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Recognize DoD use of selection criteria 
- Focus of 91 lth and potential impact on entire 

military value of Pittsburgh region to include 
99th Regional Readiness Command 

Charles E. Kelly Support Facility 

Implications on joint aspect of national defense and 
homeland security 
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Concerns 

The BRAC Task Force has grave concerns 
about the nation maintaining an effective 
strategic reserve that are trained and ready to 
defend the nation. Proposed changes will: 
- Impact retention and future recruiting of Reserve 

Forces 

- Result in a loss of expert skills and experience that 
DoD and USAF need to fight the global war on 
terrorism 
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Date: June 18, 2005 

To: Bob Cook, Deputy Director 
Mike Flinn, Senior Analyst, Air Force 
Timothy B. McGregor, Senior Air Force Analyst 

From: Charles L. Holsworth, Western Pennsylvania BRAC Task Force Director 

RE: Point Paper, Specific BRAC Impact Concerns- Air Force 

I have attached the POINT PAPER you requested during our discussion on June 9, 2005 
there at the BRAC offices. I hope that this paper explains in much more detail what we 
discussed at that meeting. 

Charles L. "Chip" Holsworth 
BRAC Task Force Headquarters 
1550 Coraopolis Heights Road 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108 

P)r' 
412-490-5092 
4 12-490-5048 (fax) 



SPECIFIC BRAC IMPACT CONCERNS - AIR FORCE 
BRAC TASK FORCE OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA 

We of the Military Affairs Council of Western Pennsylvania BRAC Task Force have serious 
concerns about the nation maintaining an effective strategic reserve that are trained and ready to 
defend the nation in time of war or contingency. The impact to the Reserve Forces from 
proposals in the BRAC 2005 Report includes closing four C-130 Air Force Reserve (AFRC) 
Wings, five Air National Guard (ANG) C- 130 Wings, two C-135 AFRC Wings and five C- 13 5 
ANG Wings and one AFRC A-10 Wing and two ANG A-10 Wings. All Air Force Reserve 
proposed changes in the Report are shown by unit and state in Appendix A, this White Paper, 
"DoD BRAC Announcement 13 May 05 - Impact on AFRC." This list excludes Wings that are 
remaining in place with new tasking. 

Military policies for the United States must fairly support the long-term defense capability 
requirements of our Nation. The basic motivation of soldiers, sailors and airman is to continue 
their careers and make a contribution to U.S. national defense in the Global War on Terrorism 
(GWOT). MAC of western Pennsylvania and the ROA do not believe that the BRAC 2005 
proposals will not allow a majority of citizen soldiers of the AF Reserve and Air National Guard 
to continue to support the GWOT and in fact, works contrary to those motivations. 

Specific concerns about the BRAC 2005 Report follow. 

'IIW 
1. The proposed changes will impact Reserve Forces retention and future recruiting of 

reserve forces. By changing the demographics of Reserve Component bases, at current 
count, over 5,000 Air Force Reservists alone will be required to "commute" hundreds of 
miles to Unit Training Assembly (UTA) every month (and even more reservists from the 
Air National Guard.) If these changes are enacted, these servicemen and women will 
very likely not be able to afford the monthly travel expense/ travel time and many will 
leave the military. Appendix By "AFRC Groups Moving - Distance Impact", shows that 
a total of over seventy million miles (70,000,000) per year un-reimbursed travel would be 
required for monthly UTA by Operation Maintenance Groups (page I) and 
Expeditionary Combat Support units (page 2). The current DoD definition of reasonable 
commuting distance is 100 mile radius from the drill site and none of the proposed 
locations comply with this DoD policy. Also, there is a lack of personnel to recruit and 
very likely also a lack of trained personnel that are required for the tasking at many of the 
new bases for "realigned" units. If these changes and "realignments" were directed for 
active duty units, personnel would be paid to move to the new base location. This does 
not occur for traditional reservists whose choice is "commute" a long distance usually at 
their own expense, find another Reserve or Guard position in another nearby unit, retire 
(only if they have 20 good years of service) or transfer to the Not Affiliated Reserve 
Section (NARS) of the Air Reserve Personnel Center. 

2. The proposed changes will likely result in a loss of Air Force skills and experience that 
DoD and USAF desperately need to fight GWOT. Many of these BRAC 2005 
recommendations ignore the cost efficiencies of a trained and ready reserve which 

clw contrasts with the cost of hiring new personnel, without any prior military training. 
Inexperience, increased training costs, increased recruiting incentives, and loss of 



community support in the short term will outweigh long term savings that are projected in 
the BRAC 2005 Report. DoD is relying heavily on Reserve and Guard personnel for 
mission tasking where there currently is insufficient active duty manpower available. 
Obviously jets and turbo-prop aircraft can travel distances faster than a truck convoy, but 
air travel and transport both need fully trained aircrew and aircraft maintenance personnel 
to launch and fly the airplane in a short period of pre-flight time. If these critical 
personnel do not live near their base, great delays will occur in launchinglmaintaining 
large numbers of airlift aircraft for quickly emergmg tasking for GWOT. 

3. Concerns relating to strategic issues that are stated in the DoD NATIONAL DEFENSE 
STRATEGY (NDS), issued by SECDEF, 1 Mar 2005, follow. 

a. NDS states that a "layered approach" capacity is needed to defeat missiles1WMD 
from a distance and defeat threats from a distance. Closing AFWANG bases 
andlor moving units to a few AFBs close to oceans1Gulf of Mexico do not 
contribute to the NDS goals. It appears to us that dispersed locations, with some 
consolidations, would better support U.S. national defense and the homeland 
defense scenarios of the USNORTHCOM. 

b. A NDS goal is management of "Force management risks" for a ready force. We 
do not believe that the BRAC 2005 proposals help manage these personnel risks. 

c. NDS desires "greater flexibility" to contend with uncertainty by not overly 
concentrating forces in a few locations. How do BRAC 2005 proposals 
contribute to this goal where multiple AFRIANG units close or move to a few 
AFB's? How does this lower the operational vulnerability for DoD military 
forces? ROA's position is that strategic dispersal of aircraft is required for 
security of personnel, aircraft and facilities. 

d. Nationally, a local example of "readiness" is the "Fire Station" which has a 
specific territory to cover. Regarding USNORTHCOM and readiness 
requirements from the Governors of each state across the country, the local "Fire 
Station" can not be 500 to 1,000 miles away. 

4. Where is the "strategy to capability" linkage for the next twenty years? Documents such 
as the Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR), to be released in 2006, and the Mobility 
Capability Study "XX" (MCS XX is to update MRSO5 in mid-2005) are crucial to 
effective, long-term "Transformation" of USAF and DoD. Without access to these 
documents, the BRAC 2005 Report is premature and cannot be viewed as a 
comprehensive review of current military structure versus future needs. 

The nation needs all the C-130 and C-135 aircraft capability from the current DoD inventory 
until replacement aircraft are produced and delivered to USAF. The BRAC 2005 Report states 
"documented imbalance in the activelreserve manning mix for C-130s." Where is it 
documented? T h s  has not been briefed to the Congress and funding requested for the 
"shortfall". Therefore, the "shortfall" is not validated national policy and should be excluded 

ICW from all discussion of the BRAC 2005 Report. 



Qu' 
The Congress is concerned about potential USAF retirement of C-130 E and KC-135 aircraft and 
prohibited this action during ~ ~ 0 6  by inclusion in the Senate Armed Services Committee FY 06 
NDAA Mark in May 2005. USAF has requested the Congress to authorize and fund C-130J-30 
aircraft under a multi-year contract beginning in FY06. h ROA's opinion, no action should be 
taken to reduce the number of C-130 aircraft, aircrews and aircraft maintenance personnel until 
the QDR and MCS XX studies are released and future C-130 J aircraft become available to 
deploy to field units, including the AFRC and ANG. The C-130J-30 will have a lower life cycle 
cost for the next 30 years due to its 3 aircrew positions which replaces 5 aircrew positions in the 
C- 130 Em. 

Further, with the large number of C-130s no longer based at Pope AFB, an AFRC Associate 
Wing of 16 aircraft can not fly enough daily Ft Bragg airborne training missions to meet Army 
requirements without aircraft flying in from other AFBs. By "Realigning" C130H aircraft 
assigned to AFRC to active duty bases, this allows active duty Air Force to "re-capitalize" AFRC 
assigned aircraft (and retire active C-130Es) that have been providing airlift support to the Air 
Force for decades to augment the heavy tasking by DoD for the over 40 year old fleet of 186 C- 
130E's that are not assigned to the AFRC or ANG. 

All current AFRC and ANG bases with C-130 assigned aircraft should remain open for training 
Reserve support personnel to meet on-going Air Force AEF deployment tasking, regardless of 
assignmentlnon-assignment of C- 130 or other USAF missions Reserve Forces bases. To reduce 
infrastructure costs, AF Agile Combat Support transformation concepts should be considered. ' Examples might be regional mission support centers for personnel, budget, supply, and 
transportation to include part-time personnel and office supply vendors with direct delivery to 
offices at the reserve base. 

In conclusion, the major flaw in the actions proposed in the BRAC 2005 Report, Air Force 
section, is the total disregard of the crucial factor in all military operations -"personnel." The 
report in many places talks about retaining highly trained, experienced reserve personnel and the 
recruiting potential within the region. However, the proposed actions do not accomplish the 
goals of BRAC 2005. Therefore, dramatic changes need to be made to the proposals to provide 
the capability for reserve personnel to train and support DoD missions. Any changes should 
conform to DoD guidelines for a reasonable commuting distance of 100 miles from the training 
site. 

Appendix A - DoD BRAC - Impact on AFRC 
Appendix B - AFRC Groups Moving - Distances Impact 
Appendix C- AFRC Exped. Combat Spt. (ECS) Moving- Distance Impact 



rw DOD BRAC- IMPACT ON AFRC 

State Base / Page AIRCRAFT E C S N G  H Q  
Wing ACTION ACTION 

AL - Maxwell AF-39 Gain 4 C130H No change 
908 AW 

AZ - Luke AF-9 
944 FW 

Lose 15 F-16 No Change 
New Mission 

CA - Beale AF-10 Lose 8 KC135 No Change 
940 ARW New Mission 

March AF-11 Gain 4 KC135 No Change 
452 AMW 

Vandenberg AF-41 None 
939 ARW 

Wg H Q  and ECS From Portland 

CO - ARPC H&SA-33 None Personnel Processing to Randolph; 
IMA Mgmt to RobinsIHQ AFRC 

Buckley AF-22 None 
New Gp 

ECS From New Orleans 

Peterson AF-43 Gain 4 C130H No change 
302 AW Build new AD Associate to AFR 

Schriever AF-33 None 
310 Space Gp 

Partial ECS from Niagara 
(No APS, CE, or  Aeromed) 

FL - Eglin (DON-21) None Wing HQ and ECS from Willow Grove 
Not in announcement - Willow Grove Wg HQ/ ECS to Eglin 

Homestead AF-47,50 Gain 9 F16 No Change 
482 F W  

MacDill AF-10,37 Build New Res ECS, WG H Q  from Selfridge 
927 ARW4 Assoc to 16 KC135 (AD) 

G A -  Dobbins AF-52 Gain 4 C130H No Change 
94 AW , 

Robins H&SA-33 None ARPC IMA Mgt from Denver 

Appendix A 



' w State Base / Page AIRCRAFT ECS/WG HO 
Wing ACTION ACTION 

LA - Barksdale AF-6,22 Gain 9 A10 No Change 
917 WG 

N. Orleans (AFRC Close) Lose 15 A-10 926 ECS to Buckley; 
926 FW AF-22 (ANG Remains) 926 WG HQ to Nellis 

MI - Selfridge (AFRC Close) Lose 8 KC135 ECS. WG HQ to MacDill 
927 ARW AF-10 (ANG Remains) 

MO - Whiteman AF-22 Gain 9 A10 No Change 
442 FW 

NC - Pope/Ft Bragg AF-35,52 Gain 16 C130H ECS, WG HQ from Gen Mitchell 
440 Awl911 AW Build AD Assoc to Res 

Seymour-Johnson Gain 8 KC135R No Change 
91 6 ARW AF-37 Build AD Assoc to Res 

NV - Nellis AF-22 
926 FW 

None ECS, WG HQ from Pittsburgh - 

None WG HQ from New Orleans 

NY - Niagara (Close) Lose 8 C130H ECS to Schriever; 
914 AW AF-33 Base Closes WG HQ to Langley 

CES to Lackland 

OH - Youngstown AF-35 None 
910 AW 

Aeromed ECS from Pittsburgh 

OK - Tinker AF-23,41 Gain 4 KC135R No change 
507 ARW Build ANG Assoc to AFR 

OR - Portland (AFRC Close) Lose 8 KC135R ECS, WG HQ to Vandenberg 
939ARW AF-41 (ANG Remains) ,304 RQS to McChord 

PA - Pittsburgh (AFRC Close) Lose 8 C130H ECS, WG HQ to Offutt 
911 AW AF-35 (ANG Remains) Aeromed to Youngstown 

Willow Grove (Close) Lose 8 C130E 913 ECS to Eglin 
913 AW DON-21 (AJC loss and ECS move not in announcement) 

Appendix A 



State Base 1 P a ~ e  AIRCRAFT E C S N G  HQ 
Wing ACTION 

TX - Carswell AF-47 Gain 9 F16 
301 FW 

Lackland AF-33 None 
914 CES 

Randolph H&SA-33 None 

UT - Hill AF-47 Lose 15 F-16 
419 FW New Assoc 

VA - Langley AF-33 None 
914 AW 

WA - McChord AF-41 None 
304 RQS 

WI - Gen Mitchell (AFRC Close) Lose 8 C130H 
440 AW AF-52 (ANG Remains) 

ACTION 

No Change 

CES ECS from Niagara 

ARPC Personnel Processing from Denver 

No change 

WG HQ from Niagara 

304 RQS from Portland 

ECS, WG HQ to Ft Bragg 

Appendix A 



DOD BRAC REPORT 2005 
AFRC OPSIMAINT GROUPS MOVING - Distance Impact 

STATEICITY 
Unit Move 

LA - N. Orleans 
Lose 9A-10s; OGIMG - BarksdaleLA 
Lose 6A-10s; OGIMG - Whiteman MO 

926 FW HQ to Nellis 
MI - Selfridge 

927 ARW-Assoc. a t  MacDill FL 
NY- Niagara 

Lose C130s; 914 OG/MG-L. Rock AR? 
914 AW HQ to Langley VA 

OR - Portland 
4 C135 OGIMG to Tinker OK 
4 C135 OG/MG perslECS VandenbergCA 
304 RS to McChord WA(0 alc) 

PA - Pittsburgh 
Lose COOS; 911 OGIMG-Ft Bragg NC 
Aeromed AES to Y'town OH 
Willow Grove NAS 
Lose C130s; OGIMG-. TBD 

WI - Gen Mitchell 
440 OGMG to Ft Bragg NC 

TOTALS: 

PERS 
FT TR 

TBD TBD 
TBD TBD 
30 60 

153 434 

130 411 
30 60 

76 217 
76 217 

TBD TBD 

130 411 
8 210 

130 411 

MILES 
Round-Trip 

600 
1,400 
1,500 

1,000 

1,800 
450 

3,000 
750 
120 

800 
6 0 

TBD 

FY 
UTAs 

12 
12 
12 

12 

12 
12 

12 
12 
12 

12 

12 

FT TOTAL 
MILES 

1 ,OSO,OOO 

5,200,000 

8,850,000 
320,000 

7,800,000 
1,900,000 

3,900,000 
150,000 

TBD 

130 411 750 12 3,700.000 
351 1,175 N/ A NIA 32,870,000 
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STATEICITY 
Unit Move 

LA - N. Orleans 
926 ECS to Buckley CO 

MI - Selfridge 
927 ECS to MacDill FL 

NY - Niagara 
914 ECS to 310 Space Gpl 

AFRCISchriever CO 
914 CES to Lackland TX 

DOD BRAC REPORT 2005 
AFRC EXPED. COMBAT SPT. (ECS) MOVING - Distance Impact 

OR - Portland 
4 C135R OG/MG& ECS tovandenberg CA 

PA - Pittsburgh 
New Res. Wg; 911 ECS to Offutt NE 

Willow Grove 
913 ECS to Eglin FZ 

92 APS to Eglin PL 

WI - Gen Mitchell , 
440 ECS to FtBragg/NC 

TOTALS: 

PERS MILES FY FT TOTAL 
PT TR Round-Trip UTAs MILES 

Appendix C 







Deriving the Cost 
U.S. AIR FORCE 

- -  - - 

All averages are based on actual AFRC members 
Formula: Rank * Cost * Days = Total Cost 

rn Average rank of AFRC attendee multiplied by the 
PaylTravellPerDiem Cost multiplied by the length of 
course 

For CDC completion days (no cost associated) 
information was based on average # days from CDC 
ordered to CDC Com.pletion 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



U.S. AIR FORCE 

Summary 
- -  

1 All NPS costs include the average cost of BMT - 
$4,264 

1 OJT Days costs are based on FY03 Pay Voucher 
information "Special Tour TCC-MA" 
ALS is an optional cost to be added to 
NPS = $3,340 

- - - 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



\B *:* 
Average 3-5 Level Cost 

U.S. AIR FORCE 

Enlistment 
? 

I 3-LVI SUPI I :  I 
School Crse 

I 

3-Lvl 
School 

J 

Level 
Su pl 

( 

Crse 

9 OJT 
Days 

t 

I 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  





t t 
3 to 5 Level Costs (by AFSC) 

t 
bl *:* 

To view details ... click on AFSC 
U.S. AIR FORCE 

I AFSC I NPS I PS I 
Tota l  Cost 

I I I 

I Tota l  Cost 1 Tota l  Cost 
r I I 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  
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i 
ct Concerns 

- Strategic issues that are stated in DoD National 
Defense Strategy (NDS) 

Where is the "strategy to capability" linkage for the next 
twenty years? 

- The nation needs the capability of Reserve C- 130 
and C- 135 aircraft from the current DoD inventory 
until replacement aircraft are produced and 
delivered to USAF 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA * PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 



I 
Q 

t Concerns 

- The major flaw in actions proposed in BRAC 2005 
Report, Air Force section, indicates total disregard 
for personnel in all military actions 

Proposed actions do not accomplish the goals of BRAC 
2005 

Dramatic changes need to provide the capability for 
reserve personnel to train and support DoD missions 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA * PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 





act 
/ 

!Y 
Job losses would be greater 625% of regional p y, 

employment) than 10 C-130 units slated for closing / 
0.30% fl I 

Task Force 

BRAC 

Estimate Job Losses 
From BRAC 

Employment in 
Pittsburgh MSA 

Impact on Region 

TASK FORCE REVIEW 

Estimate Total Equivalent 
Job Losses from BRAC 

Employment in 
Pittsburgh MSA 

- / 

Impact on Region > .25% 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA * PIT. WAC TASK FORCE 



State and area 
March April 2004 to 

April 2005 p 

2004 2005 2004 2005p Number Percent 

Pennsylvania . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5.582.2 5.640.1 5.634.0 5.695.4 61.4 1.1 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton 327.2 330.1 329.2 332.5 3.3 1.0 

Altoona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  60.9 61.6 61.9 62.4 . 5 .8 
Erie . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  128.5 131.8 133.4 2.8 2.1 130.6 
Harrisburg-Carlisle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  318.7 321.2 322.5 324.4 1.9 .6 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Johnstown 59.1 59.6 59.5 60.1 . 6 1.0 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Lancaster 229.6 231.6 231.8 234.1 2.3 1.0 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Lebanon 46.3 47.2 47.2 47.7 . 5 1.1 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Philadelphia-Camden-Wilmington 2.722.4 2.753.6 2.741.0 2.776.3 35.3 1.3 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  - 1.122.3 1.124.4 1.134.2 - 3.4 .3 

Reading . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  164.4 166.6 165.2 168.7 3.5 2.1 
Scranton--Wilke s-Barre . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  252.5 254.8 255.3 257.1 1.8 .7 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  State College 71.6 72.6 72.8 73.6 . 8 1.1 
Williamsport . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  53.6 53.8 53.9 54.5 . 6 1.1 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  York-Hanover 170.8 17 3.0 171.4 174.6 3.2 1.9 



Direct Economic Impact 
- 

Secondary Job Formula 

99th - Full-Time Equivalent Jobs 

Secondary FTE Jobs 
Direct Jobs 
Total FTE Jobs 

Economic Impact = $15,764,800 









Direct Economic Impact 
Secondary Job Formula 

Kelly Support - Full-Time I 

Secondary FTE 
Direct Jobs 
Total FTE Jobs 

Jobs 

Equivalent Jobs 

Economic Impact = $18,770,800 



Direct Economic Impact 
Secondary Job Formula 

I 

Kelly Support - Secondary Full-Time 
Equivalent Jobs 

Total Payroll (est) 

Avg. Employee 
Income in Region* 

A/B - FTE Jobs 

Full-Time Equivalent Jobs 

*Average regional income obtained from PA Labor Market Information News Release 

** Multiplier obtained from Role of Manufacturing in Economic Future of Pittsburgh Region 





1995 BRAC Commission Recommendation 
- "The commission found that the low operating costs 

and expansion opportunities were not fully 
considered by the Air Force" 

- 1995 BRAC Commission, Final Report 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA 'k PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 





.-. THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

. wi." 1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209  

703-696-0504 
ALAN J. DIXON. CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSIONERS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCACOX 
GEN J. 6. DAVIS. USAF (RET) 
S. LEE KLING 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN IRETJ 
MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

July 1, 1995 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

We are pleased to submit the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment report for your 
consideration. This report contains the Commission's findmgs and recommenhons based on a 
thorough review and analysis of the recommendations made ly the Secretary of Defense together 
with the Commission's recommenhons for closure and realignment of military installations 
within the United States. 

Over the past four months, the Commission has reviewed thousands of pages of testimony 
M@@~ and written documentation. We held 16 regional hearings across the country, visited 1 67 rrulitary 

activities, and met with hundreds of local community groups. In 13 hearings in Washington, 
D. C ., we received expert testimony fiom Department of Defense officials, the General 
Accounting Office and Members of Congress. An of the Commission's activities and all of the 
documentationused bj the Commission were open to the public. 

The decision to close a military installation is a p a i h l  one. Every install&on 
recommended for closure or realignment has enjoyed a proud history and offered a priceless 
service to our nation. Our review indicates hat, wih a concerted effort, communities can recover 
from the impact of a base closure, but we r d z e  that our recommendations will result in 
economic hardship for many f d e s  and communities. We also realize that it is essential to our 
national security that we reduce our defense infrastructure in a carefbl, deliberate way. We 
believe our recommendationswiU help the military services maintain readiness, modernize their 
forces and preserve the force structure necessary to protect our nation'svital interests in the 
future. 

The Commission has also included some recommenhons in this report regardmg the 
post-closure activities of the federal government concerning mditary installations, as well as some 
ideas on how to addressbase closings in the hture. 



'*&, 

This third and final report o f  the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
brings to a close a unique and, in our view, remarkably successful experiment in open, 
participatory government. 

S, Lee KIing U 

GEN &es B. Davis, USAF (Ret.) 
Cc . . 



basing the unit at Wright-PattersonAFB. The com- 
wit munity is concerned about the continued exist- 

ence of the Springfield-&kky Municipal Airport 
if the Guard unit leaves, as a significant portion cf 
airport revenues will be lost. The community is 
also concerned about the economic impact on the 
community if the station closes. 

Commission F* 
The Commission found the extended return on 
investment and the inadequacy d facilities at 
Wright-Patterson AFB did not justifjr relocating the 
unit from its current location. Further, the Corn- 
mission found the facilities and basing arrange- 
ment at Springfield-Beckley ideal for meeting the 
needs cf the Air National Guard units. The Com- 
mission found the small savings generated by 
closure d the Springfield-Beckley faciIities did 
not justify their closure and potential degradation 
to the units. 

Commission Recommendation 
The Commission finds the Secretary d Defense 
deviated substantially from final critcria 4 and 5. 
Therefore, h e  Commission recommends h e  hl-  
lowing: Springfield-Beckley Municipal PLuport Air 
Guard Station will remain open. The Commission 
finds this recommendation is consistent w4h the 

!W force-structure pIan and fix4 critcria. 

Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air 
Reserve Station, Pennsyivania 

Caieg0ry:Air F a  Ressve 
M i i n .  TaddAir l i f?  
Ondime Cost None 
Savings: I9962OOI: None 
Annual: None 

Return on Investment: None 
FINAX A C7i'UN Remain Open 

Secrdmy of Lh$ense Recommendation 
Close Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station 
(ARS). The 91 1th AirliA Wing \dl inactivate and 
its C-130 aircraft will be distributed to Air Force 
Reserve C-130 units at Dobbins ARB, Georgia and 
Peterson AFB, Colorado. 

k d m y  $LkjienseJusa@&n 
The Air Force Reserve has more C-130 operating 
locations than necessary to effectively support the 
Resent C-130 ah&! ir. h e  Depzmen~ of k f i  
(Doi)) Force Smcture Pian. Al';roq$ Gcater 

Pittsburgh ARS is effective at supporting its mis- 
sion, its evaluation overall under the eight criteria 
supports its closure. Its operating costs are the 
greatest among Au Force Reserve C-130 operations 
at civilian airfields. In addition, its location near a 
number af AFRES and Air National Guard units pro- 
vides opportunities for its personnel to transfer 
and continue their s e ~ c e  without extended travel. 

Community Concerns 
The community believes the cost analysis d the air 
reserve stations in this category was faulty. Spe- 
cilia&, the base operating support cost experi- 
enced by one Air Force Reserve C-130 base was 
used as the cost for two other air reserve loca- 
tions, as well as Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Sta- 
tion, resulting in false savings and cost 
information. Further, the community argues the 
Air Force did not consider the 30 acres d addi- 
tional aircraft parliing apron currently being used 
under a memorandum aF agreement with Allegh- 
eny County. The community disag~ees with the 
Air Force color code rankmg for the airfield evalu- 
ation, facilities condition, and air quality and 
mainlains that lugher ranking in accordance with 
real conditions would enhance military value. 

Commkim Findings 
The Commission found the costs to operate Pitts- 
burgh International Auport (IAP) Air Reserve Sta- 
t i o n - ( ~ ~ ~ )  and two other Air Force Reserve C-130 
locations were inaccurate. With corrected data ap- 
plied to tlle COER4 model. the coinmission found 
Pittsburgh was one 6 the least costly installations 
to operate. The Au Force indicated they had 
received the offer d additional acreage at Pitts- 
burgh LAP ARS, but determined it was inappropri- 
ate to act on the offer pending the outcome of the 
base closure process. Review d the November 
1994 Airfield Pavement Evaluation substantiated 
the community's assertions the ahfield can accom- 
modate all types cf aircraft. Momation submitted 
by the community demonstrates Allegheny County 
Bureau d Environmental Quality has applied to h e  
US Einiranmental Prokction Agency for air quahty 
redesignation to attainment, having met air quality 
standards during 1991-93. The Commission found 
that the low operating costs and expansion oppor- 
tunities were not fully considered by the Air Force. 

~Ubnt~?rissiot~ Reconm~nEato~ 
T!.e Commission finds the Secretary of Defense 
cievialed subs!mlialiy rrom fmal critcria 4 and 5. 



Therefore, the Comnission recornends the fd-  
lowing: Greater Pirsburgh L4? ,Air Res-ve Station 
will remain open. The Commission finds this rec- 
ommendation is consistent with the force-structure 
plan and firla! cr?teia. 

D~sestablish the Air Force Electronic Warfare Evalu- 
ation Skdatcr  @lTR'Es) act?.ity in Fcrt M7orh. 
Essmtial AI3TAE.S capabilities and the required 
test activities ~ l i I  relocate to the Air Force Fl@t 
l'est Center cAIFTC), Edwards AH3, California. 
Workioad and seiected equipment f h m  AFEWS ,va be ~5E~i:Ecd &mCC p&mjE'j wa be 
discstablishcd and any rcmainmg cquiprncnt will 
be disposed 9:. 

Fir Force positios on projected workload, cost 
s a h g s ,  worklosd consolidatio11, mfrsstruc,ture 
reductions and personnel reductions. Furrher, the 
community believes the proposed action is in con- 
flict with congressio~l language in the fiscal year 
report d the Senate Appr~priadom Committee 
that requires a study addressing datalinking ver- 
scs consoli&ticn at lezst 120 bays pFrr to the 
approval d any changes affecting eiectionic 
combat facilities. 

Commission bi'ndings 
The Coinmission found disestablishment ci€ the h 
Force Electro~c VJhifsie Simulator Facility is zot 
cosl efI'ective. Thi: Air Force eslimaled a cosl lo 
clnse & $89 million and a return on investment 
B 13 ycars. T'ac Commission cstirnatcd thc clo- 
sure COST was S;.%.3 million and wouid realit. in a 
payback in excess af 100 years. The Commission 
estimated additional costs of $6 d o n  for military 
construction at Edwards Air Force Base and $20 
IliiUion for documeniation, training and other sup- 
pelt costs. The Commission also found that relo- 
cating electronic combat testing capabilities poses 
majar t e c h i c ~ l  risk because of the system's 
uriiquc abhty b cvaluatc fully aircraft m a dcosc 
threat environment. The Commission found that 
electronic daialinking is a sound and cost eKective 
aitemative to coilocatiug Air Force's Electrotlic: 
i.XI~~f?:.re Siz11!!2t9r Feciji!y 92 s m$nr test r m ~ s .  - 
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June 20,2005 

The Honorable Anthony J. Principi, Chairman 
2005 Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
2521 S. Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Re: 911th Located at Pittsburgh International Airport 
Pittsburgh, PA 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

As a follow-up to our letter of June 8, 2005 relative to the above-referenced matter, we are writing to 
confirm the position of the Allegheny County Airport Authority (the "Authority") and Allegheny County (the 
"County") with respect to the extension of the Lease for the land at Pittsburgh International Airport currently 
controlled by the 91 lth Air Force Reserve (the "Lease"), and related Memorandum of Agreement covering the 
apron and ramp adjacent to the air force base. 

y The purpose of this letter is to confirm our willingness to incorporate the 21.7 acres covered by the 
Memorandum of Agreement into the existing Lease with the 911fh and to extend the term for an additional 40 
years. Furthermore, the Authority and the County stand willing and able to provide to the 9 1 1 ~  an additional 31 
acres for a total of 53 acres upon the same terms and conditions. Hopefully, the commitment expressed by this 
letter will eliminate any doubts as to the long-term availability of this property. In fact, this land has already 
been reserved by the Authority in its Environmental Assessment and, therefore, we can confirm that there is no 
impediment to the ability to make this land available to the 91 lth as their needs require. 

Once again, with this commitment, as well as the commitment expressed in our June 8th letter, we ask 
for reconsideration of the closing of the 911th. We stand ready to answer any questions and to discuss this 
matter further at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

w. Executive Director 
Allegheny County Airport Authority 

cc: General Lloyd W. Newton 

Landside Terminal, 4m Floor Meu. 
Pittsburgh, PA 15231 

Tel: 41 2.472.3500 
Fax: 41 2.472.3636 

Dan Onorato 
Chief Executive 
Allegheny County 

OFFICE OF 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE DAN ONORATO 

101 County Courthouse 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

Tel: 41 2.350-6500 
Fax: 41 2.350.4360 



June 8,2005 

The Honorable Anthony J. Principi, Chairman 
2005 Defense Base Closure 8a Realignment Commission 
252 1 S. Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

RE: 9 1 1th Located at Pittsburgh International Airport 
Pittsburgh, PA 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

We would like to take this opportunity to respond on behalf of Allegheny County and the Allegheny 
County Airport Authority (Authority) to the recent listing by the BRAC Commission of the closure of the 
9 1 1th Air Reserve at Pittsburgh International Airport located in Allegheny County Pennsylvania. 

It is our understanding that the 91 1" Air Reserve Base was scored by the BRAC Commission 
indicating a lack of space available to handle up to a 16 aircraft Wing. We would like to take this 
opportunity to advise the Commission that there is a current Memorandum of Agreement (see Attachment 
'), which encompasses an additional 21.7 acres of aircraft ramp space that has been continuously used 

w' d under the control of the 91 1" since 1993 and was not used in the scoring. In addition there are 
pproximately 3 1 acres of property outlined on Attachment B, which has been offered to the 9 11th for their 

use which they have not needed in the past. The area covered by the MOA and the additional property (53 
acres total) provides more than enough space for the current, future and any planned needs that the 9 11th 
may have. Over the years, Allegheny County, previous operator of the Airport, and the Airport Authority, 
operator of the Airport since November 1999, has reserved and made available for expansion by the 9 11th 
the land and ramp indicated on Attachment B. 

We would ask that you reconsider the closing of the 91 lth and take into consideration the existing 
ramp area that is currently under Agreement with the 91 1th and the additional land that is available for 
the military's use should they desire. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, Sincerely, 

Kent G. George, A.A.E. 
Executive Director 
Allegheny County Airport Authority 

Landslde Termlnal, 4th Floor Men. 
Pittsburgh, PA 15231 

Tel: 412.472.3500 
Fax: 41 2.472.3636 

Dan Onorato 
Chief Executive 
Allegheny County 

OFFICE OF 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE DAN ONORATO 

101 County Courthouse 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

Tel: 412.350-6500 
Fax: 41 2.350.4360 
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MEMORANDUM FOR PIITSBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
ATTENTION: BRADLEY D. PENROD 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR AIRrmELD OPERATIONS 
1000 AIRPORT BLVD, SUITE 4000 
P.O. BOX 12370 
PITTSBURGH PA 15231-0370 

FROM: 9 1 1 TH AIRLIFT WING/MSG/CE 
PITTSBURGH LAP ARS 
1 I00 HERMAN AVENUE 
CORAOPOLIS PA 15 108-4403 

SUBJECT: Supplement Agreement No. 4 to Memorandum of Agreement No. 032076 

1. Attached please find executed copy of the subject Memorandum of Agreement for your file. 

2. Any questions can be directed to the undersigned at (412)474-8571. 

ROBERT F. MOESLEIN 
Base Civil Engineer 

Attachment: 
MOA No. 032076 





ALLEGHENY COUNTY 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY INSTITUTION DISTRICT 

CONTRACT LOG 
CONTACT PERSON: CELESTE MCGRAW 

412 3 5 5 - 4 7 5 0  

AGENDA #:  156-94-B 

Date Authorized: 2/03/94 

Moved: DUNN Second: FLAHERTY Vote: U 

Date received from Law Department: 2/03/94 
Date received by Commissioners: 2/03/93 
Date forwarded to Controller: 3/29/94 
Date received from Controller: 

i 7 -  

Date returned to Department: ,::,+ :. . . . .  . l ! : , . .,. , , - - j' 4.! j 
. I 

TO: Director 
Department : AVIATION 

When Billing please refer: 
From: Guy A. Tumolo 

Director of ~dministration/ Agreement # :  0 a o ? @  
Chief Clerk 

CLP' Contract # :  0 

Vendor Name: U. S. A12 FORCE 

Description: 

U . S .  A I R  FORCE, MEMORAhTDUM O F  AGREEMENT, FOR TEMPORARY USE O F  
THE OLD COMMUTER APRON FOR THE PURPOSE OF PARKING MILITARY 
AIRCRAFT DURING APRON REPAIRS AND CONSTRUCTION O F  A DEICING 
PAD, FOR THE PERIOD OF ONE YEAR FROM DATE OF EXEC-ZION AND 
RENEWABLE FOR AN ADDITIONAL YEAR, NOT TO EXTEND BZYOED DECEMBER 
3 1 ,  1 9 9 5 ,  AND FURTHER GETANT AUTHORIZATION FOR THE DIRECTOR OF 
AVIATION TO EXECUTE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT. 

properly executed copies of the above-referenced agreement are 
returned herewith. You are requested to distribute those 
re turned you. 

cc: Controller t . . 
Law' Department 
-.Vendor: IT. S. AIR ?ORCE 



PIOIURDUX DP AGEZEMgHT. BBTKEER 
ALLEGKENY COLJNTY AITD TKE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE gESERVg 

pURPOSE: The purpose of  t h i s  agreement i 8  t o  s p e c i f y  terms f o r  t h e  A i r  Force 

Reserve (AFRES) t o  u s e  a p o r t i o n  (21.7 a c r e s  more o r  l e s s )  o f  t h e  o l d  commuter 

pa rk ing  apron e a s t  o f  t h e  r e c e n t l y  i n s t a l l e d  s e c u r i t y  fence  around t h e  former  

t e r m i n a l  b u i l d i n g  st P i t t s b u r g h  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  A i rpo r t  (UP). Allegheny County 

o m s  t h e  p rope r ty  l o c a t e d  n o r t h  and e a s t  o f  taxiway "On. (See e f n i b i t  A 

a t t a c h e d ) .  The apron  v i l l  be  used  f o r  park ing  f i v e  o r  more C-130 a i r c r a f t  

t e m p o r a r i l y  dur ing t h r e e  phases  o f  ramp r e p a i r e ,  and t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  a 

d e i c i n g  pad on t he  P i t t s b u r g h  I A P  A i r  Reserve S t a t i o n  ( U S ) .  

Anreernent : 

1. Allenhenv County S h a l l :  

a .  Allow AFRES, i t s  o f f i  rs, a g e n t s  and employees use  o f  t h e  apron  

(County proper ty)  st no c o s t  f o r  the l i m i t e d  purpose of  park ing  M i l i t a r y  

b. Hot be r e spons ib l e  f o r  damages t o  p rope r ty  o r  i n j u r i e s  t o  pe r sons  

which may a r i s e  from, o r  be i n c i d e n t  t o ,  t h e  u se  and occupa t ion  of  t h e  apron 

premises  o r  a r i s i n g  o u t  o f  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  I I F B E S ,  i t s  o f f i c e r s ,  agen ts ,  

employees,  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o r  c o n t r a c t o r s ;  o r  f o r  any contaminat ion caused by 

AFPLES; o r  f o r  damages t o  t h e  p r o p e r t y  o r  i n j u r i e s  t o  t h e  person  of  t h e  

Count ies  o f f i c e r s ,  agen t s ,  s e r v a n t s  o r  employees o r  o t h e r s  who may be on t h e  

u sed  premises  a t  t h e i r  i n v i t a t i o n  o r  t h e  i n v i t a t i o n  of  any one o f  them, except  

f o r  c la ims  a r i s i n g  ou t  o f  t h e  n e g l i g e n c e  o r  w i l l f u l  misconduct of t he  County, 

i t s  o f f i c e r s ,  agen ts ,  employees, o r  i n v i t e e s .  

ATCH 1 ( 1  of L )  



2. Air Force Resereve - , . a l l :  

a. Prepare an Environmentel A~sessment, and Environmental Bfisc Line Survey 

prior to the use of the property, to show what eignificmt impact, if m y ,  use 

of the land will have on the property, ourrounding area and/or environment ct 

large. 

b. Comply with all applicable Pittsburgh IAP regulation9,etc. while using 

County property. 

c. Be responsible for sweeping and removing all snow while using County 

property. 

d. Be responsible for security of used County property thru daily 

inspections by AFRES security police. 

e. Maintain and implement a spill response plan that would include 

provisions for containing and cleaning up a spill. Supply and maintain 

adequate spill protection kits on site and assume total managerial and 

financial responsibilty for the organization, cleanup and disposal of 

spilled fuel and/or contaminated material in case of m accidental opill or 

emergency on County property. 

f. Conduct a joint condition survey of the proposed use County property 

with representatives of the County prior to implementation of this Agreement. 

.All damage caused by AFRES during the term of th i s  Agreement v i l l  be repaired 

and/or replaced by AFRES at no cost to the County. 

g. Restore the property to the same condition as that existing at the time 

of entering upon the same under this Agreement, or leave any improvements made 

to the County at no cost. 

3. Limitations: 3The County will allow utility connections and useage to 

AFRES, however, no other services vill be provided. 

ATCK 1 ( 2  of 4) 



4. m: Thia Agreement shall be in effect f o r  one year, renewable for im 

ICPC)' - , 
additional year, end shall in no event extend beyond 31 Dec 9 5 ,  or upon 

completion of ramp repairs and construction of the deicing pad on the Air 

Station. The Agreement may only be modified by mutual agreement of both 

parties in writing and signed by each of the parties hereto. This Agreement 

may be cancelled by either party upon 90 days written notification, and is 

effective upon signing of both parties. 

This Agreement made and entered into this 3 

COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

f lc- .(- 

. &UL. [cyp-&aZ 
i 

. , \  

.HE~IBERT HIGGENBOM:J 111 
- 

BOBBY 6. CLABY 
DIRECTOR Asst Director/Civil Engineering 

w APPROVED AS TO FORM: - 
SOLICITOR 

ASS ISTANT COUNTY SOLICITOR \ 



SUPPLEMENT AGREEMENT NO. 1 
T O  

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMENT NO. 032076 

BY AND BETWEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY, COMMONWEALTH O F  PENNSYLVANIA 

AND 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

WHEREAS, on February 3 ,  1993, t h e  County of Allegheny,  
Commonwealth of Pennsy lvania ,  h e r e i n a f t e r  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  Allegheny 
County, and t h e  Uni ted S t a t e s  of A m e r i c a ,  h e r e i n a f t e r  r e f e r r e d  t o  as 
AFRES, e n t e r e d  i n t o  a Memorandum of Agreement whereby Allegheny 
County g ran ted  temporary u s e  of t h e  o l d  commuter apron t o  AFRES f o r  
t h e  purpose of pa rk ing  m i l i t a r y  a i r c r a f t  d u r i n g  apron r e p a i r s  and 
c o n s t r u c t i o n  of a d e i c i n g  pad,  f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  of one y e a r  from d a t e  
of  execut ion  and renewable f o r  an  a d d i t i o n a l  y e a r ,  n o t  t o  ex tend  
beyond December 31, 1995; and 

WHEREAS, AFRES d e s i r e s  t o  extend t h e  Memorandum of Agreement 
u n t i l  December 31, 1996; and 

WHEREAS, AFRES d e s i r e s  t o  use  t h e  County acces s  road  t o  t h e  
apron area. 

QV 
NOW THEREFORE, e f f e c t i v e  upon t h e  execu t ion  h e r e o f ,  Agreement , 

No. 032076 is  amended a s  fo l lows :  

1. Paragraph No. 4 i s  changed i n  p a r t  t o  r ead  " . . . T h i s  
Agreement s h a l l  i n  no even t  extend beyond December 31, 1996 ... II 

2 .  Allegheny County hereby  agrees f o r  AFRES t o  u s e  t h e  County 
a c c e s s  road  t o  t h e  apron area dur ing  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  Water 
S to rage  Tank and t h e  new P O L  ( F u e l  Farm) facility. U s e  of t h e  
a c c e s s  road  w i l l  be c o o r d i n a t e d  wi th  t h e  Engineer ing S e c t i o n /  
Cons t ruc t ion  Manager on an  as-needed b a s i s .  

THAT ALL OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS of t h e  Memorandum of 
Agreement s h a l l  remain i n  f u l l  f o r c e  and e f f e c t .  



I N  WITNESS-?THEREOF, this Supplement Agreement 1 is duly 
executed on 2i/ : - day of -i%i'r'-/ 1995, by the parties 
hereto, intending themselves to be legally bound hereby. 

COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
A I R  FORCE RESERVE 

BOBBY G.  CLARY (/ 
The Asst C i v i l  Engineer 



SUPPLEMENT AGREEMENT NO. 2 
TO 

MEh.IOF3ADUM OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMENT NO. 032076 

BY AND BETWEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHEAJY, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

WHEREAS, on February 3, 1993, the County of Allegheny, Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, hereinafter referred to as Allegheny County, and the United States of 
America, hereinafter referred to as AFRES, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement 
whereby Allegheny County granted temporary use of the old commuter apron to AFRES 
for the purpose of parking military aircraft during apron repairs and construction of a 
deicing pad, for the period of one year from date of execution and renewable for an 
additional year, not to extend beyond December 3 1,1995; and by a subsequent 
supplemental agreement extended the Agreement term to December 31, 1996; and 

WHEREAS, AFRES desires to extend the Memorandum of Agreement until 
December 3 1,1999; and 

WHEREAS, AFRES desires the continued use of the County access road to the apron 
area; and 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY of ALLEGHENY desires that limitations be added to the 
Agreement as described below. \ 

NOW THEREFORE, effective upon the execution hereof, Agreement No. 032076 is 
amended as follows: 

1. Paragraph No. 4 is changed in part to read "... This Agreement shall in no event 
extend beyond December 3 1, 1999; or in the event Project L S S  94-9004, Jet Fuel 
Storage Complex and Project L S S  97-0009, Repair Apron Concrete Slabs are completed 
earlier than the dates described; or in the event a new agreement is reached regarding a 
larger .tract of land, this present Agreement will terminate ...." 

2. Allegheny County hereby agrees for AFRES to continue using the County access 
soad to the apron area during the abovementioned construction projects. Use of the 
access road will be coordinated with the Engineering SectiodConstruction Manager on 
an' as-needed basis. 

THAT ALL OTHER TERMS AND COAQITIONS of the Memorandum of 
Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 





SUPPLEMENT AGREEMENT NO. 3 
TO 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMENT NO. 032076 

BY AND BETWEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY, COMMONWEALTH OF PENbTSYLVANIA 

AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

WHEREAS, on February 3, 1993, the County of Allegheny, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
hereinafter referred to as Allegheny County, and the United States of America, hereinafter referred to as 
AFRC (Air Force Reserve Command), entered into a Memorandum of Agreement whereby Allegheny 
County granted temporary use of the old commuter apron to AFRC for the purpose of parlung military 
aircraft during apron repairs and construction of a deicmg p a 4  for the period of one year from date of 
execution and renewable for an additional year, not to extend beyond December 31, 1995; and by 
subsequent Supplemental Agreements 1 and 2, extended the Agreement term to December 3 1, 1999; and 

WHEREAS, AFRC desires to extend the Memorandum of Agreement for a five (5) year period from 1 
January 2000 thru 3 1 December 2004. 

NOW THEREFORE, effective upon the execution hereof, Agreement No. 032076 is amended as 
follows: 

1. Paragraph No. 4 is changed in part to read ". . . This Agreement shall remain in effect for a five (5) 
year period from 1 January 2000 through 3 1 December 2004." 

2.  Allegheny County hereby agrees for AFRC to continue the use of the County access road during 
the use of the parking ramp. Use ofthe access road will be coordinated with the Engineering 
Section/Construction Manager on an as-needed basis. 

3. The Allegheny County Airport Authority reserves the right to adjust the amount of area access is 
granted under this ag~eement with 90 days written notice. 

THAT ALL OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS of the Memorandum of Agreement shall remain in fdl 
force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Supplement Agreement 3 is duly executed on the 20 th day of 
AUGUST 2001, by the parties hereto, intending themselves to be legally bound hereby. 

ALLEGHENY COUNTY AIRPORT AUTHORITY HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
, - 

_I. - / AIR FORCE RESERVE C O W  
-- -;,'='>4%--- 
-1 _. 
,'.---\;:- z,- , /==- 
--- , ,-d/p.- -- 

, - - ~ z & A A E  - 
Executwe Director The Civil Engineer 
Allegheny County Airport ~ u t h o h y  



SLTPLEMENT AGREEMEhTT NO. 4 
TO 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMEN NO. 032076 

BY AND BETWEEK 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVAAU 

AND TKE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

WHEREAS, on February 3, 1993, the County of Allegheny, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
hereinafter referred to as AIIegheny County, and the United States of America, hereinafter referred to as 
AFRC (Air Force Reserve Command), entered into a Memorandum of Agreement whereby Allegheny 
County granted temporary use of the old commuter apron to AFRC for the purpose of parlang military 
aircraft during apron repairs and construction of a deicing pad, for the period of one year &om date of 
execution and renewable for an additional year, not to extend beyond December 3 1, 1995; and by 
subsequent Supplemental Agreements I, 2, and 3 extended the Agreement term to December 3 1, 2004; 
and 

M;HEREAS, AFRC desires to extend the Memorandum of Agreement for an additional five (5) year 
period from 1 January 2005 thru 3 1 December 2009. 

NOW THEREFORE, effective upon the execution hereof, Agreement No. 032076 is amended as 
follows: 

1. Paragraph No. 4 is changed in part to read ". . . This Agreement shall remain in effect for a five (5) 
year period from 1 January 2005 through 3 1 December 2009." 

wrr' 2. Allegheny County hereby agrees for AFRC to continue the use of the County access road during 
the use of the parking ramp. Use of the access road will be coordinated with the Engineering 
Section/Construction Manager on an as-needed basis. 

3 .  Paragraph 3 from Supplement Agreement No. 3, dated 20 August 2001 which states: "The 
Allegheny County Airport Authority reserves the right to adjust the amount of area access is 
granted under this agreement with 90 days written notice." Is changed to read: "This Agreement 
may be cancelled by either party upon 90 days written notification." 

THAT ALL OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS of the Memorandum of Agreement shall remain in 
full force and effect. 

7% OF, this Supplement Agreement 4 is duly executed on the 24 day of 
2005, by the parties hereto, intending themselves to be legally bound hereby. 

ALLEGHENY COUNTY AIRPORT AUTHORITY HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
1 AIR FORCE RESERVE COMMAND 

I ;I -- 

The Civd Engineer 
Allegheny Comty A-uport Authority 
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basing the unit at Wright-PattersonAFB. The com- 
munity is conce~ned about the continued exist- 
ence of the Smeld-Beckley Municipal Arport 
if the Guard unit leaves, as a sipficant portion af 
airport revenues will be lost. The community is 
also concerned about the economic impact on the 
community if the station closes. 

The Commission found the extended return on 
investment and the inadequacy of facilities at 
Wright-Patterson AFB did not just@ relocating the 
unit from its current location. Further, the Con 
mission found the bcilities and basing arrange- 
ment at Springfield-Beckley ideal for meeting the 
needs cf the Air National Guard units. The Com- 
mission found the small savings generated by 
closure of the Springfield-Beckley facilities did 
not justify their closure and potential degradation 
to the units. 

Commhswn Recommendation 
The Commission h d s  the Secretary a? Defense 
deviated substantially from final criteria 4 and 5. 
Therefore, the Commission recommends the fol- 
lowing: Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air 
Guard Station will remain open. The Commission 
finds this recommendation is consistent with the 
force-structure plan and final criteria. 

Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air 
Reserve Slation, Pennsylvania 

Category:AAir H i  &me 
Mlsrion: TadicalAirIzifS 
Onetime CosfrNone 
Savings: 1996200l:None 

AnnllaL-None 
Return on Invesbnent:None 
F '  ACTION: RRemain Open 

Secretmy ofDfense Recommendation 
Close Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station 
(ARS). The 911th A M  Wing will inactivate and 
its C-130 aircraft wiU be distributed to Air Force 
Reserve G130 units at Dobbins ARB, Georgia, and 
Peterson AFB, Colorado. 

Secrefruy of Defense Jurfification 
The Air Force Reserve has more C-130 operating 
locations than necessary to effectively support the 
Resave C130 siirc?aft in the Department of D e k e  

w (DoD) Force Structure Plan. Although Greater 

Pittsburgh ARS is effective at supporting its mis- 
sion, its evaluation overall under the eight criteria 
supports its closure. Its operating costs are the 
greatest among Air Force Reserve C130 operations 
at civilian airfields. In addition, i& location near a 
number of AFRES and Air National Guard units pro- 
vides opportunities for its personnel to transfer 
and continue their service without extended travel. 

Communily Concern 
The community believes the cost analysis of the air 
reserve stations in this category was faulty. Spe- 
cSmlly, the base operating support cost experi- 
enced by one Air Force Reserve GI30 base was 
used as the cost for two other air reserve loca- 
tions, as well a s  Pittsburgh L4P Air Reserve Sta- 
tion, resulting in false savings and cost 
information. Further, the community argues the 
Air Force did not consider the 30 acres d addi- 
tional air& parking apron currently being used 
under a memorandum a? agreement with Allegh- 
eny County. The community disagrees with the 
Air Force color code ranking for the airfield evalu- 
ation, facilities condition, and air quality and 
maintains that higher ranking in accordance with 
real conditions would enhance military value. 

Commission Fiidings 
The Commission found the costs to operate Pitts- 
burgh International Airport (IAP) Air Reserve Sta- 
tion (ARS) and two other Air Force Reserve C-130 
locations were inaccurate. With corrected data ap- 
plied to the COBRA model, the commission found 
Pittsburgh was one d the least costly installations 
to operate. The Air Force indicated they had 
received the offer d additional acreage at Pitts- 
burgh IAP ARS, but determined it was inappropri- 
ate to act on the offer pending the outcome d the 
base closure process. Review d the November 
1994 Airfield Pavement Evaluation substantiated 
the community's assertions the airfield can accom- 
modate all types d aircraft Information submitted 
by the community demonstrates Allegheny County 
Bureau d Environmental Quality has applied to the 
US Environmental Protection Agency h air quality 
redesignation to attainment, having met air quality 
standards during 1991-93. The Commission fomd 
that the low operating costs and expansion oppor- 
tunities were not fUUy considered by the Air Force. 

Commission Recommendation 
The Commission finds the Secretary of Defense 
deviated substantially IYom f i ~ I  criteria 4 and 5. 



Mbeslein, Robert (Pittsburgh ARS) 

From: Hovey, Thomas (Robins AFB) 
Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 1998 1258  PM 
To : Moeslein, Robert (Pittsburgh ARS) 
Subject: FW: RE-027 Proposed Response 

Bob, I'm forwarding what the Air Staff boys sent to the Cong, TH 
From: Coats, Michael J. (Pentagon AFIREXR) 
Sent: Friday, September I 1, 1998 2:08 PM 
To: Campbell, Kathy (Pentagon, AF/REI) 
Cc: Samples, Thomas (Pentagon, AF!REX); Koepp, Richard (Pentagon, AF/REX); Hovey, Thomas (Robins AFB); 

Manning, William (Robins AFB) 
Subject: RE-027 Proposed Response 

Attached is a coordinated response to the subject inquiry. If you have questions, let me know. Thanks. 

II 
Lt Col Mike  Coats 
AFIREXR 
695-5057 
DSN 225-5057 



Congressional _Irz yuiry 
Office of Budget and Appropriations Liaison (SAFIFIML) 

Action OCR: OPR Tasked Date: 09 Sep 1998 12:22 

Required Coordination: 

Subject: Pittsburgh LAPIARS PA 

ACTION REQUIRED: 
1. Mr. Carmen Scialabba, Appropriations Associate Staff fo uests t- the 
following issues at the 9 1 1 TAG: 

a. Air Force review of land allocation options. Told that options have been seni to Wnd AF - 

b. Proposed air cargo alI  terminal at the old Pittsburgh w o r t .  

2. Please respond with a fully coordmated response via e-mail in fact sheet to SAFFMBL 
(inquire.hl@saffmb.hq.af.mil). I can be contacted at 614-81 13 if you require assistance. 

SUSAN E. LUKAS, Capt, USAF 
Assistant for Congressional Matters 



FACT S m E T  

SUB IECT: Pittsburgh IAPIARS PA 

QUESTION: Status of h Force review of land allocation options: 

QUESTION: 

Date: 11 Sep 98 

The Air Force Reserve is currently reviewing the options provided by Allegheny 
County and will participate in a 17 Sep 98 pubLic hearing for the airport. The Air 
Force Reserve has no need for additional land at Pittsburgh IAP. The existing 
p s e r t y  is adequate to suuport the e x i s t i n s o f  th e 91 lth A W a d n o  
additional missions are planned in the forsee e. If future development or 

ion impacts the Air Force Reserve mission an 
agencies must re-evaluate the proposal. 

Status of proposed air cargo air terminal at the old Pittsburgh Airport: 

The Air Force Resenre has no requiresent for the old air cargo terminal. If there is 
any potential commercial or private use or development of this area, the .Ax Force 
Reserve must be represented to ensure any development ddes not impact the Air 
Force Reserve mission and installation security at Pittsburgh IAP. 



Pittsburgh IAPIARS PA E-027 

Coordination Table 

AJ?RC/XPXP 

AFRCfJAV 

AFRC/CEO 

Attachments 
None 

@/REX 

Coord 

Coord 

Coord 

Coord , 

Lt Col Esola 

Mr Epperson 

Col Samples 

1962 
DSN 497- 
1917 
DSN 
497-1590 

1 1 Sep 98 

11 Sep 98 

Mr Hovey 1 DSN 
497- 1040 
695-3889 

11 Sep 98 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE %.I2 FORCE 
H E A D Q U A R T E 2 S  U N I T E 3  S T A T E S  AIR F O R C E  

W A S H I N G T O N  D C  

26 February 1998 

HQ U S m E  
1150 A x  Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1150 

M3. William DeGraaff 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Fitzgerald Federal Buildmg 
JFK International Axport 
Jamaica, NY 11430 

Dear Mr. DeGraaff 

Please accept my apologies for not responding to your 2 February 1998 letter within your 
requested timeframe. The Air Force Reserve has not changed its position in any way on our 
requirement for land at Pi t tsbur~h Lnternational Auport. As stated in my 26 May 1996 
memorandum to Mr. Larry Dunn, the Air Force Reserve has adequate land available a t  Pittsburgh, 
has no plans to expand the size of the unit, and has no new mission requirement that would require 
acquisition of any new land. 

This is the Air Force Reserve Command and Air Force position on this issue. The Civil 
Engineer a t  the 911th ~~ Wing is not in a position to tell anyone outside of the unit what our 
requirements are. I do, however, have great concern regarding the installation of a temporary 
instrument landing system that does, under certain weather conhtions, impact our capabihty on 
existing ramps and taxiways. 

I t  would have been helpful had the airport authority and FAA coorba ted  with the Air Force 
and our unit when the planning process began for installation of the temporary ILS. The instrument 
f ight  rules hold line passing through our ramp wdl, a t  times, impact our abllity to operate. We 
would Like to have your help in resolving this issue and look forward to working with you. 

Sincerely 

3%- OHN A. BRADLF: ria Gen, USAF 
Deputg to the C 

cc: 
SAFMI 
HQ AFRC/CV/CE 
.ZZAF/C C 
9 11 AW/CC/CE 



Brig. General John A. Bradley 
United States Air Force 
Deputy to the Chief of Air 
Force Reserve 

HQ USAF/RE 
1150 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1150 

Dear Brig. General Bradley: 

The enclosed correspondence from your office (22 Ma] 7 96 and 
Agenda No. 945-96 dated 20 July 96) advises of no requirement or 
need for additional ramp space for the USAF Reserve (911 Airlift 
'ding/CE) at Pittsburgh Int' 1 Airport (PIT) . 

However, the enclosed 29 December 97 letter from the 911 Airlift 
Wing/CE presents an apparent contradiction concerning the need 
for the subject airport property. 

The Allegheny County Department of Aviation and the Federal 
Aviation Administration are actively pursuing the planning and 
environmental review for reuse of the PIT Old Terminal Building 
and adjacent property. 

Given the comments of the 911 Airlift Wing, we are respectfully 
I requesting a response from your office as to whether you wish to 

change your position presented in the aforementioned 
correspondence. Given the pressing need to address any "feasible 
and prudent" use(s) for the subject property in the planning/ 
environmental stage of proposed development, we would greatly 
appreciate an expeditious response within two (2) weeks. 

The above subject may be discussed with either Mr. Frank S q u e g l i a  
of this office (718 553-3325) or Mr. Patrick Sullivan of our 
Harrisburg Airports District Office (717 730-2832). 

DeGraaf f 
Assistant Manager, Airports Division 

Enclosures 
cc: ACDA (K. Fredericks) , 911 Airlift (R. Moeslein) , HAR-ADO, 
AEA-7, AEA-600 
AEA-610: FSqueglia: af :2/2/98 

File: PIT AFP/Old Term. Envir. WW -:- 



DEPARTMENT OF ME AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE RESEAYE 

Mr. Patrick J. Sullivan, P.E. 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Airport District Office 
391 1 Hartzdale Drive, Suite 1 
Camp Hill PA 1701 1 

911 Airlift WingfCUMr. Robert F. Moeslein 
Pittsburgh lnternational Airport 
1 11 3 Herman Avenue 
Coraopolis PA 151 08-4421 

29 December 1997 

Re: Pittsburgh lnternational Airport Joint Planning Conference of 25 November 1997 

Dear Mr. Sullivan: 

I would like to take this opportunity tp thank you for your efforts to include the 91 1th Airlift Wing in the 
Pittsburgh International Airport's joint planning process. The 25 November 1997 meeting in the FAA 
tower conference room was the first opportunity we had been offered to become a part of the planning 
process since the early 1990's. 

As you know, several projects that will affect our lease property and our facilities were discussed, and we 
had the opportunity to begin to explain our concerns and the potential impacts of these projects on our 
current flying mission. Because aircraft operating criteria on Air Force controlled property differ somewhat 
from those prescribed by the FAA, some of the participants in the 25 November meeting may have heard 
of our concerns for the first time. As a tenant of the Airport, we are again thankful for this opportunity to 
have our voice heard as part of the Airport's development planning process. 

While we barely skimmed the surface of the issues associated with the proposed Airside Business Park, 
Mr. Fredericks mentioned a 22 May 1996 letter from General Bradley which stated unequivocally that the 
U.S. A r  F o r c e i r i n a  the addrttonal 85 acres offered by the AilesheQGmnty b a r d  

evious Board of Commissioners immediately following the 
11 th for closure). General Bradley's letter was written in 

'response to the 10 May 1996 letter from the Allegheny County Board of Comm~ssioners, which was 
addressed directly to General Fogelman, USAF Chief of Staff. Although the 911th Airlift Wing was not 
copied on this letter, a copy of it and other correspondence was ultimately provided by an interested third 
party. Consequently, the Commissioners effectively completed an "end run" on previously established 
communication protocols between the ACDA, the Allegheny County Board of Commissioners, and the 
91 1th Airlift Wing. In the past, my engineering staff would have been contacted first and would have 
prepared appropriate supporting information (a point paper) to accompany the request for Command, and 
the Secretary of the Air Force. Unfortunately, this chain of communication was circumvented and did not 
allow us to prepare information for Generals Bradley, Mclntosh, and Fogelman to consider in drafting their 

u' response. 

Because the Commissioners' 10 May 1996 letter did not detail the County's plans to "expand the 
economic vitality of the region" nor the ACDA intention to develop an Airsiae Business Paik immediateiy 
adjacent to the 91 1 th facilities and within historically secure Aircraft Operanng Areas, it is likely that the 22 



May 1996 response from the Pentagon was drafted without the benefit of being fully and appropriately 
informed. While this may still be an accurate statement of the Air Force's present position on land 
acquisition, it is important to understand that a more thorough discussion of the potential impacts of the 
adjoining development may have influenced how the Pentagon's response was drafted. Consequentty, 
please do not be confused by the simplified format of the 22 May ?996 letter, and please do not interpret 
it-as the final word on this issue. 

To emphasize this point, on 27 August of this year our Wing Commander, Col. Thomas W. Spencer, was 
directed by the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for Installations to conduct a review of the economic 
feasibility of various land acquisition alternatives. If nothing else, the fact that his review has been 
directed suggests that land acquisition may not have been ruled out as more information has surfaced 
regarding the proposed Airside Business Park. At the very least, the Air Force Reserve Command and 
the Pentagon are soliciting information on potential impacts of the Airside Business Park. They 
apparently desire that our Wng's existing mission not be compromised and that we will be able to 
continue to provide security and appropriate operational clearances for military aircraft. 

Additionally, we want you to know that we are currently in the process of updating our Base 
Comprehensive Plan (which examines our vision of existing and future missions and looks into potential 
changes and the viability of the installation over the next 8 to 10 year time frame). This document 
emphasizes the importance of flexibility in planning for the future. Unfortunately, should missions change, 
Ute current configuration of the proposed Airside Business Park will stifle any potential for our 
organization to adjust to future mission changes (i.e., conversion to 767 NDAA aircraft). This will 
undoubtedly impact the long-term viability of this Wing and, in these leaner times, has the potential to be 
a direct cause for closure of this Air Reseive Station. Zero flexibility ultimately translates into zero future. 

It is important that we go on record with the FAA, the ACDA, and Allegheny County regarding the 
potential impacts of the Airside Business Park, the permanence of the ILS on Runway 28C, and, to a 
lesser extent (if modified as discussed in our 25 November Joint Planning Conference), the 
widening/relocation of taxiway 'E". 

As the preceding suggests, we are extremely appreciative of your efforts to get us back into the Airpod's 
Joint Planning process. We look forward to continuing our dialogue and hope to foster a productive and 
cooperative working relationship with all parties. We are optimistic that our renewed participation in the 
process will ensure the long-term existence of a military installation with a proud tradition and history of 
service and sacrifice throughout the world in wartime and in peace. 

Again, thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT F. MOESLEIN 
Base Civil Engineer 
91 1" Airlift Wing 

CC: 
PaDOT, Bureau of Aviation 
91 lm STTGICCCCD 
91 1'" AWICC 
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HQ DSAF/$E ' 
1150 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC. 20330-1150 

Mr. Larry Dunn 
Chairman, Office of the Comissioners 
County of Allegheny 
119 Courthouse 
Pittsburgh PA 15219-2499 

Dear Mr. Dunn 

General Fcgleman asked me to respond to the County of 
Allegheny Board of Commissioners' offer to provide additional 
property adjacent: to the Air Force Reserve's (AFR) Air Reserve 
Stat f  00 (ARS) at Pj Etsburgh. 

My Headquarters plans dnd programs staff did an analysis of 
present an6 future bperational requirements and found no 
requirempwr additional land at Pittsburgh ARS . - 

I sincerely appreciate Allegheny County' s generous 
offer and regret that the A I k  .carmot e roperty. I do, 
however, look forward to a s i n u e d  =ersh~~ 
between Allegheny County and:'the Air Force Reserve. 

Regards 

. -  
@?zRCi PENTAGON - .- 
vHlNGTON DC 20330-1 150 



OFFICIAL 
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION 

~ o a i d  Authority is requested to resand Board Action of February 2. 1995, Agenda No. 148-A-95, 
SUM%%Yboard Action of April 20. 1995. Agenda No. 624-95 to lease additional property at Pittsburgh 

International Airport to the 91 1th Air Wing of the United States Air Force (USAF Reserve) for ramp usage. 

Allegheny County Institution District D 

Board Authority is requested to rescind Board Action of February 2, 1995, Agenda No. 148-A-95, 
and Board Action of April 20, 1995. Agenda No. 624-95 to lease approxirnatety seventy-seven (77) acres 
of property at Pittsburgh International Airport to the United States Air Force Reserve for use as additional 
ramp space. . 

AGENCY: Department of Aviation 

ADDRESS: Pittsburgh International Airport 

It has been determined that the 91 1 th Air Wing no longer is in need of the additional ramp space 
previously offered. Therefore, it is respectfully requested of the Board to rescind the prior Board Actions to 
enable the Department of Aviation to pursue alternative uses of this Airport property. 

EST. COST: 

EST. REVENUE: 

FUTURE IMPACT: 
CHECK APPROPRIArE BOX. 

SIGNATURE: Grant D Capital D Operating b% 
INDEX CODE: N/A 

DATE SUBMITTED BY AGENCY: 

ADMINISTRATION 

/I \. 

PROJECT NO: N/A 

EXP. SUB OBJ. CODE: N/A 
INCLUDED IN BUDGET: YESO NO 0 



DEPARTMENT OF THE A I R  FORCE 
HUDQUAFZTERS UNITED ,STATES AIR FORCE 

WASHINCTOH DC 

HQ USAF/RE 
1150 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1150 

Mr. Larry Dunn 
Chairman, Office of the Cmiesionere 
County of Alleghany 
119 Courthouse 
Pittsburgh PA 1 5 7 1 9 - 7 4 9 9  

22 May 96 

Dear Mr. Durrn 

General Fogleman asked me to reopond to the County of 
Allegheny Board of Comnisaionera' offer to provide additional 
propsrty adjacent to the A i r  Porca Reoerve's (AFR) Air Reoerve 
Station (ARS) at Pittsburgh. 

M y  Headquarters plans and programs ~ t a f f  did an analysia of 
present' and future operational requiremento and found no 
requirement for additional land at Pittsburgh ARS. 

I sincerely appreciate Allegheny County' s gene roue 
offer and regret that the AFR cannot accept the property. I do, 
however, look forward to a continuad succassful partnership 
between Allegheny County and the Air Force Reserve. 

4% m A .  BRADLKY rig oen, usm 
Deputy to the ief of Air Force Reserve 0 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

22 November 1995 

MEMORANDUM FOR HERBERT C. HIKINBOTHAM, II, P.E. 
DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY 
PITTSBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
LANDSIDE TERMINAL, SUITE 4OOCJ 
P.O. BOX 12370 
PITTSBURGH, PA 15231-0370 

FROM: 911 Airlift Wing/CC 
Pittsburgh Intl Arpt ARS 
316 Defense Ave 
Coraopolis, PA 151084421 

SUBJECX: Reuse of Old Terminal 
Greater Pittsburgh International Airport 

1. The 911 AW has been given approval to obligate funds to conduct a phase I Environmental Baseline 
Surveyl the first step required by AFI 32-7066 in real estate transactions, for the acquisition of additional 
acreage offered by Allegheny County to the Air Force. 

2. Please provide any studies, surveys, documents, etc. that address environmental site conditions of 
the approximate eighty-five (85) acres of the eastern portion of the ramp area and termind, and deidng 
pad at the old Greater Pittsburgh International Airport. 

3. The above parcels of land are designated as Area 1 (2 47 acres), Area 2 (2 30 acres) and Area 3 (2 8 
acres) on the attached map. 

4. Please direct any questions to Mr. Robert F. Moeslein, Base Civil Enpeer,  at 474-8571 or Mr. Richard 
Feid, Environmental Engineer, at 474-8749. 

Attachment 
Area Map 

W. S ENCER, Colo el, USAFR L& w 
Commander 

cc: 
911 AW/CE 
911 AW/CEV wv 





DEPARTMENT OF THE AlFl FORCE 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

22 November 1995 

MEMORANDUM FOR HERBERT C. HGGINBOTHAM, II, P.E. 
DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY 
PlTEBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
LANDSIDE TERMINAL, SUlTE 4000 
P.O. BOX 12370 
PITTSBURGH, PA 15231-0370 

FROM: 911 Airlift Wing/CC 
Pittsburgh Intl Arpt ARS 
316 Defense Ave 
Coraopolis, PA 151084421 

SUBJJ3CT: Reuse of Old T e d  
Greater Pittsburgh International Airport 

w 1. The 911 AW has been given approval to obligate funds to conduct a phase I Environmental Baseline 
Survey, the Eirst step required by AFI 32-7066 in real estate transactions, for the acquisition of additional 
acreage offered by Allegheny County to the Air Force. 

I 

2. Please provide any studies, surveys, documents, etc. that address environmental site conditions of 
the approximate eighty-five (85) acres of the eastern portion of the ramp area and term@, and deichg 
pad at the old Greater Pittsburgh International Purport. 

3. The above parcels of land are designated as Area 1 (_+ 47 acres), Area 2 (+ 30 acres) and Area 3 (t 8 
acres) on the attached map. 

4. Please direct any questions to Mr. Robert F. Moeslein, Base Civil Engineer, at 474-8571 or Mr. Richard 
Feid, Environmental Engineer, at 474-8749. 

M W. S ENCER, Colo e l  USAFR 
Commander 

Attachment 
Area Map 

cc: 
911 AW/CE 





DEPARTMENT OF ME AIR FORCE 
U R  F3RCE RE6ERYE 

5 October 1995 

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ AFRESICE 

FROM: 91 1 AW/CC 

SUBJECT: Pittsburgh LAP ARS Land Transfer 

1. ? h e  9 1 1 Airlift Wing currently operates efficiently and effectively on 1 15 acres of land primarily 
leased from Allegheny County for one dollar per year. The installation has a compact and efficient 
infrastructure, with all facilities and buildings d l  maintained. In February 1994, the 9 1 1 Airlift Wing 
signed a Memorandum of Agreement with Allegheny Couuty to utilize an additional 21.7 acres of 
adjacent ramp space for surge capacity, at no cost to the government. 

2. The County additionally offered 30 acres of prime, ready ramp space to the Air Force in 1994. 
Subsequently, the Commissioners of Allegheny County offered an additional 47 acres of concrete ramp 
space, adjacent to the existing ramp, at no cost to the Air Forcc. The development of this offer was not a 
reaction to BRAC 95. The offer is the outcome of a $500,000 study commissioned by HQ AFRES in 

qw ' 1983 and presented in 1988 as the 9 1 1 Airlift Wing Base Comprehensive Plan (see attached BCP 
Executive S urnmary) . , 

3. The completion of the billion dollar Pittsburgh Mid-field Tclm~nal complex in 1992, released 
additional acrparre for the 9 11 AW when the old terminal and ramp space was abandoned. The 1995 
Base Closure Executive Group ranked Pittsburgh IAP ARS as one of the top two installations in military 
value. Pittsburgh LAP ARS demonstrates the greatest capacity and capability of all AFRES units, 
located at commercial airfields, for cost effective expansion and the ability to react to and accommodate 
contingency, mobilization and future total force requirements 

4. The Department of Defense justification to close Pittsburgh TAP ARS during the 1995 BRAC process 
was based on ~naccurate data provided by the k r  Force Reserve. With corrected data applied to the 
COBRA model, Senator Divon and the 1995 BRAC Commisslnn found 'Tittsburgh was one of the least 
costly installations to operate." With regard to the base's capatvlity to expand, the Air Force indicated 
they had received tbe offer of additional acreage at Pittsburgh L4P ARS, but determined it was 
inappropriate to act on the offer, pending the outmme of the base closure process. The Commission 
found that the low operating costs and expansion opportunities were not h l ly  considered by the Air 
Force. 

5. A large portion of the acreage offered to the Air Force Rcscrvc is ready ramp space, capable of  
supporting any and all aircraft in the military or commercial inventory with no known MILCON 
requirements. Acceptance and subsequent use of the offered property will not adversely affect any 
existing ecosystems. 



I- 6. Of thc six (6) AFRES installations at civilian airfields comparcd in the 1995 BRAC process, 
Pittsburgh IAP ARS had the lowest projected MICCON. The concern over the latest M n C O N  bid 
prices at Pittsburgh exceeding the programmed amounts, are tllc result of base estimates that were not 
updated in eight years, unforeseen environmental requirements, unknown siting criteria during the 
programming process in 1987 and inaccurate estimating during the design proccss by the Army Corp of 
Engineers. These bid prices should not be interpreted to assurnc that Pittsburgh is a high cost area for 
construction as demonstrated by the construction of the Midfield Temlinal facility, completed under 
budget and on time. 

7. The greatest concern to the 91 1 AW at the initial offer of the proposed acreage from Allegheny 
County was the extent of environmental contamination that ma!. be encountered. Discussions with the 
Allegheny County Commissioners on h s  issue, indicated that the County andor US Air would assume 
responsibility for any necessary remediation. In addition, preliminary discussions between the County 
and the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Rcsourccs also indicated that remediation may not be 
necessary if the proposed site is utilized for the samc purpose as originally utilized - airport operations. 

8. Acquisition of this additional acreage from Allegheny County is necessary to enhance the current 
posture of the Pittsburgh IAP ARS for the following reasons: 

a. The 2 1.7 acres of ramp space, currentlj, in ~ s c .  under a 1 993 Memorandum of 
Agreement, has been utilized for the past two ycars to p r k  displaced aircraft on the primary 
apron while construction projects, such as the installation of an environmentally benign deicing 
pad and a three phase concrete repair project were In process. Most recently, a portion of the 
MOA acreage has been uTilized as a staging area for thc construction of an elmated 1.5 million 
gallon water storage tank as a joint effort between the Moon Township and the Air Force 
Reserve. In addition, a portion of the MOA acreage uill be ut~lized as a staging area for 
construction of the new MILCON project to construct n Jet Fuels Storage Complex. 

b. This additional acreage has also enabled the 9 1 1 Airlift Wing to host several 
joint military exercises to include Patriot Pitt, Veteran's Tribute, Patriot Express and Provide 
Pitt, thus providing invaluable joint service training. Also, current billeting facilities and 
operational senices provided by hels, civil engineering, aircraft maintenance and t ranspodon  
can support large volumes of transient aircraft and associated personnel during surge or 
contingency operations with no additional investrncnt. 

c. The 91 1 AW currently conducts apron aircraft operations under an AFRES 
approved waiver due to insufficient wing tip clearances between taxing aircraft and the 
Operations Building, B4 19 and the Aircraft Maintenance Shop, B4 18. Acceptance of this 
additional acreage can eliminate the nced for a waiver and provide for safer, less wngested 
operations on the flightline. 

d. The 911th AW is scheduled for the wnstruction of a new Jet Fuels Storage Facility. 
The site for this facility requires commercial refueling vehicles to drive through the he& of the 
installation. On a weekly basis, the base receives an average of four truckloads ofjet fuel, 
consisting of approximately 8000 gallons each. The rdutc through the base is hilly with 
numerous bends, heavy traffic and dcnsely populated \tor-k areas. Conversely, there is a fully 
paved rear access road through Allegheny County property which was offered to the Air Force 
Reserve as part of the 77 acre no cost lease, which will provide a more direct route to the new 
facility. This access road cuts the driving distance for commercial refbelers in half, bypassing 
the hills, bends, trafFic and denseIy popuIated work arms. 



e. The 9 11 AW curiently h a s  only one entrance to the facility. The Base 
Comprehensive Plan identified the need for an emergency secondary gate for use during rush 
hours, UTA weekends and for special delivery nceds. In r i m s  of crisis, as occurred when 
PennDOT ruptured a high pressure natural gas line outsidc the main gate, there is no alternate 
means of ingress or egress from the installation propcr. A s a n d  mcans of access does exist 
however, adjacent to the abandoned fuel farm on AilcgI~cn\. County property as identified in item 
8d. . 

f. Since July, 1993, the 91 1 AW has hosted Lockheod modification teams under an 
AFRES contract that completed the modification and installation of "electronic equipment" on 
C- 130 E and H models. Since that time, the base has supported, concurrently, up to three 
adhtional aircraft undergoing modification. The additional aircraft were parked on the area that 
is currently being used under the aforementioned MOA. The projection for completion of the 
modifications is sometime in the spring of 1997. Just tlUs past week, AFRES has inquired as to 
the possibility of additional modifications on AFRES aircraft. The modifications proposed will 
upgrade the Electronic Countermeasures capabilitim of sclccted AFRES aircraft and will extend 
the work of the contractors for an additional period of time. 

g. The additional acreage provides an unobstructed area for engine run-ups. The 
existing ramp space is limited to only ground idle runs because of safety concerns relating to prop 
blast and the restricted parking arrangement on the existing apron. Prior to utilization of this 
additional acreage, engine run-ups had to be perfornied by contacting the FAA and utilizing an 
aircrew to taxi aircraft to a remote, unobstructcd availablc area in the airport complex. This new 
process eliminates costly delays involving aircrew and maintenance personnel as well as 
excessive down time. 

h. As directed in the 14 November 1994 lctter frcm KQ AFRESLG, C-130 and 
C- 14 1 aircraft have an operational need to deploy with an initial load of flares for en-route self 
protection capability. In order to implement a flare prepositioning program at Pittsburgh, a flare 
build-up and storage area must be constructed. While .an existing site is available on the current 
115 acre site at Pittsburgh, it is located in a hilly area behind the engine test stand and 
immediately adjacent to an active airport taxiwayJrunwag. A more ideal site is located on the 
additional offered acreage, which is more readily accessible to tbe apron, in a less restricted and 
less noisy area and more importantly, in a remote location dat ive  to the base proper. 

i. The 91 1 AW currently provides billeting and dining facilities for approximately 
forty (40) MEPS (Military Entrance Procasing Stuion) .authorized personnel on a daily basis. 
The MEPS organization has 05cially requested to construct a 28,000 SF facility on a three (3) 
acre parcel of land at the 91 1 AW in FY %. Estimated savings of $600,000 per year in lease 
costs alone, al the Federal Building in donntom Pittslmrgh, are expected. (See  attached letters 
dated 8 April 1993 and 12 July 1991). 

j. The Defense Commissary Agency has expressed an interest in constructing a 
new 40,000 SF commissary on a 6.4 acre site in FY 98 md relocating their current operations 
from the Kelly Support Facility irroakdale. PA lo the 9 1 I AW. Forecasted monthly sales 
volume is estimated at $550,000 - $1,000,000. (Sce a n w l d  lctter dated 31 July 1995 along 
with undated Commissary Site Plan). Preliminary discussions with Commissary personnel also 
inhcate that a similar interest exists for tlx cunstructjcm of a n m  BX facility of s i n & -  
proportions, immediately adjacent to the ncw Commissary ficility. 



9; The demographics of the Pittsburgh area provide for abundant recruiting. The 91 1 AW maintains 
exceptional manning numbers, exceeding 100% for each of thc last five years running. Retention rates 
are also very high with eIigible airmen reenlisfment exceeding 07%. The two medical units at the 91 1 
AW are continuously fully manned with recruits from Pittsburgh's world class medical community. In 
addition, 80% of reservists live within a 50 mile radius of the bnsc, comprising a four county area. 
Pittsburgh International Airport, the hub of a major US airline. provides a significant pool of experienced 
personnel and is an invaluable resource for aircrew recruiting a i d  aircraft nlaintenance technology. 

10. The outstanding relationship between the neighbonng cornmunitlcs and the Air Force Reserves is 
evidenced by events relating to the recent BRAC proccss Thc local community of Moon Townshlp 
donated workmg space and utilities for p e r s o ~ c l  involvd in cflorts to save the 9 1 1 AW. The State of 
Pennsylvania, Counties of Allegheny and Beaver, City of Pittsburgh and local community leaders 
attended many meetings and offered their total support and assisqance in efforts to save the 91 1th. In 
addition, the current joint use agreement with Allegheny Countj., provides many senices to the Air Force 
Reserve at a mmimal cost. For only $20,000 per year, the 9 1 1 AW receives the following senices fiom 
Allegheny County: aircraft and fire rescue, structural fire protection, landing and take-off fees, runway 
maintenance and repair, emergency ambulance and medical services; control tower services and 
runway/taxiway snow removal services. 

11. As highlighted in the 1988 Base Comprehensive Plan, Pittsburgh is America's third Iargest corporate 
city, and is located mid-way between the first, New York, and the second, Chicago. Due to its central 
location and transportation and dxtribution faciIities, it is one of the most desirable and diversified 
economic markets In the country. In addition, in the urgent contingency of actual major war, the national 
mobilization of the Civil Reserve Air Fleet (all the airhes) would make Pittsburgh International Airpoqt a 
crucial national center of operations - - vastly better than other competing sites in the trafficgridlocked 
East Coast or Great Lakes areas or in small non-intemat~onal airports to the u a t  or south of Pittsburgh. 

12. It 1s very diff~cult to acquire land for airport expansion - it is either tca costly or nonexistent. In this 
case, the land exists at no additiond cost to the government. For tbcse and the above mentioned reasons 
in this letter, acceptance of this additional acreage from Allegheny County is a once in a life time 
opportunity, a phenomenal d u e  to the Department of Defcnsc. especially the  Air Force Reserve. This 
offer is the "ultimate real-estate bargain." 

5 Attachments: 
1. BCP Executive S 
2. MEPS Facility L w ~  Apr 1993 
3. Trip Report-MEPS Site Survey, Dtd 12 Jul 1991 
4 .  DCALtr ,DtdJdy31,  1995 
5. DCA Commissary Site Plan, Undtd 



Decenber 12, 1994 

Secretazly James P. Bott tr lght  
bf3puty A e e l o t a n t  Secretary 
Of A f t  Force ( Insta21&tAon~)  
SAS-1411 
1660 A 1  r Force Pentagon 
Weshingem, D.C. 20330-1660 

Dear Secketazy B o n t r l  ght f 

1 am writing to ur 5 your aansideretion of a propclsa3 
regarding the 911rh A ~ T  f i f t  Wing in Pittsburgh, Permsylvanla. 

Thmugh rpy numerous visirs m the 911th as a U . 8 .  
Congressman, I became &ware of the apportunity ro acquire 
additional alrcraft parking ramp ape@. As you may know, che old 
Greater Plttsbuzgh Airport is curten t l y  vacant and a tands 
adjacent to the 911th. An offer has been made by the county to 
add to the current lease some 30 acres of ].and f r a m  the old 
arzport t e W n a 1  area. Thls rand would be a valuablh And 
&xtrenaIy uo-a~set to the k h  

' f o v e s  . 
I 

Tt is m y  underawnding that approval of t h i s  action is 
currently pending i n  your office. The 911th has played an 
idtegtrrl part in serving the Pittsburgh and international 

' 

community through its humanitarien and mi lftarly sf r L i  f t  mirs~lons .  
Acceptance of t h i s  proposal would enable the 911th to expand and 
take on addi t ional  responsibility. 

Thank you $or your consideration of t h i s  matter .  1 look 
forward to your reply. 

Sincerely, 

XGf&=w-- 
Rlck S a n t o r u  
Member of Congress 
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LARRY DUNN 
COMMISSIONER 

FETE FLAHERTY 
ZQMIL~ISSIONER 

TOM FOERSTER 
C H A I R P I N  

DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 
PITTSBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT ALLEGHENY COUNTY AIRPORT 

PITTSBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
LANDSIDE TERMINAL. SUITE 1oao 

P.O. BOX 12370 
HERBERT C. HIGGINBOTHAM, 11, P.E. PITTSBURGH. FA 15231-0370 
DIRECTOR (412) 172-3500 FAX (1  121 172.31;?R 

July 19, 1994 

Christopher M. Joniec, Colone1,USAFR 
c'r_.-.irander 
911 Airlift Group 
Pittsburgh 1AP ARS 
316 Defense Avenue, Suite 101 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4403 

SUBJECT: EXPANSION OF RESERVE BASE REQUEST 

Dear Mr. Joniec:' 

qw' Thank you for your memo of June 30, 1994. It was ve ry  
informative. The Department of Aviation has again considered 
k-oilr request to lease additional airport property adjacent to 
your reserve base. Unfortunately, at this time we are unable to 
cormnit  his additional area to your leased premises. The County 
is continuing to pursue various reuses of the old terminal 
building and surrounding ramp areas and at this time are unable 
to m k e  any long term commitments of this area. 

The County appreciates the importance of your presence at 
Pittsburgh International Airport and its impact on the local 
economy. In deciding a definite reuse of the old terminal, the 
County will give your request the utmost consideration. 

In the interim, I would like to offer the services of this 
Department to assist you in possibly identifying solutions to 
your problems of a shortage of available ramp areas. This could 
include identifying other areas of potential ramp usage or more 
economical usage of existing leased space. PJease let me know if 
you would like to pursue this avenue. 



C o l o n e l  J o n i e c  vw J u l y  1 9 ,  1 9 9 4  

A g a i n ,  I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  e m p h a s i s  t h a t  t h i s  D e p a r t m e n t  i s  
a w a r e  o f  y o u r  c o n c e r n s  a n d  w i l l  k e e p  t h e s e  i n  mind i n  a n y  
d e c i s i o n  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  areas  i n  q u e s t i o n .  

V e r y  t r u l y  y o u r s ,  

0 A. c . "7 .i ,M&iLI" 1 
?&ham, 11, P . E .  H e r b e r t  C. H i g g i n  

D i r e c t o r  



T O M  FOERSTEE 
CHAIRMAN 

L A R R Y  DUNN 
CO?4MISICNER 

- 1 

DEPARTMENT OF AVlATiON 
PITTSBURGH INTE8NATIONAL AIRPORT ALLEGHENY CCUNTY AlRFOiiT 

PITTSBURGH INTERNATIGNAL AIRPCRT 
LANDSIDE TERMINAL, SUITE 4303 

P.O. BOX 12370 
HERBERT C. HIGGINBOTHAM, 11, P.E. PITTSBURGH, PA 15231-0570 
CtRECTOR (412) 472-3500 FAX (412) 472-3636 

April 5, 1994 

Col. Christopher M. Joniec, USAFR 
Commander 
911 Airlift Group 
Pittsburgh International Airport ARS316 
Defense Avenue, Ste. 101 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4403 

SUBJECT: EXPANSION OF RESERVE BASE 

I Dear Commander Joniec: 

On February 7, 1994, several members of my staff met with 
Dennis Weber, Executive Officer for the 911th Airlift Group, Keith A. Schmidt, 
Military and Veterans' Affairs Coordinator for Rick Santorum's office, 
Charlie Engstrom of Commissioner Dunnls office and several other military 
personnel. This meeting had been requested by the 911th in order to express a 
need to lease approximately 30 additional acres of Airport property for 
expansion of exhti ng aircraft apron. 

In order for the Department of Aviation to consider this request for 
additional lease space, it is necessary for the 911th to provide us with 
specific information as listed below: 

1. A site plan depicting the actual and revised lease line; 
interface with existing and proposed Airport facilities; 
and access and infrastructure impacts. 

2. A use plan depicting proposed facilities and aircraft 
parking. 

3. Supporting documentation of needs including, but.not 
limited to, the existing and future economic impact of 
the base, impact of potential military down sizing, and 
overall viability of the base. 



QV 
Col. Chr is topher  M. Joniec 
Apr i l  5, 1994 
Page 2 

Upon r e c e i p t  of t h i s  information, my s t a f f  wi l l  review t h e  9 1 1 t h ' ~  
expansion reques t  i n  l i g h t  of cu r ren t  and proposed Airport developments. Should 
you have any ques t ions  i n  the  in ter im,  p lease  con tac t  Richard C. B e l o t t i ,  
P r i n c i p a l  Planner of my s t a f f  a t  472-3545. 

Very t r u l y  yours ,  
. . 

cc P e t e r  F lo r i an  
Tom J a r g i e l l o  . 
Kevin Conroy 

Qlu Charles  Engstrom 
I 

Herbert C. Higginbotharn, 11, P.E.  
D i rec to r  





Show Stoppers According to DOD 
- Pittsburgh - Land 

Any additional aircraft over 8 - "land" - is a showstopper and no 
additional calculations were made (page 17) 

- General Mitchell - Land 
Any additional aircraft over 12 - "land" - is a showstopper and no 
additional calculations for Milcon and Other Procurement were 
identified (page 1 1) 

- Selfridge - Ramp 
Any additional aircraft over 12 - "ramp" - is a showstopper and no 
additional calculations for Milcon and other Procurement were 
identified (page 36) 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA * PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 



AIR FORCE RESERVE COMMAND 
CAPACITYANALYSIS BRIEFING 

to the 
BASE CLOSURE EXECUTIVE GROUP 

28 Apr 2004 

ng W;(C 26-w-  I n r e g r i r . ~  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

-7 MIrn.lr,f -: -PU IYILIYi)s-.Y 0ULI 

\d -1 ~LLYIUY ~ l ~ l n  rar 

+g* 
AFRC Considerations 

-Build lS1 Squadron to Optimum AEF Configuration 
-12 PAA for Airlift and Tanker 
-24 PAA for Fighters 

-Second Increment adds one AEF Configured Squadron 
-Except C-130 missions 

*Recruiting Demographics 
-Can become a Reserve Limiting Factor or Showstopper 

-No Land Expansion 
-At Tenant Locations Remained Within Assigned Areas 
-At Host Locations Remained Within Permanent, Long- 
Term Boundaries 
-Lease Situation at Pittsburgh and Portland 

I tnlorm~bon As of 30 Sep 03 2 HO h.%C 26 k r - 0 4  I n r c n r i f y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



*Only Operations, Maintenance, and Direct Mission Support 
Facilities Included in Cost Estimates 
*Does not Include Environmental Impact Analysis Process 
(EIAP) or Conformity (Clean Air Act) Cost Estimates 
*Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces Includes Covered 
Maintenance Spaces (per AFH 32-1084 & AFRCH 32-1001) 
*Based on Announced C-141 Mission Conversions 

-C-17 at March ARB, CA 
-C-5 at Wright-Patterson AFB, OH 
-KC-1 35 at Andrews AFB. MD 

HQ AFRC 284pr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 , 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

March ARB, CA 
Westover ARB, MA 
Grissom ARB, IN 

General Mitchell ARS, WI 
Minneapolis ARS, MN 
Niagara Falls ARS, NY 
Pittsburgh ARS, PA 
Youngstown ARS, OH 
Willow Grove ARS, PA 

Dobbins ARB, GA 
Homestead ARB, FL 

AFRC owns and operates the runway 

HQ AFRC 2BApr04 
lntormatlon As of 30 Sep 03 

I n t e ~ r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Assigned Weapon System Type@) C-17 KC-135R 

Total PAA 1 8 1  8 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 38 1 8 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 3 0 1  0 

I Template used I C-17 I 
I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

HQ AFRC 2aApr04 
lnfomtion As of 30 Scp 03 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

~ ~ D E L I B E I I ~ M  - u E n  - FM arcuum* warores olrr 
# 4 O T L B E I s U L E  UMC+R F01b L!# March ARB, CA Overview 

Tenant Flvina Units 

-~ - I ANG Tanker Wing 

Tenant Flying Unit 

ANG Fighter Alert 

H a  AFRC 2aApr04 6 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Type AC 

F-I 6 

Customs Aircraft 

# PAA 

3 

FixedlRotary 

# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 

3 

3 3 



March ARB,CA Estimated Costs 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 

Other procurement 
Subtotal 72.5 

I H a  AFRC 284pr04 7 
I n t e e r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Subtotal 

TOTAL 14.7 

- I HCI AFRC d - A p r a  I n t e a r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



m S T m Y E K A T I V E  mCYYEn-FOR DlSNSSlOY CUPPOSES 0-Y 
MOT - S U U  Y e l l  FOU 

March ARB, CA 
<g l ed Costs 2nd So- 

Add Second -- - - -  Squadron of  12 PAA 
Major Construcjon 

New squad ops 

TOTAL 72.5 

H a  AFRC 28-Apr04 9 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

- 4  Westover ARB, MA Overview 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 1 14 1 
# Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

I Template used I c-5 I 

-- - -- -- - 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

18 

4 

H a  AFRC 28-Apr04 Inlomution As of 30 Sep 03 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



m m D E U B E r U n V l  m C Y Y E l l l - F O I  DISCUSSON W W O I E S  O W *  
lKlTlELEII.BLE "IDEI) W. 

Westover ARB, MA Overview 
Tenant Flvina Units 

# Parking 
Tenant Flying Unit Type AC # PAA Spaces 

Used 

m m  DOJBEUWE m-EW - FOI DISCUSSOM WIICOSEI OULY 

\d MOT "ELI.,. 

'Wls"e>toverARB, MA 
*g~ Estimated Costs 

Template used Airlift 
Redux Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Limiting Factor 

Total Cost for 24 PAA 

HQ AFRC 28Apr04 12 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



DIIFTELI.ERIIIVEDONYEMT-FOR D l S N I S I O M  WIPOIES 0%" 
MOT - IULEV=I I  FMA 

Westover ARB, MA 

ron 

Subtotal . " " " - ."- 

Minor Construct~on 
O&M Costs 

12 PAA 

I Subtotal 0.0 

TOTAL - 0.0 

Ha AFRC 28-Apr04 13 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e ! ! e n c e  

W ~ ~ I I E I U I I V E  m t u ~ n - r m  m r c u s r w  NlPDsEr O*LI 

\J "0" -*mu Y*OEI  MU 

Westover ARB, MA 
*9* * ogs  pnd S- 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Major Construction 
C-5 Parking Apron 68 7 
Two Maintenance Hangars 40 9 
Squad OpsIAMXS 6.7 
AddIAtter Hydrant System 14.3 
AddIAHer Facilities 15 5 
Upgrade Infrastructure 9.5 
Design MlLCON 

Subtotal 
Minor Construction 

O&M Costs 2.4 
Subtotal 2.4 

TOTAL 173.6 

I HQ AFRC ZEApr04 14 
I n  t c g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



DI.FTDN.EmWIVE DOCYLIEWT-FOR OISCYSSIOM PYWOZESONLY 
NOT -*mu YWEI I  Fool 

Grissom ARB, IN Overview 

I ~ s s i ~ n e d  Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

(Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 a, 

Information As of 30 Sep 03 ,s HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

D I . F T O O J I W V V E  DOCUISWT- P O I  OISCUIIIDM PUVOSEIONLY 
* O T  llELE.*.BLE "-I FOl. 

Grissom ARB, IN Overview 

KC-135 

12 

%+" Tenant Flvina Units 
# Parking 

Tenant Flying Unit Type AC # PAA Spaces 
Used 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



D L I F T D W l l E l l n M D O C U E W - C m  DISCUSSION WIIPOSSS O*LY 
NOT R E . E . I U U U W 1  FDl l  

rissom A RBy IN Estimated Costs 

HQ AFRC 2aApr04 17 
I n r e p r i r v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

DIIFT LXLImEmInVE D O C W E N T - M  DISCUSSION WI IPOSIS  D*LI 
*OT PSLEISI~LE UNDER rar  

Grissom A RBy IN 

Robust Two Existing Squadrons to 12 PAA each 

Design MILCON -- 0.0 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 0.0 

- - 

I n l e f r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



~ ~ D N B E O I T I V E  r n c w m n - ~ m  USCWSION WRWSES ONLI 
NOT I I E L U S U L E  UUDEI) FOU 

Grissom ARB, IN 
ted Costs 3rd S~uadrnn 

Subtotal 

Subtotal 

HQ AFRC 20-Apr04 19 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Assigned Weapon System Type C-l30H2 

(Total PAA 

1 # Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 15 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 7 

Template used C-130 

Standard PAA per squadron 12 

HQ AFRC 20-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 2o 

I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



-- - 

m m  muw.unvE DOCUME~T - FOR DIICUIIIOM PWPOIEI OMV 
MOTI IELDIUL€ UNDEI l D l l  

Gen Mitchell ARS, Wl Overview 
qp Tenant Flvina Units 

HQ AFRC 2 M p r 0 4  21 
I n l e g r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Tenant Flying Unit 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 22 
I n l e g r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Type AC # PAA 
# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 



I Assigned Weapon System Type 

I fotal PAA 1 8 1  1 # ~ l ~ i n ~  Squadrons 1 ,ll 1 Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Template used I C-130 I 
I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

HQ AFRC ZEApr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 23 

I n t e a r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

# Parking 
Tenant Flying Unit Type AC # PAA Spaces 

Used 

ANG C-I30 8 8 

HQ AFRC 2EApr04 24 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Total available k 0 
Single largest contiguous buildable piece 0 
Aircraft O&M (flight line) NI A 

- Showstoppers: No buildable land 



1 Total available 1 7291 
( Single largest contiquous buildable ~ i e c e  1 471 1 

- -  -- / Aircraff O&M (flight line) i 2021 

- Showstoppers: None 

- Constraints: None 



Subtotal 
Add Increment of 4 PAA 

Limiting Factor 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

Air Quality 
22.5 

HQ AFRC 2BApr04 29 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Subtotal 0.1 

TOTAL 1.4 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 3a 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



~ iagara  Falls A RS, N Y 
<F ated Costs Add I n c r e m  

Maintenance Hangar 
AddAlter Facilities 
AddAlter Refueler Parking 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 
Minor Construction 

O&M Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 2.3-AprU 11 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

1 Assigned Weapon System Type 

( Total PAA 1 8 1  

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 Template used I C-130 1 
- - -  

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

HQ AFRC 2RApr04 Information As of 30 Sep 03 12 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



PLIFT DEUDERITIVE W C U I E W  - FO(I O I S N I Y O U  PUI IWIEI  ONLY 
MOT RELLII-LEUWCR F a r  

Pittsburgh ARS, PA Overview 
\g+ Tenant Flvina Units 

# Parking 
Tenant Flying Unit TypeAC #PAA Spaces 

Used 

HQ AFRC 28-Ap04 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  " I 

DlUTDELI .GI1 . I IVE DDS"YE*T-FDl D I ISYIYO*  .U.PO..I.mI 

\J MOT R E L U I U L T  uYOCR F O U  

Pittsburgh A RS, PA *;* ated Costs 

Template used Airlift 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 

Total Cost for 12 PAA NIA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 34 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



(Assigned Weapon System Type / C-130H2 

1 Total PAA 1 12 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 7  

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

2 

19 

HO AFRC 2aApr04 Information As of 30 Sep 03 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

Tenant Flying Unit 

C-130 

12 

HO AFRC 2aAprm 36 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Template used 
Robust One Squadr 

Lirruting Factor 

HQ AFRC 28-AprU 37 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Robust One ~ a u a d r o n  to 12 PAA 
Major Construction 
AddIAlter Facilities 
Design MILCON 

TOTAL 

- -- - 

HQ AFRC 2BAprU I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



WT R E L U I I B L E  UNDER FDll 

Youngstown A RS, OH 

Relocate POL 
AddIAlter Facilities 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 2SApr04 39 
I n t e a r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

1 Assigned Weapon System Type I C-130E I 
( Total PAA 1 8 1  

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 l3 1 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Template used I C-130 I 

1 

21 

' 1  Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 10 Sep 03 , 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



m-DELIErUIIVE C a C U M W - F O I  C.ICUIIIONPUIPOSEI ONLY 
WTRELELIULE UYOER POI& \d Willow Grove A RS, PA Overview + Tenant Flvina Units 

HQ AFRC 28Apr44 41 
I n t e f r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Tern plate used 
Rphust Existing Squadron 

Tenant Flying Unit 

HQ AFRC 2EApr44 42 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Type AC # PAA 
# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 



-- -q+ &ed Costs 

Tem plate 
Add 2nd lncrem ent of 4 PAA 

Limiting Factors 
MILCON 

Air Quality 
1.6 

Other procurement - 0.1 

Total Cost for 20 PAA 57.0 

Ha AFRC 2 M p r 0 4  43 
I n r e p r i r v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

CdtUTDELIBERITIVE DOSUMEMT-FOR DlLCUlYDll PUIPOSESOMLI 
*OT m a E I I U L E  Y-I COll  

Willow Grove ARS, PA 
%@ ed Costs One S-dmn 

Subtotal . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

TOTAL 

Ha AFRC 28-Apr04 U 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Add Increment of 4 PAA 

Life Support 
AddIAlter Facilities 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 
Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 

Subtotal 1.0 

TOTAL 55.3 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr- 45 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

ed Costs 2nd l n c r e m  

AddAlter Sqd Ops 

Subtotal 
Mmor Construction 

OBM Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 

- -- - 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e t r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



I Template used I C-130 I 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

C-l30H2 

8 

1 

17 

9 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 Information As of 30 Sep 03 ,, 
I n t e a r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

# Parking 
Tenant Flying Unit Type AC # PAA Spaces 

Used 

Army Reserve 

Army Guard 

YORTHCOM 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 48 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



m m  OELlsllUTNr DOCUIIEYT-roll L I ISYS I IOM PURPOSES ONLY 
UOT LELEI I IBLE UNDER FDl l  

Dobbins ARB, GA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 4 9  
I n t e t r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

TOTAL 5.3 

HQ AFRC 2BApr04 50 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



m.FT OELIaE-TWE WCUUEYT - FOR USCUSSION PYRPOSEI OULI  
M I R E - I m L e  UWWR COI. 

Dobbins ARB, GA *$ mated Costs Add Increment 

Add Increment of 4 PAA 
Major Construction 

AddIAlter Facilities 1.2 
Design MILCON - 0.1 

Subtotal 1.3 
Minor Construction 

O&M Costs 0.1 - " -- " " " - - *  - "  

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 51 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

m m  mmEn*nvE WMEYT -FM USCUSION PYRPOSESO*LI 
-1 R S L U l l s L e  UNDER COI. \d HornesteadARB, FL Overview Qg-- 

I Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 57 

1 Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 42 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 52 

I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

F-16 

24 



UOTRELL1SIBLE YUDER FDll \ .  HomesteadARB, FL Overview -- 
4g0 Tenant Flvina Units 

HQ AFRC 28-AprM 53 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Tenant Flying Unit 

ANG 

NOT R-EAIULE U Y W I  E O l l  

Homestead ARBy FL 
I %* osts 

Type AC 

F-I 5 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 54 
I n t e g r i r y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

# PAA 

6 

# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 

6 



Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 
Major Construct~on 
AddIAlter Facilities 
Design MILCON 
Subtotal 

Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 
Subtotal 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 55 
I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

TOTAL 21.2 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 56 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



m I F T D N e 6 R A T I V E  DOCUMEYT-FOR DISCUSSION PUPPOSES O l l L I  
MOT RELUSABLE UNDER FOIA 

A FRC Tenant Locations 

New Orleans NAS JRB, LA 
Fort Worth NAS JRB, TX 

Lackland AFB, TX 
Wright Patterson AFB, OH 
Selfridge ANGB, MI 
Beale AFB, CA 
Portland ANGB, OR 
Seymour Johnson AFB, NC 
Andrews AFB, MD 
Tinker AFB, OK 
Peterson AFB, CO 

Maxwell AFB, AL 
Keesler AFB, MS 
Duke Field (Eglin AFB), FL 
Patrick AFB, FL 
Davis Monthan, AZ 
Barksdale AFB, LA 
Whiteman AFB, MO 
Hill AFB, UT 
Luke AFB, AZ 
** Scott AFB, IL 

Reported for BRAC but are not "Host" AFRC Installations 

" Temporarily Unit Equipped with C-9 aircrai? 

HQ AFRC 20-Apr04 
IntomuHon As of 30 Sep 03 

I n t e p r i r v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

D l l l F T m l e E l U T l V E  DOCUMENT -FOR DISCUISIOU PURPOSES 0%" 
?#OTRELEAIA.LE UWMR FOtA 

New Orleans NAS JRB, LA 
+p ven~re w 

I Assigned Weapon System Type / OIA-10 ( 
(Total PAA 1 15 1 
# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 5s 

I n t e f r i r y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

OIA-10 

24 



DILFTOEUBEUINEmCYYEMI -FOR U S C Y I I I D ~  PURPOSES OILY 
MOT RELEASISLE UNDER FOM 

New Orleans NAS JRB, LA 

Template used 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 

Add Second S 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 

None 

Ramp 

HQ AFRC 28-AprU 59 
f n t e p r i f v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

mlFT W m E R I m V E  DDCUWEW-FOR USCUISIO* PURPOSES O U I  
* O I I I ~ f i * I B L E  ""OEII F a *  

New Orleans NAS JRB, LA 

Subtotal 32.7 
n 

O&M Costs 0.2 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 W 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



I Total PAA I l 5  I 
Assigned Weapon System Type F-16CID 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 Information As of 30 Sep 03 6, 
I n t e p r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

I 
28 

13 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

mur cwaEarnvE mcurwr - FOR urcvsuo* PURPOSES OKY 
NO7 RELEIIIsLE U M R  FOOA 

Ft Worth NAS JRB, TX 

F-16 

24 

Total Cost for 48 PAA MA 

HQ AFRC 284pr-04 62 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



mated Costs One Squadron 

urv Equip 

TOTAL 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e I I e n c e  

DELIBErlAnVE DOCYMEW - FOR O I C Y I I I O N  PURPOSES DYLI  
MOT RELEl l laLE U-I1 FOB. \I Lack/andAFB,TXOverview 

4g-W 

I Assigned Weapon System Type 

1 Total PAA 1 14 1 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 2 1  

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 

16 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 a 

I n I e g r i I v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

C-5 

12 



LR.FTDELIBE%ATIVE m C U W N i - F O R  OISCUSUON R I W D I E I  ONLI  
NOT RELEISULE weer far 

Lackland AFB, TX 

Tern date  used 
Redux Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 

Limitina Factor 

Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Limitina Factor 

Airlift 

None 
0.0 
0.0 - 
0.0 

Air Quality 
78.1 

Total Cost for . .. 24 . . .. . . . PAA . 
. . .. . . . . . 

HQ AFRC 2BApr04 I n l e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

- 
DPIYT DELIBEUTIYE mCUYEWT -FOR aSCUI I ION Rl l lPDIE I  OWL* 

YOTRELEISI.LC UPdDCs C O I 1  

Lackland AFB, TX 
osts One Saua&on 

Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 0.0 

Su 0.0 

TOTAL 0.0 

HQ AFRC 2 a ~ p r a  I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  66 I 



mrrr a u e ~ i a n v ~  DDN*E~ - ~ 0 1  ~ S C U U I O N  CYWOIES O*LI 
U O T I E L E I I A B L E  UICXR FOll 

Lackland AFB, TX 
1 -  ated Costs 7nd S ~ d r o n  

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Maior Construction 

Upgrade l nfrastructure 3.8 
Design - .  MILCON . - 7.1 

Subtotal 
. . . . . . . .. . 

Subtotal 
.. .. . . . . .. . . . ... . .. .. .. . . . .. . ... .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . 

HQ AFRC 2EApr04 67 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Assigned Weapon System Type C-5A 

Total PAA 10 

I # Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  
I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces ( 13 1 
Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

- 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr-04 
l n f k m ~ ~ s  d 3 0 % ~  03 6s 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

3 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

C-5 

12 



tirnated Costs 
Template used ~ i r l i f t  
Robust Existing Squadron to l2PAA 
Limiting  actor 
MILCON 

Air Quality 
5.0 

HQ AFRC 28-AprO4 69 I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

D R I F I M L l 8 l r U n Y E  C O C U W E m - F O R  DISCUSYON PURPOSES 0 - V  
MOT RELEISIBLE Y-l F W l  

Wright-Patterson A FBI OH 
osts One S w n _  

Robust Ex 
Major Construction 

Subtotal 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 70 
I n t e ~ r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



% 1 m m  n m m a n v E  mcmmrn-~oe DI~CYISIOM PYRPCXEI ONLY 
HOTIIE-SLsLEYYDEl FOl l  

hd Selfridge ANGB, MI Overview c* 
I Assigned Weapon System Type / KC-13SR 

( Total PAA 8 

1 Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 4 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 

12 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

N O T S E L I I S I a L E U I W I  COO. 

Selfridge ANGB, MI , 

KC-1 35 

12 

Tern plate used KC-135 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Limiting Factor None 
MILCON 4.0 
Other procurement - 0.2 

4.2 
Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 

Showstopper Ramp 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

Total Cost for 24 PAA NIA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr44 72 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



mI\FT WELIBErUlnYE DOCUlEHT-FDll DISCUSION W I V O I E I  DNLV 
NOT R E U S A B L E  UNDER fO11 

Selfridge ANGB, MI 
ted Costs One S m  

HQ AFRC 28-Apra 73 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I HQ AFRC 2BApra  Information As of 30 Sep 03 ,, I n t e c r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

KC-1 35R 

8 

1 

12 

4 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

KC-135 

12 



W m  DELlaEsllTWE mOYMEI(T - FOR OISCULIION PURPOSES ONLY 
MOT IELEII.BLEYNOER FOI* 

Beale AFB, CA Estimated 

Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Limiting s actor . . . . . . . . . Air ~ u a i i t ~ ,  
MIL 14.0. 
Other procurernen ... . . , .-. 1.2 
subtotal' "'. 15.2' . . .. . . . . 

- -- - - -  - I HQ AFRC 2bApr04 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Design MILCON 
Subtotal 

Minor Construction 
OBM Costs 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 76 I n f e p r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Assigned Weapon System Type 

1 # Flyinq Squadrons 1 

KC-135R 

Total PAA 

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 9 

8 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces j 1  

Information As of 30 Sep 03 77 HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e e r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA ~ e r  sauadron 

Template used 

Showstopper 

KC-1 35 

12 

MILCON 
Other procurement 

Noise 
17.0 
0.1 - 

17.1 

Ramp 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 78 
I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Portland ANGB, OR 
osts One S w o n  

Robust Existina Sauadron to 12 PAA . ". .-- - - .  
Major Construction 

KC-1 35 Parking Apron 7.9 

TOTAL 17.1 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 79 I n t e p r i r v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Assigned Weapon System Type KC-135R 

Total PAA 8 

I # Flying Squadrons 1 1  1 
I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 19 1 

- 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 11 I 
1 Template used I KC-135 I 
1 Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

HQ AFRC 28-AprO4 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



OI- DELIBERII IYE WCUMEUT -Foe DIICYSS>OH PURPOSES ONLY. 
MOTRELEIILBLE UNDER fO11 

Seymour Johnson AFB, NC 

I ** 
ated Cosk  

Template used 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 

Limiting Factor 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 

None 
4.4 
0.1 - 
4.5 

Ramp 

Other procurement 

HQ AFRC 28-AprO4 81 
I n t e e r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Robust Existing Squadron to  12 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 28-AprO4 82 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



I # Flying Squadrons I l l  

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 12 ( 

KC-135R 

8 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 Information As of 30Sep 03 ,,, I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

4 I 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

a W T  IILIeCRITIVE DDCYMEI IT -FM USCUSSDO* RIIIPOSES OWL" 
D T I I E L E I S I W E Y - l l  loll 

Andrews AFB, MD 
++* osts. 

Template used 
Robust Existing Squad 

Limiting Factor 

KC-1 35 

12 

Subtotal 3.9 
~ d d  Second squadron 

Showstopper Ramp 
MlLCON 
Other ~rocurement 

1 HQ AFRC 284pr04 e4 
I n t e a r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



DlST DELIBEr)A"VE DOCUMENT - FD(I  a l i N S I I O *  PURPOSES DULY 
M O I R E L E I S I B L E  UNDER FOIA 

Andrews AFB, MD 

Major Construction 
AddIAlter Facilities 3.4 
Design MILCON 0.3 

Subtotal 3.7 
Minor Construction 

O&M Costs 0.2 
Subtotal 0.2 

TOTAL 3.9 

- - -  - - -  

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e f r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

OIIFTOELI.ERAnVE DOCUMENT - FD(I  OIIICUIIIOM PUWOIEI  O*CI 
MOT R E L E I S I B L E  UMOER l o l l  

Tinker AFB, OK Overview 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
lnfonnatlon As of  30 Sep 03 116 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

KC-1 35R 

8 

1 

12 

4 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron ' 

KC-135 

12 



D(I- OELIBERLnVE M C U W E U T  - F W  DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY 
NO7 RELELILBLE UNDER FC4k \ %  Tinker AFB, OK Estimated Costs 

Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 

1.3 - 
16.9 

uadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

Ramp 

Total Cost for 24 PAA NIA 

I HQ AFRC 28-AprIY 117 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

~ W T  c a m w n v c  DOCU*EYT -FOR DIYUISION PURPOSES 0%" 
NOT SELEASkBLE "IDES FO16 

Tinker A FB, 0 K 
I ated Costs One S ~ l ~ a d r o n  

Subtotal 1.3 

TOTAL 

I HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 88 
I n t e p r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



I Template used I C-130 I 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

C-130H3 

12 

1 

15 

3 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr- 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 89 

l n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Tern plate used Airlift 
Existing Squadron at 12 PAA 
Showstopper None 
MlLCON 
Other procurement 

0.0 

Showstopper Ramp 

Subtotal 

HQ AFRC 2 8 4 p r 0 4  90 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



.IG, J& 
DR*FTOELIBER*IVE DOCUllEYl- FOR DlSCUSSlDll PURPOSES O N I Y  

NOT P.ELEI\,U\BLE UNDER FOIA 

bd Maxwell A FB, A L Overview 
tic 

I Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 8 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces I 11 ( 

1 Template used I C-130 I 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

3 1 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 91 

I n l e g r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Tern plate used 

- - -- 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
I n l e p r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



W+SlOELlSErUnVE MCUMEHT-FOR D I ICY I I IOW PURPOSES OWLI 
NOTBELEIIIIBLE UWMR F O l l  

Keesler AFB, MS Overview ** 

I # Flying Squadrons b l l l  

Assigned Weapon System Type(s) 

Total PAA 

(Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 10 I 10 1 

CC-130J 

10 

I Template used I (2-130 I 

WC-130J 

10 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
lnformatlon As of 50 Sep 03 

I n l e g r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

I 0 

I HQ AFFC i b l p r 4 4  l n l e g r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  94 I 

0 



m m O S L I B E R I T I V E  COCUMEWI - F O R  C 4 l N I I I O M  PURPOIEIOhLI 
HOTI(ELEISImLE UNWR F O l l  

Keesler AFB, MS 

TOTAL 39.5 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 95 
I n f e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Assigned Weapon System Type MC-130E 

Total PAA 12 

# Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

1 Template used I C-130 ( 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

23 

11 

HQ AFRC 284pr04 
Information As 01 30 Sep 03 , 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



DI&Fl DELlBERLnVE DOCUMENT -FOR DISCUSSION PUWDSEI  D H L I  
NOT RELUSIBLE UNDER rar  

Duke (Eglin A FB), FL 

Tern plate used 
Add Increment of  4 PAA 

Limiting Factor 
MILCON 

Add Increment o f  8 PAA for Second Squadron 
Limiting Factor 
MILCON 

Recruiting 
10.4 

I HQAFRC 2 p d 4  I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

W T  ~ELEISUILE UNMR rar 

Duke (Eglin AFB), FL 

Add Increment of 4 PAA 
Major Construction 
AddJAlter Facilities 3.5 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 98 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



ORXTDELIaERAnYE MCUWEUT-FDll DISCUSSION PUllPOIEI ONLV 
MOT REL€AII\BLE UHOER FDll 

Duke (Eglin A FB), FL 

Add Increment of 8 PAA 
Major Construction 

AddIAlter Facilities 6.4 
3.1 
0.9 

10.4 

O&M Costs 0.4 
Subtotal 0.4 

TOTAL 10.8 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 99 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

# Flying Squadrons I 1  1 1 1  

Assigned Weapon System Type(s) 

Total PAA 

H C - 1 3 0 N I P  

5 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HH-GOG 

8 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 

I n t e p r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

8 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

9 

I 3 

HC-130 

7 

1 



Squadron (7 PAA) 

3.3 
ther procurement - 0.4 

3.7 
ron (7 PAA) 

Total Cost for Two Squadrons NI A 

I HQ AFRC 28-Apr44 lo1 I n f e p r i f v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Design MlLCON - 0.3 

HP AFRC 28Apr44 102 
I n f e f r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



(VVd S) U O J P ~ ~ ~ S  a u 0  Pl!n9 
909-HH pasn aleid m a 1  



S* ated Costs 2nd S m  

Add 2nd Squadron 
Maior Construction 

Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

- -  - 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

1 Assigned Weapon System Type(s) 1 OIA-10 [ B-SZH 1 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 3 4 1  0 1 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

( Template used I A-10 1 
I Standard PAA per squadron 1 24 1 

15 

1 

49 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Intonnation As of 30 Sep 03 

I n t e ~ r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

8 

1 

8 



m1FT DEUBElllnYE DOCUMENT -SOT( DISCUSSION PURPOSES D N L I  
NOT RELEISISLE UMOER FDl l  

Barksdale A FB, LA 

A-1 0 
Squadron to 24 PAA 

None 
3 1 

Other procurement 0 2 

uadron of 24 PAA 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 107 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

mIFT DEUBElllnVE mCUYl l lT  - FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES DlLI 
NDTRELEIIIBLE UMDER FOll 

Barksdale A FB, LA 
E s t i m a f e d  Costs One + 5- 

g Squadron to 24 PAA 

1 .o 
1.8 
0.3 - 
3.1 

0.2 
Subtotal 

TOTAL - * -  - 

HO AFRC 2.3-Apr04 108 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



or-v I 

C'PE 

P'ZE - 
0.c 

S. 1 
E'Z 
0'0 C 
E.S 



DImDELIBEIUTIVE DOCUMENT-FOR O!ECUPSlON PURPOSES ONLi  
107 RS-%ISLE YUOER 1011 

Whiteman A FBy MO 
at& Costs 

Template used 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 

Limiting Factor 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

A-I 0 

None 
5.7 
0.7 - 
6.4 

Ramp 

Total Cost for 48 PAA NIA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 111 
I n t e f r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

MOT R E L E I S I S L E  U-II FOl l  

Whiteman A FBy MO 
*If ed Costs One Sauadron 

Major Construction 
New Sauad O m  

d 

Subtotal  

TOTAL 

-- - 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n l e f r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



O R ~ F ~ D E L , ~ E ~ . T I V E  r n c w e w  --FOR ~SCUSIIOY w w o s e s  DULY 
Y D T I E L I 1 I I B L E  YYOEll FDlA 

-e?" Hill A FB, U T Ovetvie w 

I Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 1 15 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 37 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 52 

I HQ AFRC 28-AprQ4 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 113 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

Template used F-16 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 
Limiting Factor None 
MILCON 1.5 
Other procurement - 0.1 
Subtotal 1.6 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Recruiting 

27.3 

F-16 

24 

Other procurement - 2.8 

Total Cost for 48 PAA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 114 
I n t e p r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



NOT RELEASABLE UNDER F O l l  

Hill A FB, UT 

TOTAL 1.6 

Ha AFRC 213-npr44 115 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

D I I F T ~ ~ I B E ~ A ~ V E  DOCUMENT - FOR arcusno* puawrsr ouLr 
*or R E L U S I B L E  UNDER Fall \& Hill AFB, UT 

+p ted Costs 7nd S w d r o n  
adron of 24 PA 

27.3 

2.8 
2.8 

TOTA l 30.1 
HQ AFRC 284pr04  116 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e I I e n c e  



WIFT DELImSPATIVE b3CYYENT- FOR D I S C Y I I I O I I  PUIIPOSESOMLI 
MOT RE-l-LT U N M I  FDl l  

Luke AFB, AZ Overview 
t* 

I Total PAA 1 15 

Assigned Weapon System Type F-16CID 

1 Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 9 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 Template used 1 F-16 1 

1 

24 

( Standard PAA per squadron 1 24 1 

Ha AFRC 28-Apr04 
lnformatlon As of 30 Sep 03 ,,, 

I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

W G T  DELIeEWTIYE m C W E N T  - F W  mSCYI I IO I I  PUIPOSES 0%" 
MOT lELEAIIBLE U Y W R  FOI. 

Luke AFB, AZEstirnated Costs *p 

Other procurement 
S 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 

Air Quality 

Ramp 

Other procurement 

Total Cost for 48 PAA NIA 

Ha AFRC 284pr04  118 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



D l l F T  DELl*El l lnVE m C U Y E H T -  FOR W S C V I L I O H  P U W O I E S  OHLI 
M O T R E L E I I I B L E  YUOER FOlli 

Luke AFB, AZ 
<* m d  Costs One Sgu&on 

Robust Existing squadron to 24 PAA 
Major Construction 

AddlAlter Facilities 4.0 
0 4 - 

Subtotal 4 4 
Minor Construction 

O&M Costs 
Subtotal 0.2 

TOTAL 

/ HQAFRC 2SApr44 119 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

J l S T D L L l B E I ) \ " V E  OOCYMEMT -FOR WICYL I ION P Y l P D I E I  ONLY 
H O T R E L E I S I B L E  Y N E l  FOl l  

Scott AFB, 1L Overview 

1 Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA per squadron (C-9) 3 

C-9 

3 

1 

3 

0 

Template used 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 Information As of 30 Sep 03 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

None 



Template used C-9 
Robust Existing Squadron to  3 PAA 

Air Quality 

Total Cost for 6 PAA NIA 

I HQ AFRC 28-AprW I n t e z r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

HOTRELEISABLE UYDER H I A  

AFRC Command Summary 
*:* ost / n s t a o n s  

March ARB. CA I C-17 

lnstallatlon Aircraft 

Westover ARB, MA 1 C-5B 1 14 1 18 1 0 (12 PAA) 1 173.6 (12 PAA) 1 173.6 (24 PAA) 

Total Est 

Cost 

87.2 124 PAAI 

Total 
PAA 

8 

Grlssom ARB, IN 

Gen Mitchell ARS, WI 

Minnea00lis ARS. MN 

rounctstown ARS. OH I C-130H2 1 12 1 19 1 0 (16 PAA) 1 23.9 (8 PAAI 1 23.9 (24 PAAI 1 

Total 
Parking 
Spaces 

38 

Nlagara Fails ARS. NY 

Nlllow Grove ARS. PA 1 C-1 JOE 1 8 1 21 1 55.3(16 PAA) 1 1.7 (4 PAA) 1 57.0 (20 PAA) 1 

KC-135R 

C-130H2 

C-13OH2 

Est $5 to 

Add 1 Unit 

14.7 112PAAI 

'lttsburah ARS. PA I C-130H2 18 1 10 I NIA I NIA I NIA 

C-13OH3 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Est Sf to 

Add 2nd Unit 

72.5 112 PAAI 

16 

8 

8 

lobbins ARB. GA I c - 1 3 0 ~ 2  18  117 I 5.3 (12 PAA) 1 1.4 (4 PAA) ( 6.7 (16 PAA) 

8 ( 13 ( 1.4 (12 PAA) 

36 

15 

14 

23.4 (4 PAA) 

15 57 iomestead ARB. FL 

0 (24 PAA) 

0 ( I 2  PAA) 

1.4 112 PAAI 

24.8 (16 PAA) 

F-16CID 4.5 (24 PAA) 

36.7 (12 PAA) 

NIA 

NIA 

36.7 (36 PAA) 

0 (12 PAA) 

1.4 112 PAAI 

21.2 (24 PAA) 25.7 (48 PAA) 



i I Installation 1 A i r c r a  1 I T o  I Est SS to I Est SS to / Total Est 

Parking Add 1 Unit Add 2nd Unit Cost 
Spaces 

11 'New Orleans NAS JRB. LA I OIA-10 1 15 / 28 1 32.9 124 PAAl / NIA 1 32.9 124 PAA) 

11 'Fort Worth NAS JRB. TX I F-16CID 1 15 1 28 1 12.1 124 PAAI 1 NIA 1 12.1 124 PAAl 

11 Lackland AFB, TX / C-5A 1 14 1 16 1 0 (12 PAA) 1 78.8 (12 PAA) / 78.8 (24 PAA) 

5.0 (12 PAA) I NIA 5.0 (12 PAA) 

( 1  Portland ANGB, OR 1 KC-135R / 8 19 1 17.1 112PAA) I NIA 1 17.1 (12 PAA) 

Selfridge ANGB, MI 

Beale AFB. CA 

'Not AFRC "Host" Installations 

HCI AFRC 28-Apr04 123 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

KC-13SR 

KC-135R 

Seymour Johnson AFB, NC 

Andrews AFB. MD 

Tinker AFB. OK 

- 
P I S T  WZLIBEII.TIVI DOSUIEM7 -FOR O1SSUsIIOM PYllPOIEI ONLY 

NOT I )ELBI I IBLE U-DEII POI. 

AFRC Command Summary 
+.:o T e n t  Locations (continued 

8 

8 

KC-13SR 

KC-135R 

KC-135R 

Peterson AFB, CO I C-13OH3 1 12 1 15 1 0 (12 PAA) I NIA 1 NIA 

12 

12 

8 

8 

8 

Installation 

Maxwell AFB. A L  I C-13OH2 I 8 I 11 1 NIA 1 NIA 1 NIA 1 
Keesler AFB, MS 1 C-13OJ 1 20 1 20 1 39.5 (24 PAA) 1 NIA I 39.5 (24 PAA) I 

4.2 (12 PAA) 

15.2 112 PAAI 

19 

12 

12 

Alrcraft 

NIA 

NIA 

4.5 (12 PAA) 

3.9 (12 PAA) 

16.9 H2  PAAI 

Duke (Eglin AFB). FL 

Patrick AFB, FL 

4.2 (12 PAA) - 
15.2 f l 2  PAAl 

Total Est 

Cost 

Total 
PAA 

Davis Monthan AFB, AZ 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

MC-13OE 

HC-13ONIP 

HH-60G 

Barksdale AFB, LA (OIA-10 115 ( 4 9  

Ha AFRC 284pr04 124 I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

4.5 (12 PAA) 

3.9 (12 PAA) 

16.9 fl2 PAAI 

Totat 
Parking 
Soaces 

HH-BOG 

Nhiteman AFB, MO 

12 

5 

B 

3.3 (24 PAA) 

Est SS to 

Add 1 Unit 

5 

B-52H 

A-10 

Est SS to 

Add 2nd Unit 

23 

8 

9 

34.3 (24 PAA) 

10 

37.6 (48 PAA) 

8 

15 

4.2 (16 PAA) 

3.7 (7 PAA) 

NI  A 

0 (5 PAA) 

8 

26 

10.8 (8 PAA) 

NIA 

NI A 

15.0 (24 PAA) 

3.7 (7 PAA) 

NIA 

13.5 (5 PAA) 

NIA 

6.4 (24 PAA) 

13.5 (10 PAA) 

NIA 

NIA (24 PAA) 

NIA 

6.4 (24 PAA) 



CRI\FTOELIBEIUIIYE DOCUMENT-FOR USCVISlON PUWOSEI  DULY 
NOT RELEASABLE UNOSR FOIA 

A FRC Command Summary 

I installation Total Est 

1 Hill AFB, U T  1 F-16CID 1 15 / 52 1 1.6 (24 PAA) / 30.1 (24 PAA) 1 31.7 (48 PAA) 

Luke AFB, AZ / F-16CID 1 15 1 24 
I I I 

( 4.6 (24 PAA) ( NIA ( 4.6 (24 PAA) 
I I I 

I I I I I I 
~ c o t t  AFB. IL / C-9 1 3  1 3  I NIA I NIA I NIA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 125 I n t e g r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Air Force Reserve 
Command Capacity 
Analysis Briefing 
Phase I1 - 
Showstopper - Land 

No further 
calculations done 

BUILDABLE ACRES FOR 
INDUSTRIAL GROWTH 

1 DoD SCORE . REVISED I 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA * PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 







INFORMATION PAPER 

SUBJECT: Cost Savings for MEPS to Use 9 1 1 th AF Reserve Base 

1.  Pittsburgh MEPS uses the 91 1" Air Wing base for lodging and night testing of its 
applicants at a significant cost savings to the government. Each year 9,000 applicants 
spend the night at the lodge and half of those are expected to use the night testing facility 
at an estimated savings to the government of $l,226,7I 7. 

2, Lodging benefits: Applicants spend the night in the lodge before they process at the 
Pittsburgh MEPS. They use gym, recreation center and eat dinner and breakfast at the 
officer club. Pittsburgh MEPS entered into an installation services & support agreement 
(ISSA) over ten years ago. The support provided enhances the recruiting effort by 
orienting potential recruits to military facilities or life. The security of the base is the best 
feature. No safety, violence, alcohol incidents have ever occurred unlike other MEPS 
that use cornmerci,al hotels. 

a. ISSA: Lodging, feeding and transportation cost to the government is $34.50 per 
applicant. This pays for one night in the lodge, dinner, breakfast, and a coach bus ride to 
the MEPS. Additionally the ISSA employs a full time security guard and part time 

qw 
recreation specialist. 

b. Cost Savings: It is estimated the government saves $1,039,000 using the 91 lth as 
its lodge provider for the MEPS (based on comparative, lodging costs $150 per applicant). 

Facility Applicant Cost Total Applicants Cost 
91 1th $34.50 9,000 $3 10,500 
Commercial Hotel $150.00 9,000 $1,350,000 

Savings $1,039,000 

3. Testing: In November 2004, Pittsburgh MEPS installed a state of the art night testing 
facility collocated next to the lodge. This lab conducts night A S W  testing of . 

applicants before they process at the MEPS. The lab increases our processing capability 
and provides much better customer support to the applicants. Additionally it returns an 
estimated 8,000 recruiting man-hours each to recruiters avoiding rush hour traffic. 
Moving the Night testing lab fiom the MEPS to the 9 1 1 "' saves the government 
$187,717 per year. 

Savings to USMEPCOM (HVAC) $79,200 
Savings to USMEPCOM (Security) $27,062 
Savings to Pittsburgh MEPS (Transportation) $52,500 
Savings to Recruiters (4,000 trips x $8 parking) $32,000 , 
Rent for lab at 9 1 lth ($3,045) 

PW Realized savings to government $187,717 



4. Future Projects at the 9 1 1 th: 

Y a. Medical Processing. Pittsburgh MEPS is studying the feasibility to do medical 
processing to capitalize on the idle time during night testing. Processing applicants on 
vision, blood pressure, heightlweight, and prescreening dramatically decreases processing 
times at the MEPS and returns enormous man-hours to the recruiters. 

b. MILCON: Pittsburgh MEPS is on the USMEPCOM construction schedule to 
relocate to the airport FY08-11. The schedule is priority based so there is always a 

' 

chance for slippage to further FY if another MEPS re uire facilities due to firelflood etc. 4, The idea location for a construction project is the 91 1 base. Relocating to a military 
installation near the airport is the most desired requirement. 

MAJ MARSHALL 
PITTSBURGH MEPS 

(412) 395-4470 







911th AW 
Firing Range Utilization 

ORGANfZATION DATE PERSONNEL 
CONTACT TRAINED PER 

Y FAR 

I I I 

W t I TOTAL USAGE 2476 

A s  of: 6/17/20C5 SFS Range Schedule 



U.S. Department of LYomeland Security 

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE 

Colonel Carl Vogt 
9 1 lTh k l l f t  Wing/SFS 
1125 Carter St. 
Pittsburgh IAP-ARS 
Coraopolzs, Pa. 15 108 

The United States Secret Service Pittsburgh Field Office would like to 
acknowledge the 9 1 l'h Airlift Wing with thanks and gratitude for your 
unwavering support to our operational, readmess and training. 

Our office utilizes, at no cost, your outdoor finng range for quarterly day 
and night firearms requalifications , providing range availability for 
approximately fourteen (14) shooters per quarter saves the USSS more then 
$1000.00 per year. Your range also fulfills required USSS counter sniper 
team with rifle sighting and practice prior to any Presidential visit to our 

w dlstnct. 

We would also hke to extend our Gratitude for providing secure storage of 
the Presidential motorcade, consisting of six (6) or more vehcles as well as 
adhtional agency vehicles during, other protective and investigative 
missions w i t h  the Pittsburgh district. The vehicle storage you provide at no 
charge, saves the USS S more than $l6,OOO.00 per year. 

The USSS Pittsburgh Field Office also utilizes the 91 1" AFB in our 
Emergency Preparedness Program, (COOP) Continuity of Operations Plan. 
T h s  enables the Pittsburgh Field Office to assemble and account for all 
USSS Special Agents and office staff during a city or state wide emergency 
and resume operations in a timely manner. 

Thank you again for your support to the United States Secret Service and the 
continued safety and readiness you gwe to our community, state and nation. 

,&eyp~tfully Yours ; 



To: MSG Craft 

From: SFC Comer 

Date: 513 1/2005 

Th - Re: 9 1 1 Q~~alii"lcat.ian i-.age 

To whom it may concern the PA ARMY NATIONAL GUARD used the qualification 
range at the 91 lth airing while we were deployed to their location, we f r e d  a total of 65 
M16A4 rifles at that specific time, and the outstanding support the 9 1 lth cadre gave us 
helped out tremendously in not only getting all of our guys qualified in a timely manner 
but helped out financially by saving us the time and money from the travel to FT. 
Inhantown Gap to qualify. 
After the support that we received fYom the 9 l l l t h e  first year we asked them to help us 
qualify the rest of our remaining element the second year we were there, so in a total 
number of M16A4 firers we had a total of around 150 soldiers qualified in 1 day relieving 
the cost for the travel to FT. Indiantown Gap and the stay for the weekend, the support 
and location of t h s  range is a very valuable asset to any unit that gets the opportunity to 
use it. 



Public Safety 

6001 University Boulevard 
Moon Township, ?A 
151 3s-1% 

412-262-8200 

wwwrrnu. edu 

Dear k S g t .  Craft: 

This letter is to inforrn you that I will be training 14 
officers from the Robert Morris University Police 
Department 2-3 times a year with our dgty weapons. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. My phone numbers are 4 12-299-2422 (office) and 
41 2-670- 1733 (cell). 

Frank Carnbest 
Sergeant 
Robert Morris University P.D. 



rorn: PiferTheodore A MSgt 910 SF/SFi7 
-nt: Monday, May 23, 2005 307  PM 

Subject: RE: 910 SFS Firing Range 

Sorry for the  long delay. W e  have 20 firing points and  the  range is limited to 9MM a n d  5.56 frangible, 
Currently the range is only in u s e  o n e  (I) weekend a month. 

THEODORE: A. PFERSMSgtJJSAFR 
9 1 0th Security Forces Training 
DSN: 346-1453 Cornm: (330)609-1453 
FAX: 346-1 138 Cornm: (330)609-1138 
CELL: (330) 233-2350 



U.S. bprB6neot  of  OF Oifice of Inspector General 
Office of Labor Racketeering and Fraud investigations w Public' Ledger Building, Suite 1072 i 
150 S. Independence Mall West 
Philadelphia, PA 191 06 
(2 15) 446-3755 

May 27,2005 

United States Au Force Reserve 

9 1 1 th Security Forces Squadron 
MSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
9 1 1 th Airlift WingICFC 
1125 Carter Street 
Pittsburgh IAP-ARS 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108-448 1 

Dear Master Sergeant Craft, 

Approximately one year ago our Pittsburgh duty station was made aware of the Clinton 
range run by your office. Since that time you have made every effort to cooperate and 
provide Special Agents from the Department of Labor and other agencies with a more 

w than adequate facility to conduct quarterly mandated firearms training sessions. 

It is now our understanding that Congress has slated the 91 1 th for potential closing. T h s  
would be a great injustice and would increase the Governments expenses in many other 
ways, if one looks at the services the 91 lth provides to its fellow Govenment agencies. 

In the past, our agents along wlth Office of Inspector General Special Agents from Social 
Security, the Department of Housing and Urban Development, and the Environmental 
Protection Agency have had to struggle to locate adequate facilities to conduct training 
without having to leave the Pittsburgh area and incur travel expenses. A few 
C - ~ ~ r e ~ ~ z s z t  f i r e ~ m s  r z x p  m b j r  the _a_llegfie~?y Comfy P~!ice 2nd Fire T r a i c h ~  
Academy and the U.S. Marshals were available. However, in recent months only the 
County and a few larger Federal agencles primarily use a range once made available to 
all law enforcement. The range owned by the U.S Marshals in Pittsburgh has 
deteriorated to the point it is truly not safe to utilize. Most other ranges found in the 
Pittsburgh commuting area are either public, or privately owned. Both are vely 
restrictive in the type of training they will allow. Also, the privately owned ranges tend 
to cost money that as you know most Government agencies do not have in their budgets. 

The need and accessibility of adequate ranges to train Federal law enforcement officials 
in the commuting area around Pittsburgh is essential to maintaining each LEO'S 
proficiency and their ability to safely handle weapons they are asked to carry. The 9 11" 

J and the Clinton rmge fulfills this need kee of charge, by providmg a safe and secure 



shooting el~vironment/range, and a classroom to conduct safety and/or other training as 
needed. 

Other ranges have beep identified, but they either are limited in their facilities, or too 
much time is wasted getting to and from those facilities. 

It would truly be a disservice not only to the people employed at the 9 1 1 th, but also to all 
the other Federal agencies who rely on the facilities and cooperation of you, your staff, 
and the 9 1 1 ". 

Please forward this letter to whoever may be interested in order to facilitate the removal 
ofthe 91 1" from Congress' list of military bases it is proposing to close. 

Should you need any additional details please feel fi-ee to contact me at (215) 446-3755, 
or contact Stephen L. Wilburn, Regional Firearms Instructor, Pittsburgh, (412) 395-4495. 

Sincerely yours, 

William ~ u q h n  
Special Agent in Charge 



qw CHIEF OF POLICE 
RONALD H. LUTTON 

(724) 776-D88d 

6288 TUSCARAWAS ROAD INDUSTRY. PA I KO62 

To: Sgt. Craft 
From: Assistant Chief D. Mosura/Firearms Instructor 
Reference: Statistics for 2003 ' 

POLICE PION-EMERGENCY 
(7261 643-4281 

FAX 
(724) 643.4353 

Dear Ken, 

The Ohioville Police Department did utilize the 91 l I h  firing range tu bllowr for 2003': 

Number of Officers Qualified: 90 to100 

Weapons Qualified on: 

Type of Qualification(s): 

Handgun (-22, .25, .32, .9mm, .40,.357, .45) 
Shotgun (1 2gauge) 

/- 

Patrol Rifle (.223 caliber) 
Daylight, Night Firc, Duty and Off-Duty 
Weapons 

This range is utilized by our department apptox 10 rimes per year. 

Thc OhioviHc Borough Polict Department considers the staff and firing'rangt, at the 
91 lh, to be professional and nothing but the highest of quality. I, Assistant Chief 
Mosura, consider this firing range n great asset in the training and ability to provide 
learned and well trained professionals for the citizens of my community, 

Any questions, please feel free to contact me at 724-643-428 1.  

Thank you again for providing this invaluable service, 

.osura, Jr. / Fireturns Instructor 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
HEADQUARTERS, 1st BN, ? lo th  INFANTRY (Mechanized) 

911 AW\\SFS 
PI A-ARS 

1125 Carter Street, Bldg 221 
Coraopolis, PA 15108481  

28 January 2001 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: US b y  Individual Weapons Qualification at USAR Range 

I. US Army security force augmentees conducted individual weapons qualification at the 
Clintori, PA range on 10-1 1 ~ei tember  2003. 

2. 67 soldiers qualified with their individual weapons, broken down as follows: 
63 M16A4, 5.56m.m rifle 
4 M9, 9rnm pistol 

3. Training conducted: Daylight qualification, Night and NBC familiarization. 

4. Point of Contact for this matter is MAJ JefEey Malaspino, 412-474-8495 or 'w jeffrev.rnalas~ino@~itt s b w ~ h .  af.mi1 

RICHARD D. COLLAGE 
CPT IN 
S4 



M.idIand Borough Police Department 
936 Midland Avenue, Midland PA 15059 
Phone (724) 643-1155 Fax (724) 643-0227 

Ronald A. Bongfvengo, Jr., iN$ q!Q& 

To: 91 1 Airlift Wing Base 
- Sergeant Cra A 

From: Sergeant Robert S ,  Adams 
Midland Police Deparrrnent 
Firems Instructor 

Subject: 9 1 I Airlift Wing Firearms ~ & g e  

First I wish to thank the 91 Ith for permitting the Midland Police Department for the use of the 
Firearms Range last year. Also Sergeant Craft for the professionaiism and courtesy that you and your 
staff has shown us during our visits to your facility, 

This letter is a confirmation that you had requcstcd ffom the Midland Police Department and their usc 

of the 91 I th firearms range Iast year. Along with the several training dates we did attended last year 
this was the first time we were able to place all of our Officers through a night fire qudification 
mostly due to the equipment that is available at the facility, 

We arelooking forwmd to this years training at your facility and at this time I am confirming our 
rcquest to use the range March 10th and 1 8th 2004. Just as last year the Midland Police Departmenl 
wiIl be looking to continue firearms training of all our Officers quarterly in 2004, 

Respecthlly submitted; 



1300 BRlGHTON ROAD 
BEAVER, PA 15009 
(724) 774-1789 
(724) 7744013 - FAX 
(724) 728-1134 - Office 
poUte@brightontwp.org 

I F d like to pasoaeI; y thank you fbr the time sad energy and  ti^ prufessionaiized 
m vice you have given lo the Brighton Township Police department. Last year (2003) 
Orr~trrtllizedtbeFederalRangeloeatedintheClintwtrainingarca.Imust~ay 
LtL' t the EaciIity is at the top ofthe Iist compared to other ranges in the Pittdwgh region 

?1 t Brigfiton Tmmbip Police department bas 17 OfTicers, and has qualified b t h  day 
an I night at the fkility. Oacers qualified with there duty weapons, 357 Magnums, 
12 gauge ~~ and theM-16 A1 Rifle. 

W !arefookiag fbrwardto again askinghrtheuseofthefkifityinthemonth ofMay 
2C 34. Ifyou have any open days during the month pleast cantact me d 724.728.1134. 
TI ank You. 



Veterans Affairs 
Medical center  Police 

A Memorandum 

DATE: 26 January 2004 

FROM: John J. Crawford,.Chief, Police Services 

SUBJECT: Amual  911th Air Wing Pistol Range Usage 

TO: Kenneth Craf?, St& sergeant, 9 1 1 " Air Wing Range Coordinator 

THRU: Mary A. Gild, Assistant Chef  of Police 

Staff Sergeant Craft, the VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System Police Service utilizes the 
91 1' A ~ T  bring Pistol Range on a quarterly basis to conduct the following mandatory 
training events. The number of oEcers per event is also indicated: 

EVENT PERSONNZL ATTENDING 
Low Light Pistol Drills (annually) 45-50 
Qualification (semi-annually) 45-5 0 
Pistol Familiarization (annually) 45-50 

New Hire Orientation (semi-annually) 5-15 
Make-up Qualification/Eamiliarization/Low-Light 2-5 

Without the assistance of the9 1 1 th A~I Wing the VA Police would have to travel in excess 
of 50-100 d e s  to qualify the personnel within our department. ?hs travel would spread 
the event time over approximately three days, as we could not bring the current shift 
personnel to the range during our usual training event. The cost of doing this is excessive 
and would cause significant hdship on an already s hort-staffed department . 

The services the 9 1 lth Air Wing provides to our department are excellent and cannot be 
duplicated by other federal agencies within the Pittsburgh and surrounding area. 

// Signed and Approved for Distributiodl 
JOHN J. CMWTORD 
Chief 
Police Services 



m THESE ARE THE MEMBERS OF THE SOUTH FAYETTE TWP. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

THAT ARE REQUIRED TO GO THROUGH THE FOLLOWING FIREARMS COURSES: 

8 1. BASIC HANGUN QUPLLIFICATION COURSE---TWO TINES D U R I N G  CALENDAR YEAR. 

m 
2 .  BASIC SHOTGUN QUALIFICATTON COURSE---TWO' TIMESDURING CALENDAR YEAR, 

R 

s 
3 .  OFF DUTY WRAPON QUALIFICATION COURSE. 

, 4 .  D I M  L I G H T  DUTY WEAPON QUALIFICATION COURSE. 

a 5. SEMI-AUTOMATICTACTICAL RIFLE QUALIFICATION COURSE. 

I 
CHIEF LOUIS VOLLE 

a CAPTAIN JOHN PHOENNIK 
LIEUTENANT ROBERT KURTA 
SERGEANT RONALD LAZZINI (FLREARMS INSTRUCTOR) 

s SERGEANT GLENN DAVIS 
DETECTIVE JOSEPH STANISZEWSKI (FIREARMS INSTRUCTOR) 

a PATROLMAN MICHAEL BLOCHER 
PATROLMAN JEFFREY SGRO 
PATROLMAN MICHAEL ZURCHER 

I 
PATROLMAN JASON KENSEL 
PATROLMAN DANIEL CAPUTO 
PATROLMAN MICHAEL KUCHTA 
PATROLMAN GARY THOMAS 
PATROLMAN M I C W L  WESaLEK 

a 
PATROLMAN CHARLES BANDERHAN 
PATROLMAN JAMES HUBBARD 

a 



TOWNShT OF FINDLAY 
qw POLICE DEP;iRTbIENT DRAWER W CLNTON, PENKSYLVAMA 150260473 

PHOhF (724) 695-13M a FAX (724) 695-3390 EMEXENCY (724) 695-7777 

, ' PAUL C. WTLKS 
Chiof of Police 

Tech Sergeant Ken Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
1125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108 
(41 2) 474-8077 

Dear Sergeant Craft: 

An Accredited 
Police Depr. 

The Findlay Township Police Department utilizes the 91 1 " Air Force Range b 
the Spring, S m e r  and Winter of each year. This department currently crnploys sixteen 
full-time officers, with each officer qualifying on each of the aforementioned 
qualifications. This equates to 48 individual qu.alificatjons. The  Findlay Township 
Police Department also utilizes the range on an annual basis to quali@ all sixteen officers 
using the department issued shotgun. Additionally, our department utilizes the range 
twice annually, in Spring and Summer, to train with the dcpartmcnt owned CAR3 5 
rifles. The range is also used to qualify all sixteen sworn members on a state mandiikd 
night familiwzation course. h the Spring, we quaIify all sideen rnernbers'with their off- 
duly fiearm - also done at the 91 1" range. 

If you h v c  any questions, please feel fice to contact me at (724) 695-1300. 



Department of Police 
Ronald J. Par& 

ChieJof Police 

Calls For Seraice (412) 833-7500 
Administration (412) 833-1113. 

Fax (412) 8545320 

27 January 2004 

TSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
91 lth Airlift WinglSFS 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, PA ? 51 08-4481 

Dear TSGT Craft: 

I am writing to thank you and the 91 1'" Airlift Wing for the use of your range in 2002 and 
2003. In these days of hostility and acts of terrorism against our country your facility 
has been an enormous help to train more than our 27 Upper St Clair Police Officers. 
Our Department has coordinated firearms qualifications through your hospitality for 104 

w police officers from 20 police departments in Allegheny and Washington Counties. The 
firearms qualifications included all officers with their duty pistols, shotguns and weapons 
proficiency in patrol rifles and MP-5 sub-machine gun. Without your facility such mass 
training and qualifications would not be possible. 

In addition to the required weapons qualifications you have provided a state of the art 
facility for our Department's 14 member Special Investigative Tactical Team (SITT I 
SWAT) to participate in live fire drills and tactical live fire room entry & clearing drills. 
The range has helped increase the team's proficiency in the use of our 45 caliber and 9 
rnm pistols, shotgun, MP-5 sub-machine gun, M-16 rifles and combined 308 and 223 
caliber counter sniper rifles. 

Please forward our appreciation to the base commander. We are looking forward to 
working with you in 2004. 

Sincerely, ' 

Ronald J. Pardini, 
q.) Chief of Police 

jms 



W C H E F  OF POLICE 
RONALD H.  LUTTON 

(724) 775-0880 

6268 TUSCARAWAS ROAD I N D U S T R Y ,  PA 15052 

POLICE N O N - E M E R G E N C Y  
(724) 643-4281 

FAX 
(724) 643-4353 

To: Sgt Ken Craft 

Fron:: Mark Sniilek, Assistant Chief of Police 
Firearm Instructor 

Re: Range 

Once again the 91 Z t" 1;as provided an invaluzble service to many of the conununities in 
rke uea.  The use c.f :he firearms range has made training for my department and the 
,?e?a-tments I instmct Soi- imch easier. The Ohioville, Industry, Midland Boroughs and . . 

qw i:I-igi?l-~ri Tom~mi-q Police !Iepartments collectively have approx. 60 officers that use the 
. . 

,-qllpr= 12 flG21jfJT rJld , l 7 - ~ 7 ~ -  
L Lu.. -- - 1 L, L-L_, i ~ ;  l i ~ ; ~ c i - g ~ i i ~ ~ .  s i l o tg~ l  and rifle. 

Currently, I ilsz the rang< 12 times a year on average, and intend to use it much more 
ilr the h t ~ ~ r e .  This ra~lge is v c ~ y  inlpr~ail ' t  to use because the use of outdoor ranges sucl~ 
ns sportsman's ciub have bec: : :~? very restrictive. Marly of the clubs require that the 
n.,-+; , . .,t..L.l .-. .-... - s :hat ar-e on the i-arige k xembers ofdie cis';, aad then I have to scliedule around 

2 .  . . .  . . =iiib k2;iv!iles, ~ j ~ ~ ,  Wltl; +:-u L r-.--Si.r;,fii; . r L .an~  That the Departnent of Envirorinental 
-. ,> ..:. ', .> ..a Y .. , . . -  

, , . L L u t ; c , , ~  .and The Envil-nl~n-x!~::! Pl-o;ection Ageilcy h a v e  enacted, closed the use of 
y,-, j; 
.iL .... , rxges L. in the area. 



.--d 

Mark SmiIeli 
Assistant Chief of  Police 



.! 

REPLY TO 
A T T f  NTiO OF 

AFRC-CPA-AS-.A 

SUBJECT: Use of Clinton Range 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
335'' REPLACEMENT 3A'TTP.LION 

360 EVANS CITY ROAD 
SUTLER, PENNSYLVANIA 16001 

3 1 May 2005 

We would like to thank you for the use of the facilities over the weekend of 13-14 
May 2005. This is an exceilent, well maintained and easy to operate facility which was 
more than able to accommodate all of our unit training needs in relation to weapons 
quaiification. MSG Kraft was helpful and very flsxible in regards to meeting our time 
I-equirements. From talking with my battalion commander, we plan on using this site at 
least semiannually with the possibility ofour subordinate units using it in the same 
manlier. There is another local unit who we shared the site with us over the weekend, 
who will be using the site more fi-equently as well. The location as well as the adjacent 
training area makes it not 01l1y convenient as far as travel, but fully capable of supporting 
our yearly warrior task training requirements as w d .  We look forwal-d to using your 
facilities in the future. 

GS-9, Civ V 
Staff Operations and Training Specialist 



Police Department 

TOWNSHIP 01= CRESCENT- 
225 Spring Run Road 

Crescent Twp., PA 15046 

ChiefTodd K. Miller 
(Office) 724457-8 100 

To: Sgt. Ken Kraft, 91 lth A m m g  

From: Sgt. Ken Longeman, Crescent Twp Police 

Date: January 3 1, 2004 

(Emergency) 412-262-5000 
(Fax) 724-457-5251 

we conduct on your range. Also, we are able to use the classroom area of the facility to discuss 
safety issues, "use of force" issues and policies. 

In the 10 years I have been a firearms instructor, certified through the NRA, I have never 
enjoyed a range better suited for this type of training. It is imperative for our department to have 
the continued cooperation of the U. S. Government. Without this facility, our training will be 
t h g  several steps backwards. 



Sgt. Kraf?, please let me know what other information you need regarding our training and 
use of the facility. Crescent Township will be happy to assist you in any way possible. I am 
available to discuss my training further in depth ifneeded. Please do not hesitate to contact me if , 

needed. 

Sincerely, 

Sergeant Ren Longeman, Range Master 



U. S. Department of Justice 
Drug Enforcement Admixist:ation 

Brian J. Ave~i, 
Task Force Supervisor 
Pittsburgh District Office 

- - 

January 27,2004 

Tech Sgt. Ken Craft 
9 1 1 Combat Alms Range Manager 

Reference Subject: Utilization of 9 11 Tactical Firearms Range during 
Calendar year 2003 

The DEA has utilized the 9 11 Tactical Range facilities four (4) times during the calendar year 2003 
for qualification purpose. This event usually involved anywhere from a minimum of ten (1 0) 
enforcement pessoimel to a maximum of twenty (20). The qualification training would usually take 
approximate 5-7 hours to complete. This would involve set-up and takedown/cleanup of the range 
facility as well as cleaning of the weapons utilized that day, 

In addition, the DEA has sponsored other tacticallfireanns training sessions. In 2003, those involved 
two additional "Car-Assault" programs, whch utilized the parking area at the 91 1 range. At least 
two additional "night-shoot" sessions as well as a separate training class for Ballistic Shields. 

The latter classes above involved members of the Peilusylvania State Police, the New Castle Police 
Department and members of the Allegheny Sheriffs Department. 

Iil if there are any further questions regarding this matter please contact me at 412.395.4382. 

~/Sk&an J. Averi 
Pittsburgh District Office, DEA 
Task Force #2 Supervisor 



P O L I C E  D E P A R T M E N T  

February 6,2004 

TS GT Kenneth H. Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
9 1 1 th Airlift WindSFS 
1125 Carter Street 
Pinsbur& m-m3 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108-448 1 

mICIP-41 BUILDING 

7i 0 WUHINGTON ROAC 

PITTSBURGH. PA 15228 

PHONE ((412) 343-3400 

FAX (412) 563-1770 

wuw.mdebanon.org 

Dear TSGT. Craft, 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for all the assistance you have given the 
Mt. Lebanon Police over the past year. In the Spring of 2003, it came to my attention 
that the shooting range owned by the Township of North Fayette, Pa. would be closing 
due to the construction of an elementary school in the area. Our Department had been 
using this range for many years to train our officers. At that time, I requested Deputy 
Chief Eugene Roach attempt to locate a facility that we could use on a regular basis for 

qw training. Deputy Chief Roach advised me that he had contacted you and that you were 
more than willing to assist our Agency in any way possible. 

Starting in September 2003, our Special Response Team (SRT) started training'at your 
facility. Both Lieutenant Michael Gallagher and Deputy Chief Roach have reported to me 
over the last few months on how well you and your staff have treated our SRT members. 
We fully intend to continue to train at the 91 lth Airlift Range in the future, as long as it 
remains available. 

During the 2004 calendar year alone, our Agency will conduct monthly SRT training, and 
on six occasions, we will bring our whole Department to the range for weapons 
qualifications. Adding all the training together for 2004, it will total 208 officers using 
the range for a total of 1,664 man-hours of training. If it wasn't for your assistance at the 
91 lth, it would have been necessary to cut back on training. 

Once again, thank you for your dedication to helping out local Law Enforcement. 

Sincerely, 

Chief of Police 
-Mt. Lebanon Police Department - ,A,,* 



U.S. Immigration 
and Customs 
Enforcement 

February 2,2004 

United States Air Force 
Combat Arms Manager 
Technical Sergeant Kenneth Craft 
9 1 lth ~ i r  ~ i n g / 9  1 lth S F S / ~  1 lth SFTC 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, Pennsylvania 15 108 

Re: Range Usage/Qualifications 

Dear Technical Sergeant CrafY 

The Department of Homeland Security, Office of Lmmigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), 
Resident Agent in ChargeIPittsburgh, Pennsylvania has been fortunate to be able to utilize the 
United States Air Force 9 11" Air Wing Range for our fuearm qualifications. Our current Table of 
Organization consists of fifteen armed Special Agent Criminal Investigators. The qualifications 
allow the agents to carry a variety of firearms as their duty weapon, off duty weapon or secondary 
weapon. Special agents are required to perfom quarterly fueann qualifications for each weapon 
they desire to carry. The fxearms used during qualifications are 9mm and .40 caliber pistols, .38 and 
.3 57 caliber revolvers, 12-gauge shotgun and AR-15 and Styer Aug rifles. Qualifications require 
night fuelreduced light, tactical shooting exercises and various training scenarios. 

I would appreciate the continued use of the 9 1 1 Ax Wing Range for special agent fxearm 
qualifications. 

If you have any questions please contact my Primary Firearms Officer, Senior Special Agent 
Richard NicoIoff or me at 4 12-3 95-4970. 

Sincerely, 
F 

/&.'&L/ &h-@vL, 

Richard Boronyak 4""" 
Resident Agent in Charge 
ICE/RACPittsburgh, Pennsyls7ania 



T(3\li/NSHi/3 : .LJ b 

COiiiER u 
pOL[Ci DEpARTI\I!ENT 

Daniei Chief D, o f  Rearick Police 

Date: 5-1-04 

Dear TSgt Craft, 

w This letter is to officially register our department with your ofice for the purpose of 
util~zlr:g the Clinton Firing Range. 

Our dspafi-n en'; c u l T d ~  employees twelve (1 2 j officers who will use the range for 
range qualifications and other shooting scenarios. It is 0i.r hope to use your range a 
minimum of three (3) tines a year. 

Officers will shoot their respective duty sidearm (.40 cal & .45 ACP), shotgun (12 ga) 
md patrol rifle 6.223 cal). I hope I returned all of the necessary information to you so we 
may begin using the range. 

Shouid you hbve m y  questioils or require addirionai ;linformcttion piease coatact me. 

Respectfully, 

Ofc. I-'-is G. Sabin 
Fireams Instructor 
112.276.5051 ext 41 8 



=OUNDED Upper Sf. Clair Depalenent of Police 
RonaId J. Pardini 

Chief ofPolice 

Calls For Sewice (412) 833- 7500 
Adnzi:zistraiior. (412) 833-1 ;I3 

Fax (4 I2) 854-5320 

18 May 2005 

TSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
91 l th Airlift WingISFS 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4481 

Dear TSGT Craft: 

I am writing to thank you and the 91 l th  Airlift Wing for the use of your range repeatedly 
over the last four (4) years. In these days of hostility including acts of domestic and 
international terrorism against our country your facility has been an enormous help to 
train more than our 28 Upper St Clair Police Officers. Our Department has coordinated 
firearms qualifications through your hospitality for over 200 police officers from 21 police 
departments in Allegheny and Washington Counties. Several of those Borough and 
Township Municipal Departments include: Bethel Park, Castle Shannon, Whitehall, 
Dormont, South Park, Pleasant Hills, Scott, Clairton, Robinson, Brentwood, Peters, 
Cecil, North Strabane, Greentree, Shaler, Jefferson Hills, Ross, Carnegie, McCandles, 
Washington and South Fayette. The Firearm qualifications included all officers with 
their duty pistols, shotguns and weapons proficiency in patrol rifles and MP-5 sub- 
machine gun. Without your facility such mass training and qualifications would not be 
possible. 

In addition to the required weapons qualifications you have provided a s t a t e  of t h e  art 
-facility for our Department's 14 member Special Investigative Tactical Team (SITTI 
SWAT) to participate in live fire drills and tactical live fire room entry & clearing drills. 
--: 

I ne range has helped increase the team's proficiency in the use ~f our 45 caiiber and 5 
m m  pistols, shotgun, MP-5 sub-machine gun, M-16 rifles and combined 308 and 223 
caliber counter sniper rifles. 

Please forward our appreciation to the base commander and the United States 
Department of Defense. We are looking forward to working with you in the future 

Sincerely, 

Chief of Police V 
jms 



SCOTT TOWNSHIP POLICE DEPARTmNT 
301 Lindsay Road . Camegie; PA 15 106 

Administrative Office (412) 276-7725 FAX ((412) 276-3312 
Policg Non-Eme~gency (412) 279-6911 

Pahce Emergency 9- 1 - 1 

Stanley Butlcus, Chikf 

To : Master Sergeant Ken Kraft 

From: Lieutenant James Secreet, Scott Township Police Department 

Subject: Firearms Range Use 

Date: 5/27/2005 

Master Sergeant Kraft, 

The Scott Township Police Department would l&e to take this opportunity to thank 

'w you and the United States Air Force for the use of the fireanns range that we have 
utilized over the last several years. The fact that we have been given permission to make 
use of your range has been both a scheduling and financial relief to our police 
department. Using the Air Force Range has enabled us to schedule officers while they 
are working and therefore saving overtime payment that can be utilize in other areas. 
It is also beneficial to train in a facility that is up to date, safe and is as accommodating as 
the Air Force Firing Range. 

Hopefully, this assistance caa continue and grow. With cooperation such as this 
between government and law enforcement agencies we can help each other win the war 
on  crime and terrorism. 

If the Scott Townshp Police Department or myself can ever be of assistance to your 
agency, please do not hesitate to call. 

Thank You, 



. , Jp@q&& 
TOWNSHIP OF FINDLAY 

/. . . .:I,. - Y . ; : *  . ;  

POLICE DEPARTMENT DRAWER W CLINTON, PENVSYLVANLA 15026-0423 
PHONE (724) 695-1300 FAX (724) 695-3390 EMERGENCY (724) 695-7777 

PAUL C. WILD 
Chief of Police June 8,2005 

An ,&credited 
Police Dept. 

Ken Craft 
Tech Sergeant 
Combat Arms Manager 
1125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108 

Dear Sergeant Craft: 

The Findlay Township Police Department has been utilizing the 91 1" Au Force Range 
since 2001. Our department employs sixteen (1 6) fulltime police officers and each 
officer qualifies at the range three (3) times each year, in the spring, summer and winter. 
The 9 1 lth Air Force Range is situated approximately ?4 mile out of the jurisdictional 
boundaries of Findlay Township. The location of this range has given our depa-tment the 
ability to quahfy our officers whle they are on their assigned shift, thus saving the police 
departmenr a large amount of overtime money fiom our traning budget. Each officer is 

P I I  required to qualify 3 times annually with their service weapon, complete a state certified 
night shoot, an annual shotgun qualification and an annual patrol rifle qualification 
course. Also, each officer will qualify with their off-duty weapon if they choose to carry 
one. 

Should our department need to secure a private range in order to qualify, our department 
will be loolcing at approximately $400.00 in membership dues, per officer, on an annual 
basis, whch equates to $6,400.00 per year. On top of t h s  figure, the department would 
need to pay each officer overtime, since the officers would need to travel to an off-site 
range. This figure would equate to approximately $9,600.00 in overtime. The use of the 

th 9 1 1 range pernits cur departm .mt to s 2 ~ e  th;c J ~ , T \ X P ~  which cap hc 1.1selCl for cth.er 
training needs. The ciosing of the 91 1" Air Force Range would require our department 
to spend an additional $1 6,000.00 annually on firearms training expenses. 

We respectfully request that you consider keeping t h~s  range open. The staff members at 
the range are very professional and courteous. If you have any questions, please feel free 
to contact me at (724) 695-1300. 

Sincerely, 

,&cer John H. Hart 
#I 

F i r e m s  Instructor 
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June 3,2005 

-33-" TJ 
L b r  I ~e rme th  CralY 
Combat Arms Manager 
9 1 1 th Airlift Wing/SFS 
1 125 Carter Street 
Pittsburgh IAP-ARS 
Coraopolis, Pa. 15 10 1 

Dear Sgt. Craft, 

Sincerely, 

Thomas A. Ogden, Jr. 
Chief of Police 
Mt. Lebanon Police Department 

TAOhak 

I would llke to rake this time to thank you for your support of local law enforcement, in 
particular the Mt. Lebanon Police Department. The 911th Airlift range has been a 
valuable tool to this department over the past few years. 

In 2005, it is anticipated that our department and SRT team will be utilizing the range at 
least 27 days for training. This would calculate to at least 2,816 man-hours of training 
that might not be possible if it wasn't for the 91 lth. For me to purchase memberships for 
all the officers in our department at a private range and pay the fees that are required on 
the training days, the cost to the Municipality of Mt. Lebanon would be in excess o f  
$2,900.00 per year. A price that may be hard to justify to the Commission. 



June 1,2005 

United States Air Force 
Combat Arrns Manager 
Master Sergeant Kemeth Craft 

9 1 lth Air Wing19 1 1 th SFSI9 1 1 th SFTC 
1125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, Pennsylvania 15 108 

Re: Range Usage 

Dear Master Sergeant Craft, 

The United States Department of Homeland Security, Bureau of Customs and Border 
Protection, Port of Pittsburgh has been extremely fortunate to be able to utilize the United 

States Air Force 9 1 lth An Wing's range for our firearm qualifications and training since 
2002. Our current staff consists of twenty-two armed officers. This training allows our 
officers to carry govenlment-issued fireams in the course of their duties. Customs and 

WIY' Border Protection Officers are required to complete firearm qualifications three times 
each year for each weapon that they carry. These fuearms include 9mm and .40 caliber 
pistols and 12-gauge shotguns. Qualifications require night firekeduced light, tactical 
shooting exercises, and scenario-based training. 

I would appreciate the continued use of the 9 11th Air Wing Range for firearm training 
and qualifications. 

If you have any questions, please contact my Primary Fireanns h~structor, Officer David 
Filce at 412-472-0804. 

/' Port ~ i r e c t d r  
,/' 



June 1, 2005 

United States .la Force 
Combat Arms Manager 
-Master Sergeant Kemeth Crafi 

9 1 1 th h r  Wing/9 1 lth SFS/9 1 1 th SFTC 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, Pennsylvania 15 108 

Re: Range Usage 

Dear Master Sergeant Craft, 

The United States Department of Homeland Security, Bureau of Customs and Border 
Protection, Port of Pittsburgh has been extremely fortunate to be able to utilize the United 
States Air Force 91 lth A r  Wing's range for our firearm qualifications and training since 
2002. Our current staff consists of twenty-two armed officers. This training allows our 
officers to carry government-issued firearms in the course of their duties. Customs and 
Border Protection Officers are required to complete frearm qualifications three times 
each year for each weapon that they carry. ~ h d s e  firearms include 9 m  lC.l pistols and 12-gauge shotguns. Qualifications require night fire/reduced 

and .40 caliber 
light, tactical 

shooting exercises, and scenario-based training. 

I would appreciate the continued use of the 9 1 1 th Air Wing Range for firearm training 
and qualifications. 

If you have any questions, please contact my Primary Fireanns Instructor, Officer David 
Filce at 4 12-472-0804. 



TO: UNITZD STATES AIR FORCE RESERVE, 91 Im S E C W T Y  FORCES 
SQUADRON 

FROM: SOLTH FAYETTZ TOW"'SHIP POLICE DEP.UTMEI<T 

SUBJECT: FACILITY USAGE AND IMPACT 

DATE: 6/6/2005 

The South Fayette Township Police Department has utilizes the  facllties at the 911ch USAFR 
S s c  sinre 3002. T ~ P  Coy~h, F;yertc T o ~ r . s h +  ho!icc Der'ar-x,ent hx seve~pntce;! ~l f f ; , t~ r~ ,  V.T!IA EO 

required to cpalifr and  train for cer~ification as set by the Municipal Police O&cersJ Edzcauon 

and Training Commission JMOPETC). W e  also are required to qualif/ 4 retired police officers 
&om the department. 

The  following is a list o f  training our police force receives ar the 91  I& facilities: 

Basic handgun qualrfications course, bi-annually 

Baslc shotgun qualificaGons course, hi-annually 

* Off-dut): weapon qualification course, annually 

Dim light qualification course, annually 

Semi-automatic patrol rifle qualification course, annually 
Firearms Proficiency Training, annually 

FATS training, annually 

With the facilities offered at the 91 Ich we have been able to qua&+ and train within our budget, 

providing a and well trained police officer. The loss of the usage of these facilities 
would severely impact our training, instruction and budget. 

South Fayette Township Police Department LS by no means a large department and is unable to  
absorb the costs associated w ~ t h  the loss of the 9 11'. facil~ties. 

D o  not hesitate to contact me regarding any questions on these matters. 

Louis Volle, Chief of Police 



U S .  immigration 
and Customs 
Enforcemen f 

Interofice Memorandum 
- - -- -- - -- -- - 

Federal Air Marshal Service 
Piffsburgh Field Ofice 

D-4TE : 2 June 2005 

FROM: ' Ted Traver, Lead Firearms Trainer, Federal Air Marshals, 
Pittsburgh Field Office 

TO: MSGT Kenneth Craft, Combat Arms, 911th Air Force Reserve 
TRRU: Ted Hiesko, SAC, Pittsburgh Field Office 
VL4: Art Tirnko, Training ATSAC, Pittsburgh Field Office 

SUBJECT: 911th Firearms Range Use by the Pittsburgh Federal Air Marshal Service 

The 9 1 1" Range, located in Independence Township, Clinton, PA. has been 

W l l  an integral part of the Federal Air Marshal's tactical and firearms training. 

The Federal Air Marshal Service (FAMS), Pittsburgh Field Office has relied 
heavily on the 9 1 1" range for our firearms training since April 2003. A substantial 
number of Federal Air Marshals (our precise Special Agent strength is classified) 
have conducted tactical firearms training on the 91 1th range at an approximate cost 
savings of $12,000.00 per year to our agency. We're able to conduct numerous 
tactical shooting and moving drills at the 91 range that we're unable to conduct 
at the local indoor public ranges. The FAMS also utilize the range's weapons 
cleaning area, which is ideally suited for our weapons cleaning maintenance. 

The FAMS has also utilized the 91 lth Air Force Reserve base to conduct 
classroom instruction and physical training. 

In sunxnary, the Pittsburgh Field Office of Federal Air Marshal Service would be 
negatively impacted by the closure of the 91 l'h Air Force Reserve Firearms Range. 

1)1 
SENSITIVE SECURITY INFORMATION 

This docurnenr confains sensitive security informafion that is confrolled under the provisions of 49 CFR 1520. No part ofthis 
document may be reieased w;fhouf fhe wiihen permission of h e  Adrninisfrafor, iranspoi;rtion Secung.Adrniniriiafion, Wzrhingfon, 
DC 20530. Unauthorized relezse may result in cjvilpenalty or otner action. For U.S. government agencies public availabilify is io be 
determined under 5 U. S. C. 552. 



U. S. Department of Justice 
Drug Enforzement Adiniilis-tration 

Brian Ave i  
Group Supervisor 
A q o r t  Interdiction Task Force 
DEMittsburgh Distnct Office 

www.dea.gov June 2,2005 

Colonel Votg 
Base Commander 
9 11 Airwing 

This letter is in reference to the past year's (2004) utilization of the 9 1 1 Air Force Reserve 
Tactical Fireanns Range by the Pittsburgh District Office Taslc Force(s). 

I am a DEA Group Supervisor (GS) as well as a certified DOJDEA Firearms and Tactical 
Instructor. I have recently changed assignments from the Violent Trafficker's Program Taslc Force to 
the newer forrned Pittsburgh Interdiction Task Force. During the last calendar year, both of my Taslc 
Force(s) personnel have trained and qualified with all issued weapons at the 91 1 Tactical Ranges. 

In addition, I have put on several additional classes for several surrounding agencies to include: 
Mt Lebanon Police Department, U.S. Marshal's Service. Allegheny County Sheriffs Department. 
Beaver County Sheriffs Department, Warren County Sheriffs Office, Pennsylvania Office of 
Attonley General's Narcotic Task Force, Allegheny County Police Department, McKees Rocks 
Police Department, Meadville City Police Department. City of Franklin Police Department, and the ' U.S. Postal Inspector's Office. 

The courses have covered, Tactical Rifle, Ballistic Sheld and advanced Tactical Pistol Shooting 
methods. 

In addition, 91 1 Range master MST SGT Ken Craft has issued for several large enforcement 
operations Night Vision Goggles, GPS Units as well as distance locators. 

The 9 1 1 Tactical Ranges is a tremendous support asset to the DEA and its Task Force Units. 

Thank you, 

GS Brian Averi, DENATF 
412.472.0475 



PI- 





DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
Emergency Management Strategic Healthcare Group 

VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System 

' c c l  71 80 Highland Drive, 
Bldg. I, Room 6036 West 

Pittsburgh, PA 15206-1 297 

June 14,2005 

In Reply Refer To: 

Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Dear Chairman, 

As Area Manager for the National Disaster Medical System (NDMS), please accept the 
information in this letter as fact regarding the NDMS and the 91 lth Air Lift Wing in 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

The NDMS is a single system to care for large numbers of casualties from either an 
overseas war or domestic disaster. The NDMS is a cooperative effort of the U.S. Public 
Health Service (USPHS), Department of Veteran Affairs (DVA), Department of Defense 
(DoD), Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), state and local governments 
and the private sector. There are more than 100,000 pre-committed nonfederal acute 
care hospital beds in more than 1,700 hospitals in the United States that are part of the 
NDMS. 

The 91 1" ALW has been the reception site for incoming patients to Pittsburgh under the 
NDMS plan. For the past eighteen (1 8) years, we have brought together Federal, State, 
County, City, Joint Military Services to include the Army, Navy, and Marines, along with 
the private sector agencies at the 91 lth base to hold NDMS exercises. These exercises 
have determined that the 91 lth and Pittsburgh are ready and able to receive patients 
from any war or disaster that could strike our country. 

The VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System is a Federal Coordinating Center (FCC) for the 
NDMS. The VA is responsible for 40 of the 70 FCC in the country. Out of the 40 NDMS- 
FCC coordinated by the VA nationwide, Pittsburgh is the third largest for NDMS hospital 
beds minimally set aside by private sector hospitals for the program. In addition, we are 
the fourth largest nationwidesfor the maximum number of beds set aside by private 
sector hospitals for the NDMS program. We have over 3000 hospital beds promised by 
73 private sector hospitals in the Greater Pittsburgh area for this nationwide system. 
The hospitals in the Pittsburgh medical complex are world class. This makes us one of 
the top four sites in the entire country to deliver patients to when a large-scale disaster 
strikes. The 91 lfh ALW has the expertise from these medical complexes for both an 
Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron, which is the medical flight crew for the patients on 

poll 



2. 
the C-1 30Js, and an Aeromedical Staging Squadron that offloads and processes the 
patients when they have arrived in Pittsburgh. 

There have been many exercises with the 91 1 th ALW, to include the Civil Air Patrol, 
U.S. Navy Reserves, PA Air National Guard, U.S. Army and U.S. Marines, in addition to 
the VA, Pittsburgh hospitals, and ambulance services. Huey and Chinook helicopters 
and C-141 aircraft, along with combat drop zones have been utilized in these exercises. 
The last exercise specifically was preparing to receive patients from an overseas 
conflict. The local hospitals are notified of the anticipated disaster, and the number of 
bed spaces is given from each area hospital. The patients are taken from the aircraft, to 
a hangar, triaged, and emergency care provided. The patients are then sent via 
ambulances and helicopters to area hospitals minutes away for treatment and 
admission. 

During Desert Shield/ Storm, the 91 lth ALW at Pittsburgh was designated as one of the 
nation's primary areas for receiving casualties from the war. Pittsburgh has a great 
wealth of medical centers and trauma centers capable of receiving the most critical 
patients. The destination hospital of the patient would be based on the patient's needs. 
A patient with chemical burns would be taken to one of the City's premiere burn units. 

One could argue that the NDMS might utilize the National Guard base at Pittsburgh 
International Airport or the Allegheny County Airport as a reception site for C-130 planes 
full of patients from a war or national disaster. However, those airports do not have the 
proper maintenance crews, spare parts, special equipment, medical crews, etc., needed 
to service the C-I 30 aircraft as the 91 lth base has. Youngstown could service C-130 

(J aircraft, but it would not be in the patient's best interest to be transferred for a two or 
three hour ambulance drive from Ohio to the extensive civilian medical complex in 
Pittsburgh. 

Since I am the NDMS Area Manager for Western Pennsylvania and Northern West 
Virginia and have the history and the knowledge of the importance of our area to this 
program, I would be most willing to testify to the need of the 91 1 th Air Lift Wing to remain 
in Pittsburgh. 

Respectfully, ----\ 

David R. Rossi 
Area Emergency Manager 
National Disaster Medical System 
VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System 
71 80 Highland Drive 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15206 





Commuting Distance 
- Miles round trip 

Operations and Maintenance (Pope): 800 

Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron (Y oungstown) : fl 
Expeditionary Combat Support ( 0  ffutt) : 800 ' 2  a 

- Personnel 
Nearly 95% of Reservists are not expected to relocate 
- Massive Experience Lost 

MILITARY AFFAIRS COUNCIL OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA * PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 



Date: June 18, 2005 

To: Bob Cook, Deputy Director 
Mike Flinn, Senior Analyst, Air Force 
Timothy B. McGregor, Senior Air Force Analyst 

From: Charles L. Holsworth, Western Pennsylvania BRAC Task Force Director 

RE: Point Paper, Specific BRAC Impact Concerns- Air Force 

I have attached the POINT PAPER you requested during our discussion on June 9,2005 
there at the BRAC offices. I hope that this paper explains in much more detail what we 
discussed at that meeting. 

Charles L. "Chip" Holsworth 
BRAC Task Force Headquarters 
1550 Coraopolis Heights Road 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108 
4 12-490-5092 

IV 412-490-5048 (fax) 



SPECIFIC BRAC IMPACT CONCERNS - AIR FORCE 
BRAC TASK FORCE OF WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA 

We of the Military Affairs Council of Western Pennsylvania BRAC Task Force have serious 
concerns about the nation maintaining an effective strategic reserve that are trained and ready to 
defend the nation in time of war or contingency. The impact to the Reserve Forces from 
proposals in the BRAC 2005 Report includes closing four C-130 Air Force Reserve (AFRC) 
Wings, five Air National Guard (ANG) C-130 Wings, two C- 135 AFRC Wings and five C-135 
ANG Wings and one AFRC A-10 Wing and two ANG A-10 Wings. All Air Force Reserve 
proposed changes in the Report are shown by unit and state in Appendix A, this White Paper, 
"DoD BRAC Announcement 13 May 05 - Impact on AFRC." This list excludes Wings that are 
remaining in place with new tasking. 

Military policies for the United States must fairly support the long-term defense capability 
requirements of our Nation. The basic motivation of soldiers, sailors and airman is to continue 
their careers and make a contribution to U.S. national defense in the Global War on Terrorism 
(GWOT). MAC of western Pennsylvania and the ROA do not believe that the BRAC 2005 
proposals will not allow a majority of citizen soldiers of the AF Reserve and Air National Guard 
to continue to support the GWOT and in fact, works contrary to those motivations. 

Specific concerns about the BRAC 2005 Report follow. 

The proposed changes will impact Reserve Forces retention and future recruiting of 
reserve forces. By changing the demographics of Reserve Component bases, at current 
count, over 5,000 Air Force Reservists alone will be required to "commute" hundreds of 
miles to Unit Training Assembly (UTA) every month (and even more reservists from the 
Air National Guard.) If these changes are enacted, these servicemen and women will 
very likely not be able to afford the monthly travel expensel travel time and many will 
leave the military. Appendix B, "AFRC Groups Moving - Distance Impact", shows that 
a total of over seventy million miles (70,000,000) per year un-reimbursed travel would be 
required for monthly UTA by Operation Maintenance Groups (page 1) and 
Expeditionary Combat Support units ('age 2). The current DoD definition of reasonable 
commuting distance is 100 mile radius from the drill site and none of the proposed 
locations comply with this DoD policy. Also, there is a lack of personnel to recruit and 
very likely also a lack of trained personnel that are required for the tasking at many of the 
new bases for "realigned" units. If these changes and "realignments" were directed for 
active duty units, personnel would be paid to move to the new base location. This does 
not occur for traditional reservists whose choice is "commute" a long distance usually at 
their own expense, find another Reserve or Guard position in another nearby unit, retire 
(only if they have 20 good years of service) or transfer to the Not Affiliated Reserve 
Section (NARS) of the Air Reserve Personnel Center. 

2. The proposed changes will likely result in a loss of Air Force skills and experience that 
DoD and USAF desperately need to fight GWOT. Many of these BRAC 2005 
recommendations ignore the cost efficiencies of a trained and ready reserve which 

Prrr contrasts with the cost of hiring new personnel, without any prior military training. 
Inexperience, increased training costs, increased recruiting incentives, and loss of 



community support in the short term will outweigh long term savings that are projected in 
the BRAC 2005 Report. DoD is relying heavily on Reserve and Guard personnel for 
mission tasking where there currently is insufficient active duty manpower available. 
Obviously jets and turbo-prop aircraft can travel distances faster than a truck convoy, but 
air travel and transport both need hlly trained aircrew and aircraft maintenance personnel 
to launch and fly the airplane in a short period of pre-flight time. If these critical 
personnel do not live near their base, great delays will occur in launchinglmaintaining 
large numbers of airlift aircraft for quickly emerging tasking for GWOT. 

3. Concerns relating to strategic issues that are stated in the DoD NATIONAL DEFENSE 
STRATEGY (NDS), issued by SECDEF, 1 Mar 2005, follow. 

a. NDS states that a "layered approach" capacity is needed to defeat missiles1WMD 
from a distance and defeat threats from a distance. Closing AFRIANG bases 
andlor moving units to a few AFBs close to oceans1Gulf of Mexico do not 
contribute to the NDS goals. It appears to us that dispersed locations, with some 
consolidations, would better support U.S. national defense and the homeland 
defense scenarios of the USNORTHCOM. 

b. A NDS goal is management of "Force management risks" for a ready force. We 
do not believe that the BRAC 2005 proposals help manage these personnel risks. 

c. NDS desires "greater flexibility" to contend with uncertainty by not overly 
concentrating forces in a few locations. How do BRAC 2005 proposals 
contribute to this goal where multiple AFRIANG units close or move to a few 
AFB's? How does this lower the operational vulnerability for DoD military 
forces? ROA's position is that strategic dispersal of aircraft is required for 
security of personnel, aircraft and facilities. 

d. Nationally, a local example of "readiness" is the "Fire Station" which has a 
specific territory to cover. Regarding USNORTHCOM and readiness 
requirements from the Governors of each state across the country, the local "Fire 
Station" can not be 500 to 1,000 miles away. 

4. Where is the "strategy to capability" linkage for the next twenty years? Documents such 
as the Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR), to be released in 2006, and the Mobility 
Capability Study "XX" (MCS XX is to update MRSO5 in mid-2005) are crucial to 
effective, long-term "Transformation" of USAF and DoD. Without access to these 
documents, the BRAC 2005 Report is premature and cannot be viewed as a 
comprehensive review of current military structure versus future needs. 

The nation needs all the C-130 and C-135 aircraft capability from the current DoD inventory 
until replacement aircraft are produced and delivered to USAF. The BRAC 2005 Report states 
"documented imbalance in the activelreserve manning mix for C-130s." Where is it 
documented? This has not been briefed to the Congress and funding requested for the 
"shortfall". Therefore, the "shortfall" is not validated national policy and should be excluded 
from all discussion of the BRAC 2005 Report. 



qyr 
The Congress is concerned about potential USAF retirement of C-130 E and KC-135 aircraft and 
prohibited this action during FY06 by inclusion in the Senate Armed Services Committee FY 06 
NDAA Mark in May 2005. USAF has requested the Congress to authorize and fund C-130J-30 
aircraft under a multi-year contract beginning in FY06. In ROAYs opinion, no action should be 
taken to reduce the number of C-130 aircraft, aircrews and aircraft maintenance personnel until 
the QDR and MCS XX studies are released and future C-130 J aircraft become available to 
deploy to field units, including the AFRC and ANG. The C-130J-30 will have a lower life cycle 
cost for the next 30 years due to its 3 aircrew positions which replaces 5 aircrew positions in the 
C-130 EIH. 

Further, with the large number of C-130s no longer based at Pope AFB, an AFRC Associate 
Wing of 16 aircraft can not fly enough daily Ft Bragg airborne training missions to meet Army 
requirements without aircraft flying in from other AFBs. By "Realigning" C130H aircraft 
assigned to AFRC to active duty bases, this allows active duty Air Force to "re-capitalize" AFRC 
assigned aircraft (and retire active C-130Es) that have been providing airlift support to the Air 
Force for decades to augment the heavy tasking by DoD for the over 40 year old fleet of 186 C- 
1 30EYs that are not assigned to the AFRC or ANG. 

All current AFRC and ANG bases with C-130 assigned aircraft should remain open for training 
Reserve support personnel to meet on-going Air Force AEF deployment taskings, regardless of 
assignmentlnon-assignment of C-130 or other USAF missions Reserve Forces bases. To reduce 

Pw infrastructure costs, AF Agile Combat Support transformation concepts should be considered. 
Examples might be regional mission support centers for personnel, budget, supply, and 
transportation to include part-time personnel and office supply vendors with direct delivery to 
offices at the reserve base. 

In conclusion, the major flaw in the actions proposed in the BRAC 2005 Report, Air Force 
section, is the total disregard of the crucial factor in all military operations -"personnel." The 
report in many places talks about retaining highly trained, experienced reserve personnel and the 
recruiting potential within the region. However, the proposed actions do not accomplish the 
goals of BRAC 2005. Therefore, dramatic changes need to be made to the proposals to provide 
the capability for reserve personnel to train and support DoD missions. Any changes should 
conform to DoD guidelines for a reasonable commuting distance of 100 miles from the training 
site. 

Appendix A - DoD BRAC - Impact on AFRC 
Appendix B - AFRC Groups Moving - Distances Impact 
Appendix C- AFRC Exped. Combat Spt. (ECS) Moving- Distance Impact 



QW DOD BRAC- IMPACT ON AFRC 

State Base / Page AIRCRAFT ECSIWG HQ 
Wing 

AL - Maxwell AF-39 
908 AW 

AZ - Luke AF-9 
944 FW 

CA - Beale AF-10 
940 ARW 

March AF-11 
452 AMW 

Vandenberg AF-41 
939 ARW 

CO - ARPC H&SA-33 

Buckley AF-22 
New Gp 

Peterson AF-43 
302 AW 

Schriever AF-33 
31 0 Space Gp 

FL - Eglin (DON-21) 

ACTION 

Gain 4 C130H 

Lose 15 F-16 
New Mission 

Lose 8 KC135 
New Mission 

Gain 4 KC135 

None 

None 

None 

Gain 4 C130H 

ACTION 

No change 

No Change 

No Change 

No Change 

Wg HQ and ECS From Portland 

Personnel Processing to Randolph; 
IMA Mgmt to Robins/HQ AFRC 

ECS From New Orleans 

No change 
Build new AD Associate to AFR 

None Partial ECS from Niagara 
(No APS, CE, or Aeromed) 

None Wing HQ and ECS from Willow Grove 
Not in announcement - Willow Grove Wg HQ/ ECS to E&n - 

Homestead AF-47,50 Gain 9 F16 No Change 
482 FW 

MacDill AF-10,37 Build New Res ECS, WG HQ from Selfridge 
927 ARW Assoc to 16 KC135 (AD) 

GA - Dobbins AF-52 Gain 4 C130H No Change 
94 AW 

Robins H&SA-33 None ARPC IMA Mgt from Denver 

Appendix A 



qw State Base /Page AIRCRAFT E C S N G  HQ 
Wing ACTION ACTION 

LA - Barksdale AF-6,22 Gain 9 A10 No Change 
917 WG 

N. Orleans (AFRC Close) Lose 15 A-10 926 ECS to Buckley; 
926 FW AF-22 (ANG Remains) 926 WG HQ to Nellis 

MI  - Selfridge (AFRC Close) Lose 8 KC135 ECS. WG HQ to MacDill 
927 ARW AF-10 (ANG Remains) 

MO - Whiteman AF-22 Gain 9 A1 0 No Change 
442 FW 

NC - Pope/Ft Bragg AF-35,52 Gain 16 C130H ECS, WG HQ from Gen Mitchell 
440 Awl91 1 AW Build AD Assoc to Res 

Seymour-Johnson Gain 8 KC135R No Change 
91 6 ARW AF-37 Build AD Assoc to Res 

None 

NV - Nellis AF-22 None 
926 FW 

ECS, WG HQ from Pittsburgh 

WG HQ from New Orleans 

NY - Niagara (Close) Lose 8 C130H ECS to Schriever; 
914 AW AF-33 Base Closes WG HQ to Langley 

CES to Lackland 

OH - Youngstown AF-35 None 
910 AW 

Aeromed ECS from Pittsburgh 

OK - Tinker AF-23,41 Gain 4 KC135R No change 
507 ARW Build ANG Assoc to AFR 

O R  - Portland (AFRC Close) Lose 8 KC135R ECS, WG HQ to Vandenberg 
939 ARW AF-41 (ANG Remains) 304 RQS to McChord 

PA - Pittsburgh (AFRC Close) Lose 8 C130H ECS, WG HQ to Offutt 
911 AW AF-35 (ANG Remains) Aeromed to Youngstown 

Willow Grove (Close) Lose 8 C130E 913 ECS to Eglin 
913 AW DON-21 (A/C loss and ECS move not in announcement) 

Appendix A 



I(Iw State Base l Page AIRCRAFT ECS/WG HQ 
Wing ACTION ACTION 

TX - Carswell AF-47 Gain 9 F16 No Change 
301 FW 

Lackland AF-33 None 
914 CES 

CES ECS from Niagara 

Randolph H&SA-33 None ARPC Personnel Processing from Denver 

UT - Hill AF-47 
419 FW 

Lose 15 F-16 No change 
New Assoc 

VA - Langley AF-33 None 
914 AW 

WA - McChord AF-41 None 
304 RQS 

WG HQ from Niagara 

304 RQS from Portland 

WI - Gen Mitchell (AFRC Close) Lose 8 C130H ECS, WG HQ to Ft  Bragg 
440 AW AF-52 (ANG Remains) 

Appendix A 





STATEICITY 
Unit Move 

LA - N. Orleans 
926 ECS to Buckley CO 

MI - Selfridge 
927 ECS to MacDill FL 

NY - Niagara 
914 ECS to 310 Space Gp/ 

AFRCJSchriever CO 
914 CES to Lackland TX 

DOD BRAC REPORT 2005 
AFRC EXPED. COMBAT SPT. (ECS) MOVING - Distance Impact 

PERS MILES FY FTTOTAL 
FT TR Round-Trip UTAs MILES 

OR - Portland . 

4 C135R OG/MG& ECS tovandenberg CA 75 437 750 12 3,900,000 

PA - Pittsburgh 
New Res. Wg; 911 ECS to Offutt NE 

Willow Grove 
913 ECS to Eglin FL 

92 APS to Eglin FL 

WI - Gen Mitchell 
440 ECS to Ft Bragg/NC 100 753 750 12 6,750,000 

TOTALS: 578 3,627 N/ A N/A 39,950,000 

Appendix C 





DoD Estimated Payback Figures 
- Pope, Pittsburgh, Yeager - Saves Government 

$2.5 Billion* 

- Pittsburgh does not have stand alone figures 

* Base Closure and Realignment Report, Val. V ,  part 1, page 157-1 58 
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Clu' Pope Air Force Base, NC Pittsburgh International Airport Air Reserve Station, and Yeager 
Air Guard Station, WV, Little Rock Air Force Base, AR 

Recommendation: Realign Pope Air Force Base (Air Force Base), North Carolina. Distribute 
the 43d Airlift Wing's C-130E aircraft (25 aircraft) to the 3 14th Airlift Wing, Little Rock Air 
Force Base, Arkansas; realign the 23d Fighter Group's A-10 aircraft (36 aircraft) to Moody Air 
Force Base, Georgia; transfer real property accountability to the Army; disestablish the 43rd 
Medical Group and establish a medical squadron. At Little Rock Air Force Base, Arkansas, 
realign eight C-130E aircraft to backup inventory; retire 27 C-130Es; realign one C- 1305 aircraft 
to the 143d Airlift Wing (ANG), Quonset State Airport Air Guard Station, Rhode Island; two C- 
13OJs to the 146th Airlift Wing (ANG), Channel Islands Air Guard Station, California; and 
transfer four C-13OJs from the 3 14th Airlift Wing (AD) to the 189th Airlift Wing (ANG), Little 
Rock Air Force Base. 

Realign Yeager Airport Air Guard Station (AGS), West Virginia, by realigning eight C- 130H 
aircraft to PopeIFort Bragg to form a 16 aircraft active duty1Reserve associate unit, and by 
relocating flying-related expeditionary combat support (ECS) to Eastern West Virginia Regional 
AirportIShepherd Field AGS (aerial port and fire fighters). Close Pittsburgh International 
Airport (IAP) Air Reserve Station (ARS), Pennsylvania and relocate 91 1th Airlift Wing's 
(AFRC) eight C- 13 OH aircraft to PopeEort Bragg to form a 16 aircraft activelreserve associate 
unit. Relocate AFRC operations and maintenance manpower to Pope/Ft. Bragg. Relocate flight 
related ECS (aeromedical squadron) to Youngstown- Warren Regional APT ARS. Relocate all 
remaining Pittsburgh ECS and headquarters manpower to Ofht t  Air Force Base, Nebraska. Air 
National Guard units at Pittsburgh are unaffected. 

Justification: Downsizing Pope Air Force Base takes advantage of mission-specific 
consolidation opportunities to reduce operational costs, maintenance costs and the manpower 
footprint. The smaller manpower footprint facilitates transfer of the installation to the Army. 
Active duty C- 130s and A- 10s will move to Little Rock (1 7-airlift) and Moody (1 1 -SOF/CSAR), 
respectively, to consolidate force structure at those two bases and enable Army recommendations 
at Pope. At Little Rock, older aircraft are retired or converted to back-up inventory and J-model 
C-130s are aligned under the Air National Guard. Little Rock grows to become the single major 
active duty C-130 unit, streamlining maintenance and operation of this aging weapon system. At 
Pope, the synergistic, multi-service relationship will continue between Army airborne and Air 
Force airlift forces with the creation of an active dutyReserve associate unit. The C-130 unit 
remains as an Army tenant on an expanded Ft. Bragg. With the disestablishment of the 43rd 
Medical Group, the AF will maintain the required manpower to provide primary care, flight and 
occupational medicine to support the Air Force active duty military members. The Army will 
maintain the required manpower necessary to provide primary care, flight and occupational 
medicine to support the Army active duty military members. The Army will provide ancillary 
and specialty medical services for all assigned Army and Air Force military members (lab, x-ray, 
pharmacy, etc). 

\< 
The major command's capacity briefing reported Pittsburgh ARS land constraints prevented the/ 
installation from hosting more than 10 C- 130 aircragfind Yeager AGS cannot support more than 
eight C-130s. Careful analysis of mission capability indicates that it is more appropriate to 



robust the proposed airlift mission at Fort Bragg to an optimal 16 aircraft C-130 squadron, which 
provides greater military value and offers unique opportunities for Jointness. 

Payback: The total estimated one-time cost to the Department of Defense to implement this 
recommendation is $218 million. The net of all costs and savings to the Department during the 
implementation period is a savings of $653 million. Annual recurring savings to the Department 
after implementation are $197 million, with an immediate payback expected. The net present 
value of the cost and savings to the Department over 20 years is a savings of $2,5 15 million. 

Economic Impact on Communities: Assuming no economic recovery, this recommendation 
could result in a maximum potential reduction of 7,840 jobs (4,700 direct jobs and 3,140 indirect 
jobs) over the 2006-201 1 period in the Fayetteville, North Carolina Metropolitan Statistical 
economic area, which is 4.01 percent of economic area employment. 

Assuming no economic recovery, this recommendation could result in a maximum potential 
reduction of 246 jobs (156 direct jobs and 90 indirect jobs) over the 2006-201 I period in the 
Charleston, West Virginia Metropolitan Statistical economic area, which is 0.14 percent of 
economic area employment. 

Assuming no economic recovery, this recommendation could result in a maximum potential 
reduction of 581 jobs (3Qldirect jobs and 259, indirect jobs) over the 2006-201 1 period in the 
Pittsburgh, ~ e n k s ~ l v a n i a  Metropolitan Statistical economic area, which is less than 0.1 percent 
of  economic area employment. The aggregate economic impact of all recommended actions on 

iu these economic regions of influence was considered and is at Appendix B of Volume I. 

Impact on Community Infrastructure: A review of the community attributes indicates no 
issues regarding the ability of the infrastructure of the communities to support forces, missions 
and personnel. There are no known community infrastructure impediments to implementation of 
all recommendations affecting the installations in this recommendation. 

Environmental Impact: There are potential impacts to air quality; cultural, archeological, or 
tribal resources; land use constraints or sensitive resource areas; noise; threatened and 
endangered species or critical habitat; waste management; water resources; and wetlands that 
may need to be considered during the implementation of this recommendation. There are no 
anticipated impacts to dredging; or marine mammals, resources, or sanctuaries. Impacts of costs 
include $1.29 million in costs for environmental compliance and waste management. These 
costs were included in the payback calculation. There are no anticipated impacts to the costs of 
environmental restoration. The aggregate environmental impact of all recommended BRAC 
actions affecting the installations in this recommendation have been reviewed. There are no 
known environmental impediments to the implementation of this recommendation. 
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int Readiness Center 

Concept: Build on existing assets, personnel, 
and extensive community infrastructure 
(medical, higher education, and first responders) 
within the Pittsburgh region to address military 
and homeland defense needs 
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REGIONAL JOINT READINESS CENTER (RJRC) 
A VALUE-ADDED REGIONAL RESOURCE 

AN ANALYSIS AND ASSESSMENT OF THE RJRC, BASED ON DEFENSE =AT REDUCTION AGENCY SCENARIOS AND 
ADAPTED TO THE PITTSBURGH AND THE SOUTHWEST REGION, REVEAL ITS INTRINSIC VALUE TO DOD, DHS AND LOCAL, 
REGIONAL, STATE, AND FEDERAL AGENCIES IN THEIR CAPACITY AND 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR EMERGENCY PREPARATION AND RESPONSE IN THE 
GLOBAL WAR ON TERRORISM. 

AS A CENTER FOR LINKING THE NEARBY CAPABILITIES, RESOURCES, AND 
RESPONSE POTENTIAL OF DOD MILITARY, HOMELAND SECURITY, MEDCIAL, AND 
NON-GOVERNMENTAL OFFICES, THE RJRC PROVIDES UNLIMITED SPACE AND IS 
IDEALLY AND GEOSTRATEGICALLY LOCATED TO SERVE U.S. NATIONAL 

OF SCENARIO-BASED TERRORIST AND WMD EVENTS REVEAL ITS INTRINSIC 
VALUE TO DOD AND THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. 

INTERESTS. CAREFUL REVIEW AND ASSESSMENT OF THE RJRC IN THE CONTEXT 

THE RJRC I S  THE C4 TAL YSTFOR: 
* JOINT OPERATIONS = OPERA RONAL EFFICIENCIES 
* REGIONAL FACILITY CONSOLIDATION = COSTS WNGS 
* RAPID RESPONSE TO NATIONAL EMERGENCIES = LNES SAYED 
* PRE-POSITIONED LOGISTICAL SUPPORT = RAPID EMERGENCYRESPONSE 
* REGIONAL AND DOD MEDICAL TRAINING FOR 610-TERROR = 610-SECURITY 
* STANDOFF FOCAL POINT FOR GWOT TRAINING AND EXERCISES = ENHANCED PHYSIC;AL S E C U .  
* MILITARY, DHS, MEDICAL, AND NON-DOD COORDINATION/TRAINING = REALIS77C PREPARA77ONS 

R JRC SCENARIO-BASED VALUE ADDED 
----- 

o For the region, the RJRC is ideally suited to provide for Joint contingency 
planning, training, and exercise support. 

o RJRC facilitated community and DoD partnerships create realistic 
opportunities for scenario-driven training exercises and emergency response 
incorporating a full array of USG, DoD, medical and non-DoD assets. 

o RJRC Joint opportunities create situational awareness and develop enhanced 
planning, training, and interoperability between non-DoD agencies such as the 
Regional Joint Terrorism Task Force and the FBI's Joint Operation Center. 

o Consolidation of sites to the RJRC creates enhanced operational capability for 
communication, coordination, integration and creates long-term cost savings. 

o RJRC provides space for established structures and communication plug-ins. 

o For the United States, the RJRC provides for a more secure location 
for DoD and DHS roles and missions execution - uniquely situated away from 
East Coast urban concentrations. 

o RJRC provide stand-off capabilities to respond to bio-terrorism 
contingencies. 

o The RJRC affords most realistic location for scenariodriven Joint 
bio-terrorism training exercises. 

o RJRC scenario-driven exercises permit incorporation of medical 
activities such as UPMC, IMITS, NDMS in a joint environment with DHS and 
local DoD elements such as 171' Wing (Expeditionary Medical Support) or 
9 1 1' Airlift Wing. 

o RJRC affords adequate space for the pre-positioning of contingency 
I_--. - , a 





a t 
oint Readiness Center 

Kelly Reserve 
023'~ Postal 

*303rd CyOps 
*864th Replacement 
02"~/3 12 Training 

1 Kelly Support I- 

I Naval & Marines 
Reserve I- 

99" HQ Building 
133,000 SF 
32 Acres 
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I Vacant Land I 
I I 
I 6.65 Acres I 
I 
11111111111111111111111 

I 
111111 

Commissary & PX 
50,ooo SF 

Kelly Neville Island 
Maintenance 

20,000 SF 



1 - f i  v! 

Readiness Center 

l7lSt  ARW 

Joint Inter-Agency Coordination Group 

Commissary & PX 
Maintenance 

99th Building 
Joint Reserve 

1 JIACG t- 
Distance Learning 
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Homeland Security 
*FAA 
*TSA 
*CBP 
DE A 

*U. S. Coast Guard 
*Secret Service 
*FBI 

Medical Component 
*Univ. of Pittsburgh Medical Center 

*National Disaster Medical System 

*Integrated Medical IT System 

*Special Operations Performance 
Enhancement and Injury Prevention Lab 

*Institute for Simulation, Education and 
Research 
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( Recognize DoD use of selection criteria 
- Focus of 9 I 1 th and potential impact on entire 

military value of Pittsburgh region to include 
99th Regional Readiness Command 

Charles E. Kelly Support Facility 

Implications on joint aspect of national defense and 
homeland security 
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The BRAC Task Force has grave concerns 
about the nation maintaining an effective 
strategic reserve that are trained and ready to 
defend the nation. Proposed changes will: 
- Impact retention and future recruiting of Reserve 

Forces 

- Result in a loss of expert skills and experience that 
DoD and USAF need to fight the global war on 
terrorism 

- Strategic issues that are stated in DoD National 
Defense Strategy (NDS) 

Where is the "strategy to capability'' linkage for the next 
tw-enty years? 

- The nation needs the capability of Reserve C- 130 
and C- 13 5 aircraft from the current DoD inventory 
until replacement aircraft are produced and 
delivered to USAF 
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1 - The major flaw in actions proposed in BRAC 2005 
Report, Air Force section, indicates total disregard 
for personnel in all military actions 

Proposed actions do not accomplish the goals of BRAC 
2005 

Dramatic changes need to provide the capability for 
reserve personnel to train and support DoD missions 
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Job losses would be greater (25 % of regional 
employment) than 10 C-130 units slated for closing 

0.30 % -(1 

BRAC / 1 TASK FORCE REVIEW 1 
Estimate .lob Losses 

Prom BHAC 

Estimate Tot.11 Eqakalen l  

Jab Lasses from BRAC 

Employment ill 

Pittsburgh MS.4 
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1995 BRAC Commission Recommendation 
- "The commission found that the low operating costs 

and expansion opportunities were not fully 
considered by the Air Force" 

- 1995 BRAC Commission, Final Report 
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Show Stoppers According to DOD 
- Pittsburgh - Land 

Any additional aircraft over 8 -"landn - is a showstopper and no 
additional calculations were made (page 17) 

- General Mitchell - Land 
Any additional aircraft over I?- - "land" - is a showstopper and no 
additional calculations for Milcon and Other Procurenlent were 
identified (page 1 I )  

- Selfridge - Ramp 
Any additional aircraft over 12 - "ramp" - is a showstopper and no 
additional calculations for Milcon and other Procurement were 
identified (page 36) 
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Airlift Wing 

Air Force Reserve 
Command Capacity 
Analysis Briefing 
Phase I1 - 
Showstopper - Land 

No further 
calculations done 

BUILDABLE ACRES FOR 
TNDUSTRIAL GROWTH 

I El DoD SCORE W REVISED I 
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Impact on Joint Use 

I Army Rectuit~na 1 4,000 square feet 1 356,000 1 372,000 I 

- Cost of relocation 
MEPS 

- PYM cost to construct new factlrty 

Annual Rents (estlrnated)* 

I Artnv Corns of Enrineers 1 4.000 sauare feet 1 356.000 1 572.000 I 

Con~rnun~cal~ons 

I Civil Atr Patrol 1 1.000 sauare feel I $56.000 / S72.000 I 

Square Feet Needed 

8,000 squan: feet 

Navy Seabees 

U S . 0  Kecru~tmg 
Setvices 

*1614-$lY/square foot, based on comparable fac~l~r!es In P~rtsbursl~ marker. 6i05 

**  moving costs cst~mated to equal I year's rent 
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SI 4 Rent1 Sa. Foot 

$1 12,000 

20.000 square feet 

8.000 square feet 

$18 Rent1 Sq. Foot 

SIJ4,OOO 

3280.000 

$1 12,000 

S360,OOO 

S 144,000 



Firing Range 
- Utilized by over 50 Government and Civilian 

Agencies 

- Cost savings well over $200,000 
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Military Entry Processing Station (MEPS) 
- Support MEPS at 9 1 1 th AW 

- Lodging, testing, troop feeding 

- $1,039,000 annual cost savings to Government 
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National Medical Disaster System - NDMS 
- One of Top 4 Patient Delivery Sites in the Entire 

Country 

- Top Site 
Prime Location 
- 73 Local Hospitals 

What will happen if we lose the 91 I th capabilities? 

Commuting Distance 
- Miles round trip 

Operations and Maintenance (Pope): 800 
Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron (Youngstown): 60 

Expeditionary Combat Support (Ofhtt): 800 

- Personnel 
Nearly 95% of Reservists are not expected to relocate 
- Massive Experience Lost 
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DoD Estimated Payback Figures 
- Pope, Pittsburgh, Yeager - Saves Government 

$2.5 Billion* 

- Pittsburgh does not have stand alone figures 

I * Base Closz~re and Realigr~ment Repurr, V d .  I: pcirt I ,  page 15 7-158 
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Concept: Build on existing assets, personnel, 
and  extensive community infrastructure 
(medical, higher education, and first responders) 
within the Pittsburgh region to address military 
and homeland defense needs 
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Cost of Operations and Manpower Implications 
- Co-location o f  military and non-DoD personnel will offer 

significant cost  savings 
Operations 
Maintenance 
Ilistance and shared learning 
linhanced co~nmunications/coordination in normal and crisis operations 
Integration of military and lion-DoD fi~nctions for highly efficient, 
streamlined crisis and surge response capabilities 

- Availability o f  highly reliable air  service through PIT 
All-wzalher airport with few to no interruptions 
24-hour FAA tower and fire protection 
Ability to accomnlodate aircraft of all sir.es and short-field landing practices 
Greatcr diversion capacity than any other airport on the east coast 
4 major runways, offering siniultaneous arrival and departure capabilities 
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Kelly Reserve 
.2YJ Postal 

.3031d CyOps 
-864* Replacement 
.2""!312 I'rainmg 

I Kelly Support 
11,000 SF t 
MEPS 

Naval Sr Marines 
Reserve 

99th HQ Building 
133,000 SF 
32 Acres 

Vacant Land 
6.65 Acres 
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Commissary & PX 
50,000 SF 

Kelly Neville Island 
Maintenance 

70.000 S F  



I Joint Inter-Agency Coordinat ion G r o u p  

171" ARW Q 
Commissary & PX 

Maintenance 

99Ih Building 
Joint Reserve t 

JIACG a 
Distance Learning 

Centers 

Homeland Security 
. F M  
+TSA 
.CBP 
.DEA 
.U S Coast Guud 
.Seael Servlce 
.FBI 

Medical Component 
.Ilniv of P~llshur~la .Wcdicsi Cenrei 

.h'aliosal Diwrccr blcdtcill Systelrl 
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PIT BKAC Task Force 
Charles L. Holsworth 

4 12-490-5092 
pitbrac@yahoo.com 
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PUTSBURGH BRAC TASK FORCE PROPOSED SCHEDULE-Tuesday, June 21,2005 
(a8 of 4t30 June 17,2005) 

12:30 - Pickup of BRAC Commissioner Newton and BRAC Staff Mike Flinn at  911AW lunch 
location. 

(Vehicle should be capable of taxiway access with Randy Forister, Mike 
Langley, Chip nolsworth, Rod Ruddock accampanying) 

12:40 to 12t55 - Tour by vehicle past the 9gth Headquarters building and around the airport 
area that is proposed to be used far 911AW uses and for a Joint Readiness 
Center. (BRAC Commissioner and Staff with riders) 

1rOO to 1:30 - MeetinglBriefing by the BRAC Task Force with BRAG Commissioner at 
Baker Engineering Conference Raom (by invitation) 
(Attendees must be In place by  1:15) 

1 :40 to 1 t55 - Elected officials meeting with Commissioner Newton next to press conf and 
rally site. 

2:00 to 230  - BRAC Commissioner Newton's Press Conference-(All invited) 

(To be held outside on aircraft parking ramp in vlcinlty of Baker 
Engineering, Cargo Building A) 
(Inclement weather plans move Inside Cargo Building A) 

2:15- 2:45 - Public Rally and Ceremony (All invited) 

2:25 - Return of Commissioner and Staff by vehicle across the airport ta passenger 
termlnal for departure. 

chip Hohuo~ti 
Charles L. "Chip" Holsworth 
BRAC Twk Force 
I550 Comopolis Heights Road 
Moon Township, PA 
4 12490-5092 
pitbrac@yahoo con1 


