Mavinq ( t h e  reaainder) 
C l v i  l imn P o s i t i o n s  Avai tab le 

CIVILIAW POSIl'IONS ELIUIMATED 0 2 2 0  0 0 0  22 
Ear ly  Rat l r t -n t  10.00L 0  2 0  0 0  0  2 
Aogular R e t ~ ~ r e r e n t  5 . 0 0 L o l O O O O  1 
C i v i  li an Turnover 15.001 0  3  0  0 0  0  3 
CIWS mot Moving (RIFs)*+ 0 2 0 0 0 0  2  
P r i o r i t y  P l r ~ c t o e n t *  60.002. 0  13 0  0 0 0  13 
C f v i  l i a n s  Av6i lable t o  Uove 0 ~ 0 0 0 0  1 
C i v i l i a n s  Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0  0  
C f v i  t i a n  RIlEs ( t h e  remainder) 0 1 0 0 0 0  1 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REACIGNIMG IN 0  233 0  0 0  0  233 
C l v i  l i a n s  Moving 0  233 0  0  0  0  233 
MU C i v i l i a n s  t i i r e d  0 0 0 0 0 0  0  
Other C i v i l i a n  Add i t i ons  0 0 0 0 0 0  0  

lOTAL CIVIL1L.N EARLY RETIRUENTS 0 2 0 0 0 0  2 
TOTAL CIVIL1b.N RIFS 0 3 0 0 0 0  3 
1OTAL CIVILI I~N PRIORITY PLACEMHTS 0  13 0  0  0  0  13 
IOTAL CIVILIlrN NEW MIRES 0 0 0 0 0 0  0  

" E a r l y  Retit-ements. Regular Retir tments, C i v i l i a n  Turnover. and C: i v i l i ans  Not 
14 ( l i n g  t o  Lbve a r e  not appl icable fo r  moves under f i f t y  m i  Let. 

 he percentage o f  C i v i l i a n s  Not W i l l i n g  t o  Move (Voluntary RIFs) va r ies  from - base t o  ba .5~ .  

r ~ o t  a l l  P r i o r i t y  Ptacements involve a  Peraanent Change o f  Stat ion. The ra te  
of ??S placements i n v o l v i n g  a  PCS i s  50.06% 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIottS OETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08)  - Pago 113 
Oata A8 O f  13:11 0212011995, R e p o r t  Crea tad  01:54 03/01/1995 

Oepor tment  : AIR FOR= 
Og l . lon  Package : SPRINGFIELD FOQlSEO 
t c o n a r i o  F l t e  : C:\C08RA\REPORT95\RE~NO\FI IUL\3PAINGFI.C8R 

f c t r s  F i L e  : C : \ C O B R A \ R E P M T 9 5 \ R E ~ N O \ F I M A L . S F F  

. - T I M  COSTS ...-. (%)- - - - -  
Q)IUSTRUCllOU 
YILCO(( 
f w  Hous inq  
Land P u r c h  

M Y  
CIV UURY 

C l v  R I F  
C i v  Rat i r e  

C IV  Y]VIUG 
Per O t w  
POV M i  Las 
Man Purch  
mG 
M i  sc 
Mouse Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

IzREIGHT 
P a c k i n g  
F r e i g h t  
V e h i c l e s  
D r i v i n g  

Uncrp l o p e n t  
DTHER 

Program P t a n  
Shutdown 
Maw H i r e  
1-Time Uove 

WIL PERSONNEL 
M I L  WIVING 

o a r  D i e m  
Ov M i  l e s  

.- r(K; 

W i  s c  
OTHER 

E l i m  PCS 
OTMR 

W P  I RSE 
Env i ronment  a 1  
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL O N E - T I M E  

T o t a l  
..-a- 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIWS OETAIL REPORT ( m R A  ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - P q e  213  
Oata Ao Of 13:11 0 2 1 2 0 1 1 w .  R e p o r t  C r o a t a d  07:54 0310111995 

O w r t m a t  : A I R  FORCE 
O p t i o n  Packaqe  : tPRIMCf1El.O FOCUSEO 
a w a r i o  F i  la : C: \COBRI\REPORT9S\RECWWO\FIWIL\3PRXK;FI .CBR 

3 F c t r s  f i 1 . e  : C:\COBRA\REPORT95\RECOCQNO\FINAL.tFF 

~aJUR1Y;COSI 'S 
. -..-(W)---..- 
t'LY WUSE OP!i 
a& 
uu& 
80s 
U n i q u e  Oper,ut 
C i v  S a l a r y  
OWPItS 
C . r e t a k e r  

l l I L  PERSCNMEL 
O f f  S. ( a r y  
E n 1  S a l a r y  
Mouse A l lor 

OT#R 
M t s s i o n  
Y i u  R e c u r  
U n i q u e  O t h e r  

TOTAL RECUR 

T o t r  L Be yond .....- 
0 

TOTAL COST 2.384 21.279 364 364 364 364 

W E - T I M E  SAVES 
-----(Qo--.  - -  
Q)l(STRUCT ION 
YlLCOn 
F u  H o u s i n g  
a m  

1 - T i m e  &vat 

M I L  PERSONNliL 
M i 1  M o v i n g  

O T l f R  
'.and S a l e s  
. n v i  r o ~ e n t a i  
1 - 1  i r e  Oth,er 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

T o t a  1 --.-- 

RECURRINGSAVES - - - - -  (SK)----- 
FAU J 1 S E  OPS 
om 

RPWA 
BOS 
Unique Opera t  
C i v  S a l a r y  
OUYPUS 

MIL PERSONIIEL 
O f f  S a l a r y  
E n l  Sa L a r y  
House  A 1 LIJW 

OTHER 
P r o c u r e m e ~ i t  
U i s s i  o n  
Y i s c  Recur 
U n i q u e  O t h e r  

TOTAL RECUR 

T o t a l  - - - - -  
0 

Beyond - - - - - -  
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 1,189 4 . 5 7 2  4,572 4.572 4 ,572  



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.06) - Page 313 
D a t a  AS o f  13:ll 02/20/1995, R e w r t  C r e a t e d  07:54 03/01/1m 

p d t p a r t w n t  : A I R  FORCE 
Q t t l o n  Package : SPRIMGFIELO FOCUSED 

r n a r i o  F i t e  : C: \COBRA\AEPOAT35 \RE~NO\F INAL \SPRI f f iF I .C8R  
I F c t r s  F i  l a  : C: \CQ~AA\REPORT~S\RECO~EMO\FI)UL . S F  

o r € - T I Y  MET 
a*.-- (Qc).---.. 
03((sTROCTIOw 

UXICOM 
F r  Hous ing  

om 
C i v  R e t l r l R I I '  
C i v  Y o r i n g  
O t t u r  

blIL P€RSONMEL 
M i l  Y o r i n g  

[ I M R  
HAP / RSE 
Environments 1 
l n f o  Y lnage  
1-Ttme Other  
L a n d  

'TOTAL O W E - T  IbE 

llLQlRRINC NET ..... ( f r c ) - - - - -  
F U I  HOUSE OP!i 
Dm 
RPYA 
80s 
U n i q u e  O p t r r t  
C a r e t a k e r  
c i v  s a l a r y  

CHAJeUS 
MIL PERSOWEL 

U i  I S a l a r y  
Mouse A ( 1  w 
' M R  

Procu remen t  
..+ U i s s i o n  

U i s c  Recur 
U n i q u e  O t h c r  

TOTAL RECUR 

T o t r  L --..- 
0 

Beyond  ---.-- 
0 

TOTAL N E T  C 3 S T  2.384 20,090 - 4 . 2 0 8  -4.208 -4.208 -4.208 



PERSONNEL. SF. RPUA, AN0 BOS OELTu (mew ~ 5 . 0 8 )  
Oatr As O f  1 3 : l l  0212011995. Repart C r u t c d  07:54 ~ / O l / l 9 S l ~  

0,bp.r t u n t  : AIR FORCE 
Q2t lon Package! : SPRINGFIELO FOCUSED 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPORTQS\RECOUEWO\FIWL\SPRINGFI.C8R 

d Fct rs  F i l e  : C:1COBRA\REPORT9S\RECObENO\FIWIL.SFF 

Personne 1 
Change ZChange -----. 

-316 -1001 
2 89 1% 

SF 
Change JChattge ChglPer - - - - - -  -.-..-- - - - - - - -  

262.000 -1UOI 829 
139.050 1Z 481 

W ( S )  BOS(S) 
Change m a n g e  ChglPer Change ZChange ChglPbr 

RPUAEOS(S) 
11.- Change %Change Chg/Per . -.a -..--- - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  
:LIRIwCFIELO -3,169.952 -101% 10,031 
I~~GHT-PATTERSON 121.581 1% 421 



RPluleOS CHANGE REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . m )  
Oat4  A8 Of 1 3 : l l  0212011Q95, Report Created 07:54 0310111995 

>*par t r o n t  : AIR FORCE 
a t j o n  Package : SPAlNCFIELD FOCUSED 
& e n a r i o  f i lo  : C: \ C O B ~ \ R E ~ T Q S \ M ~ N D \ F I 1 U L \ W R I N G F l  . l X R  
j td  F c t r s  F i l e  : C : ~ C O B R A \ R E P O R T ~ S \ R E ~ W O \ F I ) ~ A L . S F  

4.1 Umnge(¶';lO 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ZOO1 lotat  Beyond ._-. *--.--.. - -  - - - .  --.- --.. --.. ..-- ..-. ..-.- --.-a. 
RPW dung4 0 -267 -483 -483 -483 -483 -i!.lQB -483 
803 Q\ange 0 -80 -2.565 -2,565 -2.565 -2.565 -10.341 -2.565 
nousing Chacwe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
_~I_______., . - . - ----- . - -- . - - . . . - - - . . . - . - --- . - -------------------- . - --~~--~-*-~- 
T O f U  OUNGES 0 -347 -3.048 -3.048 -3.048 -3.048 -12.540 -3.048 



INPUT DATA REPORT (mRA ~5.0(1) 
Oata As Of 1 3 : l l  02/20/1995, Report  C10at.d 07:S4 ~ / 0 1 / 1 9 9 5  

0 b p a r t n n t  : AIR FORCE 
O p t i o n  Package : SPRINGFIELD FOCUSED 
t c e n a r l o  F i l a  : C:\COB(U\REPORTOS\RECOYNO\FI)(AL\SPRINGCI.CBR 

' d  f c t r c  Ft  I e  : C: \a)8IU\REPMTW\RECDUENO\FIWAL.SFF 

& o h 1  Year Oft* : FY 1996 

1L.n  Name Strategy: ...------- .-------. 
! P R I W I E L O ,  OH Closes I n  FY 1997 
!IRIQ(T-PATTEIRSON. OH Roa l i g n r e n t  

:k rur  y : .------- 
CLOSE SPRINGFIELD ANG BASE AND RELOCATE FORCE STRUCTURE TO WRIGHT PATT 

(See f i n a l  page f o r  Explanatory Notes) 

lWUT SCREEN TWO - OISTAHCE TABLE 

F r a  Base: 
----I-.--- 

SPRINGFIELD. 

To Base: ..-.--.. 
WRIGHT-PATTERSON. OH 

INPUT SCREEIl THREE - WVEMENT TABLE 

T rans fe rs  from SPRINGFIELD. OH t o  WRIGHT-PATTERSON, OH 

O f f i c e r  P o s i t i o n s :  
E n l i s t e d  P o s i t i o n s :  
C i v i  t i a n  P o s i t i o n s :  
l t u d e n t  P o s i t  i o n s :  
r i s s n  Eqpt ( t ons ) :  

Suppt Eqpt ( t o n s ) :  
M i l i t a r y  L i g h t  veh i c l es :  
Hcavy lSpec ia l  Veh i c l es :  

INPUT SCREE.N FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: SPRINGFIELD. On 

T o t a t  O f f  ii:er Employees: 
T o t a l  En1i : s t ed  Employees :  
Tot.[ Student Employees: 
T o t a l  C i v i l i a n  Employees: 
M i  1 F.PI t i e s  L i v i n g  On Base: 
C i v i l i a n s  Not W i  l l i n g  To Uove: 
O f f i c e r  Housing U n i t s  A v a i l :  
E n l i s t e d  Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 
T o t a l  Base Fac i  li t ies(KSF) :  
O f f i c e r  VWA ($/Month): 
E n l i s t e d  VHn ($/Month): 
Per Oien Rate ( f 10ay ) :  
F r e i g h t  Cost ( S I T o n l U i l e ) :  

Oistance: -.---.*-. 
28 mi 

RPUA Non-Pay ro l l  ($K/Yenr): 
Coamunicationm (%/Year): 
BOS Non-Pay ro l l  (SKIYear): 
80s P a y r o l l  ($K/Year): 
Fami ly  Housing (SKIYear): 
Area Cost Fac to r :  
CHAUPUS In -Pa t  ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $ / V i s i t ) :  
C W U S  S h i f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

Ho~eowncr Assistance Program: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  In format ion :  



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 2 
Oatr, As Of 13: l l  0212011995. Raport Craatod 07:54 03101/1Q95 

j Y -  

(apartment : A I R  FORCE 
t w t i o n  Packa(la : SPRINGFIELD FOCUSEO 

I:WPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORYATION 

' t o t a l  O f f  tceir E.g loyeer: 3.709 
' t o t a l  En l i s t l rd  Emp 10ye.s: 2.993 
' ro ta1 Student Emp loyear: 0 
'rot81 C i v i l i 8 n  Employees: 14,109 
I W ~  f r i l l a s  L i v i n g  On Base: 3 4 . a  
C l v l l i a a s  Not W i l l i n g  To Wove: 6.02 
D f f l c a r  Housing U n i t s  Ava i l :  0 
Enl1st.d Housing U n i t s  Avai 1: 0 
l o t a t  B a u  Faci t t t ies(KSF): 18.046 
O f f i e o r  V)(A ($/Month): 116 
E n l i s t e d  VK4 (Sl l lonth):  75 
Per O i r  Rate (SIOay): 93 
F r e i g h t  Cost (S/Ton/Mi Le): 0.07 

RPMA Yon-Payroll (%/Year): 
Carun ica t ion8  (%/Year ) : 
80s Won-Payroll (Q(1Yaar): 
80s Payro l l  (WIYoar): 
F u i  l y  Houslng (Q(1Yaar): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CtLUWS In-Pat ($ /Vis i t ) :  
W U S  Out-Pat ($ IV is i  t )  : 
W U S  S h t f t  t o  Medicare: 
A c t i v i t y  Code: 

IYWT SCREEN FIVE - OYNAMIC BASE INFORYATION 

Homeorner Assistance Proqram: 
Unique A c t i v i t y  Information: 

N w :  SPRICGFIELO, OH 

1 - T i n  Unique Cost (a): 
1-7 i e a  Unique Save (SK) : 
1 - T i n  Moving Cost (%): 
1-Time Yovi~ ig Save ( a ) :  
Env Won-Mi l(:on Reqd(SK) : 
k t i v  Mission Cost (w):  
k t i v  M i s s i ~ ~ n  Save (SK): 
w i s e  Ruur r ' i ng  Cost (%) : 
Vise Recurr ing Save(%) : 

~ n d  ( * B u y /  -Sa les )  (%) : 
ons t ruc t ion  Schedu le(%) : 

- .  . - S h u t h  Scinedu Le (X): 
MiLCen Cost Avoidnc(B(): 
F n  Housing Avoidnc(a(): 
Procurement Avoidnc(SK): 
-US In -Pa t ien ts IYr :  
UUIPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Fac i  1 ShutOorn(KSF): 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 --.- - - - -  ..-- ---. ..--- 
0 772 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

1 00% 0% 0% 02 0% 
02 100% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
26;5f)fierc Fami Ly Housing ShutDown: 

Mame: WRIGHT-PATTERSON. OH 

1-Time Uniclue Cost (TK): 
1 - T i n  Unique Save (SK): 
1-Time Moving Cost ( a ) :  
1-Time Moving Save (B): 
Env Non-Mi icon Reqd($K): 
A c t i v  Uiss.ion Cost (a(): 
A c t i v  Miss,ion Save (SK): 
Misc Recurring Cost($K): 
Misc Recurlri ng Save($%) : 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 
Construct ion ScheduLe(%): 
Shutdovn Schedu l e  ( X )  : 
MitCon Cost Avoidnc(%)o: 
F u  Housing Avoidnc(SK): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 
CHIJBUS In -Pa t ien ts IYr :  
Ut.4LBU.S Oi t .Fat ients /Yr :  
Fac i  1 Shut Down(KSF) : 

1997 1998 1999 2000 - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  - - - -  
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

90% 0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutOown: 

Yes 
NO 

(See f i n a t  page f o r  Explanatory Notes) 



IWPUT DATA REPORT (Q)BRA 6 . 0 8 )  - Pago 3 
Data As O f  13:11 0212011995. Raport Created 07:54 0310111995 

0op.r tmont : AIR FORCE 
Opt t o n  Packimg~ : SPRINGFIELD FOCUSED 

-onar io  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\REPOAT95\RECOYNO\FINAL\SPRINGFI.CBR 
1 F c t r s  F I l a  : C:\~RA\REPORT95\RECWHO\FINAL.SFF 

rNPUT SCREEIN S I X  - BASE PERSONNEL INFOWTION 

Name: SPRINGFIELD. OH 

O f f  Force Struc Change: 
t n l  fore. Struc Change: 
C l v  f o r e e  Struc Change: 
t t u  f o r c e  Struc Ounge: 
O f f  S u n a r i o  Change: 
En1 Scenario Change: 
C1v Seonarlo Change: 
O f f  Change(No Sat Save) : 
En1 Change(No Sat Save): 
C l v  Change(No Sa 1 Save) : 
Caretakers - M i l i t a r y :  
Caretakers - C i v i  l i an :  

IWPUT SCREEN SEVEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION INFOWTION 

W e :  WRIGHT-PATTERSON. OH 

D e s c r l p t i o n ~  - - - - - - - - - - - -  
Ma1 ntenancc: 
Yuni t i o n s  
?01 
Ops and Trc~ in ing  
Other  
M S  
PaD 
Com Other 
r 805 
or Q&o 

- - - - -  
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTMR 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 
OTHER 

New Mi lCon --.------- 
47.500 
29.500 

1,500 
5.000 

30.650 
0 
0 

24.900 
0 
0 

STANOAR0 FACTORS SCREEN ONE - PERSONNEL 

percen t  Of , i icers  Married: 76.80% 
Percent En l i s ted  Married: 66.90% 
En L i s t e d  Housing Mi [Con: 80.002 
O f f i c e r  Salary(S1Year): 78,668.00 
O f f  BAQ w i t h  Dependents($): 7,073.00 
E n l i s t e d  Snlary(S1Year): 36,148.00 
Eat BAQ w i t h  Oependents(S): 5.162.00 
Avg Uneaploy c ~ ~ t ( S I w e e k ) :  174.00 
Unemployuent E l i g i b i  Lity(Weeks): 18 
C i v i  l i a n  Salary(S1Year): 46.642.00 
C i v i  l i a n  Turnover Rate: 15.00% 
C iw i  1i.n Ear ly  Re t i re  Rate: 10.00T 
C i v i l i a n  Regular Ret i re  Rate: 5.00% 
C i v i l i a n  RIF Pay Factor: 39 .Om 
S f  F i l e  Oesc: F i n a l  Factors 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILlTIES 

RPIU Bui lcling SF Cost Index: 0.93 
BOS Index (RPMA vs populat ion):  0.54 

( Ind ices  are used as exponents) 
Program Mr~nagement Factor : 10.00% 
Caretaker Admin(SF1Care): 162.00 
M o t h b a l l  Cast ($/SF): 1.25 
Av9 Bache loc Puarters(SF) : 256.00 
Avg Fami l:( Quarters(SF): 1.320.00 
APPOET.RPI I n f l a t i o n  Rates: 
1996: 0.IlOX 1997: 2.901 1998: 3.00% 

Rehab M i  (Con Total -----.------ ...---. 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Cost (SK) .-------. 
4.570 
3.800 

31 0 
790 

4.320 
1 ,380 
1.370 
3,830 

430 
430 

Civ Ear ly  R e t i r e  Pay Factor: 9.002 
P r i o r i t y  Placement Service: 60.002 
PPS Act ions Invo lv ing  PCS: 50.00% 
C i v i l i a n  PCS Costs (S): 28.800.00 
C i v i l i a n  New H i re  Cost($): 0.00 
Nat Median Home P r i c e ( f ) :  114.600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.002 
Max Home Sale Reimburs($): 22,385.00 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5.00% 
Max Hoae Purch Reimburs(S): 11 .I91 .OO 
C i v i l i a n  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Hoae Value Reimburse Rate: 22.902 
HAP Honeowner Receiving Rate: 5.002 
RSE Home Value Reimburse Rate: 0 . m  
RSE Homeowner R e c e i v i n ~  Rate: 0.00% 

Rehab vs. New MilCon Cost: 
I n f o  Management Account.: 
MilCon Design Rate: 
Mi lCon SIOH Rate: 
Mi [Con Contingency Plan Rate: 
Mi [Con S i t e  Preparat ict i  Rate: 
Oiscount Rate fo r  NPV.IIPT/ROI: 
I n f l a t i o n  Rate fo r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 



INPUT OATA REPORT (mRA v5 .08) Page 4 . . 

'Oata AS of ' . l3 :11 02120/1995. Report Created 07:54 OJIO111DOS 

J e p a r t n n t  : AIR FORCE 
- 3 t  i o n  Package : SPRINCF IELO FOCUSEO 

mar i o  F i  l o  : C: \ C O B R A \ R E P O R T 9 5 \ M ~ U O \ F I U A L \ S P R I U G F I  .C8R 
j F c t r s  F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\REPORT9S\MMUO\FIWAL.SFF 

Y.tor la l /Asr ; igned Person(Lb): 710 
(+cG Par O f f  F r i  l y  (Lb): 14,500.00 
m Por En1 F n i  l y  (Lb): 9,000.00 
mo Per Y i t  S i n q l e  (Lb): 6.400.00 
WQ Per C i v i  l i a n  (Lb): 18,000.00 
T o t a l  WIG Cost ($11 WLb): 35.00 
A l r  Transport ($/Pass Mi l a ) :  0.20 
u 1 u  Exp (Sr10ir.ct  Employ): 700.00 

Equip Pack 6 Crate(S1Ton): 284.00 
M i I  L i g h t  V.hicle(S/Mi La): 0.43 
HmvylSpoc V.hiclo($IYi l a )  : 1.40 
WY ~eic lburwrent($/Mi  1.) : 0.18 
Avg Y i l  Tour Length (Years): 4.10 
Rout1 na PCS($fPers/Tour) : 6.437 .w 
OM-T1.a Of f  PCS Cost($): 9.142.00 
One-Tire En1 PCS Cost($): 5.761.00 

STUIOARO FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY COWSTRUCTIOU 

~ a t o g o r y  UM .------- - - 
Mor izon ta l  (sy) 
Waterf r o n t  (LF) 
A t r  Op.rat ions (SF) 
Op.rat Iona1 (SF) 
A 6 1 n i e t r a t  i ve  (SF) 
School Bui  11Ji ngs (SF) 
Maintenance Shops (SF) 
Bachelor Qu.nr t e r s  (SF) 
F u i  l y  Quar te rs  (EA) 
Corered Storage (SF) 
Oin ing F a c i l i t r e s  (SF) 
Rocreat ion Faci l i t i e s  (SF) 
C o r u n i c a t i o n s  Fac i  1 (SF) 
Shipyard Maintenance (SF) 
ROT L E F a c i l i t i e s  (SF) 
POL storage (EL 

m u n i t i o n  Storage (SF) 
d i c a l  Fac i  l i t i e s  ( S F )  

Cnviroruenta 1 ( 1 

Category UU ....---- . - 
other (SF) 
Optional Category 8 ( ) 
Optional Catogory C ( ) 
Optional Catogory 0 I: ) 

Optional Catogory E .( ) 
OptionaLCategoryF 4 ) 
Optional Category G ,[ ) 
Optional Category H .[ ) 
Opt ionaLCategoryI  [ ) 
Optional Category J [ ) 
Optional Category K [ ) 
Optional Category L ( ) 
Opt ionalCatcgoryM ( ) 
Optional Category N ( ) 
Optional Category 0 ( ) 
Optional Category P ( ) 
Optional Category P ( ) 

Optional Category R ( ) 

EXPLAWATORY NOTES (INPUT SCREEN NINE) 

UOTE $1 .Z M UILCON AVOIDANCE RESULTS FROM MOT MOVING 

ANC FROM RICKENBACKER AND MOVING SPRINGFIELD TO 

WRIGHT PATTERSON 



DRAC MILCON ESTIMATE 

Cnioint nnrc: Wright Pat!erson 
0~1ionT o 

- 

Drill : 0 
Dale : 01-1 1-1995 
Sheet 1 of I for Scenrrio: Springfield lo wprfb -12 f-16 uring EXCESS RESERVE SPACE 

I'rvelrlcrllJ 
I 1 1 - 1  I I RUNWAY 
112-21 1 TAXIWAY 
1 13-32 1 APRONS 

hlaiafenrnce i I I - I l l  MAINTENANCE HANGAR 
II-152 GENERAL PURPOSE ACFT M 
11.1521 DASH 2 1 

211-153 NONDESTRUCTNE INSPECTI 
211-134 AIRCRAFf ORGANIZATlONA 
211.157 ACFT ENGINE INSP & REPA1 
211-1376 CONTR OPERAT ED M A N  BA 
211-159 CORROSION CONTROL FACL 
211-173 LARGE ACFT MAINTENANCE 
211.175 MEDIUM ACFT MAINTENAN 
21 1.177 SMALL ACFT MAINTENANCE 
21 1-179 FUEL SYSTEMS MAINTENAN 
211.183 SOUND SUPPRESSOR SUPPOR 
217.712 AVIONICS SHOP 
217-7126 LAKTIRN 
217-715 ECM POD SHOP & STORAGE 
218-712 ACFf SPRT EQUIP SHOPISTO 
216-7128 . . -- .----- MUNITIONS SUP EQP FAC (SR 

CATEGORIES 

I 

Cutrcnl 
C'p'civ Title8 

179087 184200 51 13 0 SF 1 19.28 .00 
342669 349802 7133 0 SF 88.78 00 

4685 4685 0 0 SF 121.01 .00 
4576 4576 0 0 SF 130.93 .00 
5 n 6  35519 29793 o SF 88.78 .oo 

1 19059 119059 0 6000 SF 100.89 .79 
0 0 0 0 SP 88.78 .00 

48050 4 8050 0 85C4 SF 141.64 1.64 
84336 84336 0 0 SP 119.28 .00 

0 0 0 0 SP 1 19.28 .@I 
19987 19987 0 0 SF t 19.28 .00 
16000 26718 10718 0 SF 132.73 .00 
21419 21419 0 0 SF 717446.80 -00 

0 0 0 0 SP 91 -47 .00 
0 0 0 0 SF 107.62 .00 
0 1140 1140 0 SF 91.47 &I 

75867 89013 13176 0 SF 101.34 00 
0 0 SF 89.68 .00 

Uore llold B C E ~  Strm Only 

SR for 
Inbound Ad, 

F-16 

Querlionnrirs 
Identilid 

Excsrr Scope 

. 

':tGd UIM 
Slu ni t 

TOTAL 
(f M) 



DRAC M U O N  ESTIMATE 

u;ill : 0 
Dnle : 01-1 1.1995 
Strce~ I oT I Tor Scenario: Springfield to q t f b  -I2 1-16 wing EXCESS RESERVE SPACE 

PRECISION MEASURINO EQU 
Iff DRAZINE STORAOE 
LIQUID OXYGEN STORAGE 
BASE SUPPLIES & E Q U P  Wli 
WRSK STORAGE 
WtiSE SUP & EQP (AGS PART 
ACFT SUPPORT EQUIP STOR 

INT MAlNT FAC (CRUISE MIS 
MISSILE MAINTENANCE SHO 
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE FA 
WEAPONS & RELEASE SYSTE 
CONVENTIONAL MUNTTIONS 
MULTICUBICLE MAGAZINE S 
ABOVE GRND MAGAZINE ST 
STORAGE IGLOO 
SPARES, INERT STORAGE 
ANCILLARY EXPLOSNES FA 
MUNrrlONS MAINT ADMlMS 
MUMTION LINE DEUSTOR S 2000 

2 18-852 SURVIVAL EQUIPMENT SHO 4400 5653 5653 0 0 SF 104.03 .00 

current 
capacity ",$f$ 

Ipr. --- Clole Hold - BCtG/BCEO Staffonly 
1 

SR tor 
lnbolmd F-16 CATEGORIES ' 

Slcp 
Tiller TOTAL 

(SM) 
RO t m 4 d  

S ~ O P E  
U/M 

$/unit 



BRAC MILCON ESTIMATE 

Cnit~irtg Dnxc: Wright Palterton 
Oplion: 0 
Drill : 0 
Date : 01-11-1995 
Sheet 1 of  I for Scenario: Springfield to wprfb -12 1-16 uring EXCESS RESERVE SPACE 

14-467 VEHlCLE REFUELIN0 SHOP 
UNDERGROUND FUEL STOR 

Ops cC Trninin 
141-454 SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
14 1 - I S 3  SQUADRON OPERATIONS FA 
171.212 FLIGHT SIMULATION TRAIN1 
171-618 FIELD TRAININ0 FACILITY 

Otllcr Hec111ire 
610-129 WEAPONS SYSTEMS MAlNT 
131-111 COMMUNlCAT IONS FACILIT 
111.443 RESERVE FORCES OEN TNO 
171-445 RESERVE FORCES OPS TNO 
2 19.944 BASE MAINTENANCE SHOP 
810-913 DISASTER PREPAREDNESS F 
141-743 BASE PHOTO LABORATORY 
214.428 VEHICLE OPS PARKING SHE 
442-628 BASE SUPPLY & EQUIP SHED 
000-000 

121-122 HYDRANT FUELMO SYSTEM 0 0 0 0 0 SF 385627.70 .00 

121-1221 CONSOLIDATED AIRCRAm S 0 0 0 0 0 EA 403M3.M) .00 

I .- Clobo Hold - B C E ~ O  Staffonly 
I 

3 6,1 \* 

TOTAL 
($MI 

current 
capacity 

~ . p r i n d  
~ a p e i t y  Stunit 

ram,d 
S/OPE 

Q u e c d o ~ d r e  
,denlili.d 

Slop. 

'or 

hby:td CATEGORIES UIM Titler 



BRAC MILCON EStlMATE 

G A I I ~ ~ I ) ~  nnrte: Wright Pallcrron 
Ontion: 0 
 ill : 0 
Dale : 01.1 1-1995 
Sheel I of I for Scenario: Springfield to wprtb -12 f-16- utinp EXCESS RESERVE SPACE 

Uti l iUa 

842-245 WATER DlSlRJBCFTION MAIN 0 

HEATWO & AIR COM)rTIOM 0 82bOOC) 
DISTR & TRANSMISSION LIN 0 812-000 
SEWAGE & WASTE 0 830-000 

.M 

Clote l lold - BCEGmCEO S t a f f  Only 

Sluni t 
U/M TOTAL 

(f M) 
Current 
C1~rly 

R e q u i d  
C T ' C ~ ~  Exml 

SR lor a 
Inby:: CATEGORIES Title8 





BRAC MILCON EbllMA'IE 

Gaining Rw: Wrigh~ P~t!rxum 
Option: 0 
h i l l  : 0 - - . . . . . - 
Data : 014-1995 
S k i  1 o f  I for Scenuio: Springfield to vllb 6 m m  Unit jolnt 

PRECISION MEASURXNO EQUIP LAB 
HYDRAZINB STORAGE 
L I Q W  OXYOW STORAGE 
BASE SWrmES & EQUIP WHSE 
WRSK rnRAOE 
W I S E  SUP & EQP (AOS PARTS) 
ACPT SUPPORT EQUIP SrORAOE YD 

N T  MAnvr PAC (CRUISE M I J S a )  
MISSLE MAINlFNANCE SHOP 
M H l C U  UUNTENANCE PACDUrY 
WEAPONS & RELEASE SYSrtiMS SIIOP 
CONVENTIONAL M U N m O N S  SHOP 
MVLnCUBlQE MAOAZINB SrORAOE 
ABOVE GRND MAOAZINF, STORAGE 
STORAOB 1 0 0  
SPARES, INERT STORAGE 
ANCILLARY EXPLOSIVES PACILITY 
MWTITONS MAlWT ADMINISTRATION 
M U N m O N  LINE DWSTOR SEC 

3 18-852 SURVIVAL EQUIPMENT SHOP 5653 5653 0 0 SF lM.03 

Raqulted 
Cl~alt). 

r 

CATEGOHIES Qrrsa( 

C ~ P ~ W   rid^ UIM Qudoaarfn 
btilied -- R6prra", 

SCOPE Uudt 

A 

MTAL 
OM) 



BRAC W N  m ? B  

G i n i n g  BLK:  Wright P I I W I O ~  
Opljoa: 0 
hill ; 0 
Date : 0145-1995 
Sbet I o f  I for Scmuio: Spri&eld to upah &mm U N ~  joint 

CONS0LII)ATED A I R W  SPT SYS 0 
VEHICLE R-0 SHOP 3800 
UNDERGROUND FUEL STORAOE TANK 121933 

% s 

Ops h Trairdn 
141454 SPECIAL OPERA?X)NS 
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4OHN GLENN 
OHIO 

COMMtrnES 

GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS- * 
ARMED SERVICES 

SELECT COMMlllEE ON INTELUGENCE 

8 SPECIAL COMMrmE ON ACING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-3501 

March 31, 1995 

The Honorable Sheila E. Widnall 
Secretary 
Department of the Air Force 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1670 

Dei3r Secretary Widnall: 

We are writing to obtain additional information concerning 
the Air Force recommendation to close the Springfield-~eckley Air 
National Guard Station in Springfield, Ohio. 

The local community questions whether the decision is a cost 
effective one and has asked for our assistance in obtaining the 
balzk-up data used to make the decision to close Springfield. 

Specifically, the questions relate to the following: 

- What factors were used to c:alculate the estimated 
$4.2 million in annual recurring savings that would 
result from closure? 

- What costs were included in calculating the $2.5 
million in base operating support at Springfield? 

- Whether the costs of conducting an Environmental 
Impact Study at Wright-Patterson and the costs of 
conducting an Environmental Assessment Study at 
Springfield were included in the costs of closure. 

- Whether the State of Ohio's share of operating and 
maintaining Springfield was counted as federal savings. 

- What overhead cost will be assessed to the Guard 
units when they are moved to Wright-Patterson? 

T 
In addition to answering these specific questions, please 

provide us witB all of the back-up data used to make the closure 
decision. 7 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

*D-- 
Mike DeWine 

nited States Senator United States Senator 



SAFLLP/MAJOR SNYDER/CFM/77950/26 APR 95 
moyer/bases95/9 11SAN 

April 26, 1995 

SAF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Rick Santorum 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Santorum 

This is in response to your April 18, 1995, request for 

additional information concerning Greater Pittsburgh International 

A,irport, Pennsylvania. The data is provided per your request. 

A similar letter is being provided to Representative Mascara. 

sincerely 

STEPHEN D. BULL, 111 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 

Division 
Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachments 

(COORD AF/RT DBCRC 
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Questions directed to AF response to Congressional Inquiry dated 7 Apr 1995 . 
1. Comparative 00s cost data, provided shows Yaungstawn data to be $1~.43hi, Minneapolis. St. 
Paul's to be S13.96M and Pittsburgh's to be S22.23M. Please provide an item by item comparison for 
ead7 base by PEC code and 80s component used to provide this data. (Exhibit 1) 

2 Please provide by function code for all BOS components, the manpower fiaures for all bases 
con!;idered. (Exhibit 2) 

3. 'Were costs for Pittsburgh's 3 MCP unfunded projects in IT96 (POL. Firing Range and BCE cornpiax) 
wnr;idered? If so. what figures were used? Were similar costs considered at other bases? 

4. Are cangressional add-on projects considered as unfunded when considering MCP? 

5. Ref: Previous question. Total budget printout for each installation considered for FY93 and FY94.' 
The answer given is in mart form titled 'M94 Obligations. Comparison of C-130 AFRES Units at 
Civillian Airfields.' (Exhibit 2) 

Please define the camponents included in the figures for 'RPA. 

6. Provide a copy of the Civilian Manpower Cut Exercise spreadsheet developea at HQ AFRES and 
referred to in the response. (Exhibit 3) 

I .  Provide certified data used by BCEG which w s  provided by HQ USAFIRT as referenced in the 
response. (Exhibit 3) 
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General Inquiry Items 

1. SECDEF Briefing to BRAC Commission on March 1 ,  1995. Reference, P a ~ e  9 - Explain why O'Hare 
mait information was omitted. particularry since O'Hare wuld yield the greatest cast savings. 
(Exhibit 4)  

2. AFRES BRAC 95 Options Briefing by BGen Bradley dated 12-20-94 Page 5 provide the COBRA 
Analysis and Scenario Fifes for the  COBRA results shown on these slides. They differ significantly from 
the, presently available 'Level Play' ana 'Focused" Scenarios. (Exhibit S) 

3. BCEG Minutes, dated 2 January 1995 - Attachment 1 - Expian wny Fire Protection and Airfield 
Maintenance were nor induded in the ARC criteria If they are considered elsewhere, provide completa 
itelnization of those costs for all bases considered. 

4. BCEG Minutes: dated 9 January 1995 - 0 o ~ a m  of the first page - Justify why closure decisions shoula 
not be based on "ARC presence" in the state rather ,man AFRES presence" ppsrticulariy if large cost 
savings would result. (Exhibit 6) 

a. Youngstown - Page IV. 28, Item 1V, 18 - - Tne FY94 RPW Cost is missing. Provids 
this number and identify whether it was inclu~ed in all COBRA surnrnarles 

b. Youngstown Page Iv, 28, kern IV, 1 C - - What are the FY91 and FY92 RPM-S Costs? 

c Air Force Analysis and Re~ommendations. Volume V, dated February 95. 

5. fxp!ain why the BCEG did not consider ARC C.130 8ases (AFRES and ANG), instead of oniy 
AFRES C-130 Bases? If they were conside:ed. explain how data on each was compared and provide 
[hi31 data. (Exhibit 7) 

6. Provide a detailed breakdown of the one-time shutdown costs associatea with all aspacts of the 
closure of the 91 1 Airlift Wing, including man-hours and materials. 

7. Were any costs associated with supporting the Pennsylvania Air National Guard. sucn as 
C ~ m m ~ n i ~ a t i O n  fa~lll:leS. billeting, BX, gym or credit union considered? 
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CONBRA 
BRAC INQUIRY ITEMS 

I. COBRA - - We were previously provided the following floppy disk COBRA scenario files ('.CBR) and 
starldard factor files. ('.SF F) for the bases listed. 

- - LEVEL - PLAY Scenarios dated 1111719d for Pinsburgh, Niagara. Milwaukee. Mini-St. 
Patrl. Willow Grove, Youngstown and O'Hare. 

- - FOCUSED Scenario dated 2120195 for Pittsburgh only. 

a. Oid the Air Force develop or use any other COBRA scenarios for the above 
installations orfof anv ANG C-130 installations that were considered in the 000's selection process? - 

b. Provide these COBRA reports. ..CBR files and associated '.SFF files along with a full 
description of how, why and for what purpose the scenario was generated used. 

c. Provide COBRA scenarios used when reviewing ANG C-130 Bases. If none were 
used, explain how equitable comparisons of Closure casts and savings were established, and how the 
ANG C-130 units were compared against the AFRES C-130 units. 

2, Provide a detailed breakdown of the S15 million in one-time closure msts at Pittsburgh used in the 
PIlTSBURGH FOCUSED Scenario of 2/20/95. 

3. For tne Pl7TSBURGt-l FOCUSED Scenacio of 212.0195, provide a detailed breakdo~n of the 317.2 
million in MILCON costs at Dobbins. and explain why this figure is modified to only 91 million in the 
COBRA input data. 

4. Provide copies of the Host-Tenant Suppon Agreement. or any similar agreement, between the 
AFRES and ANG units at the following bases: Milwaukee. Niagara, Mini-St Paui, and O'Hare, 
Ycungstow. 

5. Were costs of Fire Proleeribn included in COBRA sost figures for any installation considered? If so. 
pltsase provide the data used? If nor. explain why rt is ansidered a cost to compare? 

8. From the SECOEF Briefing lo BRAC Commission on March 7 ,  1995 - - We note that W~sconsin has 
not lost any civilian positions and cnly six military positions for all BRAC actions from 3989 through 
1995. New Ybrk's amulative losses are about one third of Pennsylvania's. Were these lopsided ratios 
ccnsidered when the DO0 chose Pittsburgn over Milwaukee or Niagara? 

7. Page 8 of SECbEf Brieirng to BRAC Commission of March 1, 1995 - - Provide complete details. 
including all figures and their basis, for any 'Transferred 80s Costs' mnsiderea, included. or deleted n 
th,e COBRA or any other cost anatyses. 
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SEX SIhTORLII 

8. Confirm that the LEVEL-PWINO FIELO Scenarios of 1111 7194. *ere erroneously based on cost  
det;, from Minn-St. Paul being also used for Pittsburgh, Niagara and O'Hare. Provide the teason for 
using this data or Plans for using other corrected data. 

9. Confinn that the actual 1994 Non-Payroll Ovemead Costs for Youngstown are approximately 140 - 
150 percent greater than the figures used in the November 1994 COBRA Level Play scenario. 

10. Describe the process by which A F E S  and Air F o r e  'certified' the questionnaire cost data 
submitted by each base. Provide a copy of the certification and any back-up materials for above AFRES 
C-1 30 bases. 

11. Explain why it is not ansidered sfl~cient to nave an ARC presence in a slate. i.e., wfYy is it also 
necessary to have an 'AFRES' presgnce? 

12. Identify all pre-FY95 MILCON funds that have been authorized but no1 yet placed as firm contracts. 
In your response, ensure that A&€ work is distinguished from aetual construction work. Provida this 
information for all C-130 bases considered. 

13. Air force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume V dated February 1995 + - Page 29 - - Why did 
!he BCEG not also consider 'above thresholaw ANG C-130 bases instead of just Af RE$ G-130 basas 
when comparing costs? 

14. AFRES BRAC 95 Options Briefing by BGen Brarltey dated 12120194 - - Page 5 - - Provide the 
CO,BRA results shown on these sliues. They differ cansiderably from the presently availabje 'Level- 
Plaf and 'Focused" Scenario results. Also explain how these t au i t s  were factored into the base 
selc!ction decision. 
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ANSWER: Fiprcs w e n  ulrm from r Civrlia SIropowcr 011 Crctciv hPmdskn/ 
(ItmIupd a HQ MRES. Tbcw nun* r v ~ t  not u c d  tbr 3rs COBRA c u n p u d w  
thc BCLO us& 3rd~ c w h d  &a pu-iclrd by d~e hr -ugh ikr Dau Ckrun 
Q u - t i r . ~ l i . r .  a d  8Q UStWRT. Thew nttrrrhrs wut ooc thc basis fnt my of dro dght 
sr ircri;r uKC by Ye BCkG in ITI&I~ t3eir r r r . o m m U o ~ .  

ASSNTR. P i c u ~ g h  YYW .I&%( was S22.83.M (s ixth highwt of unirt on t i u W  
airfie!dc!. FYW RPA was S8.67M (hi&[ ufrli). Rojer&d MLCQK. a mt r*d&cs 
if Pinsburah t cIore4 is S33-58M Wkn by QOM of vry unit). Tofdiag rbc W 
ma. PilUbhyh is 363.04M. Gsn .3%tchcll a! MiIvaukeo is  530.622A. ,%n-St Prvl i s  
5-75.98H. Chicago O'Hw ihost to ,t';G ~ $ 1 )  it .$39.S1M. Siagxp ,!hostto ANG udt) is 
~55.%Z.f. and Y~:~.;;ysrowa is S31.23$1. 
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OZPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

WASMIMGTQW Oe 2Q330- 1- 

q.rd w lu r . y l l l . T  %C.aT*rr 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUEEcT.. Minutts of Air For# Bast Closrnc Executive Group (Ma%) Meeting - - - - . -- - - 
The AFBCEG meeting was convened by Mr Boaright. SAF/MLI, at 1030 how on 

30 NovmM 1994. in Room 5Dl02't. the Pcnmgon. The follouring personnel were in 
rtttn~dancc: - 

Mr. Baauighr SAFmII, -Chairman 
Maj Gen Blumc, AF/RT, CPGainnan 
Maj Gen McGinty. AF/DPP 
Dr. WoLff. AFKE 
Mr. Kuhn, SAF/GCN 
Brig Gtn McCanhy, AF/XW 
Brig Gcn Weaver. NGB/CF 
Brig Gen Bndlcy. AFIRE 

b. Other key attendees: 

Col Mayfield. AF/RTR 
Lx Col Rodcfu, AF/XC)FC 
Maj Richardsn. A F N  

'The meting was called to otdcr by Mr. Batright. LC Cot Rodcfcr, AF/XOFC, briefcd 
LYge Aircraft beddown excursions reflecting KEG-dircctcd chanps. using rhc slides at 
Ardh 1. Ht noted &at the 8-52 J d t  han Mino1 cannot bt placcd into Ellsworth bccausc of 
prec;s1Vt/aldtu& l imi~tions,  pYricu1arSy in rum uuthsr .  He also noud that Bsalc AFB has 
air quality l i m i ~ d ~ n s  for accepting KC-135E aircnft fmm rhc ARES. The BCEG approved 
not moving Minot aircraft to Ellswonh a d  the other options as bn'cfeb 

Maj Richardson. AFRES. bricfd thr: ARES C-I30 bast analysis, using the slides at 
Acch 2. In Criterion I, Apron was the mast common limit for pavement suklcmtnts. For 
Opc:rauons Efftctivtness. MOA drspacc wu lirnittd by the sill  rquircmtnt af MOAS. In some 
W r ,  existing MOAs  we^ not vicwcd 3s avaitble because they failed w meet the s i x  
quiremenu. . 

Brig Gcn Bradicy a k t d  that other fmors bc considered in this category. One of thcsc 
r m n r ; R r ~ l t i ~ ~ ~  iC leqVine rrhp l tn ir  ifl r.r,.h r c - t t -  c ; . r r c  -r.+ 6 C I ) C C  -4hr;olr :r rrr ---!-:-- 
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visibility in communities across A m a h  In Pddirian, he zf;red &a b t i o u  and Rantiring w - the rrlon important factors fm consicking these W. Mr. Bewight notcd that cost and savings 
f issues are not ri significant ktlw of rho fi- and rhac is not much ~ c ~ o n  among 

units. A h  hYie&g f ie  &&a, the BCEG d c t d  tiering until lam. 

Thut king no further m a w s  co discuss, tb,e mcrtiug was adjourned at 12a. Tbc next 
BCEG matingsurill be ot drt call of the -ea 

OPEN lEMS: Selfridge Employmeat dam 
B W G  vcrSea?io6 of ANG COBRA 

Attachme nu 
1. Large Ahraft extunions 
2. AFRES C-130 Analysis 
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Questions directed to AF response to Congressional Inquiry dated 17 Apr 1995 

(JUESTION: Comparative BOS cost data, provided shows Youngstown data to be $10.43M, Minneapolis 
St. Paul's to be $13.96M and Pittsburgh's to be 522.23M. Please provide an item by item comparison for 
tach base by PEC code and BOS component used to provide this data. 

ANSWER: The cost figures in exhibit 1 were taken from a Civilian Manpower Cut Exercise spreadsheet 
tieveloped for HQ AFRESKPXP. The spreadsheet only showed total BOS cost data and did not itemize by 
either PEC code or BOS component. Additionally, the cost figures from the spreadsheet were not used in 
(:ither the "Level Playing Field" or "Focused" COBRA computations. 

QUESTION: Please provide by function codes for all BOS components, the manpower figures for all bases 
considered. 

FUNDED CIVILI.ANS ALL PECS 

FAC 
104A 
106A 
16G1 
12/40 
1 SXX 
16B1 
16C1 
41 XX 
42XX 
43XX 

4 4 W )  
44EF 
45- 
46- 
13E1 
31 Cl(2) 
44EB 

PITTSBURGH GEN MINN-ST. PAUL O'HARE NIAGARA YOUNGSTOWN 
MITCHELL 

TITLE 
Public Affairs 
Grd Safety 
Info Mgmt 
Contracting 
ComptIBudget 
CBPO 
Civ Personnel 

Supply 
Transportation 
SecurityRaw 
Civil Eng 
Fire Protection 
MWR 
Sewices 
Base Operations 
Life Support 
Disaster Prep 

(1) 44XX Excluding Fire Protection and Disaster Prep (included on other lines) 
(2) Part of Aviation flyaway Package 
(3) Regional Civilian Personnel Support 
(4) Under OMB A-76 Circular Contract 
(5) 12 PAA Unit 
(6) Contracted Fire Protection 

QUESTION: Were costs for Pittsburgh's 3 MCP unfunded projects in FY94 (POL, F i n g  Range and BCE 
complex) considered? If so, what figures were used? Were similar costs considered at other bases? 

ANSWER: No. MCP projects, for COBRA computations, were only considered for FY96 through FYOl. 



(QUESTION: Are Congressional add-on projects considere:d as unfunded when considering MCP? 

,ANSWER: It depends on the MCP project and the language that added the project. Normally, 
 congressional add-ons are considered funded. Please provide a specific project or more details. 

QUESTION: Ref. Previous question, 'Total budget printout for each installation considered for FY93 and 
FY94." The answer given is in chart form titled "FY94 Obl.igations, Comparison of C-130 AFRES Units at 
Civilian Airfields." (Exhibit 2) 

Please define the components included in the figures for "RPA". 

ANSWER: The following project codes were used in the iWA portion of the base cost sheet: 
721 Training-unit program Pay Group A 
722 Training-IMA Program Pay Groups A,B&D 
725 Training-Non-Prior Service Pay Group F 
726 School Training 
727 Special Tours 
734 Disability, Hospitalization & Death Gratuity 
735 Individual Ready Reserve Training & Screening 
739 Bonus Incentives, Including Montgomery GI Bill 

QUESTION: Provide a copy of the Civilian Manpower Cut Exercise spreadsheet developed at HQ AFRES 
and referred to in the response. 

ANSWER: The referenced Civilian Manpower Cut Exerclse was an informal, speculative document 
developed to measure the relative impact of various force structure options. Unfortunately, it has been 
perceived as a critical element of the realignment and closi~re process and therefore continues to generate 
considerable interest. As a hypothetical exercise, its only goal was to provide a rough order of magnitude 
comparison between several internal proposals. It only considered generalized parameters and was created 
solely for HQ AFRESlXPXP use. 

As a working paper, there is no documentation to either confirm or deny the validity of any of the 
information it contains. Also, any effort to critique the accuracy of its information will be superfluous 
because it was not submitted to the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG) as certified or validated data 
All information supplied by HQ AFRES personnel to the BCEG strictly adhered to the rigorous scrutiny 
and validation procedures outlined in the BRAC Questioni~aire internal control plan. 

QUESTION: Provide certified data used by BCEG which was provided by HQ USAFIRT as referenced in 
the response. (Exhibit 3) 

ANSWER: Please see Attachment 1. 

QUESTION: SECDEF briefing to BRAC Commission on March 1, 1995: Reference, Page 9 - Explain why 
O'Hare cost information was omitted, particularly since O'Hare could yield the greatest cost savings. 
(Exhibit 4) 

ANSWER: The slide at Exhibit 4 did not come from a SElCDEF briefing. A COBRA excursion (for 
O'Hare) was not included for consideration because the cost is zero. In accordance with a previous (BRAC 
93) decision, if O'Hare ARS is to be closed and the units moved, it must be done without any cost 
whatsoever to the federal government. Note: the City of Chicago has until July 1995 to begin the 
closurdrealignment. 



C!UESTION: AFRES BRAC 95 Options Briefing by BGen Bradley dated 12-20-94 Page 5 - provide the 
COBRA Analysis and Scenario Files for the COBRA results shown on these slides. They differ significantly 
6om the presently available ''Level Play" and "Focused" Scenarios. (Exhibit 5) 

ANSWER: Please see Attachment 2. The attached COBRA is a notional COBRA run. The COBRA run 
supporting exhibit 5 numbers has previously been provided. 

QUESTION: BCEG Minutes, dated 2 January 1995 - Attachment 1 - Explain why F i e  Protection and 
Airfield Maintenance were not included in the ARC criteria. If they are considered elsewhere, provide 
complete itemization of those costs for all bases considered. 

ANSWER: Please provide a copy of the BCEG minutes referred to in the question as there was no 2 
January BCEG meeting. Fire Protection and Airfield Maintenance are part of the BOS. Complete budget 
printouts have already been forwarded in response to a previious Congressional inquiry. 

(JUESTION: BCEG Minutes dated 9 January 1995 - Bottom of first page - Justify why closure decisions 
should not be based on "ARC presence" in the state rather than AFRES presence, particularly if large cost 
savings would result. (Exhibit 6) 

ANSWER: There is no 9 January 1995. BCEG meeting. AFaES and ANG are separate subcategories in the 
13RAC process. ?his has been the case during the three previous BRAC rounds. Therefore, ANG locations, 
r4FRES locations, and active duty locations were all considered separately. 

FOLLOW UP QUESTION A: Youngstown - Page IV.28, Item IV, 1B - - The FY94 RPMA Cost is 
missing. Provide this number and identify whether it was included in all COBRA summaries. 

ANSWER: Complete budget printouts have already been fixwarded in response to a previous 
Congressional inquiry. 

'FOLLOW UP QUESTION B: Youngstown IV, 28, Item FJ, 1C - - What are the FY91 and M 92 RPM-S 
~Costs? 

ANSWER: HQ AFRES is reviewing the data from M91 and FY92. The breakout for RPM-S costs will be 
forwarded as soon as they are available. 

FOLLOW UP QUESTION C: Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume V, dated February 95. 

ANSWER: Volume V is the Air Force analyses and recommendations to the DoD Base Closure and 
Realignment Report to the Commission. 



QUESTION: Explain why the BCEG did not consider ARC! C-130 Bases (AFRES and ANG), instead of 
only AFRES C-130 Bases? If they were considered, explain how data on each was compared and provide 
the data (Exhibit 7) 

ANSWER: Although AFRES and ANG were shown in the ARC category in the Air Force BRAC 
questionnaire, in fact, they were considered as separate subcategories in the recommendation process. 
Therefore, the ANG was not compared with AFRES units im the recommendation process. This is the same 
process that was used in the three previous base closure rounds. Since ANG units fall under the Governor 
and Adjutant General of each state, they can only be moved within state boundaries. The BCEG, however, 
looked at each state to find opportunities for relocating ANG units to active Air Force bases that met the 
DoD selection criteria and were cost effective. They found only one opportunity to move an ANG C-130 
unit and recommended the 129th Rescue Group, Moffett Federal Airfield, CA move to McClellan AFB, 
C A. 

QUESTION: Provide a detailed breakdown of the one-time shutdown costs associated with all aspects of 
the closure of the 91 1th Airlift Wing, including man-hours and materials. 

ANSWER: Air Force Base Closure Agency estimates were used for estimating closure costs in the COBRA 
computations. There is no further breakdown of the costs. Ihe site survey and revised COBRA results will 
be forwarded when they are complete. 

QUESTION: Were any costs associated with supporting the Pennsylvania Air National Guard, such as 
communication facilities, billeting, BX, gym or credit union considered? 

ANSWER: The questionnaire sent to each base attempted to consider or capture the services that were 
interconnected. Pittsburgh's response to question II.5.A was ''There are no unique (one-of-a-kind) Air Force 
Facilities which must be replaced if the base is closed." Unfortunately, by not fully answering the question, 
the interrelated nature of the communications facility (between the AFR and the ANG) was not identified. 
The ANG does not consider billeting, the BX, the gym, or n5e credit union to be an issue. 

QUESTION: COBRA - - We were previously provided the following floppy disk COBRA scenario files 
(*.CBR) and standard factor files (*SFF) for the bases listed. 

-- LEVEL - PLAY Scenarios dated 11/17/94 for Pittsburgh, Niagara, Milwaukee, Minn - 
St. Paul. Willow Grove, Youngstown and O'Hare. 

-- FOCUSED Scenario dated 2/20/95 for. Pittsburgh only. 

a. Did the Air Force develop or use any other COBRA scenarios for the above 
installations or for any ANG C-130 installations that were considered in the DoD's selection process? 

ANSWER: No. 

FOLLOW UP QUESTION B: Provide these COBRA reports, *.CBR files and associated *.SFF files along 
with a full description of how, why and for what purpose the scenario generated was used. 

ANSWER: Not Applicable. 



FOLLOW UP QUESTION C: Provide COBRA scenarios used when reviewing ANG C-130 bases. If none 
were used. explain how equitable comparison of Closure cos,ts and savings were established, and how the 
IWG C-130 units were compared against the AFRES C-130 units. 

ANSWER: Only one COBRA run for ANG (2-130 units was  nu^ for use in the Air Force selection process. 
'IThat recommendation COBRA was for the 129th Rescue Group, Moffett Federal Airfield, CA moving to 
I~cClellan AFB, CA. ANG C-130 units were not compared against AFRES (2-130 units. Although AFRES 
zmd the ANG were listed in the ARC category in the Air Fom BRAC questionnaire, in fact, they were 
considered as separate subcategories in the recommendation process. Therefore, the ANG was not 
c:ompared with AFRES units in the process, consistent with previous base closure rounds. Since ANG units 
fall under the Governor and Adjutant General of each state, they can only be moved within state boundaries. 
l[he BCEG, however, looked at each state to find opportunities for closure of ANG installations that met the 
IIoD selection criteria and were cost effective. They found only one opportunity to move and ANG C-130 
~mit  and the Secretary of the Air Force recommended the 129th Rescue Group, Moffett Federal Airfield, 
CA move to McClellan AFB, CA. 

(ZUESTION: Provide a detailed breakdown of the $15 million in one-time closure costs at Pittsburgh used 
in the PllTSBURGH FOCUSED Scenario of 2120195. 

ANSWER: The $15 million in one-time closure costs represents the estimated Air Force Base Conversion 
Agency (AFBCA) costs. Revised COBRA results will be forwarded when they are complete. 

(ZUESTION: For the PllTSBURGH FOCUSED Scenario of 2120195, provide a detailed breakdown of the 
$17.2 MILLION in MILCON costs at Dobbins, and explain why this figure is modified to only $1 million 
in the COBRA input data. 

ANSWER: The $17.2 million in question does not represent dollars but 17,200 square feet of new 
c:onstruction. This 17,200 square feet of construction costs $1 million. 

(2UESTION: Provide copies of the Host-Tenant Support A p m e n t ,  or any similar agreement, between 
the AFRES and ANG units at the following bases: Milwaukee, Niagara, Minn - St. Paul, O'Hare, and 
~loungstown. 

ANSWER: Please see Attachment 3. 

QUESTION: Were costs of Fire Protection included in COBRA cost figures for any installation 
c:onsidered? If so, please provide the data used? If not, explain why it is considered a cost to compare. 

ANSWER: Yes. Complete budget printouts have already been forwarded in response to a previous 
(Iongressional inquiry. 



(&JESTION: From the SECDEF Briefing to BRAC Commission on March 1.1995 -- We note that 
Wisconsin has not lost any civilian positions and only six military positions for all BRAC actions from 1989 
through 1995. New York's cumulative losses are about one third of Pennsylvania's. Were these lopsided 
ratios considered when the DoD chose Pittsburgh over Milwaukee or Niagara? 

ANSWER: Each base was examined on an individual basis utilizing the eight selection criteria. The 
e:conomic impact for BRAC 95 was based on the proposed recommendations and the effects of the previous 
three rounds of BRAC. The economic impact from the Pittsburgh action (63 1 jobs) was estimated at 0.1 
percent of the economic area employment. 

()UESTION: Page 8 of SECDEF Briefing to BRAC Com~~~ission of March 1, 1995 -- Provide complete 
details, including all figures and their basis, for any "Transf,erred BOS Costs" considered, included, or 
deleted in the COBRA or any other cost analyses. 

ANSWER: We cannot track the page number provided. Please provide a request relative to a specific 
COBRA. 

()UESTION: Confirm that the LEVEL PLAYING FIELD Scenarios of 11/17/94 , were erroneously based 
on cost data from Minn - St. Paul being used for Pittsburgh, Niagara, and O'Hare. Provide the reason for 
 s sing this data or plans for using other corrected data. 

ANSWER: It appears that some data from Minn - St. Paul was transferred to Pittsburgh, Niagara, and 
O'Hare for some COBRA scenarios. The COBRA input data is being reviewed. Updated COBRA runs will 
te accomplished for each base and forwarded when complete. 

()LIESTION: C o n f m  that the actual 1994 Non-Payroll Overhead Costs for Youngstown are approximately 
140 -150 percent greater than the figures used in the Novem.ber 1994 COBRA Level Play scenario. 

ANSWER: HQ AFRES is reviewing the FY94 cost data. Data will be provided when the review is 
complete. Complete budget printouts have already been forwarded in response to a previous Congressional 
inquiry. 

QUESTION: Describe the process by which AFRES and Air Force "certified" the questionnaire cost data 
submitted by each base. Provide a copy of the certification and any back-up materials for above AFRES C- 
130 bases. 

ANSWER: The cost data was supplied by each individual base as requested by the 1995 Air Force Base 
Questionnaire. The data was then validated by AFRES Heaciquarters personnel. The questionnaire was then 
sent to the Headquarters USAF Realignment and Transition Office where it was converted into the same 
fbrmat used for all Air Force bases. This data was then utilized in the COBRA computations. Please see 
Attachment 1. 

QUESTION: Explain why it is not considered sufficient to have an ARC presence in a state, i.e., why is it 
also necessary to have an "AFRES'presence? 

ANSWER: AFRES and the ANG have a distinct and separate role in the DoD. 



QUESTION: Identify all pre-FY95 MILCON funds that have been authorized but not yet placed as fum 
contracts. In your response. ensure that A M  work is distinguished from actual construction work. Provide 
information for all C- 130 bases considered. 

ANSWER: 
FY Location Project PA ($MI A&E Total 

93 Gen Mitchell Composite Ops & Mx Facility 1.65 0.149 1.799 
94 Greater Pitt Firing Range 1.3 0.117 '1.417 
94 Greater Pitt Jet Fuel Storage Complex 4.3 0.387 4.687 
94 Greater Pitt Base CE Complex 3.1 0.279 3.379 
94 Gen Mitchell Add Fire Protection to Hangar 1.5 0.135 1.635 

QUESTION: Air Force Analysis and Recommendations, Volume V dated February 1995 - Page 29 -- Why 
did the BCEG not also consider "above threshold" ANG C-130 bases instead of just AFRES C130 bases 
when comparing costs? 

.ANSWER: There are no ANG C-130 bases that are above the 300 DoD direct hire civilian threshold. 

QUESTION: AFRES BRAC 95 options briefing by BGen Bradley dated 12/20/94 - Page 5 -- Provide the 
COBRA results shown on these slides. They differ considerably from the presently available "Level Play" 
imd "Focused" Scenario results. Also explain how they results were factored into the base selection 
decision. 

ANSWER: This question is a duplicate. Please see Attachment 2. 



SAFLLP/IWOR DUNAR/CFM/ 7 7 9 5 0/ 2 0 APR 9 5 
moyer/bases95/greatPittS 

April 20, 1995 

SAF/LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Rick Santorum 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Santorum 

This is in further response to your request of March 24, 
1995, for additional information regarding Greater Pittsburgh 
Interna.tiona1 Airport (IAP) , Pennsy1van:ia. 

In our response of April 7, 1995, we indicated that the 
printout of the total budget for each installation for FY 93 and 
FY 94 would be forwarded under separate cover (Question 5 of your 
request). That data is enclosed for your information. 

We trust the information is useful. 

Sincerely 

BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
Chief, Programs and Legislation 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachment 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



AFIRTR, Base Realignment & (].losure Division 

09/14/94 
TO: AF/PEM, Lt Col Paul Callahan 
RE: AFRES Certified Manpower Figures, 94/4 to 97R 

1. Attached are the AFRES Certified Manpower figures by 
Installation for use in the BRAC 95 analysis. Please note 
that the ART drill authorizations are not double counted in 
the Drill authorizations. As a result, if a ART authorization is 
eliminated, the associated drill authorization may not 
necessarily go with it. ART authorizations are based on unit 
training needs and the drill authorization are driven by 
UMD. 

2. These personnel numbers contain the FY94/4 baseline, the 
approved changes between 9414 and 971.4, and the FY97/4 
baseline. They do not reflect the current purposed civilian 
drawdown. 

ROBERT C. RICHARDSON IV. Major, UShFR 
AF/RTR, Base Realignment & Closure Division 
AFFES Action Officer (7-98 15) 
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Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Computerized Questionaire - MAJCOM Certification 

Major Command: AFRES 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: 

DOBBINS AFB GA AFRES 

PURPOSE: To capture W C O M  data for BRAC '95 analysis. 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command summary worksheets prepared from 1 m y  1994 to 13 1994 
were used to document all changes made to the installations computerized input. All work was done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Comnuter Disk(s) 

Date of File: 

Length of File: 

Name of File: 

{ ) MAJCOM Change Summary Worksheets fspecj/u number of worksbeehj 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submission 

10 JUN 1994 

819200 

DATA-01 6.MDB CMN Wl6.MDB 

I certify that the above information is accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. - 
MAJCOM &viewer: A% Date: TN 99 



Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Cc=?pn?eriied Questionsire - MP,JCOM C e d f  ca!ier? 

Major Command: 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: 
AFREs J 

29 

Gen Mitchell Fld 
? 

-. - 

PURPOSE: To capture MMCOM data for BRAC '95 analysis. 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command summary worksheets prepared from 1 MAY 1994 to 14 JUN 1994 
were used to document all changes made to the installations computerized input. All work was done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Computer Disk(s) 

( ) MAJCOM Change Summary Worksheets hpec~fi number of worksheet$ 
, 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submissipn 

I certify that the above information is accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Date of me: 

Length of File: 

Name of File: DATA029.MDB 

MAJCOM &viewer: a c =- Date: /Y.Z-& 
w - 

c- , H d m t w  
+97- /9/7 

CMNP029.MDB 

13 .JUN 1994 

753664 

14 JON 1994 

622592 4 



Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Computerized Questionaire - MAJCOM Certification 

Major Command: AFRES 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: 33 J 

Pittsbuwh International A i r ~ o r t  ARS 
: 

-- 

PURPOSE: To capture MAJCOM data for BRAC '95 analysis 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command summary worksheets prepared from HAY l994 to 13 JUN 1994 
were used to document all changes made to the installations computerized input. All work was done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Computer Disk(s) 

Date of File: 

Length of File: 

Name of File: 

{ ) MAJCOM  ban& Summary Worksheets ($pee@ nu& o f  rolksneef$ 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submission 

I certify that the above information b accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

MAJCOM Reviewer:  ate: /Y$L&& 

m4-h~ 



*Jallaq p m  a3palfioaq Xm jo jraq arl) 01 aaaldmoa pmt a a u ~ n m  rl nopsrmo~rrl moqu aqa auqa Xj!traa I 

mid 1@'too3 
pa raaq  ,gv aqa fiw aaop SUM VOM IW 'tndul p q a a n d m m  onoqalpasn! aqj oa apum ra%mtqa IF auammop o) p a n  a r a M  

9661 f 1 01 9661 1 mWJ p a s d a d  sawqqJoM ~ ~ ~ n r  Pmmmo3 JO[@L~ a u  : a O m m  

-nopsllrr#su! par_l!#nap! aqa JOJ saap par_l!a.~aa pmmmo;) JO[BI;~ aqa s! paupauoa wasp aqL :33XnOS 



Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Computerized Questionaire - MAJCOM Certification 

Major Command: AFRES 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: 66 ./ 

PURPOSE: To capture MAJCOM data for BRAC '95 analysis. 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command summary worksheets prepared from MAY 19g4 to l 3  JUN 1994 
were used to document d l  changes made to the installations computerized input. All work was done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Com~uter Disk(s) 

{ ) MAJCOM Change Summary Worksheets /spec/fi number of ~~rksheetij 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submission 

Date of File: 

Length of File: 

Name of Fie: 

I certify that the above information 18 accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

MAJCOM Reviewer: - C, I Date: /P&~P 

977- m7 



Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Computerized Questionaire - MAJCOM Certification 

-- 

Major Command: 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: 
AFRES J 

67 
I i 
I O'Hare IAP ARS IL I 
C I 

PURPOSE: To capture W C O M  data for BRAC '95 analysis. 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command mmmary worksheets prepared from lgg4 to l3 I994 
were used to document all changes made to the installations computerized input. All work wm done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Computer Disk(s) 

. ,  { ) W C O M  Change Summary WoWeeta hpec19 number of worksbeel$ 

I certify that the above infomation ia accurate and complete to the bed of my knowledge and belief. 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submission 

MAJCOM Reviewer: - Date: '?2& 9~ 

Date of File: 

Length of File: 

Name of File: 

10 JON 1994 

786432 

DATA-067.MDB 

13 Jmr 1994 

622592 / - 
CMND067.MDB 



SAFLLP/MAJOR SNYDER/CFM/77950/26 APR 95 
moyer/bases95/911SAN 

April 26, 1995 

SAF/ LLP 
1160 Air Force Pentagon 
Wash.ington, DC 20330-1160 

The Honorable Frank Mascara 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Mascara 

This is in response to your April 17, 1995, request for 

additional information concerning Greater Pittsburgh International 

Airport, Pennsylvania. The data is provided per your request. 

A similar letter is being provided to Senator Santorum. 

STEPHEN D. BULL, I11 
Colonel, USAF 
~ h - i e f ,  Programs and  egisl la ti on 
Division 

Office of Legislative Liaison 

Attachments 

COORD AF/RT DBCRC 



COBRA 
BRAC INQUIRY ITEMS 

I. COERA - We were previously provded the follctwing floppy disk COI~RA Wnario files ('.CBR) snd 
standard factor files. ('.SFFj for the bases listed. 

- - LEVEL PLAY Sanarios dated 1.111 7Sd far Ptmtm)n, Nlagara. MitwauKw. Mini-St. 
Paul. Willow Grove, Youngstown a d  O'Ham. 

- - FOCUSEO Scenarrc dated 2120B5 far Pdtsburgh oniy, 

a Oia the Ar Forw develcp a use any ath6r COBRA m r i o s  - 
installatgns N for a'1v AN6 C-130 ins- that were ansidemi in me DOD'a selsctrwc m? 

b. Frov~ce @ese COBRA repats, *.CBR flies and associated *.Sf F files along wtn a full 
description of how, wny and for what purpose the scanario was generated used. 

c. Provlde COBRA scenarios ussd Wen reviewing ANG C-130 Bases. If nona were 
used. explain how eqUitabl6 comp&rism of Closure cxrsts and srv~cgs w u r  estrbllshed, and h w  the 
ANG C-130 units were cornpatea aga~nst the AfRES C-130 unltc. 

2 Provide a deti31ied break- of Uw $15 million in me-time claswe cosw at Pittsburgh used in Erie 
PITTS8URGt-i FOCUSED Scenario of 212W. 

3. For the PIVSBURGH FOCUSED Scenano of 2/20/!35, provide a attailed bnakmw d the $17.2 
mrllicn m ItIILCON msls a1 Dobbins, and ewlatn why athis fgure is n;odified to bnly Is9 rn~llion in tns 
COBRA tcput data. 

4. Provide copies of the Host-Tet-ant Suppon. Agreement, cw any s~mrlsr agr~mont. betwen the 
AFRES and AN6 units at Ulo fallawing bases; ,Milwaukee, Niagatr, MhGL Paul. and O'Hara 
Yaungstown. 

6. Were costs of Fire Protection included in COBRA cast figures for any ~nstallatian canswd? If 80. 
p4easa pmvrde the data used? I f  not. explain m y  ~t IS ms~dered a ~ 3 ~ 1  to empan? 

6. From the SECDEF Briefing to BRAC Commission on March 1. 1995 - We note tnat Wecmarn hes 
nd lost any civilian positrons and only six military positions for all BRAC actions from IS89 ttuough 
1995. New Y&'s cumulative losses are about one third of Pennsylvan~a's. Were these lops~ded ratios 
consrdsred M e n  the DOfJ chose Pitisburgn over Mikaukee or Niagare? 

7. Page 8 af SECDEF eritfing to BRAC Commission d March 1. 1995 - - Provide mpletb datai16, 
induding all flgures and thsir Casis. for any 7fanoferr;ed 80s CooW cwrsldered, Included. or deleted n 
the COBRA or any other cast analyses. 



8. Confirm that me LWL-PLAYING FIELD 6- of llll?l94. were (yronoous~ bored UI USt 
data from Mlnn-8~ Paul b e r ~  o l w  used for Pimmh. Nlagara and O'Hare. Ptovrde the r u e W  rW 
using tnts data or plans for ustng other commd ma. 

9. Confirm Lhat the actual 1994 Non-Payroll Overhead Costs for YOWQStOwrl am apploximt%ly 140 - 
750 parcsent greater man tne Rpures used in the fbvembrr 1994 COBRA Level Ray scenario. 

10. DeaaiRte the FrOCeSS by which AFRES and Air Force 'ceftind the QMsti6Wdre W data 
submiffed by ram base. Provide a capy of the cprtifitatien 8nd any back-up rnatuials for abovr AFRES 
C-r 30 bases. 

I .  Explain why it is nat cansidered sufficient fa hava an ARC pmsance in a Mate, i.e., why IS tt film 
neeesaty to have an 'AFRES" presence? 

12 Mentify all prr--95 MILCON funds that have bem authrizrd but not yU plaud as firm m W S .  

In your respwlse, ensure !hat A&E wfk  is distinguished fnan a d ~ a l  conslNeti0n Wfk Provrde this 
information fat all C-130 basas considered. 

13. Air Force Analysis ard Recommendatlono, Volume V dated February 1895 - Page 29 - - Why dlb 
ule BCEG not also constdet 'above tbre6hold8 ANG C-130 bases instrad of just AFRES C-130 b8s8a 
men comparing wck? 

14. AFRES BRAC 45 Options Briefing by 8Gm clradley dated 12/20(99 - - Pig. 5 - - Pf0nd6 
COBRA result8 smwn on these sltaas. They d m  ~=onsiderrbfy from the presantly avrii&4 'to* 
Plaf and ' F ~ d '  Scmarb results. A190 explain how them results mro fadond into tM 
seledbn dousion. 



FAX COVER S- 
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Fnpir;rmmlfc 
PuLtIir: A Rain 
C m t J U y  
A d r n i ~ W o o  
CnunA.rtrs 
Coa\pulilkrlBud~*c 
C o m w  F+aYaarul o m  
CiVi l i~  Peracrc;rl 
SuwJyflwir 
That ~ 'nn 
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~rcm Lib Supgon 
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AHSWLR: f i p $  w o e  u imm r Ciri\b ~tanpsuntt cut herc i te  r p ~ ~ l  
&vrfopd m HQ M U S .  k nuohan w p  not wcd for be COBRA e u m p u d a  
The B-6 oe& only c m S d  daa pivrirld by at rrnir rtuwgh tbc Dlu Chon 
@~-L~CIPSL%. z d  HQ USt\Fmt. %w tu~urbS VU4 Wl t !  bUh fnr wty 0t  bH 4IlM 
c ~ i t d a  used by 0 6  5CkU b mhq their m ~ o m r r ! o N .  



C-I30 BASES 
CHICAGO O'HARE ARB 

Realign 8 PAA to Rockford MAP 

- R o d  A8 Onr or Top 'T)u9 GIN I ~ r t l o n r  in Clit I - I r n p c t  on Remaining AMb KC133 Unit 
+ City of Chlcrgo m l m  for FlcUltk. 

8uprbr  Wrutdng taentian (2 Maw &din& Hub) 
+ RocWord O n r  CMw Lo& Smma $OM In Rscrruitlw & Trnlnlng 

I Cost 

&44&&11l~ FORCE AFRICS BRAC 96 ANALYSII t 
C-I30 BASES 

WILLOW GROVE ARS (AFRES) I 
Realign 8 PAA to Dobbtrrs 

ations - M a w  Impm on Rmrlfilng AN0 k 1 Q  Unit - AfW Bulldlng Willow Grow to I 2  P M  - Lot. ol Gmat Rec~It lng Leeation (34 Makr Airline Hub) 
Stvttal AfRES1AHQ UnH) WAn 3 Hr Otive 

Page 9 
( ~ V t h 6 t T  L( )  

COBRA 
ow- ) NPV STATE 

L S8.SM ] -  184 2 1 Y r )  134 

* 0-8 Not Lncludt $OM b i t i n g  and hr ln tn~  Cow 
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] M E M O M U M  FOR RECORD 

!51 lRl%C?l? Minuttc of Ai r  F e e  Rase Closrns F-due Ckaup (AP/sCEG) Wlr~ -. - - . --- - - 
The AFBCEG meedng was convened by Mr Boatright, SMm U 1030 ham oa 

30 November 1994, in R a m  501027, 3rc Pentagon. 'Ibt f6Uohg puMMnJ wcrr in 
attendance: * 

a AFDCEG members: 

Mr. Boakighr SAF/M& Cs-Chairman 
.Maj Gcn Blumc. AFfRT, CbChairman 
hIaj Gcn McGinty, AF/DPP 
&. Wolff, AFICE 
W. Kuhn, S A F W  
Brig Gcn McCanhy, AFIXCIO 
Brig Gcn Weavet. NGB/CF 
Brig Gcn Bndfcy. AFIRE 

b. Orher key uttndtts: 

Cal Mayfacld AF/RlR 
LA Col R d c f u ,  AFBOFC 
Maj Richadsan. AFRE 

Tht muting was cdld to ordtt by Mr. maight. Lt Col Rodcfct, A F ' O F C  briefed 
Large A M  M o w n  cxcunions reflecting BCEGdi~cled changes, using the slides a! 
P~tch I .  He noted rhar the 8.52 rim-dt h Mincrt cannot be placed into Elltwad kcruu of 
prcssddtitudc limitations. pmicukuly in w u m  wwther. He also noted thu Beale AF3 has 
oir q d i r y  Iimiudons for scctpring KC- 135E a h m f ~  from the #RE$. The BCEG approved 
not moving Minot a i d t  to Ellrwotth and rhc o3m options u briefed 

Maj Richudran. AFRES. biicfed rhe A F R B  C-130 base analpis, using rhc slides ot 
Atch 2. In Cn'tcrion I, Apron w u  the must common limit for pavtmcnt suklcmt~u. For 
C)pcrations Effectiveness. MOA aimpace w u  limited by rhe size requirement of MOAs, In rame 
cases. existing hlOAs wen  not viewed as avaihble betaust rhcy failed to m e t  rhc slrt 
nquirtmcnts. . 

Brig Gen Bradley wked that othcr faciors be consided in his ca&&X& a c  of rhcx 
considerations is  l av ing  onc unit in each su~c, tincc an AFREF principle is to rnaximioc 

CLOSE H D BCEGIBC STAFF ONLY 
Y E w t i T  



Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Computerized Questionaire - MAJCOM Certification 

Major Command: 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: A-s 100 / 
I Willow Grove Air Reserve Station 

PURPOSE: To capture MAJCOM data for BRAC '95 analysis. 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command summary worksheets prepared from 1 HAY 1994 to 13 JUN 1994 
were used to document all changes made to the installations computerized input. All work was done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Computer Disk(!#) 

( } MAJCOM Change Summary Worksheets fipecfq number of wofksneef. 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submission 

Length of File: 1 751664 622592 / 
I 

Date of File: 

Name of File: I DATA-100.MDB I CMND-100.MDB I 

1 certify that the above information is accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

MAJCOM Reviewer: Date: 9~ 

i/ 
I I 10 JUN 1994 13 JUN 1994 



Air Force Base Realignment And Closure (BRAC) '95 
Computerized Questionaire - MAJCOM Certification 

Major Command: AFRES 
/ 

Certification Document For Base Reference Number: 93 J 

PURPOSE: To capture MAJCOM data for BRAC '95 an Jysis. 

SOURCE: The data contained is the Major Command certified data for the identified installation. 

METHOD: The Major Command summary worksheets prepared from 1 M Y  1994 to 13 J[JN 1994 
were used to document d l  changes made to the installations computerized input. All work was done IAW the AF Internal 
Control Plan. 

MATERIAL BEING CERTIFIED: Data files identified below on 3.5" Computer Disk(8) 

Date of Flle: 

Length of File: 

Name of File: 

( ) MAJCOM Change Summa y Worksheets /spec19 number of rrorksneelsj 

Installation Input MAJCOM Submission 

I certify that the above information 18 accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

MAJCOM Reviewer: C& Date: /Y&+W~P 

p~xp c r=+ /d-d&fl 

437 -/9c7 



11 January 1995 

MfEMORANDUM FOR 928 AWKP 

FIROM: HQ AFRESILGXS 
155 2ND ST 
ROBINS AFB GA 31098-1635 

SlUBJECT: Support Agreement Between 928 AW and 126 ARG 

The attached agreement is approved and returned to you for distribution. Point of 
contact for this agreement is Ms. Jane Agers, IDSN: 497-1725. 

4 

KURTIS E. JENSEN 
(Zhief, Logistics Support Branch 
Logistics Plans Division 

Attachment: 
Slupport Agreement 

cc: 10 AFILGBX 



1-- - 

_.. . .--..---- - 

.-- Y& +if= 

DATE 
W 928 HE 10/01/93 / 

- 
a. .4,4ME AND ADDRESS 

9 2 8  AIRLfFT G R O U P  
O'HARE APR RESERVE STATION 
O'HARE 1AP ARS, IL 60666-5030 
DSN: 930-6130 Lf'C r / ' ~ d f i  

.-- 

b. MAJOR COI4MAND 
HQ Ak'RES - 

- 
4 .  EXPIRE DATE 

INDEFINITE 

a .  NAME AND A D D R E S S  
HQ ILLINOIS A I R  N A T I O N A L  GUARD 
1 2 6  ARM 
O ' H A R E  ARS IAP. IL 60666-5000 
DSN: 930-5558 Lr . 

b, MAJOR COMMAND 
NGB 

... 

S ':IJPPLY AClTIVITY 6 ,  RECEIVING A C T I V I T Y  

7. SUPPORT P R O V I D E D  BY S U P P L I E R  

c. E S T I M .  REXMBURSE 
- 
3. E!UPPORT (WHAT, WHEN.  WHERE, HOW EfUCH) 
-- .-.. -.-. 

b .  B A S .  FOR REIHBU 
...- 

. 

, 

I 

i 1 SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS ATTACHED 
2.--.....--.- 

i 8 .  S U P P L Y I N G  COMPONENT 

DATE 

. --.-- z?&JFs, 
c .  AFFROVING AUTHORITY 
L U I ,  

(I I Typed  Name 

KURTIS E:. JENSEN 

9 .  RECEIVING COMPONENT 

,"$JpA9yf* d 

c, APPROVING AUTHORITY 
d.. - 

( 2 )  Typed Name 
JOHN W. HEWHAN,Colonel,NGB, USPFO for ILLINOIS 

-" .- 

(2) O r g a n i z a t i o n  

HQ AFRESiLGX 

.-.- ROBINS AFB GA 31098-1635 

( 2 )  Oxganizat ion  
UGYFO for lLLXNOlS 

_._.. .. ... -.. 

--_. . 

T e l e p h o n e  

DSN 327-1723 

Telephone 
217-765-3544 

. . 
D at e 

25 JUL 94 

Date 

ONLY WHEN AGREEMENT TERNINATED P R I O R  TO EXPIRE DATE) , - / / 0  9 P P R .  AUTHORITY SIGNATURE AP111. AUTHORITY P Z G Y A I U I I  '0111 

.... ..--- 
rrv,. m n ~ l t c  4 1 n n r r n n  o? I r tn lbDl tntmlY r ? V \ i r h  b W P r \  1 



- 
11. GENERAL PROVISIONS ( C c  l e t e  b l a n k  s p a c e s  and  a d d  d d i t i o n a l  g e n e r a l  p r o -  

v i s i o n s  as a p p r o p r i a t e :  e . g . ,  e x c e p t i o n s  t o  p r i n t e d  p r o v i s i o n s ,  a d d i -  
t i o n a l  parties t o  t h i s  a g r e e m e n t ,  b i l l i n g  a n d  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  i n s t r u c t i o n s )  

a T h e  r e c e i v i n g  c o m p o n e n t s  w i l l  p r o v i d e  t h e  s u p p l y i n g  componen t  p r o j e c t i o n s  
3f r e q u e s t e d  s u p p o r t .  ( S i g n i f i c a n t  cha .nges  i n  t h e  r e c e i v i n g  c o m p o n e n t ' s  
s u p p o r t  r e q u i r e m e n t s  s h o u l d  b e  s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  s u p p l y i n g  componen t  i n  a  
m a n n e r  t h a t  w i l l  p e r m i t  t i m e l y  m o d i f i c a t i o n  o f  r e s o u r c e  r e q u i r e m e n t s . )  I 

' b .  I t  i s  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  t h e  s u p p l y i n g  componen t  t o  b r i n g  a n y  r e q u i r e d  
I o r  r e q u e s t e d  change  i n  s u p p o r t  t o  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  126 ARW, O'HARE ARS I A P ,  

I L  60666-5000 p r i o r  t o  c h a n g i n g  o r  c a n c e l i n g  s u p p o r t .  

c .  T h e  c o m p o n e n t  p r o v i d i n g  r e i m b u r s a b l e  s u p p o r t  i n  t h i s  a g r e e m e n t  w i l l  s u b -  
m i t  s t a t e m e n t s  of  c o s t s  t o :  126 ARW, O'HARE ARS IAP, I L  60666-5000 i I 

d .  A l l  r a t e s  e x p r e s s i n g  t h e  u n i t  c o s t  o f  s e r v i c e s  p r o v i d e d  i n  t h i s  a g r e e m e n t  
a r e  ba . sed  on c u r r e n t  r a t e s  w h i c h  may be s u b j e c t  t o  c h a n g e  f o r  u n c o n t r o l -  
l a b l e  r e a s o n s ,  s u c h  a s  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  DoD d i r e c t i v e ,  a n d  c o m m e r c i a l  u t i l i t y  
rate i n c r e a s e s .  The r e c e i v e r  w i l l  b e  n o t i f i e d  i m m e d i a t e l y  o f  s u c h  r a t e  
c h a n g e s  t h a t  must  b e  p a s s e d  t h r o u g h  t o  t h e  s u p p o r t  r e c e i v e r s .  

e .  T h i s  a g r e e m e n t  may b e  c a n c e l e d  a t  a n y t i m e  by m u t u a l  c o n s e n t  o f  t h e  p a r -  
t i e s  c :oncerned.  T h i s  a g r e e m e n t  may a l s o  b e  c a n c e l e d  b y  e i t h e r  p a r t y  
u p o n  g i v i n g  a t  l e a s t  180 d a y s  w r i t t e n  n o t i c e  t o  t h e  o t h e r  p a r t y .  

f .  I n  c a s e  o f  m o b i l i z a t i o n  o r  o t h e r  e m e r g e n c y ,  t h i s  a g r e e m e n t  w i l l  r e m a i n  i n  
f o r c e  o n l y  w i t h i n  s u p p l i e r ' s  c a p a b i l i t i e s .  

I C:IVILIAN ENLISTED OFFICER FACILITY 
I AUTHORIZATIONS AUTHORIZATIONS AUTHORIZATIONS SQUARE FOOTAGE 

See Addit ional  Specif ic  Provis ions  Sect ion .  

I have reviewed t h i s  agreement. 

6 4 . d ~ ~  & M L  & ENCE G.  FUNK, J R . ,  P.E. ~ b t e  Illinois Judge Advocate I 
Base Civil Engineer 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS ATTACHED: YES - 
- 
121. SPECIFIC PROVISIONS ( A s  a p p r o p r i a t e :  e .  g., l o c a t i o n  and  s i z e  of  o c c u p i e d  

f a c i l i t i e s ,  u n i q u e  s u p p l i e r  a n d  r e c e i v e r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s ,  c o n d i t i o n s ,  
r e q u i r e m e n t s ,  q u a l i t y  s t a n d a r d s ,  a n d  c r i t e r i a  f o r  m e a s u r e m e n t / r e i m b u r s e -  
m e n t  o f  u n i q u e  r e q u i r e m e n t s . )  

NGB/LGX - 1 Cy 
126 AlZEFW LGX - 25 cy 
928 A(;/= - 10 cy 
440 AlJ/XP - 1 cy 
4AF(R:) - 2 cy 
AFRES/LGX - 2 cy 

I L ADDITIONAL SPECIFIC PROVISIONS ATTACHED: YES 1 

DD F O R M  1144. (REVERSE ) COMPUTER GENERATE:D 



CONTINUATION OF P'OCK 7 - PAGE 1 

ESTIWATED 
REIMBURSEMENT 

BASIS OF 
REIMBURSEMENT 

$87519.36 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 474 
UNIT COST - 184.64 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

-003 * 
)I.fMON USE FACILITY OPERA 
IONS, MAINTENANCE, REPAI 
, AND C0NST:RUCTION 

$72077.40 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 313380 
UNIT COST - 0.23 

-004 * 
ZSASTER PREPAREDNESS 

121945.98 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 474 
UNIT COST - 257.27 

-005, 
!JVIF:ONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 

727041.60 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 313380 
UNIT COST - 2.32 

-006 * 
IRE PROTECTION 

$17376.84 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 474 
UNIT COST - 36.66 

-00r3 * 
C E AND FITNESS SUPPOR 

401658.12 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 474 
UNIT COST - 847.38 

-009 * 
OLICE SERVICES 

$33009.36 
F.C. - 
P E C  - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 474 
UNIT COST - 69.64 

-010 * 
AFETY 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

:-OC 1 * 
.Dl4l:NISTRATIVE SERVICES 

AS APPROPRIATE :-002 * 
.UD:CO/VISUPLL SERVICES 

- ~ 

QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

$10740.03 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 5397 
UNIT COST - 1.99 

1-006 * 
:O'"YUNICAT:CON SERVICES 



FFORT 

9 1 1  * 
:ERING ACTIVITIES 

9 1 4  
CILITIES AND REAL PROPE 
Y SUPPORT 

015 
.CILITY MAINTENANCE AND 
'PP.IR 

017 
Of1 SERVICES 

.01.8 * 
:AI,TH SERVICES 

-01.8. Ol* 
:f"'"VIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

-0::1 * 
!STALLATION RETAIL SUPPL 
AND STORAGE OPERATIONS 

-028 * 
;R(:HASING AND CONTRACTIN 
SI:RVICES 

-029 * 
IFIJSE COL1,ECTION AND DIS 
ISiiL 

-0.32 * 
IA1;ISPORTA'l'ION SERVICES 

CONTINUATION OF ' 3CK 7 - FAGE 2 

BASIS OF 
REIMBURSEIIENT 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUAIrTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 8100000 
UNIT COST - 0.04 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 6840 
UNIT COST - 3.62 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

ESTIMATED 
REIMBURSEMENT 

324000.00 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

$24760.80 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 



C O N T ' I N U A T I O N  O F  -' ,OCK 7 - P A G E  3 

B A S I S  O F  E S T I M A T E D  
P I ' O R T  REIMBURSEMENT R E I M B U R S E M E N T  

WATER & SEWAGE 

HEAT 

GAS 

A S  A P P R O P R I A T E  
Q U A N T I T Y  - 
U N I T  COST - 

EST: $85,313(Sumrne 
$134,73O(N. Sc 

EST: $32,000.00 

EST: $86,428.00 

EST: $52,000.00 



FB66 18-93203-003 GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Upon DOD's full implementation of the financial management policies and practices of the Defense 
Business Operations Fund (DBOF), OSD may require reimbursement for G & A, depreciation, and other 
overhead costs, based on a prorata share. If this becomes a retluirement, the support agreement will be 
revised to include these costs. 

Until DBOF implementation, reimbursement for senices provided will be made using Standard Form 
1080 (Voucher for Transfer between Appropriations andlor Funds) upon receipt of Supplier's bill. 
Specific p a p e n t  instructions will be included on the SF 1080. 



SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 

1. Provide the Supplier with a monthly training schedule ~ ~ c i e n t l y  in advance to ensure proper 
support planning by the Supplier. Ensure personnel assigned 'to operate vehicles are q ~ ~ e d  and properly 
licensed. Vehicles will be returned in the same condition as when loaned to the Receiver. 

2.. Upon request, loan vehicles to the 928 AW for use during their monthly training assemblies except 
when both ANG and 928 AW UTA's are on the same weekend. Ensure vehicles are cleaned and in an 
operational condition prior to loan to the 928 AW. 

:I. ANG will assume any liability whatsoever for personnel injury or property damage caused by any 
vehicle while in their custody. 

4. The using organization must assume the cost for picking up and delivery of vehicles requested. Be 
req~onsible for properly, maintaining, and using the vehicles while it is in their custody. 

.S. Take administrative action relating to damage or theft of the motor vehicle while it is on their 
possession. 

6. Provide Traffic Management Office (TMO) sufficient c:opies of travel orders for ticket issuance 
(prior to pick-up date, where possible). 

7. If a traveler changes or cancels a trip, notify the TMO for appropriate handling as soon as possible. 

8. If tickets or other travel documents are picked up by other than the traveler, insure the traveler is 
briefed in accordance with current directives. 

UTILITIES 

SC'PPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide electricity, gas, heat, water, and sewage service in accordance with DOD Directives and 
AFR 91-5, as well as the Utility Resale Rates established for Receiving Activity. 

2. Prepare the reimbursement document utilizing SF 1080 on a monthly basis. 

3. Provide all normal services to ensure reliable continuation of utility service as outlined in DOD 
Directives and AFR 91-5. 

4. Provide rate calculations and estimated cost on an anrlual basis. 

RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Upon receipt of SF-1080 and supporting docurnentatic~n, take necessary action(s) to reimburse 
Supplier for costs associated with provided services. 

2. Not@ Base Civil Engineering of any interruption in service. 

3. Review annual rate calculations and provide Supplier with signed copy of the agreement. 
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REFUSE COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide on a contractual basis Refuse Collection and Disposal citing funds provided by the Receiver 
previously requested in writing from them. 

RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Prepare fund citation to cover estimated costs of refuse contract. The fund citation will be prepared 
upon receipt of witten request from Supplier. 

TFSNSPORTATION SERVICES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Upon request, loan vehicles to the ANG for use during their monthly training assemblies except 
when both the ANG and 928 AW UTA's are on the same wcekend. Ensure vehicles are cleaned and in an 
operational condition prior to loan to the ANG. 

2. Provide the Receiver with a monthly training schcduk: su&ciently in advance to ensure proper 
support planning by the Receiver. Ensure personnel assigned to operate vehicles are qualified and 
properly licensed. 

3 .  The 928 AW will assume any liability whatsoever for personal injury or property damage caused by 
an.y vehicle while it is their custody. 

4. The using organization must assume the cost for picking up and delivery or vehicle requested. Be 
responsible for properly operating, maintaining, and using !he vehicle while it is in their custody. 

5. Take administrative action relating to damage or theft of the motor vehicle while it is in their 
possession. 

6 .  Make international and domestic travel reservations on AMC and commercial caniers (including 
CONUS rental cars) for Receiver personnel on official travel. 

7. Provide commercial airline tickets andlor AMC Travel Authorizations (MTA) for travelers after 
receipt of appropriate travel orders. 

8. Hande refunds of complete or partially unused transportation documents and provide appropriate 
documents for attachment to travel voucher. 
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RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Furnish Supplier with projected JP-4 requirements on a quarterly basis, Jan, Apr, Jul and Oct. 

a. Provide ANG technicians to assist during peak workloads. 

b. Receiver will venfy daily by 0800 amount of fuel received from Supplier. Receiver will process 
fuel transferred in a timely manner or 48 hours. 

c. Train assigned ANG weekend militaxy personnel in the 2FOX1 AFSC in all aspects of fuel storage 
issue, quality control and accounting Receiver will provide training to the Supplier fuels personnel on 
hytirant hose cart operations upon request. 

d. Receiver will ensure only qualified personnel operate the automation of the fuel fann complex. 

e. Provide a Fuel Center controller on an alternating basis to operate and monitor fuel systems on 
co~~tinuing daily basis IAW AFR 144-1. 

f. Furnish fuel samples for analysis. Perform laboratory analysis during peak periods to assist the 
Supplier or when the Supplier is not available on ANG UTA's. 

g. Provide availability of ANG techs to be trained on environmental procedures and confined space 
entry. 

h. Provide ANG fuels personnel to receive training in the operation of the emergency generators. 

i. Provide supplier fuels personnel assistance in snow removal to ensure mission. 

j. Receiver will operate facilities in support of ANG mission operation on assigned UTA's and after 
Supplier fuels n o d  duty hours. 

k. Provide assistance on exception basis to the Supplier when unique circumstances prevail, i.e. 
UTA, etc.. The Receiver will take necessary actions to ensure Supplier mission accomplishment. 

1. Provide personnel and equipment when requested by Supplier fuels during Air Force One, VIP 
visits or when peak aircraft traffic is experience. 

PURCHASING AND CONTRACTING SERVICES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Contract the KP services for the dining facility. 

2. Contract for pest control. 

IlECElVER WILL: 

1. Provide the 928th AGLGC SOW and funds necessary to contract for KP senice. 

2. Provide funds necessary to contract for pest control services. 
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3.  Commanders andlor representatives will meet no less than annually to discuss mutual concerns and 
to r:vie\v/update this agreement. 

RECEIVER WKLL: 

1. The Recei\.er Bioenvironmental Engineering technician (BEE) will do all necessaq industrial 
hygiene sweys ,  nith all applicable documentation at the following shops: Firing Range (Bldg. 39). The 
information will then be forwarded to the 928th Med SqISGPB. 

2. The Receiver BEE Technician may assist in completion of taskings as requested, in writing, by 
H0:jt. All taskings that fall under the pwiew of, or are the result of ANG operations, \\rill be the 
responsibility the 126th USAF Clinic/SGPB. 

mSTALLATION RETAIL SUPPLY AND STORAGE OPERATIONS 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide both aviation and ground fuels support to ANC; as follows: 

a. Receive, store, inventory and quality control all aviation and ground fuels required by ANG. 

b. Furnish d;uly amount of aviation fuel transferred to IT6 12 1 by 0800. Reconcile accounts for 
aviation fuel daily with ANG in a timely manner or 48 hours. 

c. Train designated ANG technicians in the 2FOX1 M S C  incident to receipt, storage, quality 
control and accounting for aviation and ground fuels after receipt transfer. 

d. Train designated ANG technicians in the 2FOX1 AFSC incident to complete automation of the 
fuel farm complex. 

e. Provide a Fuel Center controIler on an alternating basis to operate and monitor fuel system on 
continuing daily basis IAW AFR 144-1. 

f. Provide base fuels laboratory services for sampling of aviation and ground fuels IAW 42B-1-1. 

g. Provide training and equipment incident to environ~nental procedures and confined space entry. 

h. Ensure emergency power is ready to service all hels  facilities. Train ANG technicians on the use 
o:f emergency generators. 

i. Ensure that all fuel facilities are maintained IAW 37-1- 1 and AFM 85- 16. 

j. Provide access to aviation and ground he ls  facilities on a 24 hour basis. Access will be limited 
assigned Receiver technician fuels personnel. 

k. Provide assistance and support on exception basis and support the Receiver when unique 
c:ircurnstances prevaiI i.e. UTA's. The Supplier will take necessary action to ensure Receiver mission 
s~ccomplishment. 

I. Provide equipment and personnel in support of transient aircraft. Request from Receiver R-9, R-11, 
refueler for use during Air Force One, VIP visits, or when peak aircraft traffic is experienced. 
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4. Allow the Supplier the use of equipment purchased by the Receiver with the stipulation that the 
Supplier wi l l  purchase supplies used to operate the equipment for their use. Cost of repairs to be shared 
eqi~ally by Supplier and Receiver. 

5 .  Train AFRES technicians and document training received on Receiver owned equipment. 

6. Coordinate with 928th Med Sq to provide mission support, i.e., physicals to AFRES personnel, not 
to exceed five ( 5 )  per UTA. 

7. Coordinate the use of equipment during non-UTA time periods in order to reduce scheduling 
conflicts. Equipment to include, but not limited to, EKG, audio booths, PFTs, dental and X-ray 
equipment. 

8. The Receiver M l i t w  Public Health Technician will be responsible for all occupational 
examinations for ANG personnel only. 

9. Commanders andlor representatives will meet no less than annually to discuss mutual concerns and 
to reviewlupdate thls agreement. 

10. Offer any excess supplies to the Supplier. Supplies awyountable to the MSDF will be lent on a hand 
receipt. Supplies will be returned as expediently as possible. 

1 1. Coordinate with Supplier on tasking for the medical unit in the base DCCP and other plans. 

12. Act in good faith on behalf of the Supplier medical wit  when on drill; governor's call, or 
presidents' call up. 

BIOENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. The Supplier Bioenvironmental Engineering Technician (BEE) will do all necessary industrial 
hygiene m e y s ,  with all applicable documentation at the following shops: Corrosion Shop (Bldg. 3 l), 
ED1 (Bldg. 59), POL, & Medical facility (Bldg. 504). The information will be fonvarded to the 26th 
LISA. ClinicfSGPB. 

2. The Supplier BEE Technician is responsible for the following base programs: 

a. Training of all base personnel in Hazardous Comrr~unication Program per HQ AFRESISGPB 
1B1330Z. 

b. Drinking Water Testing Program to include sample collection, testing, and any other program 
requirements. 

c. BES taskings related to the Installations Restoratian Program (IRP). 

d. NEPDES testing requirements related to storm water sampling and testing. 

e. All other taskings related to Supplier responsibilities. 
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HEALTH SERVICES 

SIJPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide emergency ambulance service for illness or iniury on the job. Ambulance service will be 
pro\ided by a recognized fire protection organization. 

2. Coordmate with the 126th USAF Clinic before moving any furniture/cabinets into or out ofjoint use 
rooms; prior to malang any modifications to room or building layouts; or the use of joint use rooms on a 
regular basis by ANG personnel. 

3. Ensure that all AFRES personnel equipmentlsupplies are removed from the joint use rooms at the 
end of each UTA. 

4. Allow the Receiver the use of equipment purchased by the Supplier vlth the stipulation that the 
Receiver will purchase supplies used to operate the equipment for their use. Cost of repairs to be shared 
equally by both Supplier and Receiver. 

5. Will train ANG technicians and document training received on Supplier owned equipment. 

6. Coordinate with 126th USAF Clinic to provide rnissicln support, i.e., physicals to ANG personnel, 
not to exceed five (5) per UTA. 

7. Coordinate the use of equipment during non-UTA time periods in order to reduce scheduling 
conflicts. Equipment to include, but not limited to, EKG, audio booths, PFTSs, dental and X-ray 
equipment. 

8. Commanders and/or representatives will ~neet  no less than annually to discuss mutual concerns and 
to revie\v/update this agreement. 

9. Supplies in excess will be offered to the Receiver. Supplies accountable to the MDSF and will be 
lent on a hand receipt. Supplies will be returned as expediently as possible. 

10. Coordinate with Receiver on tasking for the medical unit in the base DCCP and other plans. 

11. Will act in good faith on behalf on the Receiver medical unit when on drill or presidents' call up. 

RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Ensure all requests for medical services are directed to the base fire department via 117 on any 
telephone instrument. 

2. Coordinate with the 928th Med Sq before moving any furniture or cabinets into or out ofjoint use 
rooms; prior to making any modifications to room or building layouts; or the use of joint use rooms by 
IV.RES personnel. 

3. Ensure that all ANG personal equipment/supplies arc: removed from the joint use rooms at the end 
of each UTA. 
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REAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 

SUI'PLIER WILL: 

1. Provide facilities maintenance and repair services. 

:2. Provide Entomology services: 

a. To treat and inspect prone areas - washrooms, utility rooms, cafeteria/vending areas - one time per 
month. 

b. To treat other areas as problem arise. 

c. To bate for rodents as needed. 

3. Services will be provided on a reimbursable basis. 

RF:CEIVER WILL: 

1. Notxfy in a timely fashion Supplier of need for services beyond the once per month cycle. 

FOOD SERVICES 

SIJPPLIER WILL: 

1. Insure that the ANG Dining Hall is returned in a clean condition. Garbage and trash is to be 
removed nightly and placed in outside containers. Facilities equipment and utensils will be cleaned IAW 
te~ms of the existing KP contract and 126 CSS/SVF checklist 146-1-01. 

2. Share the cost of replacing dishes and utensils on a 50150 bias with the ANG. 

3. Replace with the similar item any Dining Hall equipment, i.e. blenders, meat cutters etc., that are 
dzunaged or stolen during periods the 928 AW has occupied the facility. 

RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Insure that the ANG Dining Hall is in a clean condition prior to the 928 AW use. Provide Supplier 
uith a copy of 126 CSS/SVF Checklist 148-1-01. 

2. Share the cost of replacing dishes and utensils on a 50/50 basis with the 928 AW. 

3. Be responsible for replacing any item of dining Hall equipment that is damaged or stolen during 
periods the facility is occupied by the ANG. 
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RE,CEIVER WILL: 

1. Prepare project design criteria and construction documents, and provide the Supplier base civil 
engineer ulth a11 information necessary for the proper submittal of FAA and OMB A-95 coordination 
req,uests. 

2. Assist the Supplier as required in assembling data to rnaintain real property accountability and 
submit real property reports in compliance with Supplier irtstructions to include information on all 
coinpleted consuuction, alterations and facility improvement projects. 

FPKILITIES AND REAL PROPERTY SUPPORT 

SIPPLIER WILL: 

1. Process AF Form 332, Work Orders, forwarded by the ANG Base Civil Engneer for action and 
id8:ntdkation of reimbursable elements. 

2. Assist ANG Receiver with grass cutting and other ground maintenance to the extent time and 
resources permit as agreed to in the current Base Grass Cutting Plan. 

3. Provide FOD sweeping and removal in and around joint use parking lots, joint use roadway and 
joint use taxiways. 

4. Request support, available from tenant in writing to appropriate Receiver unit. 

5. Make available, lock and key equipment for use by the ANG key and lock person upon written 
rt:quest of the ANG Civil Engineer. 

6 .  Prepare appropriate responses and management activity required for compliance with the 
requirements of the Resource Conservation and Recovery ACT (RCRA), applicable EPA Regulations and 
DOD guidance for both Supplier and ANG organizations. 

ELECEIVER WILL: 

1. The ANG Base Civil Engineer will forward AF Form 332 to Supplier for action after validation by 
the Receiver commander or designee. Decision on reimbursable items will be IAW AFM 172-1, Chap 16. 

2. The ANG will advise and coordinate with the 928 AWICE on grass cutting requirements and will 
fulfill its responsibilities as agreed to in the current Base Grass Cutting Plan. 

3. Assist AFRES Supplier with FOD sweeping and removal to the extent that time and resources 
] ~ r m i t .  

4. Provide requested support to the extent that time and resources permit. 

5. Assist the Supplier, as required, in assembling data pertaining to RCRA, EPA, DOD environmentd 
requirements in compliance with the Supplier instructions and requests. 
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RE:CEIVER WILL: 

1. Utilize BCC services during normal duty hours offered. 

2. Provide the 928 SUGISC located in Bldg 40, Room 112 with two copies of a letter for personnel 
aul horized to release andlor receipt for Electrical Messages for AUTODIN t r a c  during duty hours. This 
iett:er must include: SSAN; Clearance; and signature of each individual. This letter will be updated 
amnually by 1 October, or when changes occur. In addition, Receiver will provide the Supplier with a "Key 
Pe:rsonnelU list containing the same information plus a telephone number for both duty and nonduty for 
pe1:sonneI authorized for receipt message traffic during non-duty hours. 

3. Provide the Supplying Activity a copy of UTAIAT Training Dates to be performed in the BCC. 

a. Follow rules, regulations, and 01's established by the Supplying Activity. 

b. N o t e  Supplying Activity ASAP of any abnormalities that occurred on training weekend. (i.e. 
equipment outages, insecurities.) 

CONTINUATION: 

4. Upon receipt of SF 1080, reimburse Supplying Activity for overtime hours expended in support of 
Receiving Activity when support is requested outside the normal hours of operation. 

5. Identify COMSEC requirements, and reevaluate reqdrements annually. 

6. Provide the Supplying Activity a list of required item; and a roster of personnel authorized to receipt 
for COMSEC material. 

7. Upon receipt of SF 1080, reimburse Supplying Activity for proportionate share of cost for COMSEC 
usage as reflected on the SF 1080. 

8. Receiver will provide appropriate direct fund citation to be charged for the other equipment and 
se:nices. 

I 

ENGINEERING SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

I. Provide base master plan citing and submit project ctmrdination requirements as required by FAA, 
OMB A-95, and other agencies for all ANG programmed construction. - 

2. Maintain real property accountability under AF'R 87-4 and submit reports under AFM 87-10 for all 
ANG Receiver funded construction, improvement or modifications that upon completion are located on 
tlhe Supplier base. 
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W:CEn'ER WILL: 

1. Utilize BVISC according to normal duty hours offered. 

2. Pro\ide all necessary documentation/forms in accordance with AF Regulations. 

3. Will notlfy BVISC at least 24 hours in advance to schedule sufficient time for task. 

4. Upon receipt of SF 1080, reimburse Supplier for senric:es rendered. 

COMMUNICATION SERVICES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Operate the BCC between the hours of 0600-1600 weekdays in accordance with DOD and Air Force 
S~mdards. 

2. Proklde AUTODIN Traffic Services during the hours listed above to the Receiving Activity with: 

a. Over-the-counter service of record message traffic. 

b. Not@ message addressee when High Precedence (immediate or higher) record traffic has been 
received. 

c. Deliver High Precedence (immediate or higher) record traff~c within the speed of service time 
requirements to ~~~'AL'IXOUTE when the local Communications Center is inoperable and ALTROUTE 
procedures have been place into effect. 

d. Insure the during nonduty hours the ALTROUTE provider handles all Categories I and I1 of 
message traffic. 

3. Allow the receiving activity to operate the BCC on U7:A weekends. 

4. Provide BCC Services outside the regular hours of operation when requested by the Receiving 
Activity for special requirements. 

5. Submit to the Receiving Activity for overtime reimbursement commensurate with the grade of 
employee(s) providing overtime service to the Receiving Activity. Grades commensurate involving 
overtime would be between GS-06 and GS-09. 

6. Establish and maintain a COMSEC account to include support of Receiving Activity Requirements. 

7. Submit to the Receiving Activity for proportionate sh;ue of COMSEC usage in excess of 174 hours 
monthly, or the equivalent of one full-time GS-07 COMSEC employee. 
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SAFETY 

SCPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide assistance in safety matters when requested and perform annual explosive safety 
inspections. Explosive safety inspections will be coordinated with the Receiver's safety officer. 

2. Serve as a point of contact to coordinate safety related support from other 928 AW units. 

RlSCEIVER WILL: 

1. Establish a separate Accident Prevention Program required to meet applicable standards of the ANG 
an.d HQ AMC. This program will include inspection and hazardous analysis of all ANG unitlfacilities. 
The Receiver will investigate and report accidents or incidents as necessary through ANG channels. The 
explosive safety program of the ANG will be coordinated with Supplier.. 

ADMINISTRATNE SERVICES 

S'LJPPLIER WILL: 

1. Insure an adequate local destruction capability exists 1.0 dispose of classified material as required by 
DOD 5200.1-RIAFR 205-1 and AFKAG 1. Idenw to the 126 ARW the location of the 
equipment/incinerator to be used to destroy classified material and provide a point of contact (POC) for 
use of the equipmentlincinerator. 

EXCETVER WILL: 

1. Be responsible for the destruction of its own classified material utilizing the facility provided by the 
Supplier IAW DOD 5200.1-RIAFR 205-1 and AFKAG 1. Coordinate with 928 AW POC for the use of the 
Lxal classified destruction equipmentlincinerator. Insure aluipmentlincinerator is left in the same 
condition as it was found. 

fLUDIONISUAL INFORMATION SERVICES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Operate the BVISC between the hours of 0630-1500 on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. 

2. Provide Passport and Official Officer Photographs in. accordance with AF Regulations. 

3. Provide photos as required for Officer School Tours. 

4. Provide material necessary to accomplish tasks. 

5. Notify personnel when photos can be picked up. 
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h. Assist ~ l t h  security police manpower in keeping both installation gates open when manpower 
permits. 

i. Assist the Supplier in the protection of the instal la ti or^ perimeter, manpower permitting. To the 
extent possible, the Receiver will ensure that protection measures outlined in their oun directives are not 
in conflict with, but enhance the Supplier's protection measu:res. 

j. Request liaison with outside Federal, State and Municipal agencies through the Supplier or directly 
under emergency conditions. 

k. Provide protection for ANG priority resources which are not in a secure facility or under 
protection. 

3. IAW OARSR 207-1, appoint representatives and attend the RPECiBSC meetings, or designate a 
representative to attend. Conduct meetings with other ANG Receiver organizations to gather and 
coordinate input to the RPECtBSC and ISP. 

a. No@ Supplier of flightline traffic in other than rnili.tary assigned vehicles. 

b. N o w  the Supplier of any information or reports haling an effect on security or law enforcement 
ac:tivi ties. 

c. Initiate IncidentlComplaints reports concerning AN(; priority resources and forward the report to 
the Supplier for disposition. 

4. Provide for close-in security for ANG priority resources. 

a. Central Security Control will no@ the Law Enforcement Desk of any Threat Condition Alerting 
blessages received from their command. 

b. Publish Annex's and supplement to Supplier's OPL,Ws regulations in support of their physical 
security program, AFR 207- 1. 

c. The 126 ARW Commander will coordinate with the: Installation commander the designation of 
P.eceiver's restricted areas. 

d. Provide armed response in support of Suppliers mu.-hijacking plan, upon request. 

e. Have CSC designated and made available to the FBI as a Command Center during hijacking 
incidents and the Secret Service as a SAFE HOUSE during Presidential visits. 

5. Provide assistance for routine operations of the Pass and Registration Section. 

a. Provide Suppler with dates of scheduled drill training assemblies. 

b. Receiver will provide Pass and Registration operations for Receiver mobilization/mobility 
:processing. 

c. Receipt for War stock of DD Form 2AF (ACT) and DD Form 1173 when mobilization is effective. 

6. The 126ARW/SP, CSP is the Information Security Program Information Security officer for the 
ANG. A copy of all Information Security related incident reports will be furnished to the Supplier CSP. 
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e. Have the Installation Commander designate the Receivers restricted areas IAW AFR 207-l(AF1 
3 1-101). 

f. Provide the armed personnel necessary for detainment of individuals apprehended within the 
Receivers restricted areas. Apprehended individuals will be detained, and processed in according to local 
requirements. 

g. N o w  the Receiver Central Security Control (CSC) when armed response is required in support of 
anti-hijacking procedures, as outlined in the Suppliers anti-hijacking plan. 

5. Provide pass and registration services on a routine basis for Receiver's military and dependent 
personnel. 

a. Provide facilities of issuance of AF Form 11 99 USAF Restricted Area Badge for ANG restricted 
areas during normal duty hours and during ANG scheduled drill weekends. 

b. Provide pass and registration scrvice to the Receiver under emergency conditions. 

c. Provide the Receiver with suf3icient identification ~uds for mobilization processing of ANG 
p:rsonnel. This includes sufficient warstocks of DD Form 2AF (ACT) and DD Form 1173. 

6. Provide access to AF Form 110 file to Receivers SPLAJSPOL section to complete Receivers 
Personnel Security Investigation. Provide copies of messages that would impact on Receiver 
h . o n n a t i o e r s o e 1  Security Program 

IlECEIVER WILL: 

1. Coordinate with the Supplier on all S&ty Police matters that affect the Supplier's overall 
responsibility for protection of personnel, facilities and equipment 

2. Provide protection for Receivers non-priority resources as directed by ANGR 125-037 and the 
1,nstallation Security Plan (ISP). 

a. Iden@ to the Supplier those areas to be designated Controlled Areas. 

b, Be present during all controlled area inspections 01: surveys conducted on Receiver's facilities. 
Provide information concerning requirements that are different from that of the Supplier's IAW ANGR 
125-037. Report the summarized status of the Receivers weapons/munitions facilities IAW ANGR 125- 
037, and furnish a copy of each report to the 928 SUG/SP. 

c. Assist the Supplier through the use of manpower, -when available. 

d. Receiver custodians of alarm facilities will conduct alarm systems testing IAW AFR 125-37 (AFI 
3 1-209). 

e. Support the Supplier with armed response assistance to irregularities or emergency situations, 
using the priority response listing. 

f. Provide the dose-in security of ANG assigned priority resources. Provide armed assistance to 
defense of installation resources as they may affect ANG assigned resource protection. 

g. Participate and implement Suppliers anti-terrorism program. Coordinate with the Supplier on any 
and all threat information. 
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d. Monitor and conduct required test of Receivers alarmed facilities, IAW AFR 125-37(AFI 31-209). 

e. Not@ Recelrler of, and provide armed response to irregularities or emergency situations affecting 
Receivers non-priority resources. 

f. Provide armed response assistance in support of ANG priority resources as required by AER 207-1 
(PI1 3 1 - 10 l), and the Installation Security Plan. 

g. Coordinate with Receiver on any and all threat infoimation. 

h. Provide access to this station through both the main and auxiliaq' gates as specified within the 
Installation Security Plan. 

i. Provide for installation perimeter protection during increased threat conditions. Coordinate 
p:rotection measures with the Receiver. 

j. Act as liaison with outside Federal, State, and Municipal agencies on behalf of Receiver. 

k. Provide for protection of Receivers resources to the extent outlined in ISP. 

3. Conduct the Resource protection Executive CommitteeBase Security Council meetings and include 
the 126 ARWICC, and other members as stated within the OARSR 207-1. 

a. Publish the base level directive required by AFR 207-l(AFI3 1-101) concerning Receivers 
resuicted areas. 

b. Publish the Installation Security Plan and include tenant's requirements as part of the basic plan, 
annex or appendix. Provide 126 ARWICSP with twenty-five (25) copies of the ISP. 

c. Notify Receiver of flightline ua&c in other than military assigned vehicles. 

d. No* Receiver of any information or reports having an effect on security or law enforcement 
activities (i.e. Presidential visits, evaluation of local treat assessmems etc.) and include Receiver in 
meetings concerning the subject. 

e. Initiate IncidentfCompliant Reports as required and provide one (1) copy of each report of the 
Receiver. AF Form 110 will be maintained by the host anti will record information from reports initiated 
'by both the Supplier and Receiver. 

4. Provide for overall security of installation resources, with the exception of priority resources 
assigned to the ANG. Armed response will be provided upon request using the priority response listing. 

a. When reported by the Receiver and approved by the Installation Commander, implement 
appropriate THREATCON procedures. 

b. Coordinate for and furnish to the Receiver, threat assessments that are current within the criteria 
of AFR 207-l(AFI31-101). 

c. The Installation Commander will co-sign any Receiver OPLAN or ANNEXES as they relate to the 
ISP. 

d. Gather and coordinate input from other Receiver organizations (as may pertain to the USAF 
Physical Security Program AFR 207-1) for inclusion in the Suppliers Security Council meetings. 
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7. Advise and coordinate with the 928 AWICE on grass cutting requirements and will W i l l  its 
responsibilities as agreed to in the current Base Grass Cutting Plan. 

8. Assist AFRES Supplier with FOD sweeping and removal to the extent that time and resources 
permit. 

9. Provide requested support to the extent that time and resources permit. 

10. Provides accumulation point managers to maintain &,lily logs of products stored, ensure source 
separation of waste products, no* Supplier environmental engineer of disposal requirements. Receiver 
shall maintain a team of trained personnel to respond to accidental releases in the area of the 
accumulation point. Receiver shall provide all information required by the Supplier to manifest and 
dispose of waste products. Disposal costs of Receiver specific wastes shall be reimbursed to the Supplier. 

11. Receiver shall provide the Supplier a single point of contact for environmental management. This 
point of contact shall also serve as ANG representative on Silpplier Environmental Protection Committee. 

12. Coordinate timing of proposed actions with Supplier to allow adequate time to accomplish the 
Environmental Analysis. 

MORALE AND FITNESS SUPPORT 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide access to use base parks, recreation centers, gyms, fitness centers, athletic fields and related 
services on the same basis as the Supplier. 

RECErVER WILL: 

1. Request service and comp1y.with Supplier policies and procedures. 

PO LICE SERVICES 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Coordinate with Receiver, all Security Police matters pertaining to the protection of personnel, 
facilities and equipment of the 126 ARW. All correspondence concerning Security activities affecting the 
Receiver will be routed through the 126 ARSICSP for distribution. 

2. Provide the personnel and senices necessary to secure Receivers non priority resources, LAW AFR 
125-37(AFI 3 1-209). 

a. Designate Receivers Controlled Areas IAW AFR 125-37(AFI 31-209) and other appropriate 
reg,dations. 

b. Conduct initial, annual, and special surveys of Receivers Controlled Areas IAW 125-37(AFI 31- 
209) and the Installation Security Plan. 

c. Provide external surveillance patrols for Receivers areas and facilities. 
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!j. Provide Supplier maintenance and utilities costs for Bldg. 405, Joint Medical Training Facility, 
esccpt for Janitorial Senices for those areas designated ANG sole-use areas. Reimburse for Janitorial 
Sen-~ces in the Bldg. 7 telecom facility, for those arcas designated as sole-use areas. 

6 .  Receiver process and review AF Form 332, Work Ordcrs submitted ANG Base Civil Engineer and 
iderltlfy by the reimbursable elements. 

'7. Assist the 126 ANG with grass cutting and other ground maintenance to the extent time and 
resources permit as agreed to in the current Base Grass Cutting Plan. 

5. Provide FOD weeping and removal in and around joint use parlung lots, joint use roadway and joint 
use taxiways. 

9. Request support, available from Receiver in writing to appropriate Receiver unit. 

10. Make available, lock and key equipment for use by the ANG key and lock person upon written 
request of th-e ANG Civil Engineer. 

1 1. Provide environmental management support in storage, transportation and disposal of hazardous 
wastes, waste oils, solvents, greases, hydraulic fluids, fuels and other substances controlled by state, 
federal or local laws as danger to the environment if accidentally released. 

12. Provide specific detailed written guidance regarding procedures for the handling and disposal of 
huxdous  wastes to the ANG Civil Engineer to ensure compliance with all AFRES, Federal, State, and 
loc,d FPA policies as well as the Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act, Toxic Substance Control Act, Resource 
Recovery and Conservation Environmental Response Compe.nsation and Liabilities Act. 

13. Provide complete environmental analysis on Description of Proposed Actions through the 
Environmental Impose Analysis Process (EIAP). 

RECEIVER WILL: 

1 .  Comply with all AFR, AFM and 928 AW base fire protection drectives and procedures. 

2. Advise the 928 AW fire department concerning the schedule of ANG flight operations, alert aircraft 
enl;ine starts, and aircraft generation exercises. The status and location of each aircraft being generated 
will be provided to the 928 AW fire department by the 126 A.NG/DO. 

3. Notify the Base Fire Department, extension 117, who in turn will immediately implement the 
err~ergency medical services plan. 

4. Reimburse the Supplier for all utility services as agreed in the current Utilities Resale Rates 
Agreement. 

5. Reimburse for janitoriaI services for those areas designated as sole-use areas. Provide tenant 
maintenance and utilities cost for Bldg. 7 telecom facility except for those areas designated AFRES sole 
US(: areas. 

6 .  The ANG Base Civil Engineer wiIl forward AF Form 332 to host for action after validation by the 
Re:ceiver commander or designee, Decision on reimbursable items will be IAW AFM 172-1, Chap 16. 
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RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Receiver Environmental Coordinator will certlfy all reimbursable expenses related to environmental 
con~pliance/hazardous waste disposal. Upon certification, will be forwarded to FM bill for payment. 

2. Reimburse Supplier for environmental support provided which is directly related to the generation, 
accumulation, storage, transportation, or disposal of ANG hazardous wastdmaterials. 

3. Reimburse Supplier for all costs that are directly attribi~table to ANG operations and that are not 
corlsidered a direct cost of doing business. Receiver will assist Supplier, whenever possible, in the 
management of specific programs upon request. 

4. Provide a Point of Contact (ANG Environmental Coordinator) to ensure ANG compliance to all 
Federal, State, and local laws and regulations. SatellitdAccumulation point managers and alternates will 
be appointed for all ANG sites where hazardous waste is generated or hazardous materials are stored. 
AblG Environmental Coordinator will be an active member of the Host Environmental Protection 
Committee. 

5. Coordinate timing of proposed actions with the Supplier to allow adequate time to accompIish the 
enirironmental analysis. 

6. Participate in Host's ECAMP program. 

7. Assist Supplier in implementing pollution prevention measures. 

8. Support Supplier's efforts in responding to regulators imd others on issues of noncompliance. 

9. Maintain compliance with federal, state and local environmental protection regulations. 

10. Attend scheduled environmental training classes. 

FIRE PROTECTION 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Accomplish facility fire prevention inspections. Conduct fire prevention training. Maintain fire 
extinguishers in facilities. Provide and operate aerospace crash rescue fire equipment and structuraI 
firefighting equipment. 

2. Ensure available firefighting vehicles are manned as required by AFR 92-IIAFRES Sup 1. Provide 
fully trained firefighters for response to emergencies during periods of ANG flight operations. If the 
required minimum fire crash rescue vehicles or force is not available, the 928 AW Fire Chief will 
inunediateIy n o t e  the 126 ANGDO or the duty S u p e ~ s o r  of Flying. 

3. Provide emergency ambulance service on a 24-hour per day 7-day per week basis. The ambulance 
will be provided by the City of Chicago or other local Fire Protection organization 

4. Provide utilities on a reimbursable basis as agreed in the most current Utilities Resale Rates 
Agreement. 
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EIYVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide Receiver with environmental senices through the use of environmental contracts with 
ve:ndors as identified by 928th CEEVEnvironmental Management. Supplier will bill Receiver on SF 1080 
for reimbursement of Environmental Compliance/Hazardous Waste Disposal costs. SF 1080 will be 
submitted to 126th ARWEM for certification. Included with SF 1080, as applicable, will be contract 
number and name, amount expended, dates of senice, description of senice, copies of invoices, and any 
other information as applicable. 

2. Pro\lde environmental support in storage, transportation, and disposal of hazardous waste, waste 
oils, solvents, greases, hydraulic fluids, fuels, and other substances controlled by Federal, State, or local 
laws as presenting a danger to the environment if accidentally released. 

3. Be responsible for all costs associated with the management of tlus facility. This includes, but not 
limited to, NEPDES permits and all associated taskings and fees, pesticides management, drinking water 
testing and monitoring, air emission inventories and monitoring, and any other costs or taskings that are 
the direct result of "doing business." 

4. Provide specific written guidance regarding procedur~:~ for the handling, transportation, and 
disposal of hazardous waste to the ANG Environmental Coordinator to insure compliance with applicable 
A.FRES, Federal, State, and local environmental laws, rules, regulations, and policies.{ 

5. Provide complete environmental analysis on Description of Proposed Actions through the 
E;nvironmental Impact Analysis Process (EIAP). 

6 .  Ensure receiver is included in the Environmental Compliance Assessment and Management 
Program @CAMP). 

7. Provide annual environmental inspections. 

8. Assist Receiver in implementing pollution preventior~ measures into their systems/programs. 

9. Not@ Receiver as soon as potential regulatory Enforcement Actions (EA) are identified and 
coordinate remedies with Receiver. 

10. Provide Receiver with an opportunity to participate in the process of deciding how to respond to 
a,llegations of noncompliance. 

11. Make the final determination on whether to pay or contest civil penalties. 

12. Provide guidance on compliance with federal, state and local environmental protection regulations. 

13. Provide environmental training as needed (e.g. hazardous waste management, HAZCOM). 
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CONTINUATION 

17. Maintain listings of personnel appointed to Disaster Preparedness teams. 

RICCEIVER WILL: 

1. Respond and protect assigned personnel and property materials incident, terrorist action or acts of 
wiu. 

2. Provide a proportionate share of personnel for the following teams: Decontamination, Shelter 
Management, Disaster Preparedness Support Team. 

3. Provide, in writing, named representation to the following: Survival Recovery Center, Unit Control 
Center, Disaster Response Force, and the installation Disaster Preparedness Planning Board (This may be 
a composite team), Emergency Response Planning Team. 

4. Comply with Suppliers program directives and those tiirectives agreed upon at the Planning board, 
and in this document. 

5. Inform the Supplier (SUGICEB) when in receipt of any extremely hazardous substance, or toxic 
chemical as defined by Federal or State Law. 

6. Provide Materid Safety Date Sheets for any procured supplies to SUG/CEB. 

7. Provide training for forces deployable to a chemicaVbiological warfare environment. 
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DISASTER PREPAREDNESS 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide all normal services related to Emergency Services operations. Provide and operate the 
Mobile Command Post, Alerting services, and recovery operations. Establish and conduct training 
programs. Plan and substantiate facilities, equipment, tools, supplies, and manning for disaster 
preparedness services, recovery and reconstitution of the installation. Prepare incident reports. Provide for 
24 hour Emergency Services capabilities. 

2. Provide all normal services related to the development of emergency regulations, plans, 
procedures and programs to develop, and supervise unit disas1:er preparedness representatives programs. 
Assist Receiver in the preparation of required checklists, plans, and implementing instructions as 
mandated by Federal, State, and local law in addition to Air Force and Department of Defense guidance. 

:3. Provide training for forces deployable to a chernicaYbioXogical warfare environment, in the event the 
126th, Air Base Operability office has deployed, or is unavai1;~ble. 

.4. Provide training for pre-identified forces which respond. to senses of a major accident, natural 
disaster, or act of terrorism and war. 

5. Provide staff assistance visits to monitor status of Receiver disaster preparedness program on as 
requested basis. 

6.  Provide command and control support during response to emergency situations. 

7. Provide communications for on-scene emergency operations, within area of response, defined as one 
half the distance to the nearest militaq installation with a like response capability. 

8. Approve Receiver checklists in support of OPLAN 355-1 and Base use plan. 

9. Provide and maintain radiac instruments for unit shelters. 

10. Assign Receiver shelter space. 

11. Assist Receiver, to develop maintenance and use procedures for nuclear, biological, and chemical 
detection, protection, and contamination control measures. 

12. Assist Receiver to integrate response planning efforts and ensure other plans include disaster 
preparkdness requirements IAW AFR 355-1, Chapter 3, when requested. 

13. Brief new commanders and their staff(s) with major clisaster preparedness program responsibilities 
on the following: 

a. Disaster preparedness policy, organization, and responsibilities. 

b. Status of disaster preparedness program initiatives, training, equipment and supplies. 

14. Submit changes for and ensure Receiver are provided the current standard installation grid map(s). 

15. Provide information to Receiver for the conduct of newcomer:: orientation IAW 355-1. 

16. Provide information packages to conduct ongoing education of personnel. 
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COMMON USE FACILITY OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE, REPAIR AND CONSTRUCTION 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Provide all normal senices required to maintain roadu.ays providing ingress and egress to and from 
the Receivers facilities, including the adjacent parking lots. This item includes periodic street sweeping 
duiing the summer months. 

2. When the facility is used by the 928 AW, the 928 AWJCE provide emergency repair services ~ i t h i n  
capabilities. Major complex repair requirements will be immediately reported to ANG Civil Engineer. 

3. Provide the ANG Prime Ribs Technician, 126 SUF, an annual unit training assembly schedule 
sul'ficiently in advance to insure proper planning. To accommodate scheduling, use of Bldg. 39 during 
other than monthly UTA's for purposes such as annual training periods, Commander's Call, meetings, 
etc., will be requested in writing, from the ANG Base Civil Engineering. 928 AWISV will coordinate 
access and security of the facility with Bldg 39 Custodian, 1;!6 CES. 

RECEIVER WILL: 

1. Coordinate and approve the use of Bldg. 39 to the 928 AW based upon UTA schedule and other pre- 
coordinated requirements. Provide access to the facility baseti upon arrangements agreed to with the 
Building Custodian and Security Police. 
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CONTINUATIOS 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

18. Ensure the installation submits required natural disaster and major accident reports. 

19. Sene  as final releasing authority for aircraft accidenthncidents. 

a. Coordnate all proposed news releases concerning aircraft accidents involving h r  Force Reserve 
aircraft andlor aircrews and AFRESPA, appropriate NAFPA, and gaining MAJCOIWPA as info 
addresses on all messages traffic dealing with AFRES aircraft accidents/incidents. 

b. Coorhnate all proposed news releases concerning aircraft accidents involving Pur Force Reserve 
aircraft andlor aircrews and AFRESPA, appropriate NAFPA, and gaining MAJCOIWPA as info 
addresses on all messages traffic dealing with AFRES aircraft accidentslincidents. 

20. Request ReceiverPA participate in actual emergencies and disaster preparedness exercises. 

2 1. Assist tenant with civic leader tours, as requested and wittun unit capabilities. 

22. Assist tenant with press conference and act as media escorts, as requested and w i h n  unit 
capabilities. 

RE,CEIVER WILL: 

1. Command Receiver personneI. The Wing Command coordinates with the Supplier base in 
carrying out the Receiver's mission. Receiver units will not take action that would adversely affect the 
inherent overall authority and responsibility the Supplier or the Air Force image O'Hare ARS IAP IL, 
paticularly in such areas as general military discipline conduct and appearance. The Receiver will 
observe coordinated base publications issued by the Supplier in support of the above command 
responsibilities. 

2. Participate in and comply with Host Commanders program as required. 

3.  Notify the Supplier when in receipt of any hazardous or extremely hazardous material(s). 

4. Provide a l l  releasable information to SupplierPA 1A.W AFR 190-1. The ReceiverICC will issue 
statement through the SupplierPA. Brief Receiver Security Police, Safety and Operations personnel 
amnually on AFR 190-1 and mishap report requirements. Assist SupplierIPA with AFR 10-1 briefings as 
requested. 

5. Assist SupplierPA with actual emergencies and disaster preparedness exercises, as requested and 
within unit capabilities. 

6. Assist Supplier with civic leader tours, as requested and within unit capabilities. 

7. Assist SupplierPA with press conferences and act a.s media escorts, as requested and within unit 
capabilities. 

8. Inform SupplierIPA of scheduled press conferences .and/or media visits. 
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CCbMMAND ELEMENT 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Command Supplier personnel to support the Receiver unit. The Supplier Commander coordinates 
wirh the Receiver Commander on all matters that affect the Receiver. 

2. Establish and installation program as outlined in AF'R.'s 355-1,355-3, 355-1 1, and AFPD's and 
AFTI'S 32 series. 

3. Publish and maintain current Disaster Preparedness Operations plans. 

4. Ensure applicable operations orders, plans, directives, and similar documents contain disaster 
preparedness guidance. 

5. Ensure mutual disaster preparedness support agreements are coordinated with involved local civil 
authorities at the city, county, state, and regional levels. 

6. Support authorities during peacetime civil emergencies and provide natural disaster relief assistance 
according to AFR 355-1, Chapter 12. 

7. Ensure public affairs activities supporting disaster prc:paredness programs and conducted during 
disaster operations as accomplished according to AFR 190-1. 

8. Ensure the Disaster Response Force is staffed, trained, equipped, and prepared to respond to 
disasters. 

9. Ensure the Exercise Evaluation Team is appointed, and evaluates the installation disaster 
preparedness capability according to AFR 355-1, Chap.8. ' 

10. Ensure a Mobile Command Post is designated and equipped according to AFR 355-1, Chap. 5. 

1 1. Establish, staff and provide facilities according to AFM 86-2 for Disaster Preparedness. 

12. Ensure a protective shelter program is established auxrding to AFR 355-3. 

13. Ensure a base level training program for disaster preparedness is established according to AFR 
355-1, Chap 6. 

14. Promptly respond to and take command of the military aspects of major accidents, until relieved or 
r1:covex-y is complete, regardless of the installations size or command. 

15. Ensure Superfund Authorization and Reauthorization Act (SARA) title III - Environmental 
F'lanning Community Right to Know Act HAZMAT (EPCRA) procedures are integrated into existing 
emergency planning documents. 

16. Assign an installation HAZMAT emergency planning and response program manager. 

17. Ensure HAZMAT emergency planning is included i n  the installations disaster preparedness 
program. Ensures an installation warning system is installled and maintained. 
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apl~roval bemeen Supplier and Receiver. Other support planning documents referred to in this agreement 
may be required although they are not made part of this agreement. These documents will be hrnished by 
either Supplier or Receiver within seven workdays after documents have been finalized. 

d. Air Force directives will generally prevail. Exception: If contradictory to an applicable DOD 
directive, the DOD directive will then apply. 

MISSION OF THE RECEIVER 

The primary mission of the 126 Air Refueling Wing is to support the nuclear strike missions of the SingIe 
Integrated Operational Plan (SIOP). Additionally, the unit is tasked to support four conventional 
operations plans in three theaters. Tasking includes Supplier and lead unit responsibilities. As part of the 

Mobility Command, the Wing is tasked to provide Air Reheling support to Major Commands of the 
A[r Force as well as other U.S. military forces and military forces of allied nations. The 126 ARW is a I0 
PAA, KC-135E, AMC gained unit. 

ASSIGNED PERSONNEL OF THE RECEIVER 

Authorized strength for the 126 ARW consists of: 260 full time civilians, 94 active members and 1269 
re.servists. 
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Upon the projected implementation of DBOF, the estimated reimbursement of this agreement will be 
terminated and a new estimated reimbursement agreement will be negotiated at that time. 

PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this agreement is to define the authorities and responsibilities of the 928 Airlift Wing 
(AFRES) and the 126 Air Refueling Wing (ANG), O'Hare IAP ARS, EL 60666-5010, regarding support 
se~vices. 

AIJTHORITY. 

Other authorities and direction are provided by the following documents: 

a. DODI 4000-19, Interservice, Interdepartmental, and Interagency Support. 

b. Defense Business Operations Fund (DBOF) Implementation Plan. 

c. AFR 88-10, Chapter 1, Water Supply General Consideration. 

d. AFM 170-27, Cost Accounting for Civil Engineer Activities. 

e. AFOSH Standard 16 1.6, General Sanitation. 

f. AFI 5 1-604, Rank, Precedence, and Command. 

g. AFR 9 1-5, AFM 190-17 and AFM 88-10, Utility Selvices. 

h. AFR 92-1, Fire Protection Program. 

i. Snow and Ice Control Plan. 

j. AFR 125-37 (AFI 31-209), The Installation and Resources Protection Program. 

k. AFR 355-1, Planning and Operations. 

1. AFR 355-3, Air Force Personnel Shelter Program. 

m. AFR 355-1 1, Enforcement of Order at Air Force Installations. 

n. AFPD and AFPI 32 series. 

POLICY. 

a. This indefinite agreement becomes effective 1 Oct 94, and providesthe 126 ARW utilities, and 
ather services for the 126 ARW, located at O'Hare IAP ARS, IL, hosted by the 928 Airlift Wing 
(hereinafter referred to as Supplier), and 126 ARW (hereinafter referred to Receiver). 

- (1) Command jurisdiction of the installation will lx exercised by the Wing Commander of the 
Supplier as designated by AFRES in accordance with provisions of AFI 5 1-604. 

b. This agreement replaces Support Agreement W928I-E which became &Wive 4 Jun 91. 

c. Support planning factors included herein, and in annexes attached hereto, are hereby made a part 
of this agreement. None of these planning factors will be changed without prior coordination and 
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' i SUPPORT AGREEMENT 'I 

I .  AGREEMENT NUMBER 2. SUPERSEDED AGREE. NO. 
IRon'dad by :&iw/ 111 rhis rqrlrces anothw agrnmurrl 

FB67 12-911335-001 I AF For. 149 (911 HB) 
SUPPLYIN0 l rCT lV lN 

NAME AND AODRESS 

9 11 Airlift Group 
I Pittsburgh International Airport ARS 
3 1 6  Defense Avenue, Suite 101 
Coraopolis, PA 15 1084403 
POC: 911 AGIXP. DSN: 277-8509 
b. W R  COMMAND 

AFRES 

- 
3. EFFECTIVE DATE IWMMDDI 4. EXPIRATION DATE 

1M.y be 'Indefinite 'l 

931201 I - Indefinite 
6. R;ECEIVING ACTIVITY 
- -- 

a. NAME AND ADDRESS 

17 I Air Refueling Wing 
B l t i g  300 T a n k e r  Road 
P i t t s b u r g h  IAP 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4800 
POC: 171 ARWILGX, DSN: 277-8607 - 
b. h W O R  COMMAND 

PaANG 

I 
I -I 

7. SUPPORT PINOVIDED BY SUPPLIER 

a. SUPPORT I S p H  h t .  when, whwe, and how much) ( b. €)ASIS FOR REIMBURSEMENT I c. ESTIMATED REIMBURSEMENT 

MANDATORY REIMBURSEMENT SUPPORT I 1 

I A-8 M o r a l e  and Fitness Support 

OPTIONAI, REIMBURSEMENT SUPPORT 
CATEGORIES: 

I B-6 Commilnication Services 

1 B-7 Commilllity Support Services 

.12 Equipment Operation, Maintenance & Repair 

B-19 Housing & Lodging Services 

ADDITIONAL SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS ATTACHED: n YES 

8. SUPPLYING COMPONENT 

b. DATE SIGNED 

?-a~-53 
I c AfTlWVING AUTHORITY 
t 
(1 1 Typed Nwne 

I KURTIS E. JENSEN 
(3) Telephone Number 

Robins AFB GA 31098-1635 DSN -497-1725. 
(51 Date Signed 

3 Sun 94 

I 
DD FORM 1144, MAR 92 (EF-VI) IPerFORMPROl Prev 

' 0 .  TERMINATION ICoqdete only when wgreenent is twmiruted prior to schedule 

Assigned Personnel 

4PPROVHG r4UTHORITY SIGNATURE 

I 

Assigned Personnel 

D i r e c t  Billing 

Assigned P e r s o n n e l  

b. OAT€ SIGNED 

Repair costlparts cost 

9. RECEIVING COMPONENT - 
a. COMPTROLLER SIGNANRE I b. DATE SIGNED 

C. A,PPROVING AMRITY - 
(1 1 Typed Name 

ALLEN L. KIFER, COL, NGB 
(21 OrgMizatition 

USPFO FOR PA 
AHNVILLE, PA 17003-5003 I DSN 491-8743 1 

- 

- 1 I 
1s afitions are obsolete. 

(51 Date Signed 

25 MAR 9 4  

- 
c. APPROVING AUTUOUITY SIG b. DATE SIGNED 
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1 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS (Complete blm. aces and add additional gonanJprovi&ons u app~. . .ate: 8.0.. mcspobns to printed r ptvvivbns, addobndparties to this agreement, billing and r e i m b u r s m t  hstructions.) 

I a. The recaivir~g components will provide the supplying component projections of rmes ted  support. (SgMcnnt changes in the 
mxivhg amponent's support requirements should b e  submitted to the supplying wmponmt h a manner that w i / / p m i t  
hindy  mcrdficatbn of resource requirements.\ 

It is the rey,onsibilif/ of the supplying component to  bring any required or requested change i n  support to the attention of 17 1 ~ / L G x  * 

I 
dldg 300 Tanker  Rd. , P i t t s b u r g h  IAP, C o r a o p o l i s  PA 15108-4800priorto or cancdling support. 

C. fhe component providing reimbursable support in  this agreement will submit statements of costs to: 17 1 RMS/AC 9 B1dg 300 
' r a n k e r  Rd. ,  P i t t s b u r g h  IAP, C o r a o p o l i s  PA 15108-4800 
d. An rates eq)ressing the unit cost of s e ~ c e s  provided in this agreement are b n s d  on current rates which may be subject to  

change for uncontrollable reasons, such as legislation, DoD directives, and commercial utility rate increases. The receiver will be 
notified immediately of such rate changes that must be passed through to  the support receivers. 

I e. T t i s  egreerrlent may be cancdled at any time by  mutual consent of the parties concerned. This agreement may elso be 
candled by either party upon giving at least 180 days written notice to the other party. 

f. In case of mobilization or other emergency, this agreement will remain i n  form only within supplier's capabilities. 

g. HQ Base Detachment includes Bech 171 ARW W f  the Pennsylvania ANG, whose mission is to train and 
provide oper.ationally ready aircrews and personnel to support mobilization commitments, develop and maintain the 
operational capabilities to sustain the conducted strategic warfare ia accordance with the Emergency War Order to the Air 
hlobility Command,, and provide air refielinng suppport. 

I h. Receiver strength includes: 449 Technicians, 140 Active Duty, and 1146 Reservists. I 
I i. This agreement has received a civil engineering review. 

ROBEKT F. MOESLEIN 
Base Civil Engineer 

' "s agreement has received a manpower review. ~ d d i ~ G ~ ~ - ~  - 
W.B U Col, S 

Chief, CBPO 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS ATTACHED: YES (NO 

11:. SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 14s qproprate: ag., location and  s k e  o f  occupied ,facilities, unique supplier md r~ce ive r  responsibilitiiss. 
ivndtions, reqwicmmts, quality stmdards, and cn?en'a for measuremm~mhursement  o f  unique requirements.) 

1. Category of Support: A-8 MORALE & FITNESS SUPPORT t 
I .  Supplier will furnish MWR programs and other non-appropriated fund benefits for members of the 171 A R W a a d 4 2  I 
1,. Receiver will comply with Supplier directives. 

2. Category of Support: B-5 CLUBS 

I I. Supplier will furnish MWR programs and other non-appropriated fund benefits for members of the 171 ARW and 112 
A:RG. 

I t~ .  Receiver *will comply with Supplier directives. I 
I 3. Category of Support: B-6 COMMUNICATION SERVICES I 

Supplier , as a single manager for the combined Telephone Communication System located on Pittsburgh International I 
bil l  provide basic telephone service to the ~ennsjlvania Air .National ~ & r d .  This will be based up& the Air Force 

stngle concept with the Dimension configuration. All equipment other than the basic straight telephone instrument will be L ADDITIONAL SPECIFIC PROVISIONS AlTACHED: YES NO 

00 FORM 1144, MAR 92 IBackI IEF-VI) IPerFORM FRO) 



-- 

Block 11. DID Form 1144. FB6712-91 .5-OQbntinued 

k. Distribution: 911 AGlXP (3), 22 AFlLGX (I) ,  HQ AFRESILGXS (I), 171 ARWlLGX (I), p, 
NGBILGX (I), TAGPAlANGlLG (1) 

Legal Review: - .  

~ h m r w i & ~ ~ d h - o f ~ t a d f c m i i t  t o t e w Y s u f f & t .  -ism& 
infanaticn to establish a statamt of agmmnt ad detstadkg. 'lh? m t  rmld h in mre detail 
i.e. th i y p  of Mac xtivities etc.; W, tk oarp l i ae  with ~ L i e r  dirstiws d d d  mlve this 

-&-2-xcuT, a 
THOMAS G .  KANE 
MAJ, JA, PAARNG 
AGR Judge Advocate General 



c0nsiderc:d as special equipment and must be paid for by the AMG. For example, bey A, call dhton, buttoas, external 
bells, speaker sets, push talk instruments, etc. Supplier will provide R d v e r  computer-generated call lists on 1 monthly basi 
for ANG verification. Supplier will provide AUTODM support at no cost to Receiver. Supplier underst&& that Receiver 
is projected to have their own AUTODIN terminal in the near future f a  "Ift#-bourr' Plessage traffic in Receiver's 

I Post- 

I b. Rcu.iver will reimburse Supplier for a11 toll calls nude by ANG subscribers. I 
14. Category of Support: B-7 COMMUNrI'Y SUPPORT SERVICES I 
( a. Sup:plier will furnish MWR programs and other non-appropriated fund benefits 1Em members of the 171 ARW and 112 1 
ARG. 

b. Recc:iver will comply with Supplier directives. 

I 5. Categ.ory of Support: B-12 EQUIPMENT OPERATION, MAINTENANCE & REPAIR I 
I a. Supplier Will: I 
I 11) P~aovide use of NDI space and quipment located on the 44ir Force Rese.rve site and as required at other sites to be 
determinr:d by the limitations of capability of supported units. I 
I (2) Facility and quipment will be available during normal work periods, which are Monday through Friday, 0730-1600, 
and during: 911 AG Unit Training Assemblies. Availability at other times will be by prior arrangement. I 

I (3) Sujxrvision of facility and quipment will be by the 91 1 NDI technicia. I I b. Receiver will ensure that only howledgeable personnel use (his facility and operate the quipment. I 
6. Category of Support: B-19 HOUSING & LODGING SERVICES I 

I a. Suppllier will furnish unaccompanied personnel and transient personnel with billeting IAW AFR 90-9. 



MEM0,RANI)UM FOR LGXS 

FROM;: XPMR 

SUBJECT: Support Agreement Between 911 AG and 171 ARW, Jacket #911HB (Your 
Memo, 19 May 94) - INFORMATION ME:MORANDUM 

Cloncur as written - no manpower impact noted. 

Chief, ~e~uirements Branch 



SUPPORT AGFtIXHENT ' 

I 1 .  AGRIZ3ENT NO 2. SUPERSEDED AGREE NO 3. EFFECTIVE DATE 
FB6493.-92181-002 I I 1.2/01/93 I 

15. SUPPLY ACTIVITY I 
a. NAHE AND ADDRESS 

VOU( FIELD ANGB 
A m { :  CRTC/RM 
100 Independence D r .  
 cam^, Douglas, WI 54618-5001 

a. NAME AND ADDRESS 
HQ. 440TIi AIRLIFT WING (AFRES) 
General Hitchell IAP-ARS 
368 E. College Ave. 
KLlwaukee, WI 53207-6299 

a. COtBIROLLER SIGNATURE 

7 .  SUPE'ORT PROVIDED BY SUPPLIER , - 

lc. APPROVING AUTHORfTY I 

a. SUPPORT (WHAT, WHEN, WHERE, HOW MUCH) 

SUPPCIRT REQUIREHENTS ATTACHED 

c. APPROVING AUTHORITY I 
( 1 ) Typed Name 
Howard D. Kil l er ,  Col, WIARNG 

I 

b. BAS. FOR REIIBU c. ESTIH. REMBURSE 

( 1 )  Typed Name ; ;. 

( 2 ) Organization 
USPFO for Wisconsin 
Camp Douiglas , W i  54618-5001 

( 2 )  Organization Telephone 
HQ AFRES/LGXS 

Telephone 

724-7266 

110. TEIMSULTION (COMPLETE ONLY AGUD&T T E D ~ A T E D  PRIOR TO EXPIRE DATE). I 
a. APPR. AUTHORITY SIGNATURE DATE 'c. 



- 

11. GEN'ER!& PROVISIONS (Complete blank space:; and add add i t iona l  general pro- 
v i s i ~ n ~  as appropr ia te  : e .  g. , exceptions t o  pr in ted provisions,  addi- 
t:Lonal p a r t i e s  t o  t h i s  agreement, b i l l ing  and reimbursement ins t ruc t ions )  

a. The receiving components w i l l  provide the supplying component project ions  
of requested support.  (S ign i f i can t  changes i n  the receiving component's 
support  requirements should be submitted to  the  supplying component In a 
manner t h a t  w i l l  permit  t imely  modificatl.on of resource requirements.) 

Ib. It 1s the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of  the  supplying component t o  bring any required 
or: requested change in eupport to  the att-ention of 4 4 0 t h  AW/XP. Gen Nitch 
el.1 W - A R S ,  Milwaukee. W I  I - pr io r  t o  changing o r  canceling support. 

I c. The component providing reimbursable suppon i n  this agreement w i l l  sub- 
m i t  s tatements of c o s t s  to: 440th AW/F?f, Gen Mitchell .  LAP-ARS. Milwaukee 

d. A l l  r a t e s  express ing t h e  u n i t  c o s t  of services provided i n  this agreement 
are  based on c u r r e n t  r a t e s  which may be subject  t o  change f o r  uncontrol- 
l a b l e  reasons,  such as l e g i s l a t i o n ,  DoD directive, and comerc i a l  u t i l i t y  
r a t e  increases .  The r ece ive r  wi l l  be not i f ied  immediatel:? of such r a t e  
changes t h a t  must be passed through to  the support receivers .  

e .  This agreement may be canceled a t  anytime by mutual consent of the  par- 
t i e s  concerned. This agreement may also he canceled by e i t h e r  party 
upon giving a t  l e a s t  188 days wri t ten  notice t o  the  o the r  party. 

f .  I n  case of mobi l iza t ion o r  o the r  emergency, t h i s  agreement w i l l  remain in 
f o~ tce  only wi th in  supp l ie r '  s capab i l i t i e s  ., 

. . 

CE Coclrdination Block 

7Jwk r n ' h  
HARRIET M. ROBINSON/CERR 
Real Es ta te  specialist 

ADDITIONAL GeTERAL PROVISIONS ATTACHED: YES 

DISTRIBUTION : 
iiQ AFRES/LGXr Robins AFB GA - 1 
4 AF/LGBr Mcclellan AFB CA - 1 

12. SPECIPIC PROVISIONS ( A s  appropriate:  e .g. ,  locat ion and s i z e  of occupied 
f a c i l i t i e s ,  unique supp l i e r  and receiver r e spons ib i l i t i e s ,  conditions, 
requirements, q u a l i t y  s tandards ,  and c r i t e r i a  f o r  measurement/reimburse- 
ment of unique requirements.)  



.- 
'i , I  

CONTINUATION OF BWCK 7 - PAGE 1 

BASIS OF 
'UPPORT REMBURSMENT 

8-019 ACTUAL COST 
HOUSING AND ICIODGING SERVI QUANTITY - .30 
CES UNITCOST- 2.80 

B-035.01 
Hardwood Range 

ACTUAL COST 
QUANTnr - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.W 

8-035.04 AS APPROPRIATE 
AIRFIELD OPERATIONS QUANTITY - 0 

UNIT COST - 0 .W 

; ~ - 0 3 5 .  07 
]USE OPERATIONS 

13-035.08 
IEFUAL PORT 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

AS APPROPRIATE 
QUANTITY - 0 
UNIT COST - 0.00 

-035.10 ACTUAL COST 
E L I W  OPIERATIONS QUANTITY - (b 

UNIT COST - 0.00 

B - 0 3 5 . 1 1  
GEODETIC !jUPPORT 

ACTUAL COST 
QUANTITY - (3 
UNIT COST - 8-00 

8-035.15 SOUARE FOOTAGE, NET 
Nunitions Storage QUANTITY - 37 

UNIT COST - 1 0 0 . W  

8-035.19 ACTUAL COST 
AEROSPACE GROUND EQUIPHEN QUANTITY - 8 
T (AGE) UNIT COST - 0.W) 

C.-004 
ECMANGE SERVICES QUANTITY - Ql 

UNIT COST - 0.W 

$84.00 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

$3700.88 
F.C. - 
PEC - EEIC 

QUANTITY - eC 
UNIT COST - 0.M 



GENERAL PROVISIONS 

g. The provisions of t h i s  agreement do not involve real -  
loca t ion  o r  t r a n s f e r  of manpower auth~orizations by the  
suppl ie r  o r  rece iver  un i t s  under AFR 26-1. 

h. Unit cos t s  w i l l  no t  be collected under DBOF. a t  this 
time. When OSD requires  BOS col lect ion,  these cos t s  w i l l  
be validated.  When warrented. Volk Fie ld ,  CRTC/PH w i l l  
submit quar te r ly  b i l l i n g s  on Standard Form 1080. t o  440th 
AW/PH, Gen U t c h e l l  IAP-ARS, Hilwaukee, W1: 63207-6299. 

i. Distr ibut ion:  WING/ZF. NGB/LGRX, ,440th AW/XP. WPFO-Z 

j. This support agreement does have Civ i l  Engineering 
funct ions  involved. 

David D. Lindsey. LtCol. )iI ANG 
Director  of Engineering 

k. I concur/r$tff co* with the provisions of this 
support  agreement. 

/ 
Albert H. Wilkening, BG, W I  ANG 
Deputy Adjutant General (Air) 

curm c* with the provisions of this support 

Terry Mdrdle, Maj, WIARNG 
SJA, Adjutant General's Office 



CONTINUA'FION OF BLOCX 12 - PAGE 3 

ADDITIONAL SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 

a. Volk Field is a fu l ly  instrumented atrodome, 2888 
acres plus XM f a c i l i t i e s  with a tenant un i t  and GSU. The 
tenant is an A i r  Control Squadron. The GSU is a scorable 
A i r  t o  Ground Bomb/Gunnery Range, with 7680 acres  and 11 
f l ac i l i t i e s .  

b. Volk Field has a 9,000 foot  asphalt/concrete mway 
with 1,000 foot overruns capable of handling a l l  types of 
m:Llitary and commercial a i r c ra f t .  Deployed and v i s i t i ng  
u n i t s  can be provided 40 acres of parking ramp, an eight 
bay f i r e  s ta t ion ,  other support f a c i l i t i e s  and housing 
for up t o  1,171 personnel. 

c .  The mission is t o  provide a r e a l i s t i c  s e t t i n g  for  de- 
ployed t raining,  manage the scheduling of ranges, a i r -  

- space and training areas and t o  provide training f ac i l i -  
t i e s  and services t o  non Air National Guard a c t i v i t i e s  on 
a noninterference, cost reimbursable basis. 

d. Operations outside of published operating hours may 
r e s u l t  in actual  costs  f o r  c lear ing runway, de-icing, and 
f i.ref igh ters  t o  be bil led.  

e. 440th AW uses the airspaces and munitlow storage on 
a !{ear around basis. Other f a c i l i t i e s  and useage is 
scheduled IAW Volk Field Regulation 58-81. 



F86493-92181-002 CONTINUATION OF BLOCK 12 - PAGE 4 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 

8-019 
IiOUSING AND LODGING SERVICES ; Includes ,sccommodations fo r  
t r ans i en t  personnel. 

: i U P P L m  WILL: 

1. Provide unaccompanied personnel t rans ien t  housing and 
furnishings management. 

2. Provide cus tod ia l  se rv ices  i n  c:ommon areas  on a 
reimburseable basis.  

R E C E r n  WILL: 

1. Advises the suppl ie r  of current  and ant ic ipated 
requirements IAW Volk F i e ld  Regulation 58-81. 

2. Ensure personnel comply with the provisions of governing 
rc!gulations a s  it pe r t a in s  t o  occupants respons ib i l i t i es  i n  
t r ans i en t  houslng f a c i l i t i e s .  I 

B - 0 3 5 . 0 1  
Hardwood Range - Includes use of the  range and R 6 9 0 3 .  

SUPPLER WILL: 

1. Publish and maintain complete procedures IAW Volk 
F ie ld  Supplement 1 t o  AFR 50-46. 

2. Schedule a l l  t r a i n i n g  requirements. 

1. Comply w i t h  a l l  procedures. 

2. Coordinate a l l  t r a i n i n g  require men::^. 

B - 0 3 5 .  (214 
AIRFIELD OPERATIONS : Manage a i r f i e l d  f a c l l i t i e s .  Provide 
se rv ice  f o r  p re f l igh t  planning and f l i g h d  plan processing. 

SUPPLIER WILL: 

1. Civ i l  Ai rc ra f t  Landing/Parking/St.orage Fees: If i n  
suppoh  of o f f i c i a l  government business, Landing, Parking and 
Storage f ee s  are not  appl icab le  f o r  c i v i l  a i r c r a f t .  I f  not  i n  
support  of g o v e m e n t  business. landing fees  are charged. Ramp 
parking f e e s  and hangar/storage fees  w i l l  be charged. 

2. Restricted takeof fs  o r  Performance Landing Test  (where 
high po t en t i a l  of blown t i r e s  e x i s t s )  is r e s t r i c t ed  t o  
weekendlholidays only. Performance landings (o the r  than high 
r i s k )  and takeoff t e s t .  when. scheduled during weekdays, must be 
on ;i non-interference b a s i s  to Prevent m w a y  closure during peak 



CONTINUATION OF B m  12 - PACE 5 

SPECIFIC PR0VIS:IONS 

8-035.04 - CONTUNATION 

flying operations. 

3. Runway Xarker Alterations. The location, i n s t a l l a t ion  
and I-emoval of runway markers must be pre-coordinated with A i r -  
field, Management. A s s i s t  i n  coordination tower, sa fe ty ,  etc. 

4. Personnel stationed along runway. Permission t o  s t a t ion  
photographers, wind data  personnel, f l i g h t  t e s t  engineers, and 
mechanics adjacent to the runway w i l l  be grimted on an individual 
bas is .  Dai ly approval is required. 

5. Disable Aircraf t  Removal. The customer s h a l l  be pre- 
pared and equipped to remove the  project  a i r c r a f t  from the runway 

- within a thirty-minute period ln the event of a i r c r a f t  d i sabi l i -  
ty. If rece iver  cannot c l ea r  the runway w i t h i n  45 minutes, 
personnel may be directed t o  assist i n  a i r c r a f t  removal a t  no 
r i s k  to  the Government. 

6 .  Schedule Wet Runway Test durlng periods of m i n i m u m  traf- 
f i c  due t o  requirement to close runway. Expect addi t ional  
expen:se i f  use of leased water trucks/dikes is required. 
Supp1:ier does not current ly have the capabil.ity of providing 
water trucks from in-house resources. 

7. Vehicle operations on the f l i g h t l i n e  requi res  coordin- 
ation/training/licensing pr io r  to operation of vehicles  on the 
f 1ight:line. Training material w i l l  provide upon request. 

8.  C i v i l  A i rc ra f t  Use is authorized when a C i v i l  Aircraf t  
Landing Permit is on f i l e  with Airf ield Management, and a Pr ior  
Permission Required (PPR) number has been is:sued. Supplier w i l l  
provide necessary forms upon request. 

RECEIVER WILL: 

I.. Provide suppl ie r  a l l  parking/storage requirements. 

2. Provide, as f a r  in  advance as  possible,  a l l  respective 
infornlation required t o  s e t  up coordination (e.g. ,  FCIF, 
Scheduling, safe ty  review, e t c ) .  

3. Provide known requirements. 

4. Coordinate known requirements a s  necessary. 

5 .  B e  prepared t o  expedite as necessary. 

6 .  Provide a l l  known requirements. 

if.  Be required t o  become famil iar  w i t h  f l i g h t l i n e  p r io r  t o  
vehicle operat ions on the f l i gh t l ine .  

€I.  Submit C iv i l  Ai rcraf t  Landing Permit appl icat ion a t  
least 38 days i n  advance of intended use, and must contact Base 



FB6493-92181-002 CONTINJATION OF BLOCK 1 2  - PAGE 6 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 

6-035. (34 - CONTINUATION 
Operations f o r  f i n a l  clearence a t  l e a s t  24 hours in  advance of 
ar:cival f o r  a i r space  b r ie f ing  and PPR numbers. 

9. Receiver must comply with published local  f ly ing  direc- 
t i v e s  pertaining t o  a i rspace  u t i l i z a t i o n ,  sa fe  f ly ing p rac t i ces ,  
noise  control  and a i r f i e l d  u t i l i z a t i o n  procedures. 

8-035. (37 
BASE OPERATIONS: Manages a i r f i e l d  suppor t  a c t i v i t i e s .  

SUI?PLIER WILL: 

1. Provide s e rv i ce  for p r e f l i g h t  planning and f l i g h t  plan 
processing. This  se rv ice  includes ATC , Air-to Ground 
Conmunications, A i r c r a f t  Control,  and Safe ty  monitoring a s  
provided other  users .  

2 .  Contact t he  Operations Support  Group Commander t o  report  
problems o r  o f f e r  advise.  

1. W a g e  and schedule a l l  SR r o u t e s  i n to  Hardwood Range. 

2 .  Ensure operat ions  comply wi th  a l l  appropriate 
regula t ions .  

8-035.018 
AERIAL PORT 

SUE'PLIER WILL: 

1. Provide access  t o  f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  Mobile Aerial  Por t  
Squiadron t r a i n ing .  

1. Schedule use of f a c i l i t i e s  wi th  t he  appropriate o f f i c e  
ancl re tu rn  f a c i l i t i e s  t o  o r i g ina l  condi t ion.  

2. Ensure a l l  t r a i n ing  complies wi th  sa fe ty  and environ- 
mental d i r ec t i ve s .  

B-035.1.0 
EZI:GHT OPERATION: Includes managing suppor t  a i r c r a f t  resources 
andl operates  a cen t r a l i z ed  aircrew l i f e  support equipment 
a c t i v i t y .  Includes managing support a i r c r a f t  resources and 
operates  a cen t r a l i z ed  aircrew l i f e  suppor t  equipment a c t i v i t y .  



CONTINUATION OF BLOCK 12 - PAGE 7 

S P E C I F I C  PROVISIONS 

B - 0 3 5 . 1 0  - CONTINUATION 

1 Provide the Receiver with support  a s  determined on a 
case-by-case basis fo r  aircrew members and operational suppon  
persionnel . 
RECE;TVER WILL: 

1. Advise the Supplier of a l l  d i r ec t i ve  requirements. 

2. A c t  a s  l ia ison w i t h  headquarters. 

B - 0 3 5 . 1 1 .  
- GEOClETIC SUPPORT: Includes provisions of aeronautical cha r t s ,  

maps:, f l i g h t s  information publications,  and associated a i r  
navigat ion materials  used i n  planning and conducting of a i r  and 
ground operations.  

6-035.15 
HUNITIONS STORAGE - Includes storage of p r i o r  approved munitions. 

SUPPLIER WUL: 

1. Provide storage space i n  munitions storage f a c i l i t y .  

2 .  Receipt fo r  and nold munitions.unti.1 receiver can pick up 
t o t a l  respons ib i l i ty .  

3. Provide the same l eve l  of s e c u r i t y  a s  other receivers .  

RECEIVER W I L L :  

1. Coordinate storage requirements. 

2 .  Accept f u l l  respons ib i l i ty  f o r  requisi t ioning,  
inspec t ing ,  disposal ,  i ssue,  accountabilit!{, forecasting,  and 
repclrting . 

3. Comply w i t h  a l l  sa fe ty  requiremc2nts. 

8-035.19 
AERCISPACE GROUND EQUIPKENT (AGE ) : 

1. Provide f a c i l i t i e s  fo r  off  -equipment repair ,  including 
on-equipment repa i r  beyond the  capab i l i t y  of the  receiver 
(e .g . shee t  metal, welding, machine shop, clsrrosion cont ro l ,  
pa in t ,  e l e c t r i c ,  nondestructive inspection ( N D I ) ,  and hydraul ic) .  

1. Advise of off-equipment maintenance f a c i l i t y  require- 



-- 

CONTINUATION OF BLOCK 12 - PAGE 8 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 

8-835.19 - CONTINUATION 
ments, inc lud ing  personnel s p e c i a l i s t  d ispatch  services required  
t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  on-equipment maintenance e f f o r t .  

C -004 
EXCHANGE SERVICES: Includes se rv ices  prcvided by the  Army and 
A i r  Force  Exchange Service.  

C-005 
MUSEUMS: Includes  f a c i l i t i e s  and s e r v i c e s  t h a t  d i sp lay  o b j e c t s  
of Wisconsin National Guard h i s t o r i c a l  m i l i t a r y  value and 
s i g n i f i c a n c e .  



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

27 Dec 94 

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ AFRESLGXS 
155 2D STREET 
ROBINS AFB, GA 3 1098-600 1 

FROM: 440AW/XP 
300 E COLLEGE AVE 
GMIAP ARS, MILWAUKEE WI 53207-6299 

STJB JECT: 

1. Attached is a copy of support agreement 440TA. for your fiIe. 

2. Refer questions to Maj Hamrnonds, XP, DSN 950-5590. Thank you. 

PAUL G. ~WMONDS, Maj, USAFR 
Logistics Management Officer 



VOLK FKELD COhIBAT READIXElSS TRAINING CENTER 
WISCONSIN AIR X A T I 0 N . a  GUARD 

CA\IP DOtiCLAS. N'l 

16 Dec 94 

MENIORANDUM FOR 440 AW/XP 
General Mitchell IAPS-ALS 
300 E College Ave 
Milwaukee WI 537207-6299 

- FROM: CRTCIRM 
100 Independence Dr 
Volk Field ANGB, Camp Douglas WI 54618-5001 

SUBJECT: Support Agreements between Volk Field and 440 Airlift Wing 

1. The attached Support Agreement has been approved and is forwarded as required. 

2. If you require any additional information or have any corrections, please contact me 
(DSN 946-323 1 ). 

* 

~ ; 4 c f . 9  /%a A d  /- - 
'THOMAS A. REIS, Lt Col, WlANG 
I3esource Manager 

CC: 
HQ AFRESILGX 
NGBILGRX 
4 A.F/LGB 
W1,4F/CFX 
WF'FO-Z 
CR.TC-Z 
CR,TC/DA 
C R.TC/DO 
C R.TClMA 
C R:TC/MAW 
C R:TC/OTR 
C F:TC/SVH 



- - - - - - - - - -- - - 
SUPPORT AGREEMENT [ j F'B Lax-x b - . AGREEMENT NUMIIER 

(A-ov~dcd by krpplhr) 

133AI-93001-001 

3. PFECTWE DATE (WMMDD) 

930801 

2. SUPERSEDED AGREEMENT NO. 
(If this replaces another agmemem) 

4. EXPtMTlON DATE 
(May k 'indefinite') 

tndef i n l t e  ' - 
5. SUPPI-YING ACfM'tV - 
I .  '1: AND ADDRLSS 

,,, I , i r l i f t  Wlng 
631 Llinuteman Dr ive  

- St.-Paul, Y1 55lll=4116 --- - - -  --Yinneapol is; YN 55420-2000 - - - -- - - - - - - . 
(POC - Maj Rosburg, OSN 825-5656) - (POC - Capt Yo re l l ,  DSN 825-8185) 

). MAJOR COMMANO b. MAJOR COMMANO ------ _ - - -  - - -- ----- 

6. RECEMNG ACtnnt r  
a. NAME AND ADDRESS 

9 3 4  i i r l i f t  Group 
160 M i l i t a r y  Highway 

- 

-- - 

KGB - USAFR 

w b. DATE S IGNEO 

A , - c APPROVING AUTHOR IT^ 
)Typed Name ---. i (1) Typed Name . -- . __-_-- - --- -- - - 
WILLIAM J .  R.INEHART, L t C o l ,  USAF m T I S  E. JENSEN - 1 

) O  anizat~on (3) Tekphone Number (2) Organization (31 Telephone Number 
AN&C /LGX DSN: 858-8372 HQ AFRES/LGXS 

0 FET BET AVE - B, MD 20331-5157 (301) 981-8372 ROBINS AFB GA 31098-1635 497-1723 
) Signc~ture (5) Date Stgned (4) (5) Date S ~gned 

8 D i  53 
- 1. TERIRNATIO ( cmpkte only whc agreement b t t n n l ~ t c d  prior t o  schcdu~td w r a m  date.) 
. 8' WING AUTI-IORIN SIGNATURE b. DATE SIGNED C. APPROVING AUTHORIN SIGNATURE d. DATE SIGNED 

- d 
3 F O I ~  1144, MAR 92 ~rc~ld cdih'm oh~dtlte. a z m n  

-'-,L.! 

1.  SUPPORT PROVIDED BY SUPPLIER - 
$. SUPPORT (Sped* what, when, &re, and how much) - 

@HJ\TORY REIUBUfiSEUENT SUPPORT CATEGORIES 

A-5 Environment Compl iance 

A-9 P o l i c e  Servlces - 

OPTIONAL REIUBURSEUENT SUPPORT CATEGORIES - 
8-1 Admin is t ra t  ~ v e  Serv ices  

8-2 Audio lV isua l  Serv ices  I 

I 
J-t5Fl'ilitu-: 

I - 
L n s t a l l a t i o r ~  R e t a i l  Supply and Storage ~ ~ e r a t i d n s  

b. BASIS FOR REIMBURSEMENT 

Volume o f  Work 

A s s i g n e d e r s o n n e l  - 

Voluole o f  Work 

Volume o f  Work 

Spuare-f w t a g e o t f ~  I es 

Square Footage o f  F a c i l i t i e s  

c. ESTIMATED REIMBURSEMENT 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

7169.00 
- -------- 

. - - 0.00 ----- &-L".=ss -=: -= - 

--- --- 
-8-35-0t h e r  Support. 

Ac tua l  B i l l i n g s  
--- - -  

y 1 NO 

Equipment Operation, Uaietenance 
and_Repa i r  - ._--_------ - + - ----%r.*- 

. SUPPLYING COMPONENT 
I 
4 9. RECE M N G  COMPONENT 

-. -- 

ADDlrlONAL SUPPORT REQUlREMENTf ATTACHED: n - YES 



- 4 

11. GENERAL PROVISIONS (Complete Man; a c e s  and .dd additional pernral provisions as -,;ropn'ate: e.g., excepttons to printed r provisions, additional parties to this agreement, billing and reimbuncn~ent instrurtioru.) 

I a t h e  recetvlng components wtll provide the supplying component projections of requested support. (Signifitant chrnges in the 
receiving component's support requirements should k submitted to the supplying comporunt in a manner that will permit 
timely moclification of resource requirements.) I 

. It IS the re:iponstbility of the supplying component t o  bring any requtred or requested change in support to the attention of I 
934th Airlift Group, 760 Military Highway, Yinneapolis, UN 55450-2000 prlor to chang~ng or cancell~ng support. I 

c The compcinent provtd~ng retmbumble support In t h ~ s  agreement w ~ l l  submit statemenu of corn to: 

-- 133.4W/E'M, -610 Malitia Drive, St. Paul,- Mn 55111-4120 -- --- - -- -- - - .- - - - 
d. A11 rates expressing the unn cost of servlces provtded tn t h~s  agreement are based on current rates wh~ch may be subject to 

change for uncontrollable reasons, such as Iegtslatton, DoD dtrectrves, and commercial u t ~ l ~ t y  rate Increases. The receiver will be 
--notti tefirrimxdfately of mrKmemngesrtrst-msr w a x e d -  mm&prtottreJopVortrecemerJ. 

e .  Tha agreement may be cancelled at any tlme by mutual consent of the panres concerned. Thts agreement may also be 
cancelled by either party upon giving at least 180 days wr~ t ten  notlce to  the other party. 

f .  In case of mobilization or other emergency, this agreement will remain in force only wtthin supplier's capabilities. 

g ,  RECElYER i s  an Air Force Reserve unit which, upon aobilizat ion, is gained b y  A i r  Uobil iry Command. 
Uir~t manning consists of approximately 160 officers, 945 airmen and 254 civilians. 

h. RECEIYER a i l l  normally be equipped with eight C-130 aircraft. Ir, addition, t h e  3ECEIVER has issigntd gentrzl ano 
s ~ e c i a t  purpose vehicles, AGE and other equipment.and supplies that Ire required for the support of their assigned 

. . ihirmrrtrrrtm-~ii .  m n .  

1 i. O n ce O S D  requires 80s collection, the cost identified as part o f  80s eslimatca r e ~ ~ b u r r e a e n r  r ~ l l  be ralidzled. I 
blSTR IBUTIO!: HQ AFRESILGX ANGRCIOEU AHGRCILGSX 

2400 RRUSIFYF 133 AW/lGX HQ 4 AFJLGAX 
3 0 2  AYIXP 133 AWlCC 133 AWlDCO 
Ha A N G  UN/CC 133 AW/OCS 133 AW/OCY 

- - ~ a 1 3 3 / C C  133 RNSI!GS 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS ATTACHED: 1 1 YES 7 NO 
11. SPECIFIC PIIOVISIONS (& appropriate: e.g., location and size of occup.ied facilities, unique supplier and receiver responribilities, C i 

conditions, requirements, qualify standards, and criteria for measurcm,ent l reimbursement o f  unique requirements.) 

I !IANOATORY REIlllURSEllEHT SUPPOAT. I 
I .  Category of Support: A-5 EHVIROHUEHTAL COUPLIANCE. 

. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

I Provide support t o  RECEIVER for clean-up act ions resulting f ron- 133AW act ivi t ies on 934AG owned property. 
- Uake appropriate notifications of spills t o  regulatory authorities. -.-------. . - - - - - - - - - --- I- ( 2. Category of Support: POLICE SERVICES. 

- I 
a. UPON MOBILIZATION, Chiefs of Security for 133A11 and 934AG will coordinate s e c u r ~  t y  mutual aid rfqulreaenrs t-0 - - 

ensure security of both installations based upon parent command directives and situational demands. -. - - , . . 

ADDITIONAL SPECIFIC PROVISIONS ATTACHED: (YES 11 NO I 
OD Form 11144, MAR 92 (Back) 

- -___ _ .- - 



11. GENERAL PROVISIONS (Complete blank ~picvs and a& dditi01~l emr.1 p r o ~ b i ~ n r  u appropriate: CQ.. exCept i~u  to  printed r pmvisiont, additional parties to thir agreement, billing a d  rrifnbursemc!mt btmXicmd 
The receiving cornponeria will provide the supplying component projusoru of r c q u t r t d  SuppoK (Significant changes in the 

. receiving component's wpporl rcquimmcmts rhouM k rubinitred to the w d y i n g  com-nt in 4 manner that will pcrmit 

, timely moclifiution of msource requirement%) 

I b. tt is the rerrponsibility of the supplying component to bring any required or requested change in  suppon t o  the attention of 
9 3 4 t h  A i r  l i f t  Group, 160 U i l i t a r y  Highnay, Yinneapol  i s ,  YN 55450-2000 prior to  changing or cancelling supporn. 

1 c. The compcment providing reimbumble support in  this agreement wil l  submn statemenu of c a u  to: 

133AW/1?l, 610 Malitia Drive, St Paul, Mn 55111.-4120 
c. Al l  rates c!xpressing the unit cost of sewices provided i n  this agreement are based on current rates which may be'subjea to 

change for uncontrollable reasons. such as legislation, Do0 directives, and commercial utilcty rate increases. The receiver will be 
notified in~mediately of such rate changes that must be passed througtr t o  the support receivers. 

I e .  This agreement may be cancelled at any time by mutual consent of the panies concerned. This agreement may also be 
cancelled by either parry upon giving at least 180 days written notice to  the other party. 

f. In  case of mobilization or other emergency. this agreement wil l  remairr i n  force only within supplier's capabilities. 

g.  RECEIYER i s  an A i r  Force Reserve u n i t  which, upon m o b i l i r a t  i on ,  i s  gained by A i r  M o b i l i t y  Coosind. 
U n i t  a a n n i n g  c o n s i s t s  o f  approx imate ly  160 o f f i c e r s ,  945 a i rmen and 358 c i v i l i a n s .  

I h. RECEIVER r i l l  n o r m a l l y  be equipped w i t h  e i g h t  C-130 a i r c r a f t .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  RECEIYER has assignzd g e n c r r l  and 
s p e c i a l  purpolse v e h i c l e s ,  AGE and o t h e r  equipnent and s u p p l i e s  t h a t  a re  r e q u i r e d  f o r  t h e  support  o f  t h e i r  ass igned 
m i s s i o n .  Tbi!; i n c l u d e s  a p p r o x i n a t e l y  136 veh ic les .  

I i. Once OSO r e q u i r e s  BOS c o l l e c t i ~ n ,  the  cos t  i d e n t i f i e d  as p a r t  o f  i3OS e s l i n a t z d  r e i ~ b u r r e s n l  r i l l  be r a l i d i t e d .  

OISTRIBUTION: HQ AFRESILGX I - ANGRCIDEY AnGRCl l.GSX 
2400 RRUSIFMF 133 AWlLGX HQ 4 AFILGRX 
302 AYs/XP 133 AWlCC 133 AW/DCO 
HQ ANG UN/CC 133 AWlOCS 133 AK/DCU 

I HQ 133 AWlCC 133 ES/CC 133 RUSlLGS 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS ATACHED: I 1 YES I I NO 
12. SPEUFK F'ROVISIONS (AJ appropriate: e.g., location a d  size of occupied facilities, unique supplier a d  receiver respom~bilities. t conditions, nquirrments, quality standards, and criteria for measuremc:ntlreimbunement of unique requiremenu.) 

I ENDATOAY REIUBURSEMEHT SUPPORT. 

1 1. C a t e g o r j  o f  Support :  A-5 E N  IRONMtHTAL COMPLlANCE. 

I Protr ide suppor t  t o  RECEIVER f o r  clean-up a c t i o n s  r e s u l t i n g  i r o n  1 3 I A I  a c t i v i t i e s  on 934AG owned p r o p e r l y .  
Make a p p r o p r i a t e  n o t  i f  i c a t  i ons  o f  s p i l l s  t o  r e g u l a t o r y  au thor  i t  i e s .  

I 2. Ca tegory  o f  Support :  A-9 POLICE SERliC_KL 

I a. UPOH YOB1112ATION, Ch ie fs  o f  S e c u r i t y  f o r  133AW and 936AG g i l l  c o o r d i n r r t  s e c u r i r y  mu!sal e i l  r ~ q u i r e a r n t s  i o  
ensure  s e c u r i t y  o f  b o t h  i n s t a l l a t  i ons  based upon paren t  conaand d i r e c t  i v e s  en4 s i t u a t i o n a l  denanas. 



I 

In 9 16:33 1993 Page 1 

LCOL Morris requested an estimate for utilities cost for the POL 
3cili.ties fclr the Host/Tenant Agreement. 

nis :LS what I came up w i t h :  

-Current base square footage (minus 641, 643, 656) = 409,923 
-FY 94 estimated base utility costs for above = $357,000 
-$357,000 divided by 409,923 sf = $ .87  a sf for utilities. 

-$.87 X 3104 sf (bldgs 608 & pump house) = $2700 which would 
equate to an average useage. 
-Now in addition the POL facility has winter outside electrical 
hoo!~ups for truck engine heaters, the pump house is heated 

elec.tically, and there are numberous POL pumps and 10 street lights. 
An estimate for additional electrical use is $8000. 

TOTAL ESTIMATE IS $10,700 

looked at the electrical metering for POL with Bernie. There are three 
eparate meters for the different systems. We need to start reading these 
eters monthly starting now to have any idea of what the electrical con- 
umption really is. The heaviest load will be in the winter of course with 
11 the heaters on. 



P r ~ v ; d s  a n211 b t x  f o r  t h e  RECEIYER. 

4 .  Cat egory o f  Support : B_12_AUIO_LY_1SUAL %flV_lC_ES1. 

2 .  $UPEI!EW-$!II: 

( 1 )  P r o v i d e  b u i l d i n g / s e c t l o n  key f o r  accsss t o  pnoto lab. 

( 2 )  Permi t  t h e  us2 o f  ?ho t0  l a b  f a c i l i t y  and a l l  phot:~;raghic s e r v i c e  squipnent  on UTAs o r  as  r e v i r e d  
ay 934 XG d u r i n g  n o r r a l  d u t y  hours .  P e r n i t  s t o r a s €  o f  equipment i n  secure ; i b i n ~ r s  :rc,t iced by t h e  SUPPLIEE. Be 
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  any hazardous u a s t e  s p i l l / a c c i d e 6 i .  

13) Per fo rm hazardous was:: r e e k i y  check.  

( 2 )  Coordinz:e/3jck-~o/transp~rt!dis~ost $ q r z r d o ~ s  n s t i : i t i  ( i l l ? :  52l:i ; c i l / S l ~ ~ e r  r E i O v e r y  t : 9 ? r l ~ j  
3s r e o g l r e b  by env! ronncn! i ;  ~ u i d e l i f i t ? ~  and as  neC2sSarv. 

( 4 i  C:ean-s; 939:; l ab .  equipnen:, an$ i z z  ! ~ e e d i z t o  i r e 2  fo i io r ; f i g  iiS?:?. 

( 5 1  fiepor: any prob]:ms r i t n  : a c l l i t l e s  to 1 3 X S  r e s o o n s i ~ l e  0 4 r s o n f i e ~  3 r  io t h e  o v i l a i n g  rnan2ger.  

a. ~JWg~?Ln_~;~; 

. . - .. 
! I ;  S p e c i a i i z e ~  c i r ; !  sn?in&er ;ng e c u i ~ n e e :  n.11 bs ioaned t o  RECE!VE!i 21 t t j i :a ; ;e .  

6 .  Ca! t g c r y  o f  S ~ ~ c o r  t : $1~1-~~~I~~;~1~s-~~:;-I;;-S'Jf3;i-i:-$4~~Q~&~~-~~R_&~~~~$ 



( 2 )  P r o v i d e  c r y o g e n i c  l i q u i d  f a c i l i t y  t o  i n c l u d e  r e c e i u i n g ,  s t o r i n g ,  m a i n t e n a n c e  and i s s u i n g  c r y o g e n i c  
1 i a u i d s .  

( 5 )  Euage! and f und  f o r  c r y o g e n i c  l i q u i d s  and n o n - f l y i n g  a v i a t i m  f u e l  f a r  b o t h  SUPPL!Ei3 i n d  itECEIYER. 

! 4 )  S h a r ~  i n  cos t  a f  e x o i n d a b l e s  i n  f u e l s  f u n c t i o n .  

b. i?E_iWUER U l  L L :  

( I )  Adv i se  SUPPLIER o f  c r y o g e n i c  l i q u i d  r e q u i r e m e n t s  on i i l u a r t e r l y  Sas:s. 

7: C z t e g o r y  o f  Suppo r t :  fi-32 1RAH;PORTATIOR SERVICES. (Referr !nce agreement  FuPSj3-93001-0411 

SUFPLiE! # I L L :  a.  

P r o v i d e  a cove red  v a n  when p o s s i 3 l e .  

6. C z t t g o r y  o f  Suppo r t :  8-35 OTHER SUPPORT - EOUfPMEKT OPERATlOXi, L!AlNTTEKA@E-;!!D f iEPAI!jL 

( 1 1  P r c v i d t  a j o ~ n :  use  E n g i n e  T ~ s t  C e l l  and eau ipment .  F e r f o r ~  vpkeeo  afid s a i n t e n a n c e  9n t h e  t e s t  
c e l  i. A s s i j t  RECEIYER ifi s c h e d g l  i n g  r e o u ~ r ~ m e n t r ,  

! 2 )  C a o r d i n a t '  f u s l  c ~ i i  n z i n t s n e n c e  f a c i l i t y  r e q u i r t s t n t s  ~ i : h  R E C E I V E E .  Ccno l y  u i t h  924 A5 OPlan  
66!0. 

(3) F r c v i d e  RECElViR w i t h  a  j o i n t  u;z A - ?  g i n e r e t o r  Test  S t z n d  aac a n  C-16 Lcadb rek .  ? : w i d e  upkeep s n d  
mainten:nce o n  'est  S t ~ n d s .  



j .  The operijt ion o f  Air Euard Conponent (133AW) a n d  t h e  R e s e r v e  Ccngonent ( Y 3 4 A G )  is m u t u z l l y  exclesive. Y h e r e  
o p e r a t i o n s  c a n  be n o r e  beneficial by merging operations, t h e y  will be addressed in t h i s  agreemen: and agreemen; 
i66633-93001,-001. Post Mobilization airfield aanagenent rill be t h e  resgonsibility o! t h e  434hE as a l l o w e d  3 y  5ni: 
Manning. C01n8and jurisCiction will t e  mutually e x c l u s i v e  except a s  outlined in t h e  "aock i 2 .  

( I )  The C o m m a n d e r ,  133AK r i l l  be appointed by t h e  Adjutant General, S i z t e  o f  M i n n e s o t a .  ine Comaander, 
9 3 c A G  wi 11 be appointed b y  Headquarters, AFRES. 

k ,  F a c i l i t i e s  t o  b e  addressed in Category f i - 1 5 :  

.BUILDING WUYBEii 
6 0 0  A r e a  D 
601 i r e 3  D 
6 0 2  ,Area 0 
6 0 5  a r e a  D 
606  4 r e i  D 
6 2 2  Lrea N 
a70 Are? N 

SQUARE FOOTAGE 
6,000 B A R L  
5 , 0 0 4  RARL 
1 ? 3 4 4  

7 0  
1 ,760  
? , 4 5 G  

20, GOO 

L.. 

,,@HN D .  B R O W ,  Brig Gen, MNANG 

\ ~ d j t t a n t  General \\ 

RALPH CONTE, GM-15 
Chief ,  Plans & Programs Division 
Engineering & Services 





SUPPORT AGREEMENT - 
1. LGREEMENT NUMBER 

f T 6 s 3 3 3 g f ~ [ ~ { )  

934 A i r l i f t  Croup 

760 M i l i t a r y  Highway 

M i ~ e a p o l i s ,  MN 55450-2000 

(POC - Capt Vouell, DSN 825-8185) 

2. SUPERSEDED AGREEMENT NO. 
(Hthis replaces another agreemrntJ 

I 

- SUPPLYING ACTIVITY 
a. NAME AND ADDRESS 

- 
b. MAJOR COMIWAND 

USAFR 

I 

6. RECEIVING ACflVCfY 
a. NAME AND ADDRESS 

133rd A i r l i f t  Wing 

631 Hiruteman Dr ive  
St. Paul, Ih 55111-4116 

(POC - Maj Roskrrg, DSN 825-5656) 

b. M,WOR COMMAND 
NGB 

MANDATOR1( REIMBURSEMENT SUPPORT CATEGORIES I I 

I - 
7. SUPPORT PROVIDED BY SUPPLIER 

A-5 Envi r m n t a l  Compliance Volbme o f  Work 

- 
a. SUPPORT (SpcciCy what, when, whcrt, a d  how much) - 

A-6 Fi r 'e  Protect ion I Square Footage o f  F a c i l i t i e s  

A-8 Morale and Fitness Support 

b. BASIS FOR REIMBURSEMENT 

A-9 Pol i c e  Services 

c. ESTIMATED REIMBURSEMENT 

Assigned Persomel E l i g i b l e  

Assigned Persome1 

OPTIONAL REIMBURSEMENT SUPPORT CATEGORIES I I I 
6-1 Ach in is t ra t i ve  Services 

8-6 Cmrmnications Services 

8-15 F a c i l i t y  Maintenance and Repair 

6-16 Finance and Accounting 

V o l i m  o f  Work 

Tim: and Mater ia ls  

Square Footage o f  Faci 1 i t i e s  

Assigned Persomet 

ADDITIONAL SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS ATTACHED: YES 

- KURTIS E: . JENSEN 
(2) Organization (3) Telephone Number 

HQ AFRES /LGXS 

- 
(5) Date Signed 

I NO I 
9. RECEIVING COMPONENT I - 

b. DATE SIGNED 

3 ,043 
I I 1 

C. ~\PR@ING AUTHORITY 
(1) Typed Name 
WILLIAM J. RINEHART, LtCol, USAF 

(2) Organization (3) Telephone Number 
AN GRC /LGX DSN: 858-8372 
ANDREWS AFB, MD 20331-5157 301-981-8372 

I 

(5) Date Signed 

DO Form 11414, MAR 92 . . 
Previous editions am cWete .  ;.. . ;. . . . i.' 7 - 1 2 , >  402577 

, . f ERMINA~CIN 7Complcte only when agreement is terminated prior to tchtdultd ex@#tion date.) 

I APPROVING AUTHORITY SIGNATURE b. DATE SIGNED c APPROVING AUTHORITY SIGNATURE d. DATE SIGNED 



1 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS (Complete blank Spaces and a& .ddiciOM/ genera/ provisions as approptidte: e.g., exceptjms to pr in ted 
proviu'onr, additional parries t o  this agreeme* billing a d  reimburtc,ment Instrvctionr.) 

I a.  he receiving components wi l l  provide the supplying component projections of requested support. (Significant in the 
mceiving component's support requirements h o u M  be submitted to  the supplying component i n  a manner that w i l l  permi t  
timely mocfification o f  resource requiremena.J I 

b. tt is the responsiblllty of the supplying component to bring any requlred or requened change in support t o  the attention of I 
c. The component provldlng relmbumble support i n  t h ~ s  a-greement will subm~t Statements of c o r u  to. 

OLE)( 2L00 RRUS/CAFO, Dobbins AFB, (;A f o r  Categories 8-6  and 8-32 
-+ fm t - w  a-21 

d. ~ l l  rates express~ng the unit CoH 0f servlces provlded I n  thrs agreement are based on current rarer whtch may be sublea to 
change for uncontrollable reasons. such as Ieg~slatlon, Do0 dlrect~ves, and commerc~al utlllty rate Increases. The receiver will be 
not~f ted rmmedlately of such rate changes that  must be passed through t o  the suppon receivers 

I e. Thts agreement may be cancelled at  any tlme by mutual consent of the part~es concerned. Th~s agreement may also be 
oncelleci by e~ther  party upon givlng at  least 180 days w r ~ n e n  notlccr to the other party. I 

I f. in case c ~ f  mobilizat~on or other emergency, this agreement wi l l  remilin in  force only w ~ t h i n  supplier's capabilities. I 
I g. RECE1VE:R i s  an Ai r  National Guard mit uhich, y x ~ ,  mobi l izat ion, i s  gained by A i r  Mobi l i ty  C m n d  except 237 ATCF 

208VF h i c h  are ACC gained. Uni t  maming consists of approximately 225 of f icers ,  1,200 airmen a d  30 c iv i l i ans .  

h. RECEIVt.:R u i l l  norma(1y be equiwed w i th  e ight  C-130 a i r c r a f t .  I n  addit ion, the RECEIVER has assigned general and 

special WI-pose vehicles, AGE and other equipnwrt and supplies tha t  are required fo r  the support of t h e i r  assigned 

mission. This inciudes approximately 230 vehicles. 

I i. Once o'SD requires BOS col lect ion,  the cost i d e n t i f i e d  as par t  of BOS, estimated reimtursement u i l l  be validated. I 

936 SPTG/SP Ha ANG HN/CC 

DAVID A. SUANBURG 

Base C i v i l  E n g i n e e ~ )  

ADDIT1C)NAL GENERAL PROVISIONS ATTACHED: YES 1 1 NO 
u 

12. SPECIFIC: PROVISIONS (As appropriate: e.g., location a n d  sire of c ~ c v p i e d  faci/ities, untque supplier a n d  receiver resporrsibilitie~, 
conditions, requirements, quality Stands&, and criteria for medsurementlreimbursement of unique requirements.) t I MANDATORY REIUBURSEUENT SUPPCRT I 

I 1. Category o f  Support: A-1 C m n d  - Publ ic  A f f a i r s  I 
I a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

Serve as the f i n a l  releasing au thor i t y  fo r  a i r c r a f t  accidents/inci&nts f o r  934 AG or AFRES accidents. 

Co0rdinat.e a l l  proposed news releases concerning a i r c r a f t  accider~ts involving RECEIVER'S a i rc ra f t ,  t o  include designated 

repraen1:atives of both m i t s ,  u i t h  133 AW/CC and AI;HI(/AGANG P&l i c  A f f a i r s  Off ice. Also, d i s t r ibu te  a copy o f  each 

news relt:ase concerning accidents or incidents t o  AFRES a i r c r a f t  u i t h  Ha AFRES/PA. 

I b. !LECEIVER WILL: 
. .. 

1 {:onply wi th  SUPPLIER direct ives. 

ADDITIONAL SPECIFIC PROVISIONS AnACHED: Lk YES I 1 NO A 
DD Form 1144, MAR 92 (Back) * 



j. This agreement includes the use o f  c e r t a i n  f a c i l i t i e s  o f  the 934 A i r l i f t  Group by 133 A i r l i f t  Wing (133 AU) 

as nutual l y  agreed through appropriate l icenses and agreements with 934 A i r l i f t  Grow (934 AG). The operation of 

Reserve C q m n e n t  (%LAG) and the A i r  Guard Carponent (133AU) i s  nutual ly  exclusive. Where operations can be more 

benef ic ia l  by merging operations, they u i l l  be addressed in t h i s  agreement and agreement 133AU-93001-001. Post 

Mob i l i za t ion  a i r f i e l d  management u i l l  be the respons ib i l i t y  of the 934AG as a l l w e d  by Un i t  Manning. Carmad 

j u r i s d i c t i o n  u i l l  be nutual ly  exclusive except as outlined in the Block 12. 

(1) The Comnander, 9UAG u i l l  be appointed by Headquarters AFRES (and 22AFl.  The Comnander, 133AU u i l l  be 

appointed b y  the  Adjutant General, State o f  Minnesota. 

k. 934th A i r l i f t  Grow Faci l  i t i e s  t o  be j o i n t  use u i  t h  RECEIMR ard addressed i n  Category 8-15: 

BUI LD ING NUMBER -- 
600 Area D 

601 Area D 

602 Area 0 

605 Area D 

6060 Area D 

617' Area D 

822: Area N 

SOUARE FOOTAGE 

6,000 BARL 

5,000 BARL 

1,344 

70 

1,760 

2,560 

2,450 

870 Area N 20,000 

REMARKS 

Non-Destructive Inspection Shop i s  used by 

133 AW/MA on an equitable jo in t  use basis. 

The Fuel Cel l  Maintenance F a c i l i t y  i s  j o i n t  

use--yet maintained and managed by the 

SUPPLIER. Use of the f a c i l i t y  i s  on an 

equitable basis between SUPPLIER and 

RECEIMR. 

The Exptosive A i r c r a f t  Parking Spot iden t i f i ed  

i n  the Base Canprehensive Plan i s  a jo in t  use 

area. 

D. BROMAN, B r i g  Gen, MNANG dJH- 

Chief, Plans & Programs Division 
Engineering & Services 



OPTIONAL FIEIHBURSEMENT SUPPORT CATEGORIES (CONTINUED1 

8 - 1 9  Housing and Lodging Services 

8-21 I n ~ t ~ j l l a t i o n  R e t a i l  S w l y  and Storage Operations 

8-31 Trai l l ing Services 

8 -32  Transportation Services 

8-35 Other Support: 

Base Operations 

E q u i p n t  Operation, Maintenance 

and Repair 

BASIS FOR REIMBURSEMENT - ESTIMATED REIMBURSEMENT 

Assigned Persomel 

Shared Usage, Actual Cost, 

Manpower 

Assigned Persomel 

Assigned Persomel 

Assigned Persomel 

Actual B i l l i n g s  



MOITIOUAL SPECIFIC PROYISIOYS - ELM: 12 (IYTIIIIED 

MANDATORY REIMBURSEMENT SUPPORT 

2. Category o f  S u w r t :  A - 5  ENVIRONMENTAL MHPLIANCE. 

a. SUPPLIER UILL: 

Provide support to  RECEIVER for  c l e a n - q  actions resu l t i ng  from 931AC a c t i v i t i e s  on 133AU licensed 

property. Make appropriate not i f icat ions of s p i l l s  t o  regulatory authori t ies. 

3. Category o f  Support: A-6 FIRE PROTECTION. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

Provide s t ructura l  f i r e  protect ion v i a  contract u i t h  the Metropol i tan Ai rpor ts  Carmission (MAC). Also 

prov ick s t r u c t u r a l  f i r e  protection/prevention t ra in ing  and inspection services as required by A i r  force 

Regula~t ion. 

b. RECEIVER UILL: 

Canply wi th  SUPPLIER'S direct ives and provide assistance as required; appoint f i r e  marshals i f  needed. 

4.  Category o f  Support: A-8 MORALE AND FITNESS SUPPORT. 

ir. SUPPLIER WILL: 

Provide services i n  accordance u i t h  governing direct ives. 

5 .  RECEIVER UILL: 

Coordinate desires and requirements u i t h  SUPPLIER. 

5 .  Category of  S u w r t :  A - 9  POLICE SERVICES. 

a. UPON MOBILIZATIOCI, Chiefs o f  Security for  133AU and 9UAG u i l l  coordinate secur i ty  nutual a i d  re- 

quirements t o  ensure securi ty of both ins ta l  ta t  ions based upon parent c m d  d i rec t i ves  and s i tuat ional  demands. . ~ .. 

OPT lONAL RE 1 MBURSEMENT SUPPORT - 
6. Category o f  Support: 6-1 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES. 

a. SUPPLIER UILL: 

(1) Responsibi l i t ies as out l ined i n  Atch 2, AFR 11-4 t o  provide c m t r a l  pickup and & l i ve ry  point for  

Armed Forces Courier Service. 

(2) Provide mai l  box f o r  RECEIVER. 



7. (:ategory o f  S u w r t :  8-6  CWUNICATION SERVICES. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

(1) Accept prcperly prepared narrat ive and/or card format messages m d isk  fo r  autodin transmission. 

Process autodin received messages on d isket te  for  the RECEIMF: f o r  pick-up at Bui ld ing 761, Area N. 

(2) The 934 CF/SCI.IBS u i l l  provide Secure Telephme Uni t  (STU-111) user suFport in the fol lowing areas: 

(a) Customer education t o  include l im i ted  t ra in ing  on STU-111 use, (b) Ordering of COHSEC keying m t e r i a l  i n  the 

form o f  C r y p t o - i g n i t i m  Keys (CIKS), (c) Guidance, (d) Enforce A i r  Force STU-I11 p o l i c y  in accordance with 

AFSSI-3007, (e) Trouble-shooting ( l im i ted  maintenance) short of returning the terminal t o  the vendor. 

(3) CCHSEC Accomt 669010 i s  assigned the respons ib i l i t y  f o r  providing COHSEC srpport t o  a l l  A i r  Force 

Reserve and A i r  National Guard m i t s  i n  the Twin C i t i es  area. The COMSEC account provides support i n  accordance 

wi th  AFKAG-1, AFKAG-2, AFR 56 series regulations, and appl icable AFSSIs. 

(4) Provide telephone support t o  the 133 AU and other A i r  Na t ioml  Guard m i t s  i n  the area within the 

reasonable capab i l i t y  of the SUPPLIER. Service i s  l i m i t e d  t o  maintaining cable feeds t o  the A i r  National Guard 

and providing the phone b i l l i n g  fo r  the A i r  National Guard t o  v e r i f y  i t s  FTS and overseas c a l l i n g  charges. 

( 5 )  Provide access t o  and use o f  s h r d e r  t o  o f f i ces  requi r ing destruct ion of COMSEC material. SUPPLIER 

w i l l  provide d i rec t ion  on use o f  shredder and b r i e f  o f f  ices on t h e i r  respons ib i l i t i es  regarding security, safety, 

and (:Lean-up. 

( 6 )  Provide the f a c i l i t y  and t ra in ing aids t o  Ccmn~nications-Conputer Operators (AFSC 491x1) assigned t o  

the 133 CS in order f o r  them t o  accanplish t h e i r  required tre, ining and maintain prof  ic iency in both camunications 

cent~zr and switch board operations. Operators assigned t o  934 CF/SCM u i l l  be responsible f o r  overseeing and 

ass is t ing 133 CS personnel u h i l e  they are present i n  the cormwicat ions center and switchboard. 934 CF/SCNBS w i l l  

ensure that 133 CS personnel are added t o  the required access l i s t s .  934 CF/SCM w i l l  assign operator nunbers to  

133 CS operators when awl icable.  

(7) The 934 CF/SC u i l l  maintain a master l i s t i n g  of a l l  HF and LMR frequencies and requests for new 

frequencies. 

b. RECEIVER WILL: 

(1) Designate agents fo r  133 AU and other A i r  National Guard m i t s  that require narrat ive ard/or card 

fornlat service i n  accordance with AFR 700-7. Each mit w i l l  ensure that the i r  agent has the proper clearance 

and receipts f o r  the messages i n  a t imely manner a t  Bldg 761, Area N. 

(2) Procure t h e i r  oun STU-I11 phones (funded by RECEIMR) and be responsible f o r  t u r n - i n  of terminals t o  

verujors f o r  maintenance; however, they w i  ll coordinate a l l  purchases and turn- ins o f  STU- 111's t o  v d r s  p r i o r  to  

a c t i ~ a l  purchase/turn-in with the 934th COnSEC Manager. 

(3)  Manage t h e i r  COHSEC user accomts i n  accordance w i th  AFRES po l i c ies  as the moni to r ing  headquarters 

f o r  COMSEC accomt 669010 i s  Ha AFRES/SMBS. 

( 4 )  Ver i f y  the lega l i t y  and v a l i d i t y  of telephone c a l l s  and re tu rn  b i l l s  t o  the Telephone Adninistrator 

f o r  payment. RECEIMR u i  ll r e i n h r s e  SUPPLIER f o r  FTS and overseas charges. 



(5 )  Cacply u i t h  #RPLIER's instruct ions regarding security, safety, and clean-up of shredder. RECEIMR 

u i l l  s:ch&le appointments f o r  use of shredder and provide t h e i r  oun witnessing and dest ruct ion of f  i c i a i s .  

(6) Designate a qua l i f i ed  individual t o  uork wi th  SWPLlER and help solve any problems enco~ntered with 

ind iv iduals  assigned &t ies in the camnnications center and switchboard. RECEIVER w i l l  ensure assigned operators 

understand t h e i r  responsib i l i t ies  regarding camunications, information, and physical securi ty.  133 CS operators 

w i l t  (:onply w i th  a l l  applicable SUPPLIER operating inst ruct iors .  133 CS operators mt h o l d  a current  TOP 

SECRET/NATO SECRET clearance and f i 11 out a AFCDnSEC Form 9, C:ryptographic Access B r i e f i n g  c e r t i f i c a t e  in order t o  

gain iiccess and t r a i n  i n  the commnications center. RECEIVER secur i t y  manager i s  responsible fo r  prov id ing the 

934 CI:/SCXBS u i t h  an rp-to-date l i s t  of ind iv iduals  authorizecl t o  have access t o  the cormrnicatiorrs center and 

suitcl~board. The 133 CS securi ty manager i s  required t o  keep t h i s  l i s t  current a t  a l l  times. The 133 CS 

secur i ty  manager w i t1  provide copies of a l l  a w l i c a b l e  secur i ty  paperwork t o  the 934 CF/SCHBS ( the o r i g i n a l  copy 

of the AFWSEC Form 9 m s t  be given t o  934 CF/SC)38S). The 133 CS security; mnager w i  11 immediately n o t i f y  the 

934 CI=/SCMBS o f  any adverse information o r  clearance adjudications on operators who are authorized access t o  the 

c a m u ~ ~ i c a t i o n s  center. 133 CS operators u i l l  be required t o  perform r-ired recurr ing t r a i n i n g  in accordance 

u i t h  IMSEC regulations. 133 CS operators u i l l  be responsiblt: f o r  us ing t h e i r  assigned operator n u h e r s  i n  order 

t o  d is t ingu ish  them from other operators assigned dut ies i n  the cammica t ions  center and switchboard. The 133 

CS i s  responsible f o r  providing qua l i f i ed  persornel t o  t r a i n  rreu operators. 

( 7 )  Request t h e i r  own frequencies through the A i r  National Readiness Center but  w i l l  copy the 934 CF/SC 

on a l l  frequency requests so as t o  avoid any redundancy o r  overlap o f  any frequency. 

8. C,ategory of S-rt: 0-15 FACILITY MAINTENANCE AND REPAII!. 

(1) Specialized c i v i l  engineering equipnent u i l l  be loaned t o  RECEIMR as available. 

(2) Coordinate with RECEIMR, reinburse f o r  share o f  u t i l i t i e s  and O&M cost. SUPPLIER w i l t  f m d  

f o r  Jo int  Use f a c i l i t i e s  i n  area N. 

(3) Maintain rester  Real Property records f o r  a l l  RECEIMR licensed real  estate, u t i l i t i e s  and 
f a c i l i t i e s .  Perform Real Property report ing t o  the USAF and provide a l l  data copies t o  the 133rd CES. 

(4) Budget and provide for  a su i tab le drop zone for j o i n t  SUPPLIER-RECEIVER use. 

b. RECEIVER WILL: 

(1) Provide revolving inventory o f  a l l  Real Property t o  SUPPLIER; provide rea l  property vouchers and 

srppcr t ing d o c w n t s  t o  SUPPLIER for  q d a t i n g  the master rea l  property records. 

9. Category o f  Stpport: 8-16 FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

(1) Provide emergency advance t ravel  and ac t i ve  duty  payments t o  methers o f  the 133 AU and w i t s  

s q p o r t e d  by  them. Services are given cnly when time cons t r r~ in ts  do no t  p e n i t  the normal support base(s) t o  

prov,ide t h i s  service. 

(2) FOR MOBILlUTlON ONLY. Provide normal d isburs i rq  agent f m c t i o n s  per AFH In-108. 



b.. RECEIVER WILL: 

(1 Advise SUPPLIER by telephone end prepare necessary docvnents t o  process the payment(s). 

(2) FOR MOsILIZATlON WLY. provide deta i led accolntinq and f inance information and docunenfs as 

required by the designated finance of f ice.  

10. Ciltegory o f  Support: 8-19 HOUSING AND LOOGlNC SERVICES. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

(1) Provide a l l  VOP/VAQ Lodging fo r  RECEIVER persom:l w i t h i n  t h e i r  capabi l i ty,  t o  include other 

person.le1 c d c t i n g  business u i t h  the RECEIVER, during inact ive and a c t i v e  duty periods. 

b. RECEIVER WILL: 

(1) Coordinate lvKKm and programed persomel hws ing  requirements with WPLIER Lodging Of f i ce  t o  

ensure t imely  arrangements o f  hws ing  needs. Reimburse SUPPLIfiR a t  establ ished rates. 

(2) Traveler u i  11 flnd f o r  a l l  contract quarters obl igat ions incurred by SUPPLIER f o r  TDY DOO persomet 

who are v i s i t i n g  and conducting business with RECEIVER. Re ih~rsement  w i l l  be acconplished d i r e c t l y  between 

vendor and traveler.  

11. Category o f  Support: 8-21 INSTALLATION RETAIL SUPPLY & STORAGE OPERATIONS. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

(1) Provide av ia t ion  fue l  f a c i l i t y  t o  incLude receiving, s t o r i n g  and bulk shipments o f  av ia t ion  fuel t o  

RECEIVER through d a i l y  consol idat ion of f i l l s t a n d  issues as def ined in  D00 4140.25M. Provide parking f a c i l i t y  fo r  

RECEIVERtS fue l ing  vehicles. 

(2)  Operate receiver's cryogenic f a c i l i t y  during other than ~ O M L  

duty  hours w i th  p r i o r  coordination. 

(3) Share in cost o f  expendables i n  fuels function. 

b.. RECEIVER WILL: 

(1) Advise SUPPLIER of av iat ion fue l  requirements on a monthly basis. 

12, Category o f  Support: 8-31 TRAINING SERVICES. 

$3. SUPPLIER WILL: 

Coordinate use o f  the Small Arms F i r ing  Range fo r  SUPPLIER and RECEIVER personnel and other using 

agencies. Ensure f i r i n g  range schedules are c-tible u i t h  ~ u b l i s h e d  UTA and F i e l d  Training Periods. 

b. RECEIVER WILL: 

Coordinate small arms t ra in ing  requirements and schecfules u i t h  SUPPLIER. Gperate small arms range during 

periods scheduled f o r  SUPPLIER'S u t i l i z a t i o n  i n  accordance u i t h  plrblished direct ives. 



13. Cats~gory o f  Support: 8-32 TRANSPORTATION SERVICES. (Reference agreement 133AU-93001-001.) 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

Provide biueekly t ranspor tat ion o f  RECEIMRrs PMEL equipnent t o  and f ran  148 FG i n  accordance with 1.0. 

00-i0-14 para 3-9. 

b. RECEIVER UILL: 

Coordinate u i t h  SUPPLIER for  PMEL requirements. 

14. Category o f  Support: 8-35 OTHER SWPORT -BASE OPERATIONS. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

Coordinate wi th  RECEIVER on the use of loca l  t ra in ing  ,routes ard Jordan Drop Zone. Act as the s ing le 

point o f  contact u i t h  USAFIFC/DI regarding changes t o  FLIP docunents. 

b. RECEIVER WILL: 

Provide own base operations responsib i l i t ies  f o r  u n i t  ouned a i r c r a f t  operations and a i r c r a f t  v i s i t i n g  the 

133 Au. Coordinate u i t h  SUPPLIER f o r  the use of the Jordan Drop Zone and local t ra in ing  routes. 

I S .  Category o f  Support: 8-35 OTHER SUPPORT - EWIPMENT OPERATION. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR. 

a. SUPPLIER WILL: 

(1) Provide a j o i n t  use NO1 f a c i l i t y  and t ra in ing  for RECEIMRrs personnel u i t h i n  ex is t ing  capabi l i t ies .  

Coordinate NO1 mutual support requirements through AFRES//ANG C,aintenance Control during the absence of SUPPLIER 

NO1 Technician. 

(2) Provide necessary manpouer fo r  operation of the Engine Test Cel l  when SUPPLIER engines are being 

tested. Coordinate u i t h  RECEIVER'S Maintenance Control on scheduling requirements. 

(3 )  Provide a j o i n t  use fuel eel[ maintenance f a c i l i t y .  Respond t o  emergencies as required by 934 AG 
OPLan Cs610. 

(4) Provide necessary manpower f o r  operation check o c ~ t  o f  SUPPLIER'S LRU on RECEIVER'S A-2 Generator 

Test SS:and and A-1A Loadbank. 

b. RECEIVER WILL: 

(1 )  Provide SUPPLIER u i t h  know NDI s w r t  requirements on a t imely  basis. Also, coordinate NDI mutual 

s w r t  requirements through AFRES and ANG Maintenance Control during periods o f  absence of RECEIVER NO1 

Technician. 

(2 )  Coordinate the scheduling requirerents fo r  fue l  c e l l  u i t h  Slppl ier .  



1 June 199..  

he frllluw11-tg rnandatcrr;,, l t ~ m s  have been rev lcwed b y  manaaement and nave 
een deter-rnlned t u  n o t  be a p p l l c a b i e  t o  t h l 5  agreenlent o r  nave mln lmai  
3 s ~ ~  . ( - ( f i ~e r  BlOC!. (.:)ij 

steqot-y A-1 ,. i'hapei and Li-tapl a113 C?lse,lstanc~i. Kecelvlncj o rean l za t  ion 

3.5 assigned persunnel  t o  per to rm t h l s  t u n c t l o n s .  No fuii t lme personnel  
i-e ass: ~ n e o  t o  supp l  ler  tu pertclrm these  tunct ianc;.  

3 , t e g o r y  H-2'- Command tl ernent. No l c l e n t l  t i a . b l e  supp.1 y mt- aclmlnl sc t -a t i ve  
5 t s . ~ecel . . . i i i - tg  organ1 z a t l o n  has f u l l  t l m e  persunnei t o  per torm tr lese 
~! t i es .  

3ter;r,r-\rz &-2.. L'ct~nmon Use E-'ac;..tltler-, Uperat i .ons, I?alriterjance, h'e!lalr-s, 
C o n s t r ~ ! i t ~ ~ > n .  k e c e i v i n g  a r y a n l z a t i o n  h a s  t u i  1 time per5arir1e.i. tot- 

r r > j f . ~ . ~ ~  re1 a . t e c i  .to .this careqory.  

-- 
a t e ~ e r y  A - 4  . !-)I % a s t e r  preparedness. 6ece i  v l  ng o r g a n ~  ra t1  on has assiqned 
' F  .-!nne1 t o  pe r fo rm  requirements o t  t h i s  category.  

21-rgory H-5. Env l ronnen ta l  Compl lance.  Kec:eivlng o r q a n i z a t i o n  is 
s s p r ~ n s ~  b ? e  tcjr owri env l ronmenta l  proqr-am cGn+ormlng t o  a1 1 Federsi , 
t a t p  ancl l o c a l  env l ronmenta l  r e g u l  a t l o n s .  FJo cos t s  l d e n t l f  l e d .  

a t e q o r y  H - 7 .  i i b r a r i e z .  rl3ls ca tego ry  doeas n o t  e:.:lst on t h l s  base. 

a t e g o r y  64-8. Mora le  and F i t n e s s  Support .  No i d e n t i f i a b l e  c o s t s  f o r  t h l s  
- a teqo ry .  7-heaters, parks,  r e c r e a t i o n a l  cen te rs  and r e l a t e d  s e r v l c e s  do 
i o t  f?;.:lst on this base. 

:ategory A-5'. P o l  i c e  Serv ices.  Rece i v i ng  o r g a n i z a t i o n  p rov ides  a1 1 
jeccrr-i t y  ancl 1 a w  en+ orcement programs f o r  areas and f a c i  1 i t i e s  assigned 
l o  t n e  t enan t  pe r  s t a t e  and p a r e n t  command d i r e c t i v e s .  

:ategory B-1.. A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Serv ices .  No l d e n t i f  i a b l e  cos t s  + o r  t h l  s 
~ a t e g o r y .  

:a tegory  B-15. F a c i l i t y  Maintenace and Repair .  No i d e n t i f i a b l e  c o s t s  
- e l a t e d  t o  t h i s  category .  Rec ip roca l  agreement between s u p p l i e r  and 
:enant. Tenant has assigned personnel  t o  per fo rm f u n c t i o n s  r e l  a t e d  t o  
: h i s  categor-y. 

:ategory B-19. Housing and Lodging Serv ices.  Reimbursement f o r  hous ing 
3nd 1 odg i  ng s e r v i c e s  a r e  re imbursed d i r e c t 1  y between t h e  r e c e i v e r  and 
\. 3ersonnel.  



,,'atecgory ti-Z.5. I _ r t l T e r  Suppnr-t. No i d e 1 1 t i t i a i 2 l e  costs r - e l a t e d  t o  thl c 
z a t ~ q @ r v .  

4 - 6  . F i r e  r ' r u t e r t l  en. HI. 1 i 1 n q s  are r e e e l  veij t t - 1 3 m  p i e r _ r - ~ > ~ r j l l  t a n  

q l r p 3 r - t  i ; o n i r n l s ~ r o n  t n r  c o s t  ot 55116.oil pe r  mznth. l o t s 1  r o s t  per 
yea-  c ~ t  3:,z. 1 . Y V . i i - j .  

i o s t  +or- ;tern &-a hL! to rm 1144 .$: & , i t-8 9 . .- ,-j 

Long d ~ s t a n c e  t o l l  cnarges:  $l'::'G ,,I p e r  man t h :.; i;; $: .i , ZI~-!<-!~ t - i~ .~ !  

Lu ,-.;,7 .... . - .  F 1.51 ccsage - , 3 w u  F T I ~ I > C L ~ ~ S  :.: 5. 1 2  per  cirlnu'ce 8 4 . si-i i..! . I-I(-) 
800 usage $ $120 per  month x 12 .$. 1 . 4 40 . t-jc-j 

Non recur t - lng  c o s t s  l e . .  up f o r  c r e d r t  carcis.  
c ~ . r c c t i t  l n s t a l  l a t i o n s .  

C o s t  f or  i t e m  .B-0 UU F o r m  1144 8 14 , O'+',i. cii-) 

Catisgory F--16 Finance and Accounting 

F'roc-essi ng of  t r a v e l  advances. S e t t l  ements a r p  n o t  processed by 
sup; , l l  er. Est imated number o t  advances pe r  y e a r  a re  XJ~.,. k'rcrcessi ng 
t i m e  is appro:.: i m a t e l  y 2(.! mlnutes per voctchet- t o  inc lucie compccting, 
a u d i t i n g ,  payment and da ta  process ing i n p u t .  

G r a d e  Hour ly  H a t e  F r i  nge #- I-loccrs I ' o ta l  Cost 

Cost f o r  i t e m  B-16 DD Form 1144 $1 , 29 1 . (:)(-I 
Category  B-21 I n s t a l  l a t i o n  Reta i  1 Supply and Storage Operations. 

f o l l o w i n g  c o s t s  are es t imates  based on p r e v i o u s  years  cos t  o f  s u p p l i e s  
POL opera t ions .  Est imated percentage CI+ usage f o r  t he  133rd AW i s  33%. 



&mot-~n t Per- l n d i v  i otal ~ o s t  to 
Lost  y e a r  Lost 1 .LZr - c l  c?rN 

j a l a t - y  c o s t  t o r  ~ s s u e  o t  rue1 and p roce - i s i ng  of  documentation, 
;ubm~. s s i o n  o f  hi i! i n 9 5  and tl-!el anai y s l  r. proc:essing. 

,+ pel- . . 
1"1!3nt h i'l ct r~ t 1-1 s i o t 3 i  Hours Ea Issue l cital i - io~~rs 

12 -. ... . '9 <-I I.-@ 75 ., .:,.L, 29 ,7 

i r ad  5 t i m ~ ~ r  1 .:+, K a t e  t r l n q e  H c u r  s 

.ui j ;- t) , j  $. 1 .:, . qi+ <., , i . .?,:I .l. :.. L .  -"Y 7 

estimates a r e  t o r  t r a n s p o r ~ a t i o n  o f  PMtL equipment t o  Dui uth. MN. 
=sCimate 1s b a s e d  on 26 trip'; per year,  s u p p l i e r  and r e c e i v e r  snar lno  the 
:<<st. t z t l t n ? t r - - d  time per  t r l p  is Y hourc,. 

Ci vi l 1 an Manpower 

Hour 1 y F r 1 nge i-tour 1 y Cotal Cost 
Grade Sa te  Benet1 ts  st Hours Per T r i p  

V e h i c l e  C o s t s  

R o u n d  T r i p  Lost Per 
P l i  1 ease M i  l e 

Total Cost 
Per T r i p  

3 i-1 ill 4563 $136.89 

-rota1 co:;t pe r  t r l  p $3(:1(:1. 1'7 :.: 26 = 27 , 804. 42 cos t  per  year 

Ct3st f o r  13:3-d = $.3,9(:)2.21 

-32 DD F o r m  1144 Cos': + o r  i tern b-'- $3,902.00 





FROM: XPMR 

SUI3J: Support Agreement - 934  AG and 1 3 3  AW (#934HI) (Your Ltr, 
15  Nov 9 3 )  

TO: LGX - _ - -  -- - __ _ _ C _ - - _ - - _ - - - _ _ _  

1. The subject support agreement was evaluated by t h e  
Requirements Branch. The r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  evaluation r e v e a l s  that  
t h e  suppl ier  requires no addit ional .  manpower t o  provide the  
support described there in .  

2 .  a t  of contact is SMSgt S i l l e r y ,  XPMRC, e x t  71935 .  

- 

Deputy Chief,  Manpower & Orgn Div 



. - 
,-. r* 

Headquarzers 148th Fighter Group 93Lth Airtift Group 

Minnesota Air National Guard 760 Military Highway 
Minneapolis, MN 55450-2000 

OPT!ONAL ?E!!!8Uf?CEUENT SUPPCRT C4TEC3RIES 

8-12 ~c;uipmenc Operation, Maintenance, and Repair Time and Marerials 

8-13 Explosive Ordnance Assigned Personnel 

8-21 Instal lation Recai l S~pply and Storage *rations Assigned Personnel 

DD Form 1144, MAR 92 Prevrous edit~ons are obsolete. 



* % I 

PROWS IONS (Complete blank sprc@S a d  add addis'ml W W ~  ~ O I X  u app~oPri.te: cg., e x c r p t l o ~  to prim& 
prwir im,  &iti~na/ panics to &is rgmemmnt, billing a d  rrrmbuaemem lmavcdonr.) 

I a.  he r ~ e i v i n g  components will provide the supplying component proieaionr of requested suppon (Significant changes in the 
mcehing component's support rcquiremenb should be ~ b m i n e d  to SU~plying Component in  r manner that wil l  ~ r m i t  
timell, modification of resource mquiremena) 

I b. It is the responstbility of the sup~lying component t o  nng ,&n~{,~~i$~~~r requested change in support to the attention of 
9 3 ~  l i r t i f t  croup, 760 Mil i tary Highway, M i m a P ~ i s .  - prlor to changtng or cancelling support. 

c The component providing reimbursable suppon in this agreement <will submit statements of rn to: 

14.8th FG/FM, 4680 Viper S t r e e t ,  Duluth MN 55811-6031 - 
d. All rates expresung the unit cost of Services provided in this agreement are based on current rates which may be subjec: to 

cfian~le for uncontrollable reasons. such as legislation. Do0 directives. and commercial utility rate increases. The receiver will be 
nutlfiqed immediately of such rate changes that must be paped through t o  the support recetven. 

I e. This ;bgteemem may be cancelled at any time by mutual consent of the parties concerned. This agreement may also be 
oncelled by e&er party upon gtvtng at lean 180 days written nutice t o  the other parry. I 

I f. In u s e  of mobilization or other emergency, this agreement will remain in force only within supplier's capabilities. I 
I 

S. The RJLth i s  an A i r  Force Reserve A i r l i f t  Group Located a t  Mitneapolis-St Paul lnternatioml Airport A i c h  i s  

awroximacely 160 miles South of Duluth IAP, HN. The 934th AG co~=ists of approximately 160 Officers, 945 Airmen, and 358 

Civi l ians. 

h. The mission of the 934th is to a i r l i f t  troops, supplies and ecvipnent in to  prepared or Inprepared areas either by 

parachute or  by a i r  landings and to continuo~sly supply those forces mitl they are w i  thdraun by other means. Also, 
accarplislj mediun range a i r l i f t  of supplies, persumel, and equipnnt f o r  the canbat forces i n  the front lines or elsewhere 

wi th in the theater of operatians. 

i. Once (ED requires 80s collection, the cost ident i f ied  as part of BOS estima 

Distrl'bClfim: HQ AFRES/LO( Ha 4 AF/LGB 2400 RRUS/ACFU 
302 AU/XP 934 SPTG/FU 934 LG/LGT/l.GS 
934 AC/XP NGB/LCX 148 FIG/LGX 

. - - - - - . - - - - - - - -. . - 
1 conditiom, nqv inmem,  q' i l i f i .  rtrndar& and criteria for measurememlreimbu&mem o f  unique mquiremena, 

I OPTIONAL IZEIMWRSABLE SUPPORT I 
I 1. Categ~~ry  of Srpport: 9-12 EPUlPMENT WERATION. MAINTENANb. AND REPAIR I I a. SUPPLIER WILL: I 

(1) Provide calibration repair and ce r t i f i ca t i on  of Test kasurenent and Diagnostics Equipnent (THDE) a t  
intervals specified i n  USAF 1.0. BK-1-100-2. Provide RECEIVER with mmthly schcbles, Master I m n t o r y  Listings, and 
copies of local directives prescribing procedures t o  be f o l t omd  for  processing TWE for  cal ibratim. Certifying forms and 

labels w i l l  be i n  accordance with 1.0. 00-20-14. 

(2) Provide control and scheduling procedures fo r  W E  as o u t l i d  i n  ANG Regulation 66-14 and Duluth ANGB 

Regulation 66-36. 

ADDlTlONAL SPECIFIC PROVISIONS ATTACHED: 1 X 1 YES L 
00 Form 1144, MAR 92 (Back) 



RALPH CONTE, GM-15 
Chief, Plans & Programs Division 
Engineering & Services 



FROM; 934th AG/E'MA 30 June 1993 

SUBJECT: Estimated Reimbursement Data for Agreement 4804 

The following cost is estimated for Agreement 4804 with 148th Fighter Group, 
Minnesota Air National Guard, Duluth, MN 55811-5000. 

Item B-12. Equipment Operation, Yaintenance and Repair 

Cost for calibration repair and certification 

FY 9:3 estimated cost: $4,000 .OO 

$4,000.00 FY 94 estimated costs: 

Estimated cost for item B-12, DD Form 1144 

Management Analyst 



OPTIONAL REIMGURSEYENT SUPPORT 

( 3 )  Inspect TME upon receipt t o  ensure i t  i s  clean and corrplete p r i o r  to  acceptance for cal ibrat ion. Not i fy  

RECEIVER uhen copies of technical data are required. 

( L )  Perform emergency or p r i o r i t y  maintenance of TMDE uher~ jus t i f i ed  i n  u r i  t i ng  and uhen repair i s  u i  th in  

SUPPLIER capabi l i ty .  

( 5 )  Coordinate with Base Sumly to  establish a Local orgar~izacion cme, sk:o code and PFMR fo r  parts 

requis i  t iorled t o  repair RECEIVER'S TMDE. Coordinate u i t h  FM to ensure adequate fcnds have keen transferred to  the account 

by the RECEIVER. Advise RECEIVER uhen PFMR requires furds r e p l e n i s t ~ ~ m t .  

- b. gCEIVER WILL: 

( 1 )  Provide the Precision Measurement Equipnent Laborator)/ (PMEL) Scheduler u i t h  an i n i t i a l  l i s t i n g  of TMDE, i n  

Par t  Nunber. sequence, requir ing ca l ib ra t ion  support. Veri fy monthly schedules 'and Master Inventory l i s t i n g  for  accuracy of 

data provicled by the SUPPLIER and return one signed copy t o  the PWI. Scheduler wi th in  f i v e  working days of  receipt. Colrply 

u i t h  establ.ished procedures f o r  processing TMDE for  ca l ibrat ion as Ixr Duluth ANGB Regulation 66-36. 

(;!I Coordinate u i t h  the TM)E Scheduler (DSN 825-7445] on a l l  mschechled maintenance/calibration requirements 

p r i o r  t o  d ~ ? l i v e r i n g  such equipnent to  PMEL. C o o r d i ~ t i o n  may be act:onplished by tele@me. 

(:I) Del iver TmE t o  the 148th FIG/PHE Laboratory, Bldg 385 ANG-ANNEX, Duluth IAP, MN. Ensure THDE i s  protected 

dur ing t r a n s i t  e i the r  on a padded surface o r  in s h i w i n g  cases. Inspect WOE p r i o r  to  de l ivery t o  ensure items are clean 
and ccmple'te with a l l  accessories required fo r  cal ibrat ion. Provide the SUPPLIER u i t h  a l l  necessary technical data for 

TmE ulderqoing ca l ibrat ion/ repai r  h e n  requested. Perfonn a l l  organizational maintenance requirements p r i o r  t o  de l ivery 

IAW 1.0. 53-1-27. 

( 4 )  Request priority/emergency request fo r  cal ibrat ion/repair i n  wr i t i ng  as per Ouluth ANGB Regulation 66-36. 

Priority/Emergency service w i  ll not be provided i f  suitable s h t i t u t e  equipnent i s  available. A l l  reqwsts m s t  be signed 
by the U n i t  Maintenance Of f icer  s tat ing that a suitable s-ritute i s  not available. 

(5 )  FM w i l l  provide necessary f v d s  fo r  the i r  PFMR and respand to  per iod ic  requests for  replenishment of same t o  
ensure adecpate monies are avai lable f o r  NPPLlER :o requis i t ion s p r e  parts f o r  repair of SUPPLIER TIOE. 

2. Category of Support: 8-13 EXPLOSlM ORDNANCE 

a. ZJPPLIER WILL: 

1. Receipt for ,  store and inspect those class laAla  nunitions required by the 936th Security Pol ice Squadron (SPS) 

IAW AFR 125-26, Atch 1. AFT0 Form 15 w i l l  be maintained by the 148th nmi t ions Branch and cust* storage prwidcd. These 

c lass "Aa1 m i t i o n s  are required t o  s-rt OPlan taskings. 

2. Provide the investigation, detection, locat ion marking, i n i t i a l  i d e n t i f  ication, and report ing of Suspect 

explosive ordnance, t o  include rendering-safe, recovery, and f i na l  disposal o f  rnexploded explosive ordnance. This may 

include the rendering-safe or disposal of explosive ordnance (EO) which has becane hazardous by damage o r  deter iorat ion. 



:. Validate requirements, order and ship rquired nunitions to SUPPLIEI. Upcn notification of deployment, 

QEfEIVE7 uill request issuance of munitions to aurkorized SPS representatives. Authorized SPS representative uill be 

idenrified by a Lisr of those p e r s o ~ e l  Listed in part 111 of A F  Form 68, nvlitions ~uthorization Record. 

2 .  C m p l y  uirh SUPPLIE3's directives and provide assistance uithin existing capabilities. 

j. Category of Supparr: 8-21 INSTALLATIOM RETAfL SUPPLY AND STCRP,GE CPERATJONS 

a. SUPPLIER YJL?: 

?eriom quarterly invenrory and reporting responsibilities ;IS prescribed in AFR :36-12,  Chap L-lSb(l)(b)Z and 

provide resul:s to 934th LGS (MASO). 

b. g C E ! M 4  WILL: 

Prcivide prescribed notification and information to 148 FJG/bMUS to accxpiish quarrerly inventory, establish 

supporting docmnra:ion, and reporc results/findings per AFR 136-li!, Chap 4, Para 4 - 7 5 .  



- -- 
SUPPORT AGREEMENT 1 

440th Air lyif t  Wing 
General Mi1:chel I A P  ARS 
300 E Col lege  Ave 
Milwaukee, WI 53207-6299 - 

b. MAJOR COMMAND 

4. EXPIRATION DATE 

Det 1 HQ STARC (TRP CMD) WIARNG 
350 E College A v e ,  Bldg 301 
Milwaukee, W I  53207-6298 

3. EFFECTIVE DATE (YYMMDO) 
- 
1. AGREEMENT NUMIKR 

b. MAJOR COMMANO 1 

I 
2. SUPERSEDED AGREE MENT NO. 

AFRES I 
7 SIIPI~~~RT PROVIOIED BY SUPPLIER 

(May be 'Indefinite 3 
I n d e f i n i t e  

a SUPFIORf (specify what, when, where, a d  how much) - 

921015 
(Prov~ded by Supplier) 

"505-92254-002 

A-9 p o l i c e  S e r v i c e s  

- 
5. .YING ACTIVITY 
TNAME AND ADORI~SS 

(If this npkces another agreement) 

The 440th ~ i r l i f t  Wing hereby agrees  
1. To d a i l y  monitor  the i n t r u s i o n  
d e t e c t i o n  system i n s t a l l e d  i n  Bldg 
301. 
2 .  Serve  a s  f i r s t  responder p o l i c e  
f o r c e  i n  t h e  e v e n t  of an  alarm, 
d e t e c t i o n  of unauthorized e n t r y  o r  
o t h e r  breech  o f  s e c u r i t y  a t  Bldg 3 0 1  
3. Not i fy  des igna ted  ind iv idua l s  o f  
any breech  of  s e c u r i t y  a t  t h e  

' l i t y .  
Provide  s e c u r i t y  f o r  t h e  f a c i l i t .  

u n t i l  t h e  des igna ted  ind iv idua l  can 
respond. 

6. RECEIVING ACTIVlV 
a, NAME AND ADDRESS 

- . - . . - . . -. - . 
b. DATE SIGNED 

14 Sep 92 - I 

c. API'ROVING AUTHORITY - 
( I )  T y ~ e d  Name 

b. BASIS FOR REIMBURSEMENT 

Manpower Cost Alloca- 
tion, 

c. ESTIMATED REIMBURSEMENT 

1 Reimbursable, d a i l y  
I monitoring intrusion 
1 systemr $1154. 

Reimbursable, f i r s t  
responder t o  intrusi 
detect ion system t o  
include f a l s e  alarms 
$140 

b. DATE SIGNED 

I 1 I - I 
DD Form 1144, MAR 92 Previous editions are obsolete. 402977 

JAMIS C. VAN HOUSEN, Maj , USAF HOWARII D. MILLER, COL, NGB, USPFO for WI - 
(2 Or! anitat ion 
dp ~ R E S  /LGXS 

, Robins AFB, GA 31098-1635 

(2) Orgariization 

USPFO for  Wisconsin 
(3) Telephone Number 

1.. .tINATION (Complete only when agreement is terminated prior t o  scheduled expiration date.) 

(3) Telephone Number 

- ~ 7 ~ e g g L  DSN 497-1 (5 )  Date 725  Signed 

24 Nov 92 

Camp Douglas, W I  54618-5001 ( 6 0 8 )  ( 5 )  427-7233 Oate Signed 

,, ,. g2 
P 

d. DATE SIGNED 
- 

a. nrJPROVING AUTHORITY SIGNATURE 

i 

b. DATE SIGNED c. APPROVING AUTHORITY SIGNATURE 



- 
GENERAL PROVISIO'NS (Complete blank .-re$ and add ~dd i f i ona l  general ~ ~ O V ( S ~ O ~ S  JS JP-ropriate: e.9.. erceptront to 
pmvlrlonj, rddl f loni~l  parties to this agrc tnt, bllllnp and  relmbuoement Innrucllonf.) 

'The rc'ceiving component, will provide the supplying component proiectionr of requested Support. (Significant changes in 
receivrng tompon~rrr's support requirements should be submitted to the ~ U I D P ~ Y ; ~ ~  component in manner that dl ptmt( 
timely mocjilication o f  resource requirements.) 

l responsibility of the supplying component to bring any required or requested change in scpport to  the attention of 

; Det 1 HQ STARC (TRP CMD) prior to changing or cancelling sup~~ , - t ,  - 
The c$>mponent provtding reimbursable support in  this agreement will submtt rtatementl of Corn to: 

CDlT D e t  1 HQ STARC (TRP CMD) . - 
All rates expressinq the unit cost of services provided in this agreement arc! based on current rates which may be subiea to 
chance for uncontrollable reasons, such as legislation, 000 directives. and conrm.ercia1 utility rate increases. The receiver will be 
nottficd immediately of such tare changes that must be passed through to  thse Su~port  receivers. 

This .bgreement may be cancelled at any time by mutual consent o f  the parties concerned. This agreement may be 
cancelled by either parry upon giving at leart 180 days written notice t o  the other party. 

In &!e of mobilization or other emergency. this agreement will remain in  force only within supplier's capabilities. 

AOOlflONAL GENE:RAL PROVISIONS ATlACHED: r - YES I x  NO 
SPECIFIC PROVlSIaN~ (AS appropriate: e-g.. location and tire of occupred Ircrlities. untque supplier and recetver resporuibilitres. 
cond'tioru. mquiremenb. quality Randrrds. rnd criteria for mersurementlrcrmbu~cment of unique mquircmeo~.) 

1. F u t u r e  reimbursement on ly  r e f l e c t s  t h e  e s t ima ted  direct funding a u t h o r i z a t i o n  
f o r  'chis organ iza t ion .  Once OSD r e q u i r e s  G & ~ / I n d i r e c t  C o l l e c t i o n ,  t hose  costs 
w i l l  b e  i d e n t i f i e d  and inco rpora t ed  as part of t h e  e s t ima ted  reimbursement f i g u r e s .  
2 .  . : suppl ie r  w i l l  submit  q u a r t e r l y  b i l l i n g s  once t h e  cumula t ive  va lue  of t h e  u n b i l l e d  
t r a n s a c t i o n  amounts r each  $400.00 a t  t h e  end o f  each  q u a r t e r .  
3. 'The Wiscclnsin Army Nat iona l  Guard hereby a g i e e s :  

a. To fund f o r  the procurement and i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  t h e  necessary  alarm pane l .  
b. Provide a n  up-to-date l i s t  of personnel  t o  be n o t i f i e d  i n  t h e  e v e n t  of  a 

- 
breech  of  s e c u r i t y  a t  t h e  f a c i l i t y .  

c. Provide funding for r e p a i r s  and maintenance of t h e  alarm system. . 
d. Reir,&urse the 440th A i r l i f t  Wing f o r  response  t o  " f a l s e "  alarms.  

AOOfTfONAL SPECIFIC PROVtStONS AnACHEO: I - 1 YES I X I N O  - . 
1 Form 1144, MAR 92 (Back) 



;,ECTRi CITY 5.5, 1.1.3. 00 

TELEPHONE SVC .%C" C.'T 
4-.dA-. C)C) 

+ij~:fi~'r RFifE FER PERSON 527.49 

HOURLY FiCiTE PER VEH I'CLE :81.1? 
---------.------ 

HOURLY RATE PER SECURITY GUARD 9i8.60 

THE PlANPIjWER PRCRATION OF COSTS IS EASED UPON AN ASSIGNED STRENGTH OF 30. EACH 
THIF?. HAS 5 PE'JF'LE WITH TWO ASSIGNED TO THE FL!SHT LINE. IT IS ANTICIPATED THAT 

ThE !NTRUDER ALARM IS SOUNDED. ALL SECURITY PERSONNU. (EXCEPT THE TWO SECURITY 
$OLICE GSEIGNED TO THE FLISHTLINE) WILL BE INVOLVED TO CLOSE THE EASE AND SECURE 
THE ARMY NATION~L GUARD'S FACILITY UNITL THEZE DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE CAN 
RESPQ'lD. 



YEARLY COST OF SYSTEM ~ I ] ~ ~ : T O R I ~ J G  Sl, i5.k. 1: 

F IEST 9ESE'OFiSE EST f MATI3Fi --------- .---- ------------ 
- ,mBER OF SILLS ! r & d E  OE TF:SE, = - 

- .  =STIfiATEZ :I?!€ ?ER SALL IN iY!N -4) 
---------------- 

I f 1:. 



MINNESOTA AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
HEAOQUARTERS 148TH FIGHTER GROUP (ACC) 

OULUTH, MINNESOTA 

SUBJECT: Suoport Agreement 

1. 'The attached Support Agreement has completed coordination on both the supplier and receiver side. 
This is your finalized copy. 

2. POC at the Duluth Air National Guard Base is the undersigned, DSN: 825-7418 or Commercial: 
(218) 723-7418. 

Logistics ~ana&nt Specialist 

Aflachment: 
1. Agreement #48 18 

A PROUD TRADITION 



SUPPORT AGREEMENT 

I 

r HPUE W D  ADDRESS 

440 AWmJ 
3[X] UST COUEGE AVENUE 
GEN MITCHELL W, ARS WI 532076299 

4. ECPIRATION DATE 
(W.y k lndaflnlto.) 
M.lhnr 

- 
1. J G ~ E M T  NUMBER , 

Qr0Vld.d by 8upplkr) 

r ! WPPORT (Spcny *RuS whn, M ud how much) k ( L USIS FOR REJHBURSLIIPII / C ECilll*TCD IWHBURSeYEltT 

NONE 

OPIX)PULREJM8URSEMPCTSUPPOATCATEGORlES 

- 4818 

6. I;UPPLVU(<I K.mvm 

2 SUPWEDED ' m E W T  )(UMBER 

NiA 

-- - - - - 

6-12 MUlPMENT OPERATEN. W, AND REPm 

r R E ~ N G  

S. EFFECTIVE DATE WMDO) 

OlC1301 

ACNCJ,COsrm 
PNm, UBOR AND 
P a l  D m  

b DATE SIGNED 
Dec 94 

0.1 ma NAME Cl)m=-YuRTts I5 JENSEIJ . -. 
CHARLES W. ANDRES, COL, NGB 

@I -mW, 1- TELEPHONE NUMBER 

USPFO for Minnesota 
@I DATESIGNED (4) 
m6 

[ r a . m u m u m  ~ m p ~ o q ~ ~ * ~ p l o r ~ d . r p u w n & d  - 
b DATE SIGHED 

WMMOO 
P P A O V U ( Q I ~ S I C H A ~  

DCI Form 1144, MAR 92 p I . v ( o u r . d M o c \ . h n ~  

h DATE MW(P) 

WMMDO 
r A P P R M  AlKHORCTY SIGHANRE 



I Reviewed for legal suff ic ie f~ l  
toonarrvltlrWpcoubkndthhu~portrgmmcnt 

SEP I 6.1994 Daate 



b. Receiver W i l l :  

(:I) Provide the PHEL Scheduler with an i n i t i a l  l i s t i ng  of W E ,  In P a r t  
.her Sequence, requiring calibration support. Verify monthly schedules and Master 

Inventory Listings for  accuracy of data provided by the Supplier and return one ( I )  
sicned copy to  the PHEL Scheduler within f ive  ( 5 )  working days of receipt.  Comply 
with established procedures for  processing TMDE for  calibration as per Duluth ANGB 
R e q  66-36. 

( 2 )  Coordinate with the PHEL Scheduler (Dm: 825-7445) on a l l  unscheduled 
maintenance/calibration requirements pr ior  t o  delivering such equipment t o  the PMEL 
Laboratory . 

(3) Deliver TNDE to the 148 FGIPHEL, Bldg 385, ANG ANNEX, Duluth IAP, MI?. 
&:sure THDEl is protected during t r ans i t  e i t he r  on a padded surface o r  i n  shipplng 
cases. Inspect THDE prior to delivery to ensure items are clean and complete with 
al:l accessclries required for calibration. Provide the Supplier wit!? a l l  cecessazz 
te<:hniczl d.ata f o r  5XDE undergoing repair/calibrar,ion when requested. Perform a l l  
orqanizational maintenance requirements p r io r  to delivery as directed in T . 0. 33-1- 
27. 

( 4 )  Request priority/emergency calibrat ion/repair  in  writing per Duluth 
ANCB R e g  66-36. Priority/emergency service w i l l  not be provided i f  suitable 
W ~ s t i t u t e  equipment is available. A l l  request must be signed by the Receiver Unit 
Maintenance Officer stating a suitable substi tute is not available. 

( 5 )  FH w i l l  i n i t i a l  funds of $2000.00 for  t h e i r  PFNR a t  Duluth IAP Base 
F**-ply (FB6232) and respond to periodic request for replenishment of same to ensure 

wate moneys are available fo r  Supplier to  requisition replacement parts  to repair 
- .e lver TMDE. 

( 6 )  Reimburse the Supplier fo r  pa r t s  ccmsmed f o r  PKEL Bench Stock that 
have not  been requisitioned against Receiver's Orqanization and Shop Code and charged 
t o  Receiver's PFHR. 

( 7 )  Reimburse the Supplier fo r  C i v i l i a ~  Labor expended t o  calibrate, 
repair and certify the accuracy of Receiver's TMDE. 

(8) Reimburse the Supplier for Civilian Labor. Per DIem, and any required 
0vctrtime netcessary to ca l ib ra td repa i r  TMDE "on-site" a t  Receiver's location. 
Ai;~~;."ove o v e r t h e  determined necessary to meet mission requirements. 



j . Accounting and Finance Office, 148 FG/FH, A680 Viper Street, Duluth HN S f  811- 
6031, will submit bi l l fngs  on Standard Form 1080 tol 440 AW/PH, 300 East College 
Avenue, Gen Hltcfrell IAP ARS, W I  53207-6299, charged to the receiver's appropriate 
fund cite- 

k. 13illfngs wi l l  be submitted within 20 working days following the end of each 
w x r  in which support was provided. 

1. !me purpose of this agreement is to define the support to be provided by the 
148th Fighter Group (ANG) to the 440th Airlift Wing (ISRES) f o r  the day to day 
reqdkements of the off base Tenant in the area of repa i r ,  -ration and 
certification of Test, Measurement and DiaQnostic Equipment (WE). 

m. l,%e 440th -lilt Wing (m) is located a t  General Mitchell International 
AiypC~rt  Air R'esene Station, Hilwaukee, W I  which fs approxtmately 406 miles Southeast 
of rnJuUth IAP, HN. 

n. The mission of the 440 AW is to airlift troops. supplies and equipment into 
prepared o r  unprepared areas e i the r  by parachute o r  .by air landings and to 
:ontinuously :-ly these forces until they are withdam by other means. Also, 
actomplish m e c l i u m  range airlift of supplies, personnel, and equiprrrent f o r  the  combat 
torced in the  front lines o r  elsewhere within the  theater operations. 

. Maen OSD requires BOS collection, the c o s t  i d e n t i f i e d  as  pa r t  of BOS estimated 
r c -rsement will be revdlidated. 
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Block 12. SPECIFIC PROVISIONS (Continued) 

,2 Evipment Operation. Maintenance and Repair 

a. Supplier W i l l :  

(1) provide r e p a r .  calibration and certification of Test. Measurement and 
Diaqxx,stic Equipment (TM)E) a t  intervals  specified i n  USA. T.O. 33K-1-100-2. Provide 
Rece:iver with monthly schedules. Haster Inventory Listings and copies of local 
dirc:ctives p:cescribing procedures to be followed for  processing l?iDE for  calibration. 
Cenlfylng forms and labels w i l l  be ut i l ized as prescribed in T.O. 00-20-14. 

(2 )  Provide control and scheduling procedures f o r  W E  as outlined in Air 
National G u r d  (ANG) Regulation 66-14 and Duluth Ak'G8 Reg 66-36. 

( 3 )  Inspect 1?QIE upon receipt  to ensure it is clean and complete p r io r  t o  
acce;ptance f o r  calibration. Notify Receiver when copies of technical  data are 
reqt tized. 

(4:), Perform emergency o r  p r io r i ty  maintt~nance of TMDE when justified fn 
&ri t ing  h d  when repair  is within Supplier capabi1:Lty. 

(5;1 Coordinate w i t h  Base Supply to establish a loca l  Organization Code. 
Shop Code 'ancl Project Funds Management Record ( P M )  f o r  requisi t ioning p a r t s  t o  
repair  Recei~rer's W E .  Coordinate with 148 FGIFW to ensure adequate funds have been 
transferred Y a  the account by the  Receiver. Advise! Receiver when PFMR requires funds 
r- - 1.enishment. 

(61 Requisition pa r t s  andlor Commercial Service Nanuals as required to  
repair  Receiver DfDE against Receiver's local  Org Codelshop Code. Re-cap of all 
p a r t s  requisitioned w i l l  be provided t o  the Receiver by 148 FGIFH upon request. 

(7 )  Cost fo r  lebor expended to repair. ca l ibra te  and c e e i f y  Receiver's 
TWE wil l  be axtracted from the  PKEL, Automated Maintenance System (PAM) Computer 
Data Base ancl forwarded to Accounting and Finance (148 FG/FMF) f o r  b i l l ing  on 
Standard Fom~ 1080. R a t e  of hourly reimburseaent b r l l  be me =revailing wage rate 
f o r  the Civil-ian HeMlogis t  performing the work multiplied by the  acceleration rate 
prescribed Fn Para 27-7. AFR 177-102 f o r  semices provided by an A i r  Force 
organization to another A h  Force orgaz?iza+lon hav?-?g a d i f f e r en t  0 h X 
appropriatiorm (in t h i s  case. ANG to AFaES). Work Order Han-hour expenditures w i l l  
be maintained in the PAMS archives for a period of three (3) years t o  provide an 
audit  trail. 

(8:1 Cost fo r  per diem required f o r  'on-site" ca l ib ra t ion  of THDE that 
cannot be m u s p o r t e d  to the PMEL (Aircraft Test Stand. Torque Wrench Testers. 
Personnel Weighing Scales. E t c )  w i l l  be computed on an e igh t  (8) hour day. pcr+al to 
portal.  f o r  Civllian wages. cos t  of meals and 1odg:hg. A l l  overtime charges must be 
approved in i-ce by the Receiver when required m meet mission requiremenu. 
Total reimbuesement computationslcharges w i l l  be forwarded io 148 FG/FMF for bi l l ing 
on Standard l?om 1080. ' 



i SUPPORT AGREEMENT I 

I UG8 

7. SUPPORT PROVIDED BY SUPPLIER t ""' 
- 

WDATOflY RUMBURSEMENT SUPPORT WTEGOAIES: 

NONE 

OFTIONAL ~IMBUASEMENT SUPPORT WTEOORlES 

8-12 EOLllPMENT O P E R A W ,  MMJT. AND REPAIR UXNALCQsTm U7200.00 
P E ~ ,  UBOR, AND 
PEA DlEM 

-. 
(1) T Y P ~  WE (1) ~ ~ ~ W U F f T t S  E JENSEIJ . 

CHARLE!; W. ANDRES, COL, NGB c. - 
(2) 0RGANIUTK)N 

IJSPFO for Minnesota 
(6) DATESIGNED (4) 

#40&6 
- 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ C O U P O N E W T  

r NRE b BATE SlGND 
Dec 94 

&=N, COMPTROLLER YlMMW 

a APPROVING MCMOFVrr 

a SUPPLYIW~ ~X)~~POWDCT - 
L bDLITEIIGNED 

fflb? 0 4  

-- 
4 ~ a ~ ~ m r r ~ ~  ( ~ a p ~ o n ~ ~ . k n . p n n * n * - p r k r w - d - H  t 

- v n n u ~  
c. APPROVIMQ AWHOCVTr 

b. DATE SIGNED 

YYMMOO - 
Fonnll44,MARW P n v l w r o d l t i o n I I r n ~  

- 
I APPROWNO AUTHOFUrY SIGNANRf a. APPROnNGi AUTHORITY SK;MATURE b DATE O W E D  

WMlrCDO 
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ADOmOFlrU. GENERAL PROVl80NS ATT- x YES - 
1 2  SPECIFIC PROVISIONS 

o a d l t l o r * , n q u l n m w r b , q c w s t y ~ . . n d a b r ( . k r ~ l n h r k m m n t d u n i q w ~ u l n m r r ( . 3  

3 Form 1144, MAR 92 (BW 



b. Reeeiver Will8 

( 11) Provide the PHEL Scheduler with an initial l i s t i ng  of TMIE, i n  Part 
lnber Sequtmce. requiring calibration support. Verify monthly schedules and Master 
rentory LjLstings for  accuracy of data provided by the Supplier and return one (1) 

,~gned copy to the PMEL Scheduler within five (5) worklng days of receipt. Comply 
with established procedures for  processing TWE for  cal ibrat ion as per Duluth ANGB 
Reg 66-36. 

(:2) Coordinate w i t h  the PHEL Scheduler (DSN: 825-7445) on al l  unscheduled 
maintenance,/calibration requirements prior to delivering such equipment t o  the PMEL 
Lakoratory. 

( -3)  Deliver TNDE to the 148 FG/PHEL. Bldg 385. ANG ANNEX. Duluth IM. MN. 
E n ~ u r e  TMDE is protected during t rans i t  e i ther  on a padded surface o r  in shipping 
cases. Inspect W E  pr ior  t o  delivery to ensure :items a re  clean and complete w i t h  
a l l  accessories required f o r  calibration. Provide the Supplier with a l l  necessary 
technical data f o r  THDE undergoing repair/calibration when requested. Perform a l l  
orqanizatiornal maintenance rewirements prior  t o  delivery as directed in T.O. 33-1- 
27. 

( 4 )  Request priority/emergency calfbration/repair i n  writing per Duluth 
ANGB Reg 66-36. Priority/emergency service w i l l  not be provided i f  suitable 
sukst i tu te  equipment is available. A l l  request must be signed by the Receiver Unit 
Maintenance Officer s t a t i ng  a suitable substitute is not available. 

( !5 )  FH w i l l  initial funds of $2000.00 for  t h e i r  P M  a t  Duluth IAP Base 
Supply (FB6:232) and respond to periodic request for  replenishment of same to ensure 
adequate moneys a re  available for  Supplier to requisition replacement parts t o  repair 

s iver  TMIE. 

( 6 )  Reimburse the  Supplier for  parts  consumed for  PNEL Bench Stock that 
have not been requisitioned against Receiver's Organization and Shop Code and charged 
t o  Receiver's PE'MR. 

( '7)  Reimburse the  Supplier for Civilian Labor expended to calibrate. 
repair  and ce r t i fy  the  accuracy of Receiver's THDI!. 

(13) Reimburse the Supplier f o r  Civilian Labor. Per DIem,  and any required 
overtime necessary to calibrate/repair  TNDE "on-site" a t  Receiver's location. 
Ap~rove ove.rtime deterncined necessary to meet mission requirements. 
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Block 11. GENERAL PRWISIO%S (Continued) 

The AccolJnting and Fhance O f f i c e ,  148 FG/FM, 4680 Viper Street ,  Duluth HN 55811- 
- a j : i .  will  submit b i l l ings  on Standard Fonn 1080 t, 440 AW/PH, 300 East College 
Avenue, e n  14itchell IAP ARS, W1: 53207-6299, charged to the receiver's appropriate 
f u n c l  cite. 

k. Billings w f l l  be submitted wf- 20 working hays following the end of each 
q u a a r  In which support was provided. 

1. The purpose of t h i s  agreement is to define the support to be provided by the 
148th Fightel: Group (ANG) t o  the  440th A i r l i f t  Wing (AFRES) f o r  the day to day 
requhments  of the  off base Tenant in  the area of repair, cal ibrat ion and 
certfficatiorl  of Test, Measurement and Diagnostic Equfpment (THDE). 

m. The 440th Airlift Wing (AFRES) is located a t  General Mltchell Internat ional  
Airport A i r  R-eserve Station, Hilwaukee, WI which is  approximately 406 miles Southeast 
of Duluth VIP. HN. 

n. !We mission of the  440 Ai? is to airlift troops, supplies and equipment into 
prepiued o r  unprepared areas e i t h e r  by parachute or  by air landings and to 
conc!nuously (supply these forces unti l  they a r e  withdrawn by other means. Also, 
accomplish medium range airlift of supplies,  personnel, and equipment f o r  the  combat 
f o r c t ! ~  i n  the f r a n t  l i ne s  o r  elsewhere within the theater  operations. 

o. Uhen OSD requires BOS collect ion,  the cos t  idenldfied a s  part of BOS estimated 
reimbursement w i l l  be revalidated. 



Block 12. SPECIFIC PROVISIONS (Continued) - 

? Equipment Operation. Maintenance and Repair 

a. Supplier W i l l :  

( 1. ) Provide repair,  calibration and cer t i f i ca t ion  of Test. Measurement and 
Diagncstic Equipment (TMIE) a t  intervals specified, in USAF T. 0 .  33K-1-100-2. Provide 
Receiver with monthly schedules, Wter Inventory List ings and copies of local  
d i rect ives  prescribing procedures t o  be followed f.or processing TMIE for  calibration. 
Certifying forms and labels  w i l l  be u t i l ized as prescribed i n  T.O. 00-20-14. 

( 2 )  Provide control and scheduling procedures f o r  TMDE as outlined in Air 
National Guard (ANG) Regulation 66-14 and Duluth A m  Reg 66-36. 

( 3 )  Inspect THDE upon receipt  to ensure it is clean and complete pr ior  to 
acceptance for calibration. Notify Receiver when copies of technical data are  
required. 

(4 , ) ,  Perform emergency o r  p r io r i ty  maintenance of TMDE when justified in 
~ r i t l n g  &d when repair  is within Supplier capability. 

( 5 )  Coordinate with Base Supply to establish a local  Organization Code, 
She]?. Code 'an.d Project Funds Management Record (PFMR) f o r  requisitioning parts  t o  
repialr Receiver's W E .  Coordinate with 148 FG/FH to ensure adequate funds have been 
transferred t o  the account by the  Receiver. Advise Receiver when PFNR requires funds 
rep:L enishment . 

( 6 )  Requisition par t s  and/or Commercial Service Manuals as required to . ir Receiver THDE against Receiver's loca l  Org Code/Shop COde. Re-cap of all 
p-3 requisitioned w i l l  be provided t o  the Receiver by 148 FG/m upon request. 

(7) Cost f o r  lgbor expended t o  repair,  calibrate and cer t i fy  Receiver's 
TM)E: w i l l  be +xtracted from the  PMEL Automated Haintenance System (PAHS) Computer 
D a t a  Base and forwarded t o  Accounting and Finance (148 =/FEE) fo r  b i l l ing on 
Standard Form 1080. Rate of hourly reimbursement w i l l  be the prevailing wage r a t e  
for the Civilian Metrologist performing the work multiplied by the acceleration r a t e  
pre:;cribed in Para 27-7. AE'R 177-102 f o r  services provided by an IUr Force 
orgzlnization t o  another Air Force organization having a dif ferent  0 & M 
app1.-opriations (in this case, ANG t o  AFRES). Wo~k O r d e r  Man-hour expenditures will 
be mraintained in the PAMS archives f o r  a period of three (3) years t o  provide an 
aud i t  trail. 

(8 )  Cost fo r  per diem required f o r  'on-sitea calibration of TMDE tha t  
canxlot be transported t o  the PMEL (Aircraft Test Stand. Torque Wrench Testers. 
Personnel Weighing Scales, Etc) w i l l  be computed on an e ight  (8)  hour day. portdl to 
porlA.,' f o r  Civilian wages, cos t  of meals and lodging. A l l  overtime charges must be 
approved in advance by the Receiver when required to meet mission requirements. 
Total  reimbursement computations/charges wi l l  be forwarded tb 148 FG/FMF fo r  b i l l i ng  
on !Standard Fonn 1080. 



2. 2:f f e c t i v e  Date: . Signature of Host Approving Off j-cia1 I 

#I-- 

. . .  . - - -  ---.., ,,. - AGREEMENT NUMBER 

USAF HOST-TENANT S I ~ R T  AGREEMENT 914 BE 

-F. TRIENNIAL REVIEW REVISION 
REACCOMPLISHED I I TCRMINATION 

NO. - NO. - 
1. DISTRIBUTION - 
nr -r  n o s T - r r n A n T  orr lc t  SYMBOL AND NumBrrc or c o r t r s  n r o u t n r m  r o R  DISTRIBUTION 

C ~G/RMS/DE/DPMT/LGS/DO/MA/SP/SV/MSR/SGA/SE/DC/DW - 1 cy each,  ACB - 2 CyS 
1s ,,,/W;X - 2 cys 1 AF/m - I cy National  Guard Bureau/LGX - 1 cy 
AFRES,/LGX - 2 CYS HQ TAC/LGX - 1 cy 
107 FIG(NYANG1 CC/DCR - 10 cys RQ NYANG/RM - 1 cy - 
1. IDENTIFICATION 

3. &uthor i ty :  AFR 11-4 I 

HOST 
:OMMAIYO -2' AFRES 914 Tac t i ca l  A i r l i f t  Group - 
BASE 011 ADDRESS 

Niagara F a l l s  I n t l  Aprt 
Niagara F a l l s ,  New York 14304-5000 

4. General: This i s  a reaccomplished agreement and supersedes agreement s igned by t h e  Host 
on 1;) S e p  87. A t r i e n n i a l  review w i l l  be accomplisht?d using t h e  s igna tu re  of Host Approving 
O f f  ic:ial da te .  

5. _l~ttachmen.Q: (1) Host-Tenant Support r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  * Changed. 
( 2 )  Memorandum Diesel  Fuel procedu:res 

- 
REMARKS 111. 

INCLUOL E r r E C T I V I :  DATE I F  OTHER T H A N  T H A T  OF LAST SIGNATURE. AND WAIVERS 

1. ' u r p o s e :  This agreement pfovides support  f o r  the! Tenant, 107 FIG(NYANG1 by t h e  Host, 
91 4 TAG ( AFRES I . 

1 ENANT 

AF Form 149, JAN 89 r R E v l o u s  EDITIONS ARE o B s o L r r t .  

COMMAl lD 

NGB 

UNIT  

107 Figh te r  I n t c p  Group (NYANG) 
SASE OII ADDRESS 

Niagara F a l l s  I n t l  Aprt 
Niaga.ra F a l l s ,  New York 14304-5000 



- 
VI. - SUPPORT RESPONSl8lLlTfES 

FUNCTIONA~ ACCOUNT I  SUPPORT^ ( FUNCTIONAL ACCOUNT 

COMMAND 

JUDGE ADVOCATE 

' PWmLIC AFFAIRS 

C H A P L A I N  

XX 

XX 

-- 

xx 106X 

I 1 1 X X  

I 

- 

BASE CONTRACTING 

CONSOLIDATED COMMANO POST 

3 8 X X  

4 1 X X  

rzxx 

4230 

SAFETY 

ADMINISTRATOR 

ACCOUNTING AND F I N A N C E  

MANAGEMENT AND ANALYSIS 

GROUNO COMM/COMPUTLR 

BASE SUPPLY 

TRANSPORTATION (LESS 4230) 

A E R I A L  PORT OPERATIONS 

XX 

XX 

, 

I 

I 47S1 ( DISASTER PREPAREDNESS 

la 

xx 

4 7 t 0  

472X ' 

4721 

473X 

4750 

4SXX 

4 6 X X  

BASE OPERATIONS 

F L I G H T  OPERATIONS 

RECORD & CORMS-FLIGHT MGMT. 

GROUND T R A I N I N G  

mASE PLANS 

MAINTENANCE CONTROL 

xx ON-EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE 

4 3 X X  

4 4 X X  

- 
MORALE, W E L F A R E  8 RECREATION 

SERVICES 

I 

I OFF-EQUIPMENT M A I N T E N A N C E  - 1 

SECURITY POLICE 

C I V I L  ENGINEERING 

I 

xx 1 2 3 l 5  1 SURVIVAl .  EQUIPMENT MAINT.  I I I I 

4992 

S X X X  

1 2 1 0 / 4 7 2 1  

1C2X-7 .K CONSOLIOATEO BASE PERSONNEL 

C I V I L I A N  PERSONNEL 

SOCIAL ACTIONS OFFICE 

ZIXX CHIEFIDEP CMDR FOR MAINT. 

2 I 10 O U A L I T Y  CONTROL 

M O R T U A R Y  

M E D I C A L  

OTHER:  

LOGlSTlCS PLANS 

x 

x?t 

X X  

I I 2490 ( AIRCRCW TRAINING DEVICES I I I I 
2410 

ZSXX MUNITIONS MAINT. MGMT. 

EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL 

GROUNO C-C EQUIP. MAINT.* 

2OXX EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE 

AEROSPACE GROUND EQUIP M A I N T .  

AVIONICS MAINTENANCE 

PREC. MEAS. EQUIP. LAB.  (PMEL) 

COMPONENT REPAIR 

SYNTHETIC TRAINER 

XX 1 3270 1 .ASE AUDIOVISUAL SUPPORT I I I I 

- 
j INTELLIGENCE COLLECTI~N 

I I I 

I I COMMUNICA TIONS/COMPUTER I 
"X" indicates that Support Responn'biliry is as stated in AFR 11-4. 
"XX"  indicates rhat Support Responsibility is as stated in an attachment t o  this agreeFent. 
"XsYJC" indicates thtrt Support ResponsibNiry is as stared in the Command-toSommanc1 agreement nfercnced in Section Iff. 

--*. . I 
4~ FO QM 119. JAN 1 9  IRerersej *IJ 5 cnurau l ) r?  O ~ I U ~ I U C .  nrr rrr ..om,, ,.,, -,- .-.. - 
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- .  - 4OSTKENANT FUNDING RESPONSIBILIW 
MOST . . < TENANT 

107 Fighter Intcp G r o u p  (NYANG) 914 ~ a c t i c a l  A i r l i f t  G r o u p  
- FUMOlhlG ARRANGEMENTS HOST OR TENANT /FUNDING ARRANGEMENTS ACTtVE FORCE UNITS ORANG I AFRES UNITS 

I. This is w.dl UI idrntii su port b e ~ n g  prov ided i s  the  runding r e s p c ~ n s i b i l i t y  o f t h e  hurit. tenant or o t h e r  thun hos t !~envn t  

(i * u;h, centra:ly nnanagd a ~ l o t m e n t l a n ~ i s  bawd un A M  172-1. Vul I .  See &marks b lock  fo r  s u p p o n  p rov ided  to n o n - m o b d ~ u d  A I ~  Reserve Forces. 

I .bough in w m e  cases t h i s  a t b c h m e n t  m a y  i d e n t i l j  c e r u i n  1) pes of suppor t  n o t  p rov ided  UJ t h e  Lenant. it is tu b e  used o n l y  for t h e  
I n  parngru h I "bore and dues nut .(rr.~t other  condi t ions o i t h e  .preenlent. W h e n  suppor t  is b e i n g  prov ided.  c i r c le  t h e  c o r r e s p o n B E p i i T a g r a p h  

14, i n d i c n l c  F)uudirlg respons ib i l i t y .  
j. Dc not etl;lch thlc furm Lc, a g r e e m e n u  b e l u r r n / a m o n g  unik m e e t i n g  t h e  c r t u r i r i  c o n b i n e d  in AFR 172-1. Val 1,Chapter  7. S c t i u n  6, para  7 -7d( l ) .  

T 
E n  

T T  

X 

X 

X 

n 
t 
R 

t n ?  
0 

T T  

X 

X 

N P t  Of SUPPORT 

d s ' ~ p " ~ n t  01 nnci 
p ~ n r l  Leggag. in  conruccton 
with PCS or TDV 

e. & ~ 0 1 r l  COSIS 

1. Vehrck rentals 
(I) To suppkrmnt 

amhoruation of host 
p) To wppkmcnt 

authoriration of tenant 
9. Comnwrcnl cranrponation 

wppon (Loading / unload~nq 
auistance lor ur9o aircraft1 

h Clrgo and pasung., traffic 
mrlih via d i r y  airlitc 

i. Movcment of traff~c othcr 
than MAC rdudukd ~ l r < t ~ f t  

j. LwI taxies. busses. e t ~  (If 
host had to provd. arupned 
whick, 

(I. T r a ~ t i o n  of &pen- 
dent school children (On-bawl 

I. Vehitk maincrcunce (See 
AfR 112-1. Volume I) In-hour 
@or1 or tenant) and contracl 
maim of which  hat are the 
propf ly  ol or prmanently 
di.prtdud to the lorunt 

m. SJU repair 01 pallets and 
rwU 

35. &rial Con Opuations 

T 

$ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

wp tenant €At0 
(J) Eap.nu equipnwnt 
(b) Inmtrrunt  equipnwnt 

r %#a and forms distribution 
.cia1 Mail k n ~ e  
rrruntat~on 

%~vK* 
i *. ~ w t e m r  MJMtJ*Mnl 
t 7. Iw (ontracrinq 
I 8. Como ibtd Command IPost 
t 

9. Accoun~np L f t l u n u  S ~ ~ V K *  
. a. Civ lnyroll protnbing ufvlce 

b. Pay of civtluns aulqmd to 
aonlm 

to. Cost ~ n d  Manqrment A ~ l y m  

11. adget  k r v w n  3 ~ep is t ia~ tans  

q3. e d w U O n  W r r r r n  
14. %gp.rtion Program 

a. Pa y m n t  01 ush a-wd n I char+ to orprnization of 
a a w t  of p n o n  who 
u b m i n d  IM .want. 

: 15. ~ t u a o l i i d  bu P~BI Oltice 

Ciri(i.n h rwnrw l  QHnc 

S t u i ~ l  Aaiom WICW 
Clue1 01 / D.p Cemmnder 
fc~r Malntena~* 
O n q u i p  mr~nlenrlue 

~ U N C  
CODE 

24% 

X 

x 

X 

X 

X 

o 
T 

R 

1251 
llSX 

tS1X 

1 U O  
1530 

1210 
402 1 
%St0 
1617 

t a x .  
bX 

1blX 

1697 

WPt OF SUPPORT 

14 ~ u c r r w T n ~ r u n g D e v ~ n  

4. Oupta~n 

a. Oualny Assurance 

X 

X 

x 

1050 

TYPE Of SUPPOW1 

1. C o m t ~ ~ d  

j b M a i n t e ~ ~ ~ e  Cor~trol 2120 a Otiwuspnwnt nvlltt 

Muntt~ons n v ~ n t e ~ n u  opt  

€xp(OSl~ OrdlNnu -0-1 

a. I)eprogrrpturs 
(1) t h -&be  Units 

(.) Printing / Oupl8ot1ng 
k.Houu 

(bI hinting-C0-r~i.l 
(4 Cowlng SuPPo" 

t tqwp M than 13000 
2 Equip Over S3OOQ 

U) afl-maw Units 
(J) ?rm(lng / O~p41UIlng - 

In-Houul 
(b) Prmting-Conwmr~r*l 
(0 CWY s u w n  

1 t quip lcrr than, 13000 
2 E q u i p o w  S3Im 

b. Cop ling k r v i c n  
(1 ) nost.owrwd equi~pmnt 
a) nost.kaud equir-1 
0)  Equionwnt k a u t l  for 

mission respomirbiuy and 

FUNC 
COD€ 

1010- 

2. ludpt Advocate krv*ca!s 
1. P u b l i c  Aflairs Serricrs 

! 
+ a. U fhen tenant a or9i1nu.d 

111 perform 
b U l h n  tenant n not 

o r p n i z d  to perlorm 
(1) (n.houn 
U) I y c o m r ~  

20. Survival equipmmC IIU* 
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HOST TENANT SUPPORT AGREEMEYT 
BETWEEM 0 1 4  TAG dlOD THE 187 FIG 

---. 
SUPPORT FWCTIOM 

GOST WILL: TEIANT WILL: 

(Replaced by) Host the Base (Replaced by) Be a member of 014 
Safety Council to include TAG Base Aerospace Safety 
explosives Safety Program Council. Be responsible for 
under Air Force Reserve and 107FI5 Explosives Safety Program 
Military Airlift Command under Air National Guard and let 
rbegulations. Be responsible Air Force regulations. Coordinate 
lor Q14TAG owned explosives. with 914th on Explosive Safety 

mattera pertaining to the total 
base. 

1 2 1 8 / 4 0 2 1  LOGISTICS PLANS 
I 

, [Replaced by) Directs, controls (Replaced by) Maintain own 
and supervises the 914TAG base mobility support to include base 
mobility program, including mobility plan, mobility 
maintaining the Contingency processing and Contingency 
Operations/Mobili ty Planning Operations/Mobility Planning and 
irnd Exec!ution System (COMPES) . Execution System (COMPES) .  

(Added) Service aircraft 
performing NGB missions 
previously coordinated by 
107FIG,/DCO or DCR. 

2 3 n  OFF-EQUIP MAINTEPANCE 

(Replaced by) Provides a joint (Repla.ced by) Fund for 
use Non-Destructive Inspection expendable supplies. Provide 
(NDI) Laboratory, maintained and 107FIQ unique equipment. 
funded by the 914TAG except for 
expenda'ble suppl ies . 

2315 SURVIVAL EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE 

(Replaced by) Host will provide (Replaced by1 Notify host when 
the parachute drying tower wet parachutes require drying. 
facilities as required. 

2348 AGE M A I M T E H A ~  

(Replaced by) Permit the use of (Replaced by) Furnish or provide 
the paint spray booth and paint for all expendables consumed, 
atrippe!r room on UTA weekends or aasiat in housekeeping during 
as required by 107FIG during utilization. 
normal duty hours. 
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SUPPORT FUPCTIOE 
jEOST WIIA: TENAMT WILL: 

(Replaced by) Will use the ADCSA (Replaced by) Will provide 
for storage of conventional storage cell(s) for 914TAG 
rnunitio:ns items. Storage of conventional munitions. 
conventional munitions will be 107CAM/MAM will maintain current 
IAW AFR 127-100 and applicable liatin,g of all personnel autho- 
TAC Sups. rized access to cell(8). 

Accesa to storage cell(s1 will 
be by two man control; one 
107FIG 46XXX and one 914TAG 
645XX. Provide 107FIG/MAM on a 
eemiannual basis a listing of 
items by class division and net 
explosive weight housed in 
structures provided. 

2530 EXPLOSIVES 0IU)I:NAHCE 

(Replaced by) Provide EOD 
services as required IAW 1st Air 
Force and NYANG regs. 

3270 BASE AUDIO-VISUAL SUPPORT 

(Replaced by) Provide its own 
photographic equipment to 
support photographic needs 
during UTAs and on special 
occasions, unless approval is 
obtained in advance to utilize 
equipment owned by tenant. 
Provide all of its own or 
replace tenant's photographic 
supplies used to support photo- 
graphic needs during UTAs and on 
special occasions. 

(Repla.ced by) Permit the use of 
its Photographic Lab and Dark 
Room facilities by the 914TAG. 
914TAG will provide all other 
equipment required to support 
photographic needs during UTAs 
and on specified occasions 
unless approval is obtained from 
the tenant in advance. Will not 
provide and supplies used by the 
914TAG to support their photo- 
graphic needs. 
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SUPPORT FWCTIOI 
HOST W I U :  TENANT WILL: 

(Replaced by) Provide Communi- 
cat iona/Computer Sys tems 
Requirement Document (CSRD) 
processing for all AF 
Form 3215's for the following 
actions: Communications Elec- 
tronics Meteorological (CEM) 
requir'ements to Electronics 
Installation Division (EID). 
Internal processing for 
telephones, data, duress, fire 
protection, teleautograph and 
eecurity circuits. 

(Replaced by) Prepare AF Form 
3215's outlining requirements 
with proper justification and 
forward them to 914TAGlSC for 
processing. Unit will provide 
funding for all equipment other 
than the basic straight 
telephone instruments. 

Prepare and process Telephone Furnish 914TAG/SC with appropri- 
Service Request's (TSR's) and ate request on AF Form 3215 with 
~ e ~ u e s t  for Service (RFS) IAW proper justification. Funding 
DCAC 310-130-1. will be the responsibility of 

the ANG. 

Process in Effect Reports as Furnish 914TAG/SC with documen- 
required. tation indicating installation 

of appropriate equipment. 

Process Delayed Service Reports Furnish Q 14TAG/SC with 
as required. appropriate documentation to 

accomplish the required report. 

Update the telefax data base as Furnish 914TAG/SC with appropri- 
required. ate information to update the 

data base. 

Provide required annual 
inventories of station equipment 
and leased lines. 

Provide Scheme Management to Provide 914TAG/SC with appropri- 
include: ate request and justification to 

manage the program. 

a. Initiation of acheme require- 
ments to EID and ANGSC. 

b. Update Schemes as required. 

c. Coordinate allied support. 

d. Monitor scheme milestones. 

e. Answer program support letters. 

f. Coordinate scheme inatallation 
with Building Occupancy date. 
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HOST W I L L :  

-.. e 
SUF'POBT FUHCTIOBI 

T E Y r n  WILL: 

38XX GROUND COXMUMICATOIS 
(continued) 

Maintain Communications-Computer Furnish 9>14TAG/SC with 
Systems Facility Records appropriate paperwork to 
(CSIRsl . update the records. 

Provide Frequency Management to 
include the following: 

a. Process Frequency 
Requirements to: 

( 1) .ANGSC Frequency Manager. 

Provide 914TAG/SC with jugtifi- 
cation for new frequenciee and 
keep them advised aa to any 
unnecessary frequencies. 
Establish a point of contact 
within the unit to coordinate 
all actions in regard to 
Frequency Management. 

( 2 )  'TAC Frequency Manager as 
appropriate. 

b. Provide Radio Frequency 
Aut'horizations (RFA) to the 
customer . 

c. Process 5 year review updates. 

d. Delcte unnecessary Frequencies. 

e. Coo,rdinate with other DOD 
activities and FAA as required. 

f. Coordinate Frequencies for 
deployments as required. 

I Provide telephone switchboard Communications Center Support. 

41XX BASE SOPPLZ 

(Repla.ced by) Provide 107FIG/LGX (Repl.aced by) Provide WRM 
with MrRM listing and any host storarge when possible. 
storage requirements. 

Pr0vid.e representative to 107FIG Maintain own war reserve 
WRM Rebview Board. mater-ial (WRM) program to 

include review board, aurveil- 

i 
lance inspections and monitors 
for program. 

Provide the bulk storage area of 
the 914TAG Fuels Branch as an 
alternate parking location for 
the 187FIQ refueling vehicles. 
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SUPPORT FUHCTIOY 
HOST WIG: TEIAJW WILL: 

4lXX BASE SWPM 
(continued) 

Provide bulk aviation fuel and Furnish host requirements for 
ground fuel products and fuels jet fuel and other POL products. 
accountability. Schedule Reimburse host for personnel 
personnel to dispense jet fuel overtime i f  required to dispense 
Mon-Fri between the hours of POL p.roducts, i f  other than 
0715-1600. around fuel products hours stated. Provide fuel 
will be dispensed during normal samples. 
operating hours established by 
the Q14TAG. Perform fuel 
sampl-ing analyses. 

Furnish 9 1 4 T A G  requirements for Provide t w o  liquids oxygen carts 
liquid oxygen and hours of oper- to service C-130E aircraft. 
ation for liquid oxygen carts Coordinate with 107FIG/LGS on 
servicing. Provide WRM storage servicing carts at the liquid 
of liquid oxygen. oxygen servicing area. Will 

reimburse 107FIG for cost of 
liquid oxygen consumed. Provide 
107FIG quantity of liquid oxygen 
to be consumed on a monthly 
basis. 

43xx SECURITY P O L E  

(Replaced by) Host the Resource (Replaced by) Provide a unit 
Protection Committee IAW AFRES representative for the Base 
regulations. Be responsible for Resource Protection Committee. 
all 914TAG owned resources. Be responsible for protection of 
Maintain base plans for Resource all I07FIG owned reaources IAW 
Protection. ANG and 1st AF regulations. 

Coordinate with 914TAG in 

I writing the Resource Protection 
Plan. 

Pr0vid.e required documentation Assiigt the 107FIG/SP with 
for issue of identification processing Pass & Identification 
cards. 107FIQ will reimburse Cards (except AF Form 1199) and 
host for supplies used. vehicle registration services 

during normal duty hours, when 
manning permits. Pass & ID 
facilities in Building 310 may 
be used by 107FIG/SP using their 
personnel and supplies, as long 
as area is policed after use. 

Provide an armed force, i f  Provide an armed force, i f  
available, to back up the 107FIG available, to back up the 914TAG 
Security Police during an actual Security Police during an actual 
confr~ontation involving 107FIG confrontation involving 914TAG 
resou~rces. resources. 
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8-  SUPPORT FUVCTIOU ,? 

MOST WIL&: 1 TElAWl' WILL: : 

44XX C I V I L  EDlGImiEERI3IG 

(Replaced by) Provide environ- 
mental management support in 
etorage, transportation and 
disposal of hazardous wastes. 
Waste o:ils, solvents, greases, 
hydraulic fluids, fuels and 
other substances controlled by 
state, federal or local laws 
as danger to the environment 
i f  acci~dentally released. 

(Replaced by) Provides accumu- 
lation point managers to main 
tain daily logs of products 
stored, ensure source separa- 
tion of waste products, notify 
host environmental engineer of 
disposal requirements. 
Tenants ahall maintain a team 
of trained personnel to 
respond to accidental releases 
in the area of the accumula- 
tion point. Tenant shall 
provide all information requi- 
red by the host to manifest 
and dispose of waste products. 

provides general environmental Tenant shall provide the Host 
management support regarding a single point of contact for 
AFRES activities as applies to environmental management. .- 
provisions contained in the This point of contact shall 
Clean Air Act, Clean Water also nerve as ANG representa- 
Act, Toxic Substances Control tive on Host Environmental 
Act, Resource Secovery and Protection Committee. 
Conservation Act and the Com- 
prehensive Environmental 
Response Compensation and Lia- 
bilities A c t .  

Provide complete environmental Coordinate timing of proposed 
analysis on Description of actions with Host to allow 
Proposed actions through the adequate time to accomplish 
Environmental Impact Analysis the Environmental Analysis 
Process ( E I A P )  . 

I Establish the Base Environ- Submit for  approval to the 
I mental Protection Committee Environmental Protection Com- 
(EPC) and required working mittee (EPC) all proposed 
groups. actions which could have an 

environmental impact or 
significance. 

Independently. let a1 1 contracts 
necessary to achieve their own 
environmental compliance. 

Provide manpower as required for 
a1.l base comml ttees , working 
groups, and action teams 
involved in compliance to all 
Fede~?al, State and Local 
mandated environmental 
requirements. 
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- SUPPORT FWCTIOV P- 
HOST W I L L :  TEYdWT WILL: 

44XX C I V I L  E B Q I M E E B B  
(continued) 

Obtain and fund for all required Share equally or on a prorata 
environmental permits and assoc- basis, as applicable, 
iated testing, e. g .  : environmental costs by 

reimbursement to the 914TAG. 

a. NYSjDEC yearly fee for opera- 
ting Treatment Storage Dispo- 
sal Facility (Bldg 830). 

I b. NYSDEC yearly SPDES permit (Bldg 852 and pool area). 

c. Monthly SPDES testing 
(oil/water separaters) 

d. Certification/repro- 
duction costs for Spill 
Prevention Program. 

Maintain Real Property 
Accountable records IAW AFR 87-5 
for all property licenged to ANG 
under license DACA 51-3-71-111 
or amendments thereto. Provide 
snow removal of main runways and 
taxiways, IAW mission require- 
ments and base snow removal 
plan. 

Perform/furnish all emergency 
repaips (contract or in-house) 
of utility systems (gas, 
electrbic, water, storm and/or 
sewage) to the facilities leased 
to the 107FIG not to include 
emergencies within a facility. 
If cost sharing is feasible or 
required, requests will be for- 
warded to the ANG Commander and 
ANG Base Civil Engineer for 
submiktal to NGB. 

Periodically inspect all 
licensed property to insure 
compliance with all terms and 
conditions of the license and 
proper utilization. Request for 
amendments to the license will 
be presented to the Baae Facili- 
ties Board for action. Provide 
snow removal for BAK-12/14 air- 
craft arresting systems. 

Appoint building managers and 
furnish all inputs affecting 
real property reporting and 
accountability for the licensed 
properties to the AFRES Baae 
Civil Engineer. Furnish 
pertinent information and 
criteria essential for 
maintaining current base plan 
drawrings. 

Provide and fund all mainten- 
ance, repair and minor construc- 
tion only to facilities under 
direct jurisdiction of ANG as 
identified by said license. 

PAGE 7 O F  10 



- -  SUPPORT FMCTIOY - 
HOST W I N :  T E I m  WILL: 

4 4 5  CIVIL E Y G I ~ E R I E ~  
(co.~tinued) 

Providq3, maintain and repair all Reimburse 914TAG for all 107FIG 
utility meters and other support utilities and service usage to 
type equipment peculiar to meter include electric, sewage, 
pits . natural gas, water, and refuse 

collection services. 

Provide siting drawings for new 
facilities and prepare the envi- 
ronmental assessment for new ANG 
construction or the use of 
additional land. 

Provide one daily visual inspec- 
tion of the BAK-12/14 aircraft 
arresting systems during 
holidays and non-UTA weekends by 
the base fire department person- 
nel. Provide necessary number 
of base fire department personn- 
el to rewind/reset said barriers 
after each engagement. 

Provide for all maintenance and 
the daily inspection of the BAK- 
12/14 arresting systems. 
Provide training for designated 
Air Force reservists and fire 
department civilians in the 
operation and use of said 
barriers. Inform host of defic- 
iencies in maintenance of runway 
IAW NFTA/Air Force Reserve joint 
use service agreement. Program 
for obligation authority to 
cover 50% of payment for use of 
joint use runway agreement. 

Furnish fire fighting and crash Comply with hoat and Air Force 
rescue services as outlined in fire prevention and safety 
Air Force and host directives. directives. 

I Will share use of government Will be responsible for mainten- 
owned vehicles and equipment ance and repair of all vehicles 
when released by host. and equipment while in their use. 

Furnish training facilities, 
fire fighting vehicles and 
equipment, and instructors (when 
required) to the 107CES. NYANG 
firefighters during their 
monthly UTA's and annual tour. 

Train 107FIG/MA fuel shop/aug- 
mentes personnel in the proper 
wearing and use of Scott Air 
Pack apparatus. Provide 
servicing and refilling of the 

I Air Packs as required. 

Provide firefighting agents and 
fuels used in training fires, or 
reimburse host for such supplies 
used for training of the 107CES, 
NYANG firefighters. When condi- 
tions necessitate the instructor 
of the training program to work 
overtime, the 107CES, NYANG will 
reimbu~se the 014TAQ. 
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SUPPORT P M C T I O B  
HOST WILL: TEYBdPT WILL: 

(Replaced by) Provide access 
to all base Morale, Welfare, & 
Recreation (MWR) Facilities 
and programs such as Consoli- 
dated Club, Base Gym, Bowling 
Center, aoftball diamonds, 
tennis, etc. Access will be 
for all authorized individuals 
including authorized depen- 
dents. Points of contact for 
access and support are the 
Chief, Morale, Welfare, & 
Recreation or the director of 
a specific activity. 

(Replaced by) Notify the Chief, 
Mora-le, Welfare, & Recreation, 
or t,he director of a specific 
activity of any requirement such 
as facility use or rental 
requirements. Insure that MWR 
part,icipants, comply with 
suppliers directives and 
proc!edures. 

46XX SERVICES 

(Replaced by) Provide Dining (Replaced by) Provide 914TAG 
Hall facilities. Provide with timely forecast of billet- 
Officer and Airman billeting ing requirements. Provide 
facilities IAW AFR 90-9. upkeep and cleaning of Dining 

Hall facilities when utilized. 
Provide messing requirements 
whenever joint utilization of 
the Dining Hall is forecasted. 
Reimburse the 914TAG for billet- 
ing services furnished to 
officer and enlisted personnel. 

4751 DISASTER PREPAREDNESS 

(Repla~ced by) Provide adequate (Replaced by) Provide manning/ 
shelter space in the Bell equipment for 107FIG Shelter 
A e r o s p a c e  C o m p l e x .  M a n a g e m e n t  Teams. 

I Provide DCG training to 107FIG Provide Initial/Refresher CWD, 
personnel. CWDTcQT, SRC, SMT, DSMT, EET 

training to 107FIG personnel. 

Provide use of Mask Confidence 
Chamber for training of tenant 
persor~nel . 

Provide on-scene EOD and Unit 
DCG representatives for Major 
Accildent Response Activities. 

PAGE 9 O F  10 



- .- 
SUPPORT FUBCTION 

HOST WILL: TEWWI! WILL: 

5XXX MEDICAL 

(Replaced by) Accept emergency (Replaced by) When a commercial 
personael injury calls at the ambulence is required, the 
Base Fire Department, will billing will be forwarded for 
respond to the accident scene proper disposition. 
and make the determination i f  a 
commerc!ial ambulance is 
required. 
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91STAG/107FIG Diesel Fuel Procedures 

PURFOSE: Th i s  a_creemen t es tab1 ishes teqmrary procedures for 9 14TAG vehicles 
to-obtai'n diesel fuel frcm the 107FIG. 

P-JES: Start ing on a date agreed upon by both parties, 914TAG vehicles .- 
requ1rrr;tg diesel fuel w i l l  obtain fuel fran the 107FIG fac i l i t y .  Vehicle 
operators wi 11 enploy the same procedures used by ,107FIG personnel: Vehicle 
operator w i l l  ' f i l l - u p P  vehicle and prepare A= Fonn 1994 for amount of fuel 
dispensed (self-service) . 9 74TAG personnel wi l' I be trained in  preporat ion of 
the AF Fonn 1994. 

ACDWTIK:  Daily, 974TAG personnel w i l l  pick up cmpleted AF Fonn 1994s for  
the prebzus days1 issues to 914TAG vehicles. For each transaction a TRIC 
"lRDit wi' l  I be processed. The effect of th is  processing is  to credi t  the 
707FIG (,4ccount Code 694) and charge the appropriate 9 14TAG organizations O&M 
funds. . - 
WXRS OF SUPKRT: Hours of 'support w i l  I be the n o m l  duty hours for the 
107FI G. Secur i ty  Po I ice wi I 1 be contacted for  crny non-du ty hours or emergency 
support required. AJ-I~ other requirements wi I 1 *be coordinated betwen the t& 
.3ct i v i  t its. 

We, tLhe undersigned, hereby agree t o  c m l y  w i t h  the requ i rmn ts  out! ined 
In the agreement In the sp i r i  t for t h i ch  i t  ws establ ished. 

l3ase Camunder Deputy m n d e r  Resources 



P e r  Gallon - 

760 Military Huy 

uimapoi is ,  MU 55450-2000 
(POC - ~t c~oucll, DS)( 825-8185) ~ i t t l e  Falls, MU 5-5-0288 - o m  Hamuski, DSN 871-7369) 

!IPT~OHAL REIHBURSWENT SUPPORT CATEGORIES 

E-21 Installation Retail Sqply and Storage Operations 

! 
1 

t 
I 

1 

i 

(1) Type9 Name 
JAMES C. VAN HOUSEN, Ma j , USAF 

* (2) Organization 

HQ AFRES/LGXS 
R o ~ i n s  AFB, GA 31098-1635 - - 

(1)Typed Name 

JAMES R. BUXTON, C0l , USAF 
(3) Telephone Number 

DSN 497-1725 

(2) Organtcation 

USPFO-Minnesota 

10. TERAllNAllON (Complete only whcn agreemot is tenninrted @,to t c h c d u l ~  expiration date.) 

(3) Telephone Number 

(612)632-7401 

a.  APPF OVING AUTHORITY SIGNATURE 

I 

lttUre p 4 g G  (5) Date Signed (4) Signature 

r\ -&b ESt 
18 May 93 

(S) Date S~gned 

30 Mar 93 

d. DATE SIGNED b. DATE SIGNED ~ P R ~ \ & G  AUTHORITY SIGNATURE 



I 11. GENERAL PROVISIONS (Compktr Man& spacer and a d  .ddiaionrl gtrwral  pmhiom 8s a m a h :  e.9, excep t iw  to 
pnav&iorq a d & i d  p.&s to .prwmenf blUIng and rrimbunemnt imoueriom) 1 

8 .  The m i w i n g  components wil l  provide the supplying component pro je ions  o f  rmuerted support. (Significant changes in the 
tuemng ,component's wppott nrquiremenb dwwld be whmttted to the w&ng component in a manner thrt will pcmit 

I ---- timely modification o f  ~ ~ s o u r c e  requirements) 

b. n is the responsibility of the supplying component to bring any requlrnd or requested change in  suppan to  the attention of 

prior t o  changing or cancelling support. 

I IL The component praid ing reimburuble support in  this agreement wtll submit statements of costs to: 

w- R7MZ-Z'M 

tl .  All rates expressing the unit cost of services provided in this agreement are based on current rates which may be subject to  
change for uncontrollable reasom, such as legislation. 000 directives, and commercial utilrty rate increases. The r ~ e i v e r  will be 
not r f id  immediately o f  such rate changes that must be passed through t o  the support receivers. 

41. This agreement may be oncelled at any time by mutual consent of the p n t e s  concerned. This agreement may also be 
ancelled bly either pany upon giving at l e u  180 days written not~ce t o  the other parry. 

1. In cue of mobilization or other emergency, this agreement wil l  remain in  force only wnhin supplier's capabilities. 

I g. The mission of the Anny N a t i m l  Guard Aviation Scpport f a c i l i t y  i s  t o  p r f o m  organizatiwral, division, and Limited 

aviat ion support mainterrance of a l l  Army Aircraf t  assigned or operated by the Mimesota Army National Guard and provide 
t ra in ing of A i rc ra f t  mintenance penomel with aviat ion bnits u i t h in  the Hinnesota Anny National Guard. 

I h. RECEIVER is  equipped with approximately 24 OH-581s. 12 UH-IHIs, 1U-21 T w i n  Engine Fixed Wing, and 1 1-62 Twin Engine 

Fi.lted Wing. 

I i. Reihrsement w i l l  be through stock f u d  procedures. Grand Forks br i l l  generate an l n t e r f v d  Transaction docunent which 

w i  .l be sent to  USPFO Office, Cang Ripley, P.O. Box 288, L i t t l e  Falls, MN 56345-0288. 

' :. Once OSD r e v i r e s  BOS collection, the cost ident i f ied  as part of MIS es t im ted  re inhrs- t  u i  11 be revalidated. 

, r .  RECEIVER i s  located o f f  base and does not use any base fac i l i t i es .  I 

Distribution: Ha AFRES/LG% HQ 4 AF/LGRX 90th SN/FMFS 

302 AW/XP 934 AG/FM 934 LG/LGS 

USFPO-MN 47 Aviation Bde DAVID A. WAN&RG 

Base C i v i l  Engineer 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS ATTACHED: 1 1 YES I 1 fro - 
12. KEClFK PAOVlSlONS (AI appropriate: e.g., location and size o f  occupied faulities, unique supplier and receiver responribilitier 

conditions. requinrmcnb, quality standards, and criteri~ for m e a s u r e m e n t / r e i m b u ~ m e ~  of unique requiremena) 

OPTIONAL REIMBURSABLE SUPPORT 

1. Category of S-rt: 8-21 INSTALLATIOW RETAIL SUPPLY AND STORAGE OPERATIfMS 

a. SJWLIER WILL: 

(1) Provide JP-4 Jet Fuel t o  Army National Guard Aviation Sqqmrt Fac i l i t y ,  S t  Paul Dountoun Airport. S t  Paul MN. 

(2) Process aviat ion fuel sanpla for sediment and color analysis. Refuel RECElVER refueling vehicles at least 

oncl: every t h i r t y  days. 

b. RECElVElR WILL: 

(1) Obtain fuel a t  SUPPLIER'S Location and w i l l  request fuel cnly during normal duty hours. RECEIVER w i l l  

I 
des'gmte authorized p r s a u r l  t o  SUPPLIER using DD Form 577 (Signature Card). A l l  de l i very  orders u i i l  be placed by 

USPI'O-Minn only. Refueling vehicles requiring fuel  mst be equipped with bottom loading capabi l i t ies IAW 1.0. 429-1-1. 

, , i D m T l o N A l  spsclllc PRovt$IoNs *nttct-tm: I I YES I 1 No I 



O ~ I O N A L  RElHBURSABLE SUPPORT (Continued) 

1 .  8 - 2 1  INSTALLAl ION RETAIL SUPPLY AND STORAGE WERATiONS 

b. R E C E I M I  U I L C :  

(2 )  Sutrnit registrat ion m d x r s  of refueling vehicies that m i l  1 require sampling a d  anatysis. RECEIVER u i l l  

probide 24 hours advance notice when subnitring sanples for analysis. Samples nust ar r ive  a t  W P C I E R  Fuels Branch no 

later than 1000 hours on the day analysis i s  performed. RECEIVER musf supply o m  sampling and analysis single f i l t e r  

membranes for  the Color and Par t ic le  Assessment Method analysis. 


