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military value of Pittsburgh region to include 
99th Regional Readiness Command 
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Implications on joint aspect of national defense and 
homeland security 

J wk JaA-, u 

1 ;  1 ${ ,;Ic i 

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



c 
act 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 

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



w 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 

w 4 12-490-5092 
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 B U C  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 B U C  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 B U C  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. 

w 1. The proposed changes will impact Reserve Forces retention and hture 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 (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 w contrasts with the cost of hiring new personnel, without any prior military training. 
Inexperience, increased training costs, increased recruiting incentives, and loss of 



w 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 preflight 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 missiles/WMD 
from a distance and defeat threats from a distance. Closing AFWANG bases 
and/or moving units to a few AFBs close to oceans/Gulf 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 activeheserve manning mix for C-130s." Where is it 
documented? This has not been briefed to the Congress and funding requested for the 

w "shortfall". Therefore, the "shortfall" is not validated national policy and should be excluded 
from all discussion of the BRAC 2005 Report. 



w 
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 ROA's opinion, no action should be 
taken to reduce the number of '2-130 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- 
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 taskings, regardless of 
assignrnenthon-assignment of C-130 or other USAF missions Reserve Forces bases. To reduce 

(CII 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 



DOD BRAC- IMPACT ON AFRC 

State Base / Page AIRCRAFT ECStWG HQ 
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 HQ and ECS From Portland 

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

Buckley AF-22 None ECS From New Orleans 
New Gp 

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 FW 

MacDill AF-lO,37 Build New Res ECS, WG HQ from Selfridge 
927 ARWs 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 



w State Base / Page AIRCRAFT ECSIWG 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 F W  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 - PopeIFt 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 
916 ARW AF-37 Build AD Assoc to Res 

Offutt AF-35 None ECS, WG HQ from Pittsburgh 
911 AW 

NV - Nellis AF-22 None 
926 FW 

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 
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 

w 913 AW DON-21 (A/C loss and ECS move not in announcement) 

Appendix A 



w State Base /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 AP-33 None 
914 AW 

WA - McChord AP-41 None 
304 RQS 

WG HQ from Niagara 

304 RQS from Portland 

WI - Gen Mitchell (AFRC C1ose)Lose 8 C130H ECS, WG HQ to Pt Bragg 
440 AW AF-52 (ANG Remains) 

w 
Appendix A 



DOD BRAC REPORT 2005 
AFRC OPSIMAINT GROUPS MOVING - Distance Impact 

STATEICITY 
Unit Move 

LA - N. Orleans 
Lose 9A-10s; OG/MG - BarksdaleLA 
Lose 6A-10s; OG/MG - Whiteman MO 

926 FW HQ to Nellis 
MI - Selfridge 

927 ARW-Assoc. at MacDill FL 
NY- Niagara 

Lose C130s; 914 OGMG-L. Rock AR? 
914 AW HQ to Langley VA 

PERS 
FT TR 

TBD TBD 
TBD TBD 
30 60 

MILES 
Round-Trip 

FY FTTOTAL 
UTAs MILES 

OR - Portland 
4 C135 OGMG to Tinker OK 76 217 3,000 12 7,800,000 
4 C135 OG/MG pers/ECS VandenbergCA 76 217 750 12 1,900,000 
304 RS to McChord WA(0 a/c) TBD TBD 120 12 

PA - Pittsburgh 
Lose Cl3Os; 911 OGIMG-Ft Bragg NC 130 411 800 3,900,000 
Aeromed AES to Y'town OH 8 210 60 12 150,000 
Willow Grove NAS 
Lose C130s; OGIMG- TBD 130 411 TBD 12 TBD 

WI - Gen Mitchell 
440 OGIMG to Ft Bragg NC 130 411 750 12 3,700.000 

TOTALS: 351 1,175 NIA NIA 32,870,000 

Appendix B 



STATEJCITY 
Unit Move 

LA - N. Orleans 
926 ECS to Buckley CO 

M I  - Selfridge 
927 ECS to MacDill FL 

NY - Niagara 
914 ECS to 310 Space Gpl 

AFRClSchriever CO 
914 CES to Lackland TX 

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

PERS MILES FY FTTOTAL 
FT T R  Round-Trip UTAs MILES 

O R  - 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 114 590 800 12 5,650,000 

Willow Grove 
913 ECS to Eglin FL 94 585 900 12 6,300,000 

92 APS to Eglin FL 3 138 900 12 1,500,000 

W I  - Gen Mitchell , 
440 ECS to FQBragg/NC 100 753 750 12 6,750,000 

TOTALS: 578 3,627 NIA NJA 39,950,000 

Appendix C 
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U.S. AIR FORCE 

Deriving the Cost - Basis 

FY03 AFRC data extracted from Oracle Training 
Application (OTA) and MilPDS 
All Course information (BasiclSupplementall7- 
LevelFormal School Course Number, CDC numbers, 
etc) was obtained from HQ AFRC Functional 
Managers 

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 

Deriving the Cost 

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

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

a For CDC completion days (no cost associated) 
information was based on average # days from CDC 
ordered to CDC Completion 

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 

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

rn OJT Days costs are based on FY03 Pay Voucher 
information "Special Tour TCC-MA" 

rn 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  







3 to 5 Level Costs (by AFSC) 
*:* 

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

1 Total  Cost 1 
- 

AFSC NPS PS 

lAOXl(KC10) 23,682 22,211 

lAOXl(KC135) 1 5,944 13.360 

lAlXl(C130) 33,464 33.400 

lAlXl(C51 23,682 22,211 

lAlXl(C141) 13,608 10.688 

lAlXl(KCl0) 28.354 27,555 

Total  Cost I 1 Tota l  Cost 
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  



\D 3 to 5 Level Costs (by A FSC) 
To view detai/s...c/ick on AFSC *$* 

U.S. AIR FORCE 

Total Cost p + q T - I  1 AFSC 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -- 

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  

AFSC 

4JOX2 - 

Total  Cost . 
NPS 

23,778 22.160 

PS 

Total  Cost 
NPS 

13,165 

43,342 

13.900 

10.834 

PS 

11,295 

43,992 

11,022 

8,460 
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act 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- 13 5 aircraft from the current DoD inventorv 

J 

until replacement aircraft are produced and 
delivered to USAF 
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4 
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 f PIT* BRAC TASK FORCE 



Job losses would be greater (.25% of regional 
employment) than 10 C-130 units slated for closing 

* 
/' 

i 

'-" .fL 
; /] ' / I  

'-1 9755~ 

Task Force 

BRAC 

Estimate Job Losses 
From BRAC 1,416 

Employment in 
Pittsburgh MSA 

Impact on Region c . 1  % 

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* BRAC TASK FORCE 
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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 

99th - Secondary Full-Time Equivalent Jobs 

Total Payroll (est) $7,000,000 

Avg . Employee 
Income in Region* 

A/B - FTE Jobs 210 

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 



Direct Economic Impact 
Secondary Job Formula 

911th - Full-Time Equivalent Jobs 

Secondary FTE 
Direct Jobs 
Total FTE Jobs 

Jobs 

Economic Impact = $60,487,400 
. i J  i r \  

I 



Direct Economic Impact 
1 Secondary Job Formula 

911th - Secondary Full-Time Equivalent Jobs 
I 

Total Payroll 

Avg . Employee 
Income in Region* 

A/B - FTE Jobs 

Multiplier** 

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 



Direct Economic Impact 
Secondary Job Formula 

Kelly Support - Full-Time Equivalent Jobs 

Secondary FTE 
Direct Jobs 
Total FTE Jobs 

Jobs 

Economic Impact = $18,770,800 



Direct Economic Impact 
Secondary Job Formula 

Kelly Support - Secondary Full-Time 
Equivalent Jobs 

Total Payroll (est) $7,000,000 

Avg. Employee 
Income in Region* 

A/B - FTE Jobs 210 

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 



t 
f t  Wing 

p- 
-.. - - - . -. -- - 

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 * PIT. BRAC TASK FORCE 





THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

u 1700  NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 2 2 2 0 9  

703-696-0504 
ALAN J DIXON, CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSIONERS: 
AL C O R N E L U  
REBECCACOX 
GEN J. 8. DAVIS. USAFIRET) 
S. LEE KLlNG 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN IRETI  
MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA (RETI 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

July 1, 1995 

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

Dear Mr. Resident: 

We are pleased to submit the 1995 Defense Base Closure and Realignment report for your 
consideration. This report contains the Commission's findings and recommendations based on a 
thorough review and analysis of the recommendations made by the Secretary of Defense together 
with the Commission's recommendations 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 
v and written documentation. We held 16 regonal hearings across the country, visited 167milita1-y 

activities, and met with hundreds of local community groups. In 13 hearings in Washington, 
D.C., we received expert testimony h m  Department ofDefense officials, the General 
Accounting O5ce 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 installation 
recommended for closure or realignment has enjoyed a proud history and offereda priceless 
seMce to our nation. Our review indicates that, with a concerted effort, communities can recover 
from tbe impact of a base closure, but we realize that our recommendations will result in 
economic hardshiu for maw families and communities. We also realm that it is essential to our 
national security that we reduce our defense infrastructure in a carell, deliberate way. We 
believe our recommendationsd help the military s e ~ c e s  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 recommendations in this report regarding the 
post-closure activities of the federal government concerning military installations, as well as some 
ideas on how to address base closings in the future. 



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

w S. Lee Kling u 
C . . 



basing the unit at Wright-PattersonAFB. The com- 
munity is concemed about the continued exist- 
ence of the Springfield-Beckley Municipal b r t  
d the Guard unit leaves, as a significant portion d 
airport revenues will be lost. The community is 
also concemed about the economic impact on the 
community if the station closes. 

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

Commission Recommendrdion 
The Commission fmds the Secretary d Defense 
deviated s u b s t a n ~ y  from final criteria 4 and 5. 
Therefore, the Commission recommends the fol- 
lowing: Springfield-Beckley Municipal Auport Air 
Guard Station will reuam open. The Commission 
fu~ds this recommendation is consistent with the 
force-structure plan and final criteria 

Greats Pittsburgh IAP Air 

C0iegory:Au F m  R a m  
Micsiovr TarfimlAirIz~2 
One-time Cost None 
Savings: I9966OOI: Nwle 
AnnuaL None 

Rdurn on inveshnenf:Nane 
ffNAC ACiTON: Remain Open 

Secretmy of D e f i i  ReconunenrErdion 
Close Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station 
L4RS). The 911th AIM Wing will inactivate and 
its GI30 aircraft wiU be distributed to Air Force 
Reserve C-130 units at Dobbins ARB, Georgia and 
Peterson AFB, Colorado. 

The Air Force Reserve has more C-130 operating 
locations than necessary b effectively support the 
Fuse C-130 T ; d  n h e  Depxmmt cf D z h  
(DUD) Force Siruciure P'il Aiii70ugil Gieatei 

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 C-130 operations 
at c i d a n  d ie lds .  In addition, its location near a 
number cf AFRE5 and Air National Guard units pro- 
vides opportunities for its personnel to transfer 
and continue their service without exended havel. 

Community Concerns 
The community believes the cost analysis d the air 
reserve stations in this category was faulty. Spe- 
cifically, 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 Sla- 
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 parking apron currently being used 
under a ~nemomndum cf agreement with AUegh- 
eny County. The community disagrees with the 
Air Force color code mnking for the airfield evalu- 
ation, facilities condition. and air quality and 
maintains that lugher r a n h g  in accordance with 
real conditions would enhance military value. 

Commission Findings 
- 

The Coinmission found the costs to operate Pitts- 
burgh International lZlrpolt (I@) 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 af additional acreage at PItts- 
burgh LAP ARS, but determined it was inappropri- 
ate tn act on the offer pending the outcome d the 
base closure process. Review cf the November 
1 9 4  M e l d  Pavement Evaluation substantiated 
the cornmunity'sassertions the aufield can acwm- 
modate all types d aircraft. Information submitted 
by the community demonstrates AUegheny County 
Bureau d Fnvironmental Quality has applied to the 
US Euvirunmental Protection Agency b r  air quality 
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. 



Therefore, the Cczmission recomaends fhs fd -  
lor+ii~g: Gxzter Pitkblagb I,4? Ressne Pation 
wiii remain open. The Commission finds this rec- 
ommendation is consistent with the force-structure 
plzn and f m l  cdteria. 

v&ic~~< qf~c;;;swfzs,7;$a~e,7 
-. - . - 
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LU &.&?<S si@]caui &I& Slbmgs afid 
workload consolidation. 

Air Force p s i t i o x  on p;ec:.d wor!doad, cast 
sav-%s, workload consolidatioo, mfrastmctuie 
reductions and personnel reductions. Further, the 
cornunity believes the proposed action is in con- 
flict with congressional langt~age i~ the fiscal year 
:ep~G d the Scnaic Apprrpprkiom C,~i iu~i i%? 
that requires a study addressing datalinking ver- 
s-s comcli&jon at le-st 12n d a p  prior t= the 
approval a" any changes affecting elect-onic 
combat fiicihties. 

Commission hi'ndings 
- 
Ihe Co~nmission found disestablishment d t h e  Air 
Force E!ecboIl?c 'vVai-:aie Chulator Fadity is i ; ~ t  
wsi erCrzzlive. Thi: .Aii Force eslimiierf a cosl lo 
close d $19 &!ion and a r e t ~ m  on kvestment 
d' 13 ycxs. Tnc Commission cstiri-~tcd tfic clo- 
sure cosr was 534.3 million and wouid realit in a. 
payback in excess d 100 years. The Commission 
estimated additional costs d $6 d o n  for m i l i t a ~  
construction at Edwards h Force Base and fZO 
nillion fa documentation, training and other sup- 
PI? costs. The Commission also found that relo- 
cating electronic combat testing capabilities poses 
*- ,,.s ~-,r *-,.L~,;-o! ' 

LCCLLLI~LUI n& Zecause of the qs:eri's 
u e w c  a b a Y  cvajatc fiiti m a dcnsc; 
threat environment. The Commission found that 
eiecironic dadinking is a sound and cost eifectwe 
aiiernativz io wiiocatiq Air Force's Eiectrcnic 
Ye'.-rrax ,?&&?gr Fxil!y on a =@or ted rznze~ - 
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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. 

w 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 911th and to extend the term for an additional 40 
years. Furthermore, the Authority and the County stand willing and able to provide to the 91 lth 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 8" letter, we ask 
for reconsideration of the closing of the 911". We stand ready to answer any questions and to discuss this 
matter further at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Allegheny County Airport Authority 

cc: General Lloyd W. Newton 

PITTSBURGH 
W I m E R m T I o N m  AIRPORT 

Landside Terminal. 4m Floor Meu. 
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: 41 2.350-6500 
Fax: 41 2.350.4360 



June 8,2005 

The Honorable Anthony J. Principi, Chairman 
2005 Defense Base Closure 86 Realignment Commission 
252 1 S. Clark Street, Suite 600 
Arlington, VA 22202 

RE: 9 11" 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 Auport Authority (Authority) to the recent listing by the BRAC Commission of the closure of the 
91 1" Air Reserve at Pittsburgh International Auport located in Allegheny County Pennsylvania. 

It is our understanding that the 911" 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 
'I, which encompasses an additional 21.7 acres of aircraft ramp space that has been continuously used 

d under the control of the 91 1" since 1993 and was not used in the scoring. In addition there are 
proximately 3 1 acres of property outlined on Attachment B, which has been offered to the 9 1 1" 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 1 1" 
may have. Over the years, Allegheny County, previous operator of the Airport, and the Airport Authority, 
operator of the Auport since November 1999, has reserved and made available for expansion by the 9 11" 
the land and ramp indicated on Attachment B. 

We would ask that you reconsider the closing of the 9 1 1" 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 

PITTSBURGH 
)IIII(YbTERNATIomL AIRPORT 

Landslde Terminal, 4th Floor Men. 

Tel: 412.472.3500 
Fax: 412.472.3636 

Dan Onorato 
Chief Executive 
Allegheny County 

OFFICE OF 
CHIEF EXECIJTNE DAN ONORATO 

101 County Courthouse 
Pltkburgh, PA 15219 

Tel: 412.350-6500 
Fax: 412.350.4360 



MEMORANDUM FOR PITTSBURGH TNTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
ATTENTION: BRADLEY D. PENROD 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR AIRFIELD OPERATIONS 
1000 AIRPORT BLVD, SUITE 4000 
P.O. BOX 12370 
PITTSBURGH PA 15231-0370 

FROM: 91 lm AIRLIFT WING/MSG/CE 
PITT'SBURGH IAP 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. w 

ROBERT F. MOESLEIN 
Base Civil Engineer 

Attachment: 
MOA No. 032076 



Memorandum of Agreement 
Agreement No. 032076 

Temporary Aircraft Parking Apron 
- + 21.7 acres of concretelasphalt apron pavement 
Executed 3 February 1993 (2 yr. term, 3/93-3195) 

*Supplement 1 (2 yr. term, 3/95-12/96) 
*Supplement 2 (4 yr. term, 1196-1 2/99) 
*Supplement 3 (5 yr. term, 1100-12104) 
*Supplement 4 (5 yr. term, 1105-1 2109) 

Signed by Executive Director, Allegheny County Airport 
Authority and The Civil Engineer, Air Force Reserve Command 

Grants temporary use of the old Allegheny County commuter 
apron to AFRC for the purpose of parking five or more C- I  30 

military aircraft during apron repairs and construction of a deicing 
pad, water storage tank and jet fuel storage complex. 
Grants use of County access road to subject property 



ALLEGHE-XY COUNTY INSTITUTION DISTRICT 
CONTMCT LOG 

CONTACT PERSON: CELESTE MCGRAW 
412 355-4750 

AGENDA #:  156-94-B 

Date Authorized: 2/03/94 

Moved: DUNN Second: FLAHERTY Tote: U 

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

1 :  1 ., , - i Date returned to Department: . . >  - ., - ; ;. ., . i , ;  t 
:.<.., 

TO: Director 
Department: AVIATION 

When Billing please refer: 
From: Guy A. Tumolo 

Director of Administration/ Agreement # : 0 
Chief C l - e r k  

Contract # :  0 

-1 ALLEGHENY COUNTY 

- 
&'endor: U .  S .  AIR FORCE 

Vendor Name: U.S. AIR FORCE 

Description: 

U.S. AIR FORCE, MEMOFANDUM OF AGREEMENT, FOR TEMPORARY USE OF 
THE OLD COMMUTZR APRON FOR THE P-URPOSE OF PARKING MILITARY 
AIRCRAFT DURING APRON REPAIRS AND CONSTRUCTION OF A DEICING 
PAD, FOR TLE PERIOD OF ONE YEAR FROM DATE OF EXECUTION AND 
RENEWABLE FOR AN ADDITIONAL Y m ,  NOT TO EXTEND BEYOND DECEMBER 
31, 1995, AND FURTHER GRANT AUTHORIZATION FOR THE DIRECTOR OF 
AVIATION TO EXECUTE MEMOIUNDUM OF AGREEMENT. 

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

cc: Control.l.er 
Law Department 



MORAKDTJn OF AGREEHEm BETWEER 
ALLEGHEfiP COUhTY AKD TKB IJNJTED STATES AIR FORCE RESERVE 

u PURPOSE: The purpose of this agreement is to specify terms for the Air Force 

Reserve (AFRES) to use a portion (21.7 acres more or leas) of the old comutcr 

parking apron east of the recently installed security fence around the former 

terminal building at Pittsburgh International Airport (IAP). Allegheny County 

o m s  the property located north and east of taxivsy "0". (See exhibit A 

attached). The apron vill be used for parking five or more C-130 aircraft 

temporarily during three phases of ramp repairs, and the construction of r 

deicing pad on the Pittsburgh ZAP Air Reserve Station ( U S ) .  

Anreernent : 

1. ,$llenhenv Countv Shall: 

a .  Allow AFRES, It8 officers, agents and employee8 use of the apron 

(County ~ r o ~ e r t y )  at no cost for the limited purpose of parking Military 

aircraft. 

b. Rot be responsible for danages to property or injuries to persons 

vhich may arise from, or be incident to, the use and occupation of the apron 

premises or arising out of activities of AFBES, it8 officers, agents, 

employees, representatives or contractors; or for any contamination caused by 

AFEES; or for damages to the property or injuries to the person of the 

Counties officers, agents, servants or employees or others vho may be on the 

used premises at their invitation or the invitation of any one of them, except 

for claims arising out of the negligence or willful misconduct of the County, 

its officers, agents, employees, or invitees. 



2. Air force Resereve -..all: 

a .  Prepare an Environmentel Assessnent, and Environmental Base Line Survey 

w ' Prior to the use of the property. to .how what tiipnificrnt impact, if m y ,  use 

of the lend will have on the property, surrounding area and/or environment st 

large. 

b. Comply vith all applicable Pittsburgh IAP regulations,etc. vhile uaing 

County property. 

c. Be responsible for sweeping and removing all snow vhile 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 spill or 

emergency on County property. 

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

vith representatives of the County prior to implementation of this Agreement. 
- 

All damage caused by AFRES during the term of this Agreement vill be repaired 

and/or replaced by AFRES at no coat 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: The County vill allov utility connections and useage to 

AFRES, however, no other services will be provided. 

2 



4 .  Ten: Thi s  Agreement s h a l l  be i n  e f f e c t  f o r  one y e a r ,  renewable f o r  cn 

a d d i t i o n a l  y e a r ,  end s h a l l  i n  no event extend beyond 31 Dec 9 5 ,  o r  upon w r '  

comple t ion  of  ramp r e p a i r s  and cons t ruc t ion  o f  t h e  de ic ing  pad on t h e  Air  

S t a t i o n .  The Agreement may only be modified by mutual agreement o f  bo th  

p a r t i e s  in w r i t i n g  and s igned by each of  t he  p a r t i e s  h e r e t o .  This  Agreement 

may be cance l l ed  by e i t h e r  p a r t y  upon 90 days w r i t t e n  n o t i f i c a t i o n ,  and is 

e f f e c t i v e  upon s igning  of bo th  p a r t i e s .  

This Agreement made and en tered  i n t o  t h i s  3 

C O r n T Y  OF ALLEGHENY HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
A I R  FDRCE RESERVE 

/7-- /- , 

[ ;~;uuf~. i- 

HERBERT HIGGENBOTEIAFI,J 111 
- 

BOBBY G. CLAEY 
DIRECTOR A s s t  D i r e c t o r / C i v i l  Engineering 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

SOLICITOR 

ASSISTANT COUNTY SOLICITOR \ 



SUPPLEMENT AGREEMZNT N O .  1 
TO 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMENT NO.  032 07 6  

BY AND BETWEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

AND 
THE UNITED STATES O F  AMERICA 

WHEREAS, on February  3 ,  1993, t h e  County o f  Al legheny,  
Commonwealth o f  Pennsy lvan i a ,  h e r e i n a f t e r  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  Al legheny  
County, and t h e  Uni ted  S t a t e s  of  America, h e r e i n a f t e r  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  
AFRES, e n t e r e d  i n t o  a  Memorandum of Agreement whereby Al legheny 
County g r a n t e d  temporary  use of  t h e  o l d  commuter apron  t o  AFRES f o r  
t h e  purpose  of  p a r k i n g  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  o f  one yea r  from d a t e  
o f  execu t ion  and renewable  f o r  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  y e a r ,  n o t  t o  ex t end  
beyond December 3 1 ,  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 3 1 ,  1996; and 

WHEREAS, AFRES d e s i r e s  t o  u s e  t h e  County a c c e s s  r o a d  t o  t h e  
apron  a r e a .  

w 
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 i s  amended a s  f o l l o w s :  

1. Paragraph No. 4 is changed i n  p a r t  t o  r ead  I f . . .  T h i s  
Agreement s h a l l  i n  no e v e n t  ex tend  beyond December 3 1 ,  1 9 9 6  ... II 

2 .  Allegheny County he reby  a g r e e s  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  a r e a  d u r i n g  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of  t h e  Water 
S t o r a g e  Tank and t h e  new P O L  ( F u e l  Farm) facility. U s e  of the 
a c c e s s  road  w i l l  be  c o o r d i n a t e d  w i t h  t h e  Engineer ing S e c t i o n /  
Cons t ruc t i on  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 .  



w 
IN WITNESS _hTHEKEOF, this Supplenent Agreement 1 is duly 

q , i ; t  - . 
executed on -'; - day of ..j:,.,jfi.-' 1995, by the parties 
hereto, intending themselves tb be legally bound hereby. 

COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

,,-; > , ; .  , ,-? ;-'b ,y ,@, :-, 
;'&, Lg+-. ;&> ,Ap2J:)&59&*A"+ ; J\LfJL 

HERBERT C. EIk6& PTHAM, 11, P.E. BOBBY G .  CLARY 
Director, Dept 03'  viat ti on The Ass t  C i v i l  Engineer 



SLTPLEMENT AGREEMENT NO. 2 
TO 

hEMORAhrDUn4 OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMENT NO. 032076 

BY AND BETWEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHEh'Y, COMMOhrWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

AND TEE UNITED STATES OF M E R I C A  

WHEREAS, on February 3, 1993, the County of Allegheny, Cornnionu7ealth 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 3 1, 1996; and 

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

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

UTEREAS, the COUNTY of KLEGHEKY 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 JLSS 94-9004, Jet Fuel 
Storage Complex and Project JLSS 97-0009. Repair Apron Concrete Slabs are completed 
earlier than the dates described; or i~ the event a new agreement is reached regarding a 
larger tract of land, this present Agreement will terminate ...." 

2. AlJegheny County hereby agrees for AFRES to continue using the County access 
road to the apron area during the abovementioned construction projects. Use of the 
access road mill be coordinated with the Engineering Section/Construction Manager on 
an as-needed basis. 

THAT ALL OTHER TERMS AA'D CONDITIONS of the Memorandum of 

w Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 



'cCI IN V\,T?nESS WHEREOF, this Suppleinent Agreement 2 is duly executed on the 
,.J.qGJ- . day of /hjv'~~&3'~ -- 1996: by the parties hereto, intending themselves to 

be legally bound hereby. 

COLJNTY OF ALLEGHENY 

GARY Y.. BISHOP 
Director, Department of Aviation 

FIEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

a , 4 ) m &  
DONALD J. MEISTER 
The Civil Engineer 



SUPPLEIVeNT -4GREEMENT NO. 3 
TO 

MEMORAh'DLrM OF A;REEM6NT 
AGRE3hENT NO 032076 

BY AhD BETWEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNS\TVAhZA 

.4ND THE LNITED STATES OF AMERIC.4 

WHEREAS, on February 3, 1993, the County of .4Uegheny, Commonu~ealth of Pennsylvania, 
hereinafter referred to as Allegheny County, and the United States of America, hereinafter ref-xred to as 
AFRC (Air Force Reserve Command), entered into a Memorandum of Agreement whereby Allegheny 
County granted temporary use ofthe old commuter apron to AFRC for the purpose of parking military 
aircraft during apron repairs and construcnon of a deicing pa& 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 Ageements 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 THEWFORE, 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 remam m effect for a five (5)  
ycar period from 1 January 2000 through 3 1 December 201)4." 

2. Allegheny County hcreby agrees for AFRC to continue the use of the County access road during 
the use of the parking ramp. Use of the access road ud1 be coordinated with the Engineering 
SectionlConskuction Manager on an as-needcd basis. 

3 .  The Allegheny County Airport Authority reserves the right to adjust the amount of area access is 
granted under t h s  ageement witb 90 days written notice. 

TK4T ALL OTHER TERMS .4ND CONDITIONS of the Memorandum of .Agreement shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Supplement Agreement 3 1s duly executed on the 20 th day of 
AUGUST 2001, by the parties hereto, intending themselves to be legally bound hereby. 

ALLEGEBNY COLTNTY ATRPOKT AUTHORITY HEADQUARTERS UNITED ST.4 TES 
AIR FORCE RESERVE COMMAXD 

u, The Civil Engineer 



ST-PPLEWXT AGREEMEWT xO 4 
TO 

It?EMGRANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
AGREEMEN? NO. 032076 

BY AND 3ETMrEEN 
COUNTY OF ALLEG&Wf, C0MMOhTliEALT;I OF PENNSYLVANIA 

AND THE UF7TED STATES OF AMERICA 

M'HEREAS, on Februay 3, 1993, the County of Allegheny, Commonwealth of I'emsylvania, 
hereinafte; referred to as Allegheny County, and the United States of America, hereinafter referred to as 
AFRC (Arr Force Reserve Cornmand), 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 kom date of 
execution and renewable for zn additional year, not to exiend beyond December 3 1, 1995; and by 
subsequent Supplemental Agreements 1,2, and 3 extended the Agreement term to December 3 1,2004; 
and 

WHEREAS, AFRC desires to extend the Memorandum of Agreement for an additional five (5) year 
period &om 1 January 1005 thru 3 1 December 2009. 

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

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

"Crr 2.  Allegheny County hereby agrees for AFRC to cont~nue 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 
SectionlConstruction Manager on an as-needed basis. 

3. Paragraph 3 from Supplement Agreement No. 3, dated 20 August 200 1 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 
Tray be cancelled by either parly upon 90 days written notification." 

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

S S z m O F ,  this Supplement Agreement 4 is duly executed on the 24'z day of 
2005, by the pai-ties hereto, intenlng themselves to be legally bound hereby. 

ALLEGHENY COUNTY AlRPORT A U T H O m  HEADQUARTERS UNITJZD STATES 
1 AJX FORCE RESERVE COMMAND 

The Civil ~EnginkeI 
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basing the unit at Wright-PattersonAFB. The com- 
munity is concerned about the continued exist- 
ence of the Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport 
if the Guard unit leaves, as a signrficant portion of 
airport revenues will be lost. The community is 
also concerned about the economic impact on the 
community if the stkion closes. 

The Commission found the extended return on 
investment and the inadequacy cf facilities at 
Wright-Patterson AFB did not just@ relocating the 
unit fiom its current location. Further, the Com- 
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 of the Springfield-Beckley facilities did 
not justify their closure and potential degradation 
to the units. 

ColfvniSswn Recommendation 
The Commission £in& the Secretary cf Defense 
deviated substantidy kom iinal criteria 4 and 5. 
Therefore, the Commission recommends the fol- w lowing: Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air 
Guard Station wiU remain open. The Commission 
finds this recommendation is consistent with the 
force-structure plan and h d  criteria 

Greater Pittsburgh IAP A+ 
Reserve Station, Pennsylvania 

CategoyAir Faroe Reserve 
M i n :  TodicnlAirliJl 
Onetime Co&None 
Sm-.ingS: 19962001:None 

AnnuaL-None 
e r n  on InvesmtentlNone 
FINAL ACTION: Remain Open 

Secr- of Defense Recommendation 
Close Greater Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station 
(ARS). The 9 11th Aidift W q  will inactivate and 
its C-130 aircraft will be distributed to Air Force 
Reserve C-130 units at Dobbins ARB, Georgia, and 
Peterson AFB, Colorado. 

Secretmy @&$erne Jusb~cafion 
The Air Force Reserve has more C-130 operating 
locations than necessary t~ effectively support the 
Rsm G130 F+K& in the Deparfment of Defense 

w (DoD) Force Structure Plan. Although Greater 

Pittsburgh ARS is effective at supporting its mi+ 
sion, its evaluation overall under the eight criteria 
supports i& closure. Its operating costs are the 
greatest among Air Force Reserve G130 operations 
at civilian airfields. Ln addition, its location near a 
number of AFRES and h r  National Guard unib pro- 
vides opportunities for its personnel to transfer 
and continue their service without extended travel. 

Communiq Concerns 
The community believes the cost analysis of the air 
reserve stations in this category was faulty. Spe- 
cifically, the base operating support cost experi- 
enced by one Air Force Reserve G130 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 parking apron currently being used 
under a memorandum cf agreement with Allegh- 
eny County. The community disagrees with the 
Air Force color code ranking for the &eld evalu- 
ation, facilities condition, and air quality and 
maintains that higher ranking m accordance with 
real conditions would enhance military value. 

Commission Findings 
The Commission found the costs to operate Pitts- 
burgh Lntemational m r t  (IAP) Air Reserve SOI- 
tion (ARS) and two other Air Force Reserve C-130 
locations were inaccurate. Wfi corrected data ap- 
plied to the COBRA model, the commission found 
Pittsburgh was one c€ the least costly installations 
to operate. The Air Force indicated they had 
received the offer af additional acreage at Pitts- 
burgh 1AP ARS, but determined it was inappropri- 
ate to act on the offer pending the outcome d the 
base closure process. Review d the November 
1W4 Airfield Pavement Evaluation substantiated 
the community's assertions the airfield can accorn- 
modate all types of aircraft Information submitted 
by the communiQ demonstrates Allegheny County 
Bmeau cf Environmental Quality has applied to the 
US Environmental Protection Agency hr air quality 
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. 

CommtFswn Recommendation 
The Commission h d s  the Secretary of Defense 
deviated substantially kom final criteria 4 and 5. 



W Moeslein, Robert (Pittsburgh ARS) - 

From: Yovey, Thomas (Robins AFB) 
Sent: Wednesdzy, September '16, 1998 12:58 ?Id 
To: Moeslein, Robed (Pittsburgh ARS) 
Subject: FW: RE-027 Proposed Response 

Bob, I'm forwarding what the Air Staff boys sent to the C ~ n g ,  TH 
From: Coats, Michael J. (Pentagon AF!REXR) 
Sent: Friday, September 11, 1938 2:08 PM 
To: Campbell, Kathy (Pentagon. AFISEII , - .  UC. Samples, Thomas (Penragon, AF/REXI; Koepp, Richard (Pentagon, AFIREX); Hsvey, Thomas (RoDins AFB!; 

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

Attached is a coordinated response to the subject inquiry. If you have questiois, let m e  know. Thanks 

II 
Lt Col Mike Coats 
AFIREXR 
695-5057 
D S N  225-5057 



w Congressional 1 1 2  y uiry - 
Office of Budget and Appropriations Liaison (SAF/FML) 

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

Required Coordination: 

Subject: Pittsburgh WIARS PA 

ACTION REQUIRED: 
1. Mr. Carinen Scialabba, Appropriations iissociate Staff fo t h w  the 
following issues at the 9 1 1 TAG: 

a. Air Force review of land allocation options. Told that options have been sent to 77ndAF 

b. Proposed air cargo air terminal at the old Pittsburgh Airport. 

2. Please respond with a fully coordinated Iesponse via e-mail in fact sheet to SAF/FMBL 
(inquire.linl@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 SHEET 

SUBJECT: Pittsburgh WIA3.S PA Date: 1 1  Sep 98 

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

ANSWER: The Air Force Reserve is currently reviewing the options provided by Allegheny L) 
County and will participate in a 17 Sep 96 public hearing for the airport. The Air 
Force Reserve has no need for additional land at Pittsburgh LAP. The existing 

e 
- 

p- of the 91 lth 9 1 - d n o  
CI 

I r .  

adbtional missions are planned in the forseeable future. If future development or iW 
expansion impacts the Air Force Reserve mission and iutallation security, all - - 

agencies must re-evaluate the proposal. 
. 

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

NSWER: The Air Force Reserve has no requirement for the old air cargo terminal. If there is 

w _A 

any potential commercial or private use or development of this area, the Air Force 
Reserve must be represented to ensure any development ddes not impact the Air 
Force Reserve mission and installation security at Pittsburgh IAP. 



HQ USA~F/~~E ' 

1150 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC. 20330-1150 

Mr. Larry Dunn 
Chairman, Office of the Commissioners 
County of Allegheny 
11 9 Courthouse 
Pittsburgh PA 15219-2499 

Dear Mr. Dunn 

General Fogleman asked me to respond to the County of 
Allegheny Board of Comissioners' offer to provide additional 
property adjacent to the Air Force Reserve's (AFR) Air Reserve 
Station (ARS) at Pittsburgh. 

My Headquarters plans hind programs staff did an analysis of 
present an6 future operational requirements and found no 

. B-=- 

I sincerely ap&r+iate Allegheny County's generous 
offer and regret that the AFR cannot e property. I do, 
however, look forward to a kbn-partnersh~p 
between Allegheny County andlthe Air Force Reserve. 

s 

Regards 

. . 
'-4A-i -3,eputy to the ief of Gin, Air U S L  Force Reserve'-- c. . 

. . -. .. 9 



OFFICIAL 
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION 

Allegheny County 0 Institution District 0 

~ o $ d  Authority is requested to resand Board Action of February 2, 1995, Agenda No. 148-A-95, 
SUM?$%Y~oard Action of Ap"l 20. 1995. Agenda No. 624-95 to lease additional property at Pittsburgh 

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

AGENCY: Department o f  A v i a t i o n  

ADDRESS: 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 r p o r t  

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

EST. COST: 

EST. REVENUE: 

FUTURE IMPACT: 

It has been determined that the 91 t t h  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 Deparlment of Aviation l o  pur;ue alternative u s e s  of this Airport property. 

CHECK 

SIGNATURE: Grant 0 Capital El Operating By: 

INDEX CODE: N/A 

DATE SUBMITTED BY AGENCY: 

ADMlNlSTRATlON 

I \. 

PROJECT NO: N/A 
EXP. sua OBJ, CODE: N/A 

INCLUDED IN BUDGET: YES 0 NO 0 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEAWJARTERS UNITED STATES AIR F O R C E  

WASHINGTON DC 

HQ USAF/RE 
1150 A i r  Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1150 

M r .  L a r r y  Durn 
ChAirinan, Of f i ce  o f  t h e  C-issioners 
County of Alleghany 
119 Courthouse 
Pittsburgh PA 15719-7499 

2 1  May 96 

Genera l  Foglemn aeked m e  to  r e spond  t o  t he  County o f  
Allegheny Board of Comniasionars '  o f f a r  t o  p rov ide  a d d i t i o n a l  
p r o p s r c y  ad j acen t  to t h e  Air Porce  R e ~ e r v c ' a  (AFR) A i r  Reuerve 
S t a t i o n  (ARS) a t  P i t t s b u r g h .  

My Headquarters  p l a n s  and programs s t a f f  d i d  a n  a n a l y s i s  of  
present and f u t u r e  o p e r a t i o n a l  requi remanto  and found  no 
r equ i r emen t  for  a d d i t i o n a l  l a n d  a t  P i t t e b u q h  ARS. 

I s i n c e r e l y  a p p r e c i a t e  Al legheny  County's gene rous  
o f f e r  and r e g r e t  that t h e  AFR cannot  a c c e p t  t h e  p r o p e r t y .  I do ,  
however, look forward to a c o n t i n u e d  s u c c e s s f u l  p a r t n e r s h i p  
between Allegheny County and t h e  A i r  Fo rce  Reserve. 

Regards 

&s&., HN A. BRADLBY rig Qen. USAF - 
Deputy to  t h e  ief of A i r  Force  Reserve 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE PFSERVE 

22 November 1995 

MEMORANDUM FOR HERBERT C. HIGGINBOTHAM, D[, P.E. 
DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMEN OF AVIATION 
COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY 
PITTSBURGH INTEWATIONAL AIRPORT 
LANDSIDE TERMINAL, SUITE 4030 
P.O. BOX 12370 
PITTSBURGH, PA 15231-0370 

FROM: 911 Airlift Wing/CC 
Pittsburgh Lntl Arpt ARS 
316 Defense Ave 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4421 

SUBJECT: 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 
Survey, the first step required by AFI 32-7066 in real estate fxansactions, for the acquisition of additional 
acreage offered by Allegheny County to &e 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 terminal, and deicing 
pad a t  the old Greater Pittsburgh Lntemational Airport. 

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 Enpeer ,  at 474-8571 or Mr. Richard 
Feid, Environmental Engineer, at 474-8749. 

Commander 

Attachment 
Area Map 

cc: 
911 AW/CE 





D E P A R T M E N T  OF T H E  AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

22 November 1995 

MEMORANDUM FOR HERBERT C. HIGGINBOTHAM, 11, P.E. 
DlRECrOR 
DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 
COUNlY OF ALLEGHENY 
PITISBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRFORT 
LANDSIDE TERMINAL, SUITE 4000 
P.O. BOX 12370 
PUTSBURGH, PA 15231-0370 

FROM: 911 Airlift Wing/CC 
Pittsburgh Intl Arpt ARS . 
316 Defense Ave 
Coraopolis, PA 151CM-4421 

SUBJECT: Reuse of Old Terminal 
Greater Pittsburgh International Arport 

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

2. Please provide any studies, surveys, documents, ek. that address environmental site conditions of 
the approximate eighty-five (85) acres of the eastern portion of the ramp area and termina3, and deicing 
pad at the old Greater Pittsburgh International Auport. 

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

4. Please direct any questions to Ivfr. Robert F. Moeslein, Base Gvi l  Engineer, a t  474-8571 or Mr. Richard 
Feid, Environmental Engineer, at 474-8749. 

Attachment 
Area Map 

cc: 
911 AW/CE 

Commander 
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Coordination Table 
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BQ USAFj'RE 
1150 h r  Force Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20330-1150 

Mr. WiVlan DeGraafF 
Federal A ~ a t i o n  Administration 
Fitzgerald Federal Building 
JFK International iLrport 
Jamaica, XY 11430 

EEPARTMENT OF TEE AIR FORCE 
HEADQLIPR-EHS UNITED STA-E5 AIR FOqCE 

WASHINGTON DC 

26 February 1998 

Dear Mr. DeGraaE 

Please accept my apologies for not responding to your 2 February 1998 letter within your 
requested t i m e h m e .  The AJI Force Reserve has not changed i t s  position in any way on our 
requirement - for land a t  Pittsburgh lnternational Axport. As stated in my 26 May 1996 
memorandum to Mr. Larry Dunn, the A x  Force Reserve has adequate land available a t  Pittsburch, - 
has no plans to expand the size of the unit, and has no new mission requirement that would require 
acqujsition of any new land. 

This is the Air Force Reserve Command and Ajr Force position on t h s  issue. The Civil v Engineer a t  the 911th AirM Wing is not in  a position to tell anyone outside of the urt  what our 
requirements are. I do, however, have F e a t  concern regardmg the installation of a temporary 
instrument landmg system that  does, under certain weather conhtions, impact our capability on 
e ~ i s t i n g  ramps and taxiways. 

It would have been helpful had the airport authority and FAA coordinated with the .4ir Force 
and our unit when the planning process began for installation of the temporary ILS. The instrument 
f igh t  rules hold line passing through our ramp wlll, a t  times, impact our abilrty to operate. We 
would like to have your help in resolving this issue and look forward to w o r h g  with you. 

Sincerely 

. - 
of A n  Force ~ e & r v e '  

cc: 
SAF/MII , 

HQ URCICVICE 
22AFICC 
911 AWICCICE 



u Brig. General John A. 3radley 
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 May 96 and 
Agenda No. 945-96 dated 20 July 961 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 rhe Federal 
Aviation Administration are actively pursuing the planning and 
environmental review for reuse of the PIT Old Terminal Building 
and acj acent property. 

w Given the comments of the 911 Airlift Wing, we are respectfully 
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 
m d  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 eirher Mr. Frank Squeglia 
of this office (718 553-3325) or Mr. Patrick Sullivan of our 
Harrisburg Airports District Office (717 730-2832). 

Sincerely, 

,+ William DeGraaf f 
)li%Assistant Manager, Airports Division 
'j 

Enclosures 
cc: ACDA (K. Fredericks), 911 Airlift (R. Moeslein), HAR-mO, 
FEA-7, AEA-600 
AEA-610: F~queglia:af :2/2/98 

File: PIT AF'P/Old Term. Envir. 1 1 1 1 1  -: 



DEPARTMENT OF M E  AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE RESEFWE 

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 WingICUMr. Robert F. Moeslein 
Pittsburgh International Airport 
11 13 Herman Avenue 
Coraopolis PA 151084421 

29 December 1997 

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

Dear Mr. Sullivan: 

I w , d  like to take this opportunity tp thank you for your efforts to include the 91 1th Airli* 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 
h-om 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 
US. Air Force h e e s t  in acquirina the additional 85 acres offered by the A i l e q h v a r d  
of Commissioners in 1995 -previous Board of Commissioners immediately following the 
&led B- that had targeted the 911th for clnsure). General Bradley's letter was written in 
*response to the 10 May 1996 letter from the Allegheny County Board of Commissioners, which was 
addressed directly to General Fogelman, USAF Chief of Staff. Although the 91 7th 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 7th 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. Unfortunate1y;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 

w response. 

Because the Commissioners' 10 May 1996 letter did not detail the Counry's plans to "expand t5e 
economic vitality of the region" nor the ACDA intention to develop an Airside Business Park immediately 
adjacent to the 91 1 th iaciliiies and within historically secure Aircraft Ope i~ i~ng  Areas, it is i i k l y  :hat :ha 22 



w 
May 1996 response from the Pentagon was drafted without the benefit of beinq fulV and a~~roor ia teh - - . .  , 

informed. while this may still be an accurate statement of the Air Force's present position on lani 
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. Conseouenw, 
please do not be confused by the simplified format of the 22 May 1996 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 Wtng 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 Wing'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 
ernphasues the importance of flexibility in plannmg for the future. Unfortunately, should missions change, 
the current configuration of the proposed Airs~de 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 Reserve Station. Zero flexibility ultimately translates into zero future. 

It is important that we go on record with the FA4 the ACDA, and Allegheny County regarding the 
'IC/ potential impacts of the Airside Business Park, the penanence of the ILS on Rynway 28C, and, to a 

lesser extent (if modified as discussed in our 25 November Joint Planning Conference), the 
wideninglrelocation of taxiway 'E'. 

As the preceding suggests, we are extremely appreciative of your efforts to get us back into the Airport'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 lm Airlift W ~ n g  

CC: 
PaDOT, Bureau of Aviation , 

911" SPTGICCICD 
91 1" AWICC 



DEPARTMENT OF M E  AIR FORCE 
UR mRCE f i W E  

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ AFRESICE 

FROM: 9 1 1 AWICC 

SUBECT:  Pittsburgh TAP ARS Land Tmsfcr  

5 October 1995 I 

1. The 91 1 Airlift Wing currently operates efficiently and cffectivcly on 115 acres of land primarily 
leased fiom Allegheny County for one dollar per year. The installation bas a compact and eecient  
infrastructure, with all facilities and buildings mil maintained In February 1994, the 91 1 Airlift Wing 
s ignd  a Memorandum of Agreement with Allegheny County to utilize an additional 21.7 acres of 
adjacent r a n ~ p  space for surge capacity, at no cost to the government. 

2. The County additionally offered 30 acres ofprime, 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 Force. 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 
1983 and presented in 1988 as the 91 1 Airlift Wing Base Comprehensive Plan (see attached BCP 
Executive Summary). 

3. T%e completion of the billion dollar Pittsburgh Mid-field Tc~minal complex in 1992, released 
additional acreage for the 91 1 AW when the old te&nal and ramp spau: was abandoned. The 1995 
Base Closure Executive Group ranked Pittsburgh I.@ ARS as onc of the top two installations in military 
value. Pittsburgh IAP 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. T h e  Department of Defense justification to close Pittsburgh IAP ARS during the 1995 BRAC process 
was based on inaccurate data provided by the Air Force Reserve. With corrected data applied to the 
COBRA model, Senator Divon and the 1995 BRAC Commission found "Pittsburgh u.as one of the least 
~ s t l y  installations to operate." With regard to the base's capability to expand, the h r  Force indicated 
they had received tbe offer of additional acreage at Pittsburgh IAP ARS, but determined it was 
inappropriate to act on the offer, pending the outcome of the base closure process. The Commission 
found that the low operating costs and expansion opportunities were not fully considered by the Air 
Force. 

5. A large pomon of the acreage offered to the Air Force Rcscrvc is rzady ramp space, capable of 
supporting any and all aircraft in the military or commercial mventory with no Inown M L C O N  
requirements. Acceptance and subsequent use of the offered propcrtJP will not adversely affect any 
existing ecosystem. 



w 6. Of thc six (6) AFRES installations at civilian airrieids comparcd in the 1995 BRAC process, 
Pittsburgh IAP ARS had the lowest projected MILCON. The concern over the latest MECON bid 
prices af Pittsburgh exceeding the programmed amounts, are t l ~ c  result of base estimates that were not 
updated in eight years, unforesm environmental requirements, unknown siting criteria during the 
programming process in 1987 and inaccurate estimating during the d e s i p  proccss by the A m y  Corp of 
Engineers. These bid prices should not be interpreted to assumc that Pittsburgh is a high cost area for 
construction as demonstrated by the construction of the Midfield Temunal facility, completed under 
budget and on time. 

7. The greatest concern to the 91 1 AW at the initial offer of lfic proposed acreage from Allegheny 
County was the e x m t  of environmental contamination that m a )  bc encountered. Discussions with tbe 
Allegheny County Commissioners on th_ls issue, indicated that the County andor US Air would assume 
responsibility for any necessaT remediation. In addition, preliminary discussions between the County 
and the Pennsylvania Department of Enviromilental Resources also indicated that remediation may not be 
necessary if the proposed site is utilized for the sarnc purpose a? originally utilized - airport operations. 

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

a. The 2 1.7 acres of ramp space, currently in IISC undcr a 1993 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 e l m t e d  I .5 million 
gallon water storage tank a s  a joint effort between the Mmn Township and the Air Force 
~ e s e r v e .  In addition, a portion of the MOA acreage %ill be utilized as a staging area for 
construction of the new MTLCON project to construct a Jet Fuels Storage Complex. 

b. This additional acreage has also enabled thc 9 1 1 Airlift Wing to host several 
joint military exercises to include Patriot Pitt, Veteran's Tribute, Pariot Express and Provide 
Pitt, thus providing invaluable joint service training. Also, current billeting facilities and 
operational services provided by hels ,  civil engineering, aircraft maintenance and transpom'on 
can support large volumes of transient aircraft and associated personnel during surge or 
contingency operations with no additional investment. 

c. The 91 1 AW currently conducts apron aircraft operations under an AFRES 
approved waiver due to  insufficient wing tip clearances bchveen 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 wtiver and provide for safer, less congested 
operations on the flightline. 

d. The 91 lth AW is scheduled for the construction of a new Jet Fuels Storage Facility, 
The site for this facility requires commercial refueling vcliicles to drive through the heart of the 
installation. On a weekly basis, the base receives an average of four truckloads ofjet &el, 
consisting of approximately 8000 gallons each. The routc through the bzse is hilly with 
numerous bends, heaky traffic and dcnsely populatud uork areas. Conversely, there is a h l ly  
paved rear access road through Allegheny County property which was offered to the Air Force 
Resenre as part of the 77 acre no cost leae ,  which will provide a more direct route to h new 
hcility. This access r o d  cuts the driving distance for cvrnrnercial refiielers in half, bypassing 
h e  hills, bends, traffic and densely populated work arms. 



e. The 91 1 .4U1 currently has only one entrancc to tllc facility. The Base 
Comprehensive Plan identified the n d  for an eniergcncy secondary gate for use during rush 
hours, LTA weekmds and for special delivery nceds. In ti~ncs of crisis, as occurrd when 
PennDOT ruptured a high pressure natural gas line outs~dc the rnajn gat-,, there is no alternate 
means of ingess or egress from the installation propcr. A sccond mcans of access does exist 
however, adjacent to the abvrdoncd fuel farnl on Al icgl~c~~? County property as identified in item 
8d. 

f. Since July, 1993, the 91 1 AW has hosted L ~ k h e c d  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 basc h a s  supported, concurrently, up to three 
addttional aircraft undergoing modification. The additional aircraft were parked on the area that 
is currently being used under the aforementioned M0.4 The projection for completion of the 
modifications is sometime in the spring of 1997. Just this past week, AFRES has inquired as to 
the possibility of additional modifications on AFRES aircraft. The modifications proposed will 
upgrade the Electronic Countermeasures capabilitics of sclcctcd AFRES aircraft a n d  will extend 
the work of the contractors for an additional period of time. 

g. The additional acreage provides ul 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, enginc run-ups had to be performed by contacting the FAA and utilizing an 
aircrew to taxi aircraft to a remote, unobstructed available area in the airport complex. 331s new 
process eliminates costly delays involving aircrcw and maintenance personnel ar well as 
excessive down time. 

h '4s directed in the 14 November 1994 lctter frwn HQ .AFRESLG, C-130 and 
C-141 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 .m 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 taxiwayirunway. A more ideal site is located on the 
additional offered acreage, which is more rcadily accessible to tbc apron, in a l e s  r e h c t e d  and 
less noisy area and more importantly, in a remote location relative to the base proper. 

i. The 911 AW currently provides billeting and d in ing  facilities for approximately 
forty (40) MEPS (Mjlitary Entrance Pr-sing Stxion) wthorizod personnel on a daily basis. 
The h E P S  organization has officially rcquestcd ro construct a 28,000 SF facility on a three ( 3 )  
acre parcel of land at the 9 1 1 AW in FY 96. Estimated savings of $600,000 per year in lease 
costs alone, at the Federal Building in doamtown Pittsl~urgh, 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 F Y  98 and relocating their current operations 
from the Kelly Support Facility irr Oakdale, PA lo the !)I I AW. Forecasted monthly sales 
volume is estimated at $550,000 - $1,000,000. (Sce a n x l d  lctter dated 31 July 1995 along 
with undated Commissary Site Plan). P re l iminq  discussions with Commissary personnel also 

w bdicate that a similar interest exists for the c o n s t r u c h ~ ~  of a n w  BX facihty of similai 
proportions, immediately adjacent to the ncw Commisszry hcility. 



9. The demographics of the Pittsburgh area prmide for abundant recruiting The 91 1 .4W maintaim 
mceptiaal  manning! numbers, exceeding 100% for each of thc kist five years running. Retention rates 
are also very high with eligible airmen reenlistment exceeding 07% The hvo medical units at the 91 1 
AW are csntinuously fully manned with recruits from Pittsburgh's world class medical community. Ln 
addition, 80% of reservists live within a 50 mile radius of the bnsc, comprising a four county area. 
Pittsburgh International PLlrpoq the hub of a major US airline. provides a significant pool of experienced 
personnel and is an invaluable resource for aircrew recruiting and aircraft maintenance technology. 

10. The outstanding relationship &tween the neighboring communities and the Air Force Reserves is 
evidenced by events relating to the recent BRAC process. Thc 1cr.nl co~t~munity of Moon Township 
donated workmg space and utilities for p e r s o ~ c l  involvd in  cfi'orts to save the 9 11 AW. The State of 
Pennsylvania, Counties of Allegheny and Bcnver, City of Pittsl~urgh and local community leaders 
attended many meetings and offered their total support and assistance in cfforts t o  save the 9 1 1 th. In 
addition, the current joint use agreement with Allegheny Count)., provides many senices to the Air Force 
Reserve at a minimal cost. For only $20,000 per year, the 9 1 1 AW receives tbe following senices horn 
Allegheny County: aircraft and fire rescue, structural fire protection, landing and take-off f e s ,  runway 
maintenance and repair, emergency ambulance and medical services; control tower senices and 
mnway/taxiway snow removal services. 

11. As highlighted in the I988 Bare Comprehensive Plan, Pittsburgh is America's third largest corporate 
city, and is located mid-way W e e n  the first, New York, and the second, Chicago. Due to its central 
location and transportation and distribution facilities, it is one of tile most desirable and diversified 
economic markets in the wuntq. In addition, in the urgent eorltinge~lcy of actual major war, the national 
mobilization of the Civil Reserve Air Fleet (all the airlines) would make Pittsburgh Lnternational h r p o p  a 
cmcial national center of operatiom - - vastly better than other competing sites in the traffic-gridlocked 
East Coast or Great Lakes areas or in small non-international airports to the west or south of Pittsburgh. 

12. It is very difficult to acquire land for airport expansion - it is either too costly or non<xistent. In h 
case, the land exists at no additional cost to the government. For thcse and the above mentioned reasons 
in this letter, acceptance of t h s  additional acreage from Allegheq County is a once in a life time 
opportunity, a phenomenal value tothe Department of Defense, especially the Air Force Reserve. 7his 
offer is the "ultima~e real-estate bargain." 

I 

IL- @-- 
THOMAS W SPENCER, C , USAFR 

5 Attachments: 
1. BCP Executive Summary 
2. MEPS Facility Ltr, Dtd 8 Apr 1993 
3. Trip Report-MEPS Site Survq: Dtd 12 Jul 1991 
4. DCA Ltr, Dtd July 3 1, 1995 
5. DCA Commissary Site Plan, Undtd 



Secret;aw Jarnee P. Boatrlght 
Deputy A s e i ~ t a n t  Secretury 
Of Air Force  ina at all at ion^) 
SAS-16x1 
1660 A i r  Force Pentagon 
Weshington, D . C .  20330-1660 

Dear Secretary Bontright  r 

I am w r i t i n g  to ur a your aowideretion of a proposal 
regarding the S l l r h  Air ? i f r  Wing in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

Through rrry numomus visir.8 to the 91 1th a8 a U. 8 .  
Congtsssm4n, I became aware of rhe opportunity ro acquire 
additional alrcraft parklng ramp apace. Aa you may knov, che old 
Greeter Pittsburgh Airport is currently vacant and atande 
adjacent to the 911th. An offer has bean made by the county to 
add to the current lease some 30 acres of ].and f r o m  the old  
aizrport terminal aree. This land would be a v o l ~  
Bxtremely u ~ e i u l t  50 the R e 5 6 6  

' to the Reserves. 

It ia m y  understeinding that approval. of t h i s  action La 
currently pending in your office. The 911th has played an 
integral part In aervlng the Pittsburgh and international.  ' 

doiamunity through its humanitarien and military a i r l i f t  mlsslons. 
Acceptance of t h i s  proposal would enable the 911th to expand and 
t ake  on additionaL responslbllity. 

Thank you fox your consideration of this m a t t e r .  I look 
Iorward to your reply. 

Sincerely, 

RIck Santorum 
Member of Congress 
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PETE FLAHERTV 
CONWISSIONR 

TOM FOERSTER 
CHhlRM4N 

LARfiY DUNN 
ZOMMISSIONES 

DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 
PITTSBURGH INTEilNATIONAL AlSPORT - ALLEGHENY COUNTY AIRPORT 

PITTSBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
L4NDSIDE TERMIN41 SUITE 4900 

P.O. BOX i i 370  
HERBERT C. HIGGINBOTHAM, 1 1 ,  2 .E .  DITTSBURGH. FA :5231.0370 
DIRCLCTOR (1 12) 172-3500 - FAX (1 12) 4'2.3536 

Jcly 19, 1994 

Christopher M. Joniec, Colonel,USP.FR 
f'c=irnn?er 
911 Airlift Group 
Pittsburgh 1AP ARS 
316 Defense Avenue, Suite 101 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4403 

SUBJECT: EXPANSION OF RESERVE BASE REQUEST 

Dear Mr. Joniec: 

w .  Thank you for your memo of June 30, 1994. It was very 
~nformative. The Department of Aviation has aqain considered ' 
yollr request to lease additional airport property adjacent to 
your reserve base. Unfortunately, at this time we are unable to 
comit  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 yonr 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. Please let me know if 
you would like to pursue this avenue. 



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

a w a r  
dec i  

AgaFn, 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  
.e o f  y o u r  c o n c e r n s  and  w i l l  k e e p  t h e s e  i n  m i n d  i n  a n y  
s i o n  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  a r e a s  i n  q u e s t i o n .  

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

H e r b e r t  C .  ~ i g g i n & h a m ,  11, P . E .  
D i r e c t o r  



DEPARTMENT OF AVIATION 
PITTSBURGH lNTERNATlON4L AIRPORT . 4LLEGHENY CZJNTY ALRFOET 

HERBERT 2. HIGGINBOTHAM, 11, P.E. 
DIRESTOR 

PITTSBURGH INTERNATIGNAL AIRPORT 
LANDSIDE TEPMIUA L. SUITE 4300 

P.O. aox : w o  
PITTSBURGH, PA 15231-0370 

(412) 472-3503 . FAX :412) 472-36;s 

April 5, 1994 

Col. Christopher M. Joniec, USAFR 
Commander 
911 Airlift Group 
Pittsburgh International Airport .4RS316 
Defense Avenue, Ste. 101 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4403 

SUBJECT: EXPANSION OF RESERVE BASE 

w 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 Dunn's office and several other military 
personnel. This meeting had been requested by the 911th in order to express a 
need to lease a~proximately 30 additional acres of Airport property for 
expansion of existing 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. 



Col. Christopher M. Joniec 
April 5, 1994 
Page 2 

Upon receipt of this information, my staff will review the 911th'~ 
expansion request in light of current and proposed Airport developments. Should 
you have any questions in the interim, please contact Richard C. Belotti, 
Principal Planner of my s'iaff at 472-3545. 

Very truly yours, 
. I  

cc Peter Florian 
Tom Jargiello 
Kevin Conroy 

w Charles Engstrom 

Herbert C. Higginbotham, 11, P.E. 
Director 



( 
ift Wing 

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 - bbramp" - 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 
CA PA CITY ANAL YSIS BRIEFING 

to the 
BASE CLOSURE EXECUTIVE GROUP 

28 Apr 2004 

rnYIO(U.CUM rXU..II-~-.=--.-- a" 

L4 II,.YLIIIY-*PI. 

** A FRC Considerations 

-Build I d  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 



A FRC Considerations 

-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-135 at Andrews AFB, MD 

lntonnltlon As or 30 Sep 03 
Ha AFRC 284pr04 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  

AFRC Host Locations 

' 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 
* HomesteadJARB, FL 

I ' AFRC owns and operates the runway 

InfomuUon As of 30 Srp 03 4 Ha AFRC 2 a ~ p r 0 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  



m m m m E u n r r  r x r u r a r - r o l  a,mJrsmMpVlporEaI)UL" 
"0, IYLF1IUY U U "  *D. 

March ARB, CA Overview 

I Assigned Weapon System Type(s) I C-17 1 KC-135R ( 
Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

I Tern~late used r C-17 I 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 38 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 30 

I Standard PAA per squadron 12 

8 

1 

8 -- 
0 

Ha AFRC 28-Apr04 
 dom mu ti on AS or msep 01 , 

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

8 

1 

O.wTceLI.a."Yr OOSYENT-Fm DISCYI I IO*  PUrlPoIE, D L *  

f ! id  ~ a r c F m  CA Overview 
--SF- 

+:? Tenant Flvina Units 

Tenant Flying Unit 

ANG Fighter Alert 

ANG Tanker Wing 

na AFRC 2 8 4 p ~ 0 4  6 
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  

Customs Aircraft 

# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 

Type AC 

F-16 

KC-135 

# PAA 

I FixedlRotary 

3 

8 

3 

8 

3 3 



March ARB,CA Estimated Costs 

Limiting Factor .~ . . . . . . . .  . . 

MILCON .. . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  

Air Quality . . . . . . . . . . .  

14.2 .................. 

Other procurement - 0.5 
Subtotal 14.7 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Limit~ng Factor Air Quality 
MILCON 69.6 
Other procurement - 2.9 

rnw,ceL,.EU",E DONIE* ' -FO1 OISV,IIO*.UWO,E,OY. 
wT"nc.l..Y ""DU rOl. 

March ARB, CA 
+$! Costs One S a w  

AddlAlter Facilities 
Design MILCON 

O&M costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 14.7 

HQ AFFC 28-Aprad 8 
I n l e ~ r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



DI."DBYI".TIVE mMln.10" m I N I I I D * r U w 0 1 6 1  om. 
rnR%EA.UY "-I_. 

Add . . .  second ...................... squadron of  12 PAA . . .  

Major Const~ction . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

New.Squad.O.~s . . .  . . .  3.6, 
AMXS Facility .................................. .............. 4.2 
Flightline . . . . . . .  Supporj ~acilG:," 4.4 
Maintenance Dock . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ....... 8.2 
Corrosion Control Hangar .................... . . . . .  1 1.9' 

20.0 . . 

. . . . . .  11 .o. 
D ~ ~ ~ ~ M ' I ~ o N  . . . . . . . .  . .  6.3  

69:6: 
M 

O&M Costs . . . . . . . .  . . .  2.9 
2.9 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  72.5 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 4 1  

C-SB 

14 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Terndate used I c-5 I 

1 

18 

HO AFRC 28-Apra 
lnfonnatlon As of 1OSep 01  ,, 

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

Standard PAA per squadron 12 



mIFIDEYBEUTIVF DOS"MEn-Fo" D I S N U I O *  N V O I E .  OWL. 
Norm-s-m "- Fa. 'LA Westover ARB, MA Overview 

*+ Tenanf Flvinu Unifs 

Tenant Flying Unit 
# Parking 

Type AC # PAA Spaces 1 1 Used I 

HQ AFRC 284pr04 I ,  
l n r e ~ r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

m - W s E U n l E  mrUs*r-Ic. D1.NIYO" U-.E. D"LI 

\g w 0 r w . s  

"v1s'e"sto ver A RB, MA 
+:* Estimated Costs 

otal Cost for 24 PAA 

HQ AFRC 28-AprM $2  
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  



<gsi F w e d  Costs One S u m o n  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ReduxExist/ng :Squadron to l? P?9A ~ : 
Major Const,~ction . . . . . .  

A d d l ~ l t ' e ~  .............. Facilities 0.0 
Design MILCON ' ' . -. 0.0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Subtotal . . . . . . . . . . . . .  "..". ........... 
Minor,,const~ction . . . . .  

O&M Costs - ~~~~ . . . . . . . .  

Subtotal 

TOTAL - 0.0 

HO AFRC 28-Apra I3 
I n l r , ? r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E r c e l l e n c e  

C-5 Park~ng Apron 68 7 
Tm, Mamtenance Hangars 40 9 
Sauad OosIAMXS 6 7 . ~r~ 

AddARerHydrant Sys!em 
AddAFerFacilities , , 

Upgrade Infrastructure 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 
Mlnor Construction 

O&M Costs 2 4 
Subtotal 2.4 

1 TOTAL 173.6 

I Ha AFRC 2MprQ4 14 I n l e p r i l v  - Serv ice  - E x c e l l e n c e  



I Assigned Weapon System Type ( KC-13CR 1 
I Total PAA 1 16 1 
I # Flying Squadrons 1 2  1 

I Temolate used 1 KC-135 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

- -p 

I Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 1 

36 

20 

HQ AFRC 28-Apra 
InfoNUOn As Or 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  

I Tenant Flvina Units 

I HQ AFRC 28-40ra  16 
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 TypeAC #PAA 
#Parking 
Spaces 
Used 



Template used 
Robust Two Existing Squadrons to . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Limiting Factor, , MILCON ........ 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . .  . . . .  

Other procurement . . . . . . .  . . .  

HOAFRC 2 8 - 4 r m  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  

Mnor Construct~on 
0 8 M  Costs 

Subtotal 0.0 

I TOTAL 0.0 

HO AFRC 28-Aprm 18 
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 3rd Squadron of 12PAA ,, , , ,  ,, ..... . . . . . . . .  
~aior"Construction 

3.0 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  21.7 
Squad Ops 4.5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
AddIAlter Facilities . Design..~iL.c.oN.. . . .  . . . . . . . . .  3.3 

. . . . .  3.2 - 
Subtotal 35.7 

Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 36.7 

Gen Mitchell A RS, Wl Overview 

I Assigned Weapon System Type I C-130H2 I 
Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Template used / C-130 

Standard PAA oer sauadron 1 12 

8 

1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Ha AFRC 284pr04 
Information As 01 30 Sep 03 

l n r e p r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  1 

15 

7 



# Parking 
Tenant Flying Unit Type AC # PAA Spaces 

Used 

Ha AFRC 2BAprQ4 21 
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  

DLLI,-.ErUm mcWUn.Fcea,N,IIo* W"PDIEID,"." 
D T I E L E I I I . L I  "*m" TO* \.I General Mitchell A RS, Wl 

*p Fstimilfed Costs 

Template used 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 

Other procurement . . . . . . . . .  . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other Drocurement 

Land 

Total Cost for 16 PAA 

Ha AFRC 28-AprM a l n f e p r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Minneapolis A RS, MN Overview 

Assigned Weapon System Type C-130H2 

Total PAA 8 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 14 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 6 1  

Template used / C-130 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

Infomution As of 30 Sep OX ,, HOAFRC 2aApr04 I n f e r r i I v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

3s Tenant Flvina Units 

H a  AFRC 2aApr04 2. 
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  

Tenant Flying Unit 

ANG 

Type AC 

C-130 

# PAA 

8 

# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 

8 



-YYDI*--nl iUTr"--.m-",UTLIII(LILIII(LILIII(LILIII(LI" 

\I . m ~ x - s ~  

&os Angeles A FB Growth Capacity 

I I ~ o t a l  available 0 1 
I 1 Single largest contiguous buildable piece ' 01 

Aircraft 0 8 M  (flight line) N/A I 

/ - Showstoppers:  No buildable land 



- - * ' m D T W * C - T C I  J(illYI1I*-OL" 
& Y i , Y I L L  -..Y 

A FB Growth Capacity 

Total available 1 729 

Sinqle largest contiquous buildable piece 1 471 

I Aircraft O&M (flight line) i 2021 

- Showstoppers: None 

- Constraints: None 



I ted Costs 
Robust Existing Squadron to I 2  PAA 

Other procurement 

Lirn~ttng Factor Air Quahty 
MILCON 22.5 

Total Cost for, 16 PAA , ,, , 24.8 

I H a  AFRC 2 C A p r a  w 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  

m11411~L,.r%.WrmSUUT-** m.SY. I IO" .Y IPO,~ IDL ,  

L# MOT "-.mm"-. so,. 

Niagara Falls A RS, N Y 
q+ Costs One Sayadron 

Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 

Subtotal 0.1 

TOTAL 1.4 

HOAFRC 2bAprO4 YI 
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  



D".YImlmruml msurr*r .*x, m-sao* ou.rorr. OWL7 
"0TIELE.IUU "=I POI. 

d! Niagara Falls A RS, N Y 
qgp Fstimafd Cosfs Add Increment 

dd lncrement of 4 PAA 

Maintenance Hang 
AddIAfier Facll~t~es 
AdcUARer Refuels Parklng 
Deslgn MILCON 

Subtotal 
Mmor Construction 

OBM Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 23.4 

Ha AFRC 26Apr04 1, 
I n t c ~ r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

D l ~ r n L l m Y U w l  m S U E * l . F 0 1  DISSYSYO* ."-IT, Ov.7 
"0.m-S.BLE ""Dm Fed. 

Pittsburgh ARS, PA Overview 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 2 1  

C-130H2 

8 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Template used I C-130 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

1  

10 

HO AFRC 26Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 01 32 

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  



-- q~ Tenant Flvina Units I 

HQ AFRC 2bAV04 11 
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - Excellence 

HQ AFRC 2WprCd Y 
I n t e e r i t ~  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 

I 

#PAA Tenant Flying Unit Type AC 



Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

l~ernolate used I C-130 1 

C-130H2 

12 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

2 

19 

7 

DI.FrDEL,.EIA"VS m S " " E n  - r m  D1.S"ISID" P Y I I r n I S s  OWL" 
"0, %eLs.,..LE "Nm" PW. 

Youngstown ARS, OH Overview 
q i  Tenant Flvina Units 

HQ AFRC 2WpT04 16 
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  

# Parking 
Spaces 
Used 

I 

#PAA 

- 
Tenant Flying Unit Type A C  



Youngstown ARS, OH 1 

Robust One Sauadron to 12 PAA 
Lim~ting Factor 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

None 
0.0 
0 0 - 

Subtotal 0.0 
Robust Second Squadron to 12 PAA 

Lirmting Factor Fur Quality 
MILCON 23.5 

Total Cost for 24 PAA 23.9 

HO AFRC 2 a A p m  37 
I n l e p r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

m.moELI.EU"V~ rnSU*E*,.F(*I L I X Y I I I O *  *YVOIe .  0%. 

\I ~ I I e L L 1 I U Y  "*a" roll 

Youngstown A RS, OH 
-*+y Fstimated Costs One Sayadron 

Major Construction 
AddIARer Facillbes 
Desian MILCON - - 
Subtotal 0.0 

Minor Construction 
O&M Costs 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 0.0 

- - ---- - 

HO AFRC 28-Aprm 31 
I n l e e r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



mmmlm6U"YS ms"rrn-ro"orsu.,,o* wvo,r,o*r. 
m,"rLs.,..Y " N a l  .OI. 

Youngstown ARS, OH -- e~ Fstima fed Costs 7nd Say;ldron 

Robust Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Maior Construction 

C-130 - Parking Apron 3 6 
Infrastructure Upgrade 

Subtotal 23.5 
Minor Const 

OBM Costs 0 4 
Subtotal 0.4 

TOTAL 23.9 

HQ AFRC 28 -AprU  19 
I n l e e r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

1 Assigned Weapon System Type I C-I3OE 1 
1 Total PAA 

I # Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 21 ( 
I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 13 1 

HQAFRC 28-AprQ4 Infomtion AS of 30 Sep 03 40 I n l e ~ r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used C- I  30 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 



m- m,.rYnVE rnC"IE*T.Fc+ DISCY.,IO*."WOIE. om. 
a T R 6 L " I . s Y  "*_" PO,. &A Willow Grove A RS, PA Overview -- .- 

-*$F Tenant Flvina Units 

ANG 

HQ AFRC 2 8 - A p r a  .1 
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 

Tern plate used Airlift 

A-10 

Robust Existing Squadron to 12 
Llrnitlng Factor 

Subtotal 

Type AC 

PAA 
L~miting Factors 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

- 17 

Total Cost for 16 PAA 55.3 

# PAA 

- 
26 

HQ AFRC 2 a A p r 0 4  ,I 
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  

# Parking 
Spaces 

Used 

- 

- 

- 



DI.moELI.EIIl11VE D O S U E " .  I D "  I I I S Y L I I D *  NR,DIeIO"L" 

ti%&! "DIIELUS8.Y " " O m  TO,. 

Willow Grove A RS, PA 
fSc d Costs 

Tern plate used Airlift 
Add 2nd Increment of 4 PAA 

Limltlng Factors 
MILCON 

Air Quality 
1.6 

Other procurement - 0.1 

Total Cost for 20 PAA 57.0 

HQ AFRC 28-AprOP 4 1  
I n t e g r i t y  - S e r v i c c  - E r c e l l e n c e  

Robus t  Existing Squadron t o  12 PAA 
Major Construct~on 
AddIAlter Facil~tles 
Des~gn MILCON 

0.0 
MI 

0KM Costs 0 0 
Subtotal 0.0 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 28-AprQ4 U 
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  



ated Costs A d u c r e m e n f  
Add lncrement of 4 PAA 

Major Construcbon 
3-Bay Maintenance Hangar 25.5 
Fuel Cell 7 0 
General 6 9 
AMXS 3.4 
Life Support 2 7 
AddIAler Fac~litles 3 9 
Des~gn MILCON 4.9 

Subtotal 54.3 
Minor Construction 

OBM Costs 1 .O 

Subtotal 1 .O 

TOTAL 55.3 

A d d  2 n d  l n c r e m e n t  of 4 PAA 
Major Construction 
AddlAlter Sqd Ops 1 0  
AddlAtter L~fe  Support 0 4 
Des~gn MILCON - 0 2 

Subtotal 1.6 
Mmor Construct~on 

OBM Costs 0 1 
Subtotal 0.1 

TOTAL 1.7 

~ ~ -- -~ ~- 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 (6 

I n r e 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 

Total PAA 1 8 1  
~ ~ 

#Flying Squadrons 

I Template used I C-130 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA oer sauadron 1 12 1 

17 

9 

HCl AFRC 284pr04 lnronnation A s  or 10 Sep 01 ,, 
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  

- - 
*p Tenant Flvinu Units 

I Army Guard 

Army Reserve 

HCl AFRC 28-AprQ4 48 
I n r e p r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

C-560 

C-23 

NORTHCOM 

4 

4 

UH-60 

F-ISIF-I 6 

4 

4 

8 

0 

8 

6 



Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Add Increment of 4 PAA 
Lmting Factor k r  Space 

1 3  
0.1 - 

Subtotal 1.4 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 4s 
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  

a", W a r u n V E  m c u * m - r o a  mrcurno* ruwo,rr 0%. 

BB wTR~eAs"LE"-R Fa. 

Dobbins ARB, GA 
Q ~ Y  ated Costs One S ~ l ~ i d d r o ~  

Robust Existing Squadron t 
Major Construct~on 

Subtotal 

- 
TOTAL 5.3 

HQ AFRC ZaApr04 50 
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  



Add Increment of 4 PAA 
Major Construction 

AddlAlter Fac~lities 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

- 8  Homestead ARB, FL Overview 

1 Total PAA 1 15 I 
J*roi.nedWeapon system Type F-16ClD 

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 57 1 
# Flying Squadrons 1 

Template used 1 F-16 

Standard PAA ~ e r  sauadron 1 24 

I 
Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 
Infomtion As of 10Sep 03 52 

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

42 



rn.FrML,BEk.""E rnG""E"T-FO# rn*C"SSO" wwos~soML" 
mTIUUI. .Lr  ""all ?DI. 

\& Homestead ARB, FL Overview *+ Tenant Flvina Units 

# Parking 
Tenant Flying Unit Type AC #PAA Spaces 

Used 

ANG F-15 6 6 

Ha AFRC 28-Aprm 53 
I n t e p r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e I I e n c e  

rn.PTDELIaEI.""E rn6WE"r-re mSS"III0" PYIPOIE, D L .  
mr ILE.I..LE ""m F01. 

Homestead ARB, FL 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
L~rntmg Factor k r  Qual~ty 
MILCON 19.9 
Other procurement - 1 3  

Ha AFRC 28-Apr04 Y 
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  



m m a r , a n . n n  rncurt*r.ro. D I I E " I I I ~ " W I I P 0 I E I O " L "  
I O l l t L E . I . B U " I I T " I ( X 1  

Homestead ARB, FL 

Major Construct~on 
AddlAlter Facil~ties 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 
Minor Construction 

0 8 M  Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 4.5 

( HQ AFRC ZBAprC4 5s 
I n l e R r i f y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

mm-I.ll.m~ r n C Y I E m - F a  I * C " Y I D * . Y I I P O * ~ I  ow, 

\d "0, IlnE.I..Le U-R rm. 

Homestead ARB, FL 
*S" Cosfs Znd S a u a m  

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Major Construct~on 

New Squad Ops 
4-Bay Maintenance Hangar 
Fuel Systems Matntenan 
AddlAlter Facilit~es 
Upgrade Infrastructure 

TOTAL 21.2 

HQ AFRC 2 8 - A p r a  56 
I n f e a r i f v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



0 1 . r r r n > . l R r n " E  msure*r-ma alcurrlo* Puaparrr o w  
L)TREIE.I.BLE UNDER ?Dl. \d A FRC Tenant Locations 

*F 

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 
Whiternan AFB, MO 
Hill AFB, UT 
Luke AFB, AZ 
** Scott AFB. IL 

Reporfed for BRAC but are not 'Host" AFRC lnstallations 

" Temporarily Unit Equipped with C-9 aircraff 

HQ AFRC 28-AprQ4 
hformmon A s  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  

Assigned Weapon System Type I 01.-I0 I 
Total PAA 

I Template used I OIA-10 1 

15 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 28 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 24 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQAFRC 28-Apr04 
Intonnation As or 30 Sep 03 r l  

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

# Flying Squadrons 

13 

I 



m . n c + L J ~ ~ ~ " " E m c " " ~ ~ - F o ~  rnSC"S,,OM P"W0SE'O"L. 
"0, mL&.smu ""c+rn Fa .  

New Orleans NAS JRB, LA 
timilfed Costs 

Template used A-I 0 
Robust Existina Squadron to 24 PAA - .  
Lmt~ng  Factor 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 

None 
32.7 
0.2 - 

32.9 

Ramp 

Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Total Cost for48 PAA MA 

HQ AFRC 28-Wr04 59 
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 a  

Robust  Existing Squadron t o  24 
Major Construct~on 

Maintenance Hangar (wldemo #4) 
AddlAlter Facilhes 
Des~gn MlLC 

Subtotal 
Mmor Construction 

0 8 M  Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 

PAA 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 60 
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  



O I I m O a l B E l A n Y E  DOC"*E*T.TD" .IS".,IP* .U%PDSEI O W  
* O T I E L U I . S I I  "-a P".. \4 Ft Worth NAS JRB, TX Overview 

I ~ s s i ~ n e d  Weapon System Type / F-16CID I 
Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

I Template used I F-16 1 

15 

1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 Standard PAA ~ e r  sauadron 1 24 1 

28 

13 

HQ AFRC 28-QrQ4 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 

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  

Ha AFRC 28-AprQ4 62 
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  



uadron to 24 PAA 
Major Construct~on 

Squad OpslLtfe SpVSuw Equ~p 5 9 
AddIAlter Fac~l~ttes 3 9 
Des~gn MILCON 

Subtotal 
Mmor Construction 

O&M Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 

Ha AFRC 2 8 - ~ p r a  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  

)Assigned Weapon System Type 1 C-5A I 
I Total PAA 1 74 1 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 2 1  

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

(Template used I c-5 1 

1 

16 

I Standard PAA oer sauadron 1 12 1 

ti0 AFRC 28-Ap04 
Information As of 30 Sep 01  a 

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



alYl baLI.eUTWE DOCUI IN I  - P O I  O X U I I I O *  R I W O I E I  D*L I  
" O r I E L n I . . u  "-11 Far 

Lackland AFB, TX 

Template used Airlift 
Redux Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Lmtmg Factor None 
MILCON 0.0 
Other procurement - 0 0 
Subtotal 0.0 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Lim~tmg Factor Air Qualtty 
MILCON 78 1 
Other procurement - 0 7 

Total Cost for 24 PAA .. . 78.8 

~a AFRC z a ~ p r a 4  65 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  

~ ~ ~ L I . E l U " Y E  mS"*s* l -10" m , T Y s I I O I . Y M I e s  OWL. 
WTIEY. ,ULE "WOE9 -A \b Lackland AFB, TX - *:+ Esmated Costs One Sawdron 

O&M Costs 
Subtotal 

H a  AFRC 2B-Apr04 €6 
I n r e g r i t y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



-- 
%gg Fsfimafed Costs Pnd S a w o n  

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 

TOTAL 

HQ AFRC 2 M p r 0 4  87 
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 \1 
DllCTDN.OYrnEDDSL"Er,.F(* O11S"~ IO"  Rl-le. om. 

"01 IDLYII..YI "all Fa. 

Wright Patterson A FB, OH 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 28-AprOl 
Informstion As of 30 Sep 03 a 

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

C-5A 

10 

1 

13 

3 

Template used 

Standard PAA per squadron 

C-5 

12 



am aLIBER.nVe OI)C"*Ern.FDI) DISCYIYD* PYR.DIEI OWL, 
WIIELE.I.IY UNDER em. 

Wright Patterson A FB, OH 
<* ated Costs 

Template used Airlift 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12PAA 

Lirnitmg  actor- k r  Quality 
MILCON 5.0 
Other procurement - 0.0 
Subtotal 5.0 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper Ramp 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 69 
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 b ~ s t ~ x i s t i  12  PAA 
Major Construction 

4.5 
0.5 

. . . .. .. . 5.0 
  in or Construction 

O&M Costs 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 5.0 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 70 
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 Assigned Weapon System Type 1 KC-135R I 
1 Total PAA 1 8  1 
I # Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

I Tem~la te  used 1 KC-135 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Standard PAA per squadron 12 

12 

4 

HO AFRC 28 -Apra  
InfonnaUon As or 30 Sep 0 3  

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

m m O E I I a E . . m E m N * E * T  -Fm 111,S"I110* P V I P O I I I  o*. 
"o,xELE....LE""a" m a .  $I Selfridge AN G B, MI 

- 

E s t i m a t e d  Costs 
Template used KC-135 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Limiting Factor None 
MILCON - 4.0 

. . 
Other &ocurement - 0.2 
subtotal . . 4.2 

Add, SecpndSquadron of I 2 PAA 

Other procurement . . .  . 



*5*. Fstimated Costs One S m o n  

Squadron to 12 
Major Construct~on 

AddIAlter F a c ~ l ~ t ~ e s  3 7 
N 03 

4.0 
Mmor Construct~on 

-- O & M  Costs 
subtotal 

TOTAL 

_.5raL/.IUnVF r n S Y " ~ " 7  - I_ LIISYIIIO" N W O I L I O C .  

\I mRcLs. * .sLs  "N-R ,a,. 

Beale A FB, CA Overview 
*:?@ 

I Total PAA 1 8 1  

Assigned Weapon System Type 

I# Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

KC-135R 

(Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 12 1 

I Template used I KC-135 1 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

4 

I 
HQ AFRC 28-AprQ4 

Information A s  of30 Sep 01  7, 
I n l e g r i l p  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

I 



m,5rDELme%.n"emc""~", - FOR rn,C"S,,O" WRP0,GS 0"L" 
*OI.ELEI,ULE"*DErl FD,. 

Beale A FB, CA Estimated 

KC-I 35 
AA 

L~rniting Factor Air Quahty 
MILCON 14 0 
Other procurement - 1 2  
Su 15.2 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procure,~nt 
Subtotal 

Total Cost for 24 PAA NIA 

I HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 75 
I n l e r r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E r c e l l e n c e  

_A-I EL , .EU"VE  DOSY"E* I .Fa  D1IC".i$,D" ."I.DIEI D L "  
"07 . N . I U L E  ""Dm Fa. \4 Beale A FB, CA 

+p ed Costs One S a d o n  

Subtotal 

Subtotal 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 76 
I n l e g r r l y  - 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 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 9 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 

Template used / KC-135 

1 12 Standard PAA per squadron 
- 

- 

I HO AFRC ZB-AprQ4 Inrormatmn As of 30Sep 03 77 I n r e ~ r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

mm.,eLme%.wc C O C W E " .  -,ca rnSC"*S,O" mw.,,ss OWL. 
* O I  IELE.I..L~ Y-s ?Of, 

Portland A NGB, OR 

Template used KC-135 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Limting Factor No~se 
MILCON 17.0 
Other procurement - 0. I 
Subtotal 17.1 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper Ramp 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

HO AFRC 284prU4 7 1  
I n / e , o 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 17.1 

HQ AFRC Z a A p r O d  79 
I n c e g r i r g  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

I Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

Template used 1 KC-135 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

8 

1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC ZB4pr04 
Information A s  of 10 Sep 01  a. 

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  

19 

11 



DIIFTaLI.E..n"E rnC"*CI IT - F 0 1  DI,CY,IIO* D Y W O S I I  Or&". 
NO7 RLLELSUIIE ""PI. '01. \d Seymour Johnson AFB, NC 

Template used KC-1 35 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Lim~ting Factor None 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 4.5 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal NIA 

I HO AFRC 28-AprQ4 8 1  I n l e e r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

LIIwTmUllll.""l IIDEY*L*I - F 0 1  I.IC"II,O" s"l.Ossl OWL. 
*DTIELI.I..Y Y Y a I  TDI. \I Seymour Johnson AFB, NC 

*$* E m  Costs One S a w  

TOTAL 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 82 
I n l e p r i l y  - 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 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 12 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 4 

1 Terndate used I KC-135 1 
Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 

Info-don As or 30 Scp 03 83 HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 I n l 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 KC-I 35 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 

Lim~ting Factor Air Quality 
MILCON 3 7 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper 

3.9 

Ramp 

HQ AFRC 284pr04  e4 
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  



- - 

afed CoSfs One S ~ ~ l a d r ~ l l  

Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Major Construct~on 
AddIAlter Facilit~es 3 4 
Des~gn MILCON - 0.3 

Subtotal 3.7 
Minor Construction 

OBM Costs 0.2 
Subtotal 0.2 

TOTAL 3.9 

Assigned Weapon System Type KC-135R 

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 12  1 

(Template used 1 KC-135) 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

I Standard PAA oer sauadron 1 12 1 

4 

HQ AFRC 2bApr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 01  

I n r e p 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 PAA 
Limiting Factor 
MlLCON 15.6 
Other procurement - 1.3 
Subtotal 16.9 

Add Second Squadron of 12 PAA 
Showstopper Ramp 
MILCON 
Other . .. procurement . .. . . 

m m D P I . E R . n " E  LI Ic""I*I-ra ol,cur,,o*,"vo,rrorr I k B  m7msL~,.BLs"-R FO,. 

Tinker A FB, 0 K 

I 
-- *t+. F w e d  Costs One Sg~ladron 

Robust  Exis t ing Squadron t o  12 PAA - .  
Major, Constfiction . .. 

squad OpsIAMXSI 
€;find . . . . Hydrant . .. . Fuel System 
AddlAlter Facilities 
D ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ M I L C O N  . .. . . ... . 

Subtotal . . . ... . .. .~ . .  

Minor construction 
O&M C& 

~ u b t o t a l  . .  . 

TOTAL 16.9 

1 HO AFRC 28-Apr04 88 I n l e ~ r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



(Assigned Weapon System Type I C-130H3 I 

I # Flying Squadrons 1 1 1  

I Temolate used I C-130 I 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

. - 
I 

Standard PAA per squadron I 12 

15 

3 

Informalion A s  of 30 Sep 03 ns Ha AFRC 2 8 - A p r a  I n t e r r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

a U T  aL,.n.n"G DOCVII*,  .FOR D l l C Y I I  O* N I P ( I S E 3  O C *  

I b4f * O I " ~ L I . S . O L E Y * D ~ I  roll 

Peterson AFB, CO - - 

I d Costs 
Tern plate used Airlift 
Existing Squadron at  12 P M  
Showstopper 

Showstopper 
MILCON 

None 
0.0 
0 0 - 
0.0 

Ramp 

Other procurement 

Ha AFRC 28-AprQ4 '10 
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 PLFTON.Ix."YImSUE*,.ro. LI,C"?I,IO*NRPOI6I W L I  
~ T R s ~ . s " m E " " o e "  .om. 

k&f +$+ 
Maxwell A FB, A L Overview 

I ~ s s i ~ n e d  Weapon System Type 1 I C-130H2 I 
1 Total PAA 1 8 1  

# Flying Squadrons 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 Standard PAA per sauadron 1 12 1 

3 

Template used 

HQAFRC 28-AprOd 
Information As ot 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  

C-130 

P L F T a l , B r . . n Y E m E Y * E * I - I m D I N I I I O * . Y R . O I F I  V*L" 
"0TPELUI I .LE"U)~.  POI. 

\Af Maxwell A FB, A L I 
C@ Fstimated C o s b  

Tern plate used Airlift 
Robust Existing Squadron to 12 PAA 
Showstopper Ramp 
MILCON 
Other orocurernent 

Total Cost for 12 PAA NIA 

HOAFRC 28-Apr04 PI 
I n r e 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(s) 1 CC-13OJ I WC-13OJ I 
Total PAA 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 10 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 0 

I T e m ~ l a t e  used I C-130 I 

I H a  AFRC 2 8 - A p r a  
lnrormatlon A s  or 30Sep 03 pj  

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

Standard PAA per squadron 

a ~ T a U s l ~ . n " ~ m c " " ~ n  FOR aJC"IIO*P"RPDIESoNL" 
*OI"EIU*.I ILE YMOG1 PO,. l a r  Keesler A FB, Ms 

12 

Template used Airlift 
Robust Existing Squadrons to 12 PAA Each 
Limiting Factor Encroachment 
MILCON 37.6 
Other procurement - 1.9 

Subtotal 39.5 
Add Third Squadron of 12 PAA 

Showstopper Ramp 
MILCON 

Total Cost for 36 PAA 

HQ AFRC 2aApr04 9. 
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  



-- -*f-*>FCfimated -~ Costs M d  Sa1Lih$ron 
Robust Existing Squadrons to 12  PAA Each 

Major Construct~on 
Squad Ops 3 3 
Aer~al Port Facility 2 3 
Mamtenance Complex 6.0 

I6 5 
6.1 

Des~gn MILCON - 3 4 
Subtotal 

Mmor Construction 
OBM Costs 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 39.5 

HQ AFRC 2 8 - A p r a  95 
I n l e p r i l 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 

HQAFRC 2B-AprQ4 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 96 

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

MC-13OE 

12 

1 

23 

11 

Template used C-130 

Standard PAA per squadron 1 12 



Template used Airlift 
Add Increment of 4 PAA 

MILCON 
Other procurement 

Add Increment of 8 PAA f i r  Second Squad 

MILCON . .  . 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 91 
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 ~ L , . L * . n V E  r n N " C " 7  -,om OISUIUO* .U IPOSEI  OIL. 
*O ' .EY .S"Y  U W R  m. I \A Duke (Eglin A FB), FL 

AYlAlter Facilities ,, 3.5 
0.3 - 

Subtotal . . 3.8 
Minor construction . .. 

0 8 M  Costs 0.4 
Subtotal 0.4 

TOTAL 4.2 

1 Kl AFRC 28-Apr04 91  I n t e z r i t v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



~ ~ - ~ ~ , o ~ ~ . " " ~  rnC""GN7 -+an O,.C".,,O" P"m,s,c, 0%- 
* O T I 1 ~ L s I S U Y  ""Dm 1011 !&A Duke (Eglin AFB), FL 

+$? fed Costs Pnd Sguaelron 

Add Increment of 8 PAA 
Major Construction 

AddIAlter Facilibes 6 4 
Upgrade Infrastructure 3 1 
Des~gn MILCON 09 

Subtotal 10.4 
Mmor Construct~on 

O&M Costs 0 4 
Subtotal 0.4 

TOTAL 10.8 

- - - -- - - - - 

HQ AFRC 2 M p r 4 4  98 
I n l e e r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Assigned Weapon System Type(s) HC-13ONIP HH-60G 

1 # Flying Squadrons 1 1  1 1 1  

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

HQ AFRC 29-Apr04 
Information As or 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 I HC-130 

8 

3 

Standard PAA per squadron 

9 

1  

7 



Template used HC-130 
Robust Existing Squadron (7 PAA) 

I L~miting Factors None 

I Other procurement 04 
Subtotal 3.7 

Add Second Squadron (7 PAA) 
Showstopper 

Other procurement 

HQAF3C 26-Apr04 101 
I n t e g r i t p  - S ~ r v i c e  - E r c e l l e n c e  

a r m  XLllrarT.6 oosu*l*r.FoI mrsusuo* waeorrr OWL" 
NOT .ELEIS.$LE "*as rol l  I as Patrick A FB, FL 

Robust Existing Squadron to 7 PAA 
Malor Construcoon 

Life Support 2.7 
AddlABer Squadron Operations 0.3 
Des~gn MILCON - 0.3 

Subtotal 3.3 
Mmor Construcbon 

O&M Costs 0.4 
Subtotal 0.4 

HQAFRC 28-Apr04 
tm 

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



Assigned Weapon System Type HH-6OG 

Total PAA 5 

# Flying Squadrons 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 10 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 5 1  

I Terndate used 1 None I 
Standard PAA per squadron (HH-60) 5 

HO AFRC 28-Apr04 
lnlormahin As of 30Sep 03 

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

m m a l / . E R . n Y ~  m C U I * ,  .FOR mSSYIIIO* PYSPOIE I  O K "  

$I NOT I ) E Y I I I B L I Y * a 3  PO," 

Davis Monthan AFB, AZ 

Template used 
Build One Squadron (5 PAA) 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procurement 
Subtotal 

None 
0.0 
0.0 - 

Add Second lncrernent (5 PAA) 
Showstopper 
MILCON 
Other procurement 

Total Cost for 10 PAA 13.5 

HO AFRC 28-AprU4 10' 
l n l e ~ r i l v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



am DELIBE.."YE mc""En- ,011 D11SYII ,D* .Y"POIEI D*i" 

I \I * D , R c L L I I U Y  Y"c.3 r a .  

Davis Monfhan AFB, AZ 

Construct Squad . . . . . . . .  Ops . . 3.0 
Construct PJ Facility . . . . . . . . . . .  4.1 
Construct AMX Facility 2.4 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

AddIAlter Facilities 1 .O 
Design MILCON . . - 1 .o 

Subtotal 11.5' 
Mmor Construct~on 

0 8 M  Costs 2 0 
Subtotal 

TOTAL 13.5 

HQ AFRC 28 -Apra  Irn 
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  

1 Assigned Weapon System Type(s) 1 OIA-10 ( B-52" I 

a w , ~ L I a E l . " ~ m S Y e n - F m  O I I N l l i O *  ."S?oIEI OWL, 
"0. sFLL . *ULEYlDE"  ?Dl. f&d Barksdale AFB, LA Overview *:* 

' 

I Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 49 1 8 1 
# Flying Squadrons 

1 Template used i A-10 I 

15 

1 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 Standard PAA oer sauadron 1 24 1 

8 

1 

HQ AFRC 2aAprOd 
Information As of 30 Scp 03 ,- 

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

I 34 0 



mliv a L I B r 3 L " Y I  DOCU.E*,.FOI O ISVIS IOU .Y"POIEIO*L, 
MOT R L L C I S I B U  ""0e1rOl. hd Barksdale A FB, LA ** 

Template used . A-1 0 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 
L~m~ting Factor None 
MILCON 3.1 
Other procurement - 0.2 
Subtotal 3.3 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Lim~tmg Factor None 
MILCON 32 4 
Other procurement - 1.9 

I HOAFRC 28-wr04 I n r e p r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E r c e l l e n c e  107 

- - 
*:p d Costs One S m o n  

RobustExisting Squadronto 24 PAA 

TOTAL . . . - . . . . , ,, . ., . 3.3 . ".. , .  , 

HO AFRC 28-WrO4 108 I n 1 e g r i l . v  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Add Second Squadron 
Major Construction 

New Squad Ops 
AMXS Facllity 
General Purpose Shops 
4 Bay Hangar 
Life Support Facilrty 
AddIAlter Facilities 

of 24 PAA 

Upgrade Infrastructure 2.0 
Design MI LCON 2 2  

Subtotal 32.4 
Mmor Construction 

OBM Costs 1.9 
Subtotal 1.9 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 1- 
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  

TOTAL 34.3 

mUI-srwmE OOSYIE*'. I D I O I S Y I I I D *  P " R R 1 I T S  0%. 
"0. RlLs.l.BLE " " a R  FO,. $B Whiternan AFB, MO Overview *$+ 

Assigned Weapon System Type 

Total PAA 

# Flying Squadrons 

(Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 26 1 
Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 

1 Standard PAA per squadron 1 24 

11 

I 

HQ AFRC 28-Apr04 lnromlion As or 30 Sep 03 ,,o 
I n t e e r i l y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

Template used 1 A-10 



m . F r M / m s U n V E  WSU"E* l .  FOR D I S Y I I I O *  P Y Y O I E S  O * L I  

IOTISLE.I.QLEYYOER roll 

Whiteman AFB, MO 
%* Estimated Cosk 

Template used A-1 0 
Robust Existinq Squadron to 24 PAA - .  
Lmt~ng Factor None 
MILCON 5.7 
Other procurement - 0.7 
Subtotal 6.4 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Showstopper Ramp 

H a  AFRC 20-Apr04 111 
I n l e g r i f y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

a Y T a l l s E s . n V E  W C Y " E " 7  .FOR ~ I S Y I I 1 D U  ?YIPOSIS  om. lw "0, IELE.I..LI " " a m  Fa. 

Whiteman AFB, MO 
q~s d Costs One Sqruadron 

-- - ,, .- 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 

Major Cons t~c t i on  

AddIAlter Faciht~es 
Design MILCON 

Subtotal 5.7 
Mmor Construction 

O&M Costs 0.7 
Subtotal 0.7 

TOTAL 6.4 

H a  AFRC 28-APT04 112 
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 . ~ ~ L , ~ ~ R . " " ~  rnC""SN. - FOR msc"ss,oN w w ~ s e s  om, 

\I "07 RELs.=.aLs ""DE* 60,.  

Hill A FB, UT Overview 
+3" 

1 Assigned Weapon System Type 

1 Total PAA 1 15 I 
#Flying Squadrons 1 1  

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 52 

I Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 1 37 1 

1 Terndate used 1 F-16 1 
Standard PAA per squadron 1 24 1 

1 HO AFRC 28-Apr04 
Information As of 30 Sep 03 ,,, 

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

m ~ ~ , a e M n Y I  r n i Y I E N T  .FOR D 1 ~ S Y I I , O * ~ " S P D I I ~  ONLY 
"O,REL&.,.~LS " W E *  SW" \d Hill AFB, LIT Estimated Costs 

4:* 

Template used F-16 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 
Linntmg Factor None 
MILCON 1.5 

0.1 - 
I .6 

uadron of 24 PAA 
Lirntmg Factor Recru~ting 
MlLCON 27.3 
Other procurement - 2.8 

otal Cost for 4 

HO AFRC 28-Apia4 I14 
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  



~ . m ~ L I B E U " V E  mc"*E*l. FOR m l c i l l l O "  O"RPO3Es om" 
"0TReLS.sAeLE""mR FO. $Sd Hill A FB, UT 

.. ~ . .  .. 

~ o b u s t  Existing Squadron to ~ ~ " P A A  
Major ~ o n & u c t i o n  

~ d d / ~ R e r  ~acil i t ies 
~ e s i ~ n  MILCON 

Subtotal 
Minor Construction 

TOTAL 1.6 

HQ AFRC 28-AprQ4 1 1 1  

m m a / l . C J l . n Y ~  mX)S""F*T- -09 D11SYll iO" ?Y.POIEI DNLI 

"orRmE.%.~Ls " w m m  FB8. 

Hill A FB, UT 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Major Construct~on 

New Squad Ops 
Life Supporl 
AddIAlter Wing Headq 
4 Bay Mamtenance Ha 
New AMXS Facility 
Munitions Storage Igloos 3 0 
AddIAlter Facil~t~es 4.4 
Design MILCON - 2 5 

Subtotal 27.3 
Mmor Construction 

O&M Costs 2.8 
Subtotal 2.8 

TOTAl 24.LL 
HQ A F W  28-Apia4 116 

in leer it^ - S e r v r c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  



Assigned Weapon System Type l--*l 
# Flying Squadrons 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 24 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 9 

I T e m ~ l a t e  used I F-16 I 
Standard PAA per squadron 1 24 

HO AFRC 28-AprQ4 
Information A s  of 30Sep OJ ,,, 

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

m w r ~ L l B ~ ~ " " E  rnC""C"7 FO" t.SG",S,S" ~ R V O S S ,  om" 
m T I ) U " I U L E " * m R  roc. $I Luke AFB, A Z  Estimated Costs 

4:~ 

Template used F-16 
Robust Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 

Limiting Factor Air Quality 
MILCON 4.4 
Other procurement - 0.2 
Subtotal 4.6 

Add Second Squadron of 24 PAA 
Showstopper 
MILCON 

Total Cost for 48 PAA NIA 

HQ AFRC 28-AprQ4 1 1 1  
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 Existing Squadron to 24 PAA 
Major Construction 

AddIAlter Fac~lit~es 4 0 
Des~gn MILCON - 0 4 

Subtotal 4.4 
Minor Construction 

O&M Costs 0 2 
Subtotal 0.2 

I HQ AFRC 20-AprQ4 119 
I n l 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-9 

Total PAA 3 

# Flying Squadrons 
I 1 

Total Available Aircraft Parking Spaces 3 

Unused Aircraft Parking Spaces 0 

I Temolate used / None 1 
Standard PAA per squadron (C-9) 3 

HQ AFRC 20-AprQ4 
I n tomt ion  A s  of 30 Sep 03 ,20 

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  



Template used C-9 
Robust Existing Squadron to 3 PAA 
~ i rn i t i n~  Factor Air Quality 
MlLCON 
other procurement 
Subtotal NIA 

lnstallatlon Aircraft Total Total Est IS to Est $I to  Total Est 
PAA Parking Add 1 Unlt Add 2nd Unit  Cost 

Mwch ARB. CA C-77 8 38 14.7 (12PAA) 72.5 (12 PAA) 87.2 (24 PAA) 

KC-135R 8 8 NIA NIA NIA 

Westover ARB. MA C-5B 14 18 0 (12 PAA) 173.6 (1 2 PAA) 173.6 (24 PAA) 

Grlssom ARB. IN KC-135R 16 36 0 (24 PAA) 36.7 (12 PAA) 36.7 (36 PAA) 

Gen Mltchell ARS. WI C-130H2 8 15 0 (12 PAA) NIA a (12 PAA) 

Minneapolis ARS, MN C-13OH2 8 14 1.4 (12 PAA) NIA 1.4 (12 PAA) 

N Iagan  Falls ARS. NY C-130H3 8 13 1.4 112 PAAI 23.4 14 PAAI 24.8 116 PAA) 

Pltlsburgh ARS. PA C-130H2 8 10 NlA 1 NIA NIA 

Youngstown ARS, OH C-130H2 12 19 0 (16 PAA) 23.9 (8 PAAI 23.9 (24 PAA) 

Willow Grove ARS, PA C.130E 8 21 55.3(16 PAA) 1.7 (4 PAA) 57.0 (20 PAA) 

Dobbins ARB. GA C-130H2 8 17 5.3 (12 PAA) 1.4 (4 PAA) 6.7 (16 PAA) 

Homestead ARB. FL  F-16CID 15 57 4.5 (24 PAAl 21.2 (24 PAA) 25.7 (48 PAA) 

HQ AFRC 28-Apra 122 
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  



arrroELleEarnvE ixlC"*E*i.FO" orcurrio* . Y R r n l E I  O*L" 
W T  <CLZ.S.*.S "W" so,. 

AFRC Command Summary 

'New Orleans NAS JRB. LA 

'Fort Worth NAS JRB, TX 

11 s e e  19 4.5 (72 PAA) NIA 4.5 (12 PAA) 

OIA-10 

F-16CID 

Lackland AFB. TX 

11 Andrewr AFB. MD / KC-135R 1 8 I 12 / 3.9 112 PAAl / NIA 1 3.9 H 2  PAAl 1 

C-5A 

Selfridge ANGB. MI 

Beale AFB. CA 

Portland ANGB. OR 

Tinker AFB. OK KC-135R / 8 112 16.9 (12 PAA) / NIA 16.9 (12 PAA) 

NIA 

NIA 

32.9 (24 PAA) 

12.1 (24 PAA) 

15 

I S  

Wright Patterson AFB, OH I CSA 

I 

14 

4.2 (12 PAA) I NIA / 4.2 (12 PAA) 

'Not AFRC "Host" Instailations 

HQAFRC 28-Apr04 ,23 

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

32.9 (24 PAA) 

12.1 (24 PAA) 

28 

28 

78.8 (12 PAA) 

NIA 

KC-135R 1 8 

KC-135R 1 8  

KC-135R / 8 

15.2 (12 PAA) ) NIA 

~ ~ ~ D E L I ~ ~ I ~ Y I  LI)SWF*T - ram OISYIIIOX PY-IEI ONLY 
?do, "SLS.S.SL5 U r n %  .a,. I \& AFRC Command Summary 

78.8 (24 PAA) 

5.0 (12 PAA) 

16 

12 

12 

9 

15.2 (12 PAA) 

0 (12 PAA) 

17.1 HZ PAAl  I NIA 1 17.1 H 2  PAAl 

11 Keesler AFB.MS 
I I I I I I 

1 C-130J I 2 0  1 20 1 39 5 124 PAAI 1 NIA 1 39.5 124 PAA) 

5.0 (12PAA) 10 

-- 
4fc Tenant I .ocatiqns (c- 

13 

I 

Installatmn 

Peterson AFB. CO 

Maxwell AFB. AL 

Duke (Eglin AFB). FL 1 MC-13OE 1 12 ( 23 ( 4.2 (16 PAA) / 10.8 (8 PAA) / 15.0 (24 PAA) 

Total 
P a r k w  
Spaces 

15 

11 

Patrlck AFB. FL 

I HH-BOG 1 8  I 9 

Aacraft 

C-130H3 

C-130H2 

NIA 1 NIA 1 NIA 

Barksdale AFB. LA 

1 HOAFRC 28-Ap-04 I t .  
I 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  

Total 
PAA 

12 

8 

HC-13ONIP 

I 

Total Est  

Cost 

NI A 

NIA 

Est IS t o  

~ d d  1 unit 

0 (12 PAA) 

NIA 

Davis Monthan AFB. PIZ 

OIA-10 

E r t  SS t o  

~ d d  2nd Unit 

NIA 

NI A 

Whiteman AFB. M O  / A- lo 115 126 

5 

I I I I I I 
HH-60G 

15 

NIA B-52H 

3.7 (7 PAA) 8 

I I I I I I 
6.4 (24 PAA) 

5 

8 

NIA 

10 1 0  (5 PAA) 1 13.5 (5 PAA) / 13.5 (10 PAA) 

37.6 (48 PAA) 49 

NIA (24 PAA) 

3.7 (7 PAA) 

8 

6.4 (24 PAA) 

3.3 (24 PAA) 34.3 (24 PAAI 

NIA NIA 



w r ~ ~ r ~ l s r a u u m w  ro i l  I bd AFRC Command Summary 

Installation 1 Aircraft / Total I Total / Est ll to I Est $5 to / Total Est 

1 ~ c o n  M E .  IL / C-9 1 3 1 3 / NIA I NIA 1 NIA 1 

Hlll  AFB, UT 

Luke AFB. AZ . - 

HOAFRC 28-AprQ4 ln I n 1 e g r i t . y  - S e r v i c e  - E x c e l l e n c e  

F-16ClO 

F-16CIO 

-. 
15 

I 
52 1.6 (24 PAA) 

15 / 24 
I 

30.1 (24 PAA) 31 7 (48 PAA) 

4.6 (24 PAA) 
I 1 

NIA 4.6 (24 PAA) 
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rlift Wing 

Air Force Reserve 
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No further 
calculations done 
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INDUSTRIAL GROWTH 
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INFORMATION PAPER 

SUBJECT: Cost Savings for MEPS to Use 91 lth AF Reserve Base 

1. Pittsburgh MEPS uses the 91 lth Au Wing base for lodging and night testing of its 
applicants at a sigmficant 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 $1,226,717. 

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 mstallation services & support agreement 
(ISSA) over ten years ago. The supportprov~ded enhances the recruiting effort by 
orientingpotential 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 commercial 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 

w recreation specialist. 

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

Facility Applicant Cost Total Applicants Cost 
911th $34.50 9,000 $3 10,500 
C o m m e r c i a ~ e l  $150.00 9,000 $1,350.000 

Savings $1,039,000 

3. Testing: In November 2004, Pittsburgh MEPS ~nstalled a state of the art night testing 
facility collocated next to the lodge. This lab conducts night A S V D  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 from the h4EPS to the 91 1 th 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 91 lih ($3,045) 

Reallzed savlngs to government $l87,7 17 



4. Future Projects at  he 91 lth: 

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, heightheight, and prescreening dramatically decreases processicg 
times at the MEPS and returns enonnous 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 require facilities due to fire/flood etc. 
The idea location for a construction project is the 91 lth base. Relocating to a military 
installation near the airport is the most desired requirement. 

MAJ MARSHALL 
PITTSBURGH MEPS 

(412) 395-4470 



Impact on Joint Use 
- Cost of relocation 

MEPS 
- $9M cost to construct new facility 

Annual Rents (estimated)* 

Communications 

Army Recruiting 

Army Corps of Engineers 

Navy Seabees 

I USAF Recruiting 
Services 

1 Civil Air Patrol 

Square Feet Needed 

8,000 square feet 

4,000 square feet 

4,000 square feet 

20,000 square feet 

8,000 square feet 

4,000 square feet 

$14 Rent1 Sq. Foot 

*$I441 8Isquare foot, based on comparable facilities in Pittsburgh market, 6/05 

** moving costs estimated to equal 1 year's rent 

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





911th AW 
Firing Range Utilization 

DOD Lkfense Crimnal Invnn'gaton Man Dunaway 40 
Rooen Moms Unlveniry Police I Jun-04 1 Frank Cambest I 14 

I I 
I t I I 

TOTAL USAGE 1 2476 1 

I 

SFS Range Schedule 

CONTACT 
ORGANIZATION PERSONNEL 

TRAINED PER 
DATE 



U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

w UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE 

Colonel Carl Vogt 
9 1 lth Adift WingjSFS 
1125 Carter St. 
Pittsburgh IAP-ARS 
Coraopolis, Pa. 15 108 

The United States Secret Service Pittsburgh Field Office would like to 
acknowledge the 9 1 lth h l i f t  Wing with thanks and gratitude for your 
unwavering support to our operational, readiness and training. 

Our office utilizes, at no cost, your outdoor firing 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 

v district. 

We would also hke to extend our Gratitude for providing secure storage of 
the Presidential motorcade, consisting of six (6) or more vehicles as well as 
addtional agency vehicles during, other protective and investigative 
missions withm the Pittsburgh district. The vehicle storage you provide at no 
charge, saves the USSS more than $16,000.00 per year. 

The USSS Pittsburgh Field Office also utilizes &e 91 lth AFB k 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. 

teqpp3fully Yours 1 



H H C  l/1loTH INFMECH) 
,. I T  PLEASANT PA. 

15666 

To: MSG Craft 

From: SFC Comer 

Date: 513 112005 

Th . 1 . c  Re: 91 1 Qaall~lcatiaii i-aiige 

To whom it may concern the PA ARMY NATIONAL GUARD used the qualification 
range at the 91 l fh  airing while we were deployed to their location, we fued a total of 65 
M16A4 rifles at that specific time, and the outstanding support the 91 lib cadre gave us 

w 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. 
Indiantown Gap to qualify. 
After the support that we received from the 91 1"the 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 MI 6A4 firers we had a total of around 150 soldiers qualified in 1 day relieving 
the cost for the travel to FT. Indiantoun Gap and the stay for the weekend, the support 
and location of this range is a very valuable asset to any unit that gets the opportunity to 
use it. 

JO9N F COMER 
SFC PMFZNG 
.%&kg BN BPS NCO 
HQ 111'10 !NF (REAR) 
714-541-0306 vclc? 
72&542-03< 0 &s 



Dear MSgt. Craft: 

This letter is to inform you that I will be training 14 
officers from the Robert Morris University Police 

Public Safety Department 2-3 times a year with our dlclty weapons. 
tool Univers;q 3~culevard 
b?oo:l Tom.nship. D.4 
15106-1189 If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact 
4',2-262-8200 

rww rrnu.edu me. My phone numbers are 3 12-299-2422 (office) and 
4 12-670- 1 733 (cell). 

Sincerely, 

Frank Can~best 
Sergeant 
Robert Morris University P.D. 



w r o r n :  PiferTheodore A MSgt 910 SF/SFTT 
Sent: Monday, May 23,2005 3:07 PM 

Subject: RE: 910 SFS Firing Range 

Sorry for the long delay. We have 20 firing points and the range is limited to 9MM and 5.56 frangible. 
Currently the range is only in use one (1) weekend a month. 

THEODORE A. PIFEE/SMSgt,USAFR 
91 0th Security Forces Training 
DSN: 346-1453 Cornm: (330)609-1453 
FAX: 346-1 138 Comm: (330)609-1138 
CELL: (330) 233-2350 



U.S. Deprkment of Labor 

w 
Office of Inspector General 
Office of Labor Racketeering and Fraud investigations 
Public Ledger Building, Suite 1072 
150 S. Independence Mali W ~ s t  
Philadelphia, PP. 19106 
(21 5) 446-3755 

May 27, 2005 

United States Air Force Reserve 

91 lth Secur~ty Forces Squadron 
MSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
91 1 th Airlift Wing!CFr 
1125 Carter Street 
Pittsburgh IPS-ARS 
Coraopolis, PA 15 1 08-4481 

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 I th for potential closing. This 
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 with 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 
Govenxer,t 5;,r32rrr,s r = g s  ns? by the Allegheq Comty Pelice 2nd Fire Training 
Academy and the U S .  Marshals were available. However, in recent months only the 
County and a few larger Federal agencies 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 very 
restrictive in the type of training they will allow. Also, the priyately 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 91 lth 

vl)  
and the Clinton range fdfills this need free of charge, by providinga safe and secure 



shooting e~~vironmentlrange, md a classroom to co~lduct safety andlor other training as 
needed. 

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

It would truly be a disservice not only to the people employed at the 91 1": but also to all 
the other Federal agencies who rely on the facilities and cooperation of you, your staff, 
and the 911th. 

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

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

llrilliam ~ u r & n  
Special Agent in Charge 



w CHIEF OF POLICE 
RONALD H. LUTTON 

(724) 776-0886 

POLICE NON-EMERGENCY 
(724) 643.4261 

FAX 
1724) K43.4353 

6266 TUSCARAWAS ROAD INDUSTRY. PA 16062 

To: Sgt. Craft 
From: Assistant Chief D. MosurdFireanns Instructor 
Reference: Sta~istics for 2003' 

Dear Ken, 

The Ohioville Police Department did utilize the 91 I L h  firing range as follows for 2003': 

Nurnba of Officers Qualified: 90 to100 

Weapons Qualified on: Handgun (-22, .25, .32, .9mm, -40, .357, .45) 
Shotgun ( I  2gauge) 
Patrol Rifle (.223 caliber) 

Type of Qualification(s): Daylight, Night Fin, Duty and Off-Duty 
Weapons 

u This range is utilized by our depanment approx 10 times per year. 

The Ohiovillc Borough Policc Department considen the staff and firing'range, at the 
91 1'. to be professional and nothing but the highest of quality. I, Assistant Chief 
Mosure, consider this firing range R 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 ctlnract me at 724-643-428 1. 

Thank you again for providing this invaluable service, = Assistant Chief Dwiel osura, Jr. / Firearms Instructor 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
HEADQUARTERS, 1st BN, 110th INFANTRY (Mechanized) 

911 AW\\SFS 
PI A-ARS 

1125 Carter Street, '31dg 221 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4481 

23 January 2004 

I\cEMOUXDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: US Army Individual TVeapons Qualification at USAR Range 

1. US Anny security force augmentees conducted individual weapons qualification at the 
Clinton, PA range on 10-1 1 September 2003. 

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

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

w 4. Point of Contact for this matter is MW Jefiiey Malaspino, 412-474-8495 or 
iefiey.malaspino@pittsbureh.af.mil 

RICKARD D. COLLAGE 
CPT IN 
S4 



Midland Borough Police Department 
936 Midland Avenuc, Midland Y 4 15059 
Phone (724) 643-1155 Fax (724) 6434227 

Ronald A. Bonglvengo, Jr., ~~~ 

To: 91 1 Airlift Wing Base 
Sergeant Craft 

'CI' 
From: Sergeant Robert S ,  A d a m  

Midland Police Department 
Firearms Instructor 

Date: 01/27/2004 

Subject: 91 1 Airlift Wing Firearms ~ a & e  

First I wish to thank the 91 1th for permittingthc Midland Police Department for the use of the 
Firearms Range last year. Also Sergeant Craft for the professionalism and courtesy that you and your 
staff has show U6 during our visits to your facility, 

This letter is a confirmation that you had requcstcd from the Midland Police Department and their 11s~. 

of the 91 Ith firearms range lasr year. Along with the several training dates we did attended last ycar 
this was the first time we were able to place all of our OGcers through a night fire qualification 
mostly due to the equipment that is available at the facility, 

We arelooking forwltrd to th~s years training at your facility and at this time I am confirming our 
rcqucst to use the range March 10th and 18th 2004. Just as last year the Midland Police Departmen! 
will be looking to continue firearms tra~ning ofall our Officers quarterly in 2004, 

V u '  



STANLEY L. GUZA 
CEXEF OF POLICX 

TI GT Kmneth K Craft 
91 llb Airiii WragrSPS 
ll!SCartirSb.eat 
Pi1 lsbiagh IAP-ARS 
Cr raopoli8, Pa 15108443 

1300 BRIGHTON ROAD 
BEAVER, PA 15009 
(724) 774-17E9 
(724) 7744D13 - FAX 
(724) 728-1134 - Office 
poUc&brightnalwp.org 

I x auM like to pasoaal; y thank you h t h e  time and energy end the prdk&~nalLed 
m vice you have given lo the Brighton Township Police department Last year (2003) 

' Clr Ch r depmtmmt utilized tbe Federal Range loaded in the CIinton tnining a m  I must say 
th r the facility is at the top of the list compared to other ranges in the Pittsburgh region 

W : a r e h k i u g  bnvmito @ askinghrtheuseofthefacilityin themonth OfMay 
2C M. I T p  h v o  aoy OF days during the month please mntact me at 724.728.1 134. 
TI a& You. 



DATE: 26 January 2004 

FROM: John I. Crawford, Chief, Police Services 

SUBJECT: Annual 911fh Air Wing Pistol Range Usage 

TO : Kenneth Craft, Staff sergeant, 9 1 lth Air W i q  Range Coordinator 

THRU: Mary ,4. Gild, Assistant Chief of Police 

Staff Sergeant Craft, the V.4 Pittsburgh Healthcare System Police Service utilizes the 
91 lth Air Wing Pistol Range on a quarterly basis to conduct the following mandatoq 
training events. The number of officers per event is also indicated: 

EVENT PERSONNEL A A ? T E ~ I N G  

Low Light Pistol Drills (annually) 45-50 
Qualification (semi-annually) 45-50 
Pistol Familiarization (annually) 45-50 

w 
New Hire Orientation (semi-annually) 5-15 
Make-up QualificationlFamiliarizationiLow-Light 2-5 

Without the assistance of the91 lth Air Wing the VA Police would have to travel in excess 
of 50-100 d e s  to quale the persomel within our department. This 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 hardship on an already short-staEed department. 

The services the 91 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 Disbibutiodi 
JOHN J. CR4wFORD 
Chief 
Police Services 



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

BASIC HANGUN QUALIFICATION COURSE---TWO TIMES DURING CALENDIlR YEAR. 

BASIC SHOTGUN QUALIFICATION COUXSE---TWO' TIMESDURING CALENDAR YEAR, 

OFF DUTY WEAPON QUALIFICATION COURSE. 

DIE LIGHT DUTY WEAPON QUALIFICATION COURSE. 

SEMI-AUTOMATICTACTICAL RIFLE QUALIFI.CATION COURSE. 

CHIEF LOUIS VOLLE 
CAPTAIN JOHN PHOENNIK 
LIEUTENANT ROBERT KURTA 
SERGEANT RONALD LAZZINI (FIREARMS INSTRUCTOR) 
SERGEANT GLENN DAVIS 
DETECTIVE JOSEPH STANISZEWEKI IFIREARMS INSTRUCTOR) 
PATROLMAN MICHAEL BLOCKER 
PATROLMAN J E F F R E Y  SGRO 
PATROLMAN MICHAEL ZURCHER 
PATROLMAN JASON HENSEL 
PATROLMAN DANIEL CAPUTO 
PATROLMAN MICHAEL KUCHTA 
PATROLMAN GARY THOMAS 
PATROLMAN M I C W L  WESOLEK 
PATROLMAN CHARLES RANDERHAN 
PATROLMAN JAMES HUBBARD 



TOWNSHIP OF FrwDLAY 
POLICE DEPARTtENT . DR4WER W , CLINTON, PENNSYLVANIA 15026-0433 
P#OhT (724) 695-1300 8 FAX (724) 695.i390 EMERGENCY (?24) 695-7777 

PAUL C. WTLKS 
Chief of Police 

Tech Sergeant Ken Cr& 
Combat Arms Manager 
1115 Carter Street 
Coraopolis. PA 15 106 
(41 2) 474-8077 

Dear Scrgeant Craft: 

The Findlay Township Police Department utilizes the 91 1 "' Air Force Range in 
the Spring, Summer and Winter of each year. This department currently enploys sixteen 
full-time officers, with each officer qualifying on each of the aforementioned 
qualifications. Tlu's equates to 48 individual qualifications. The Findlay Township 
Police Dcpariment also utilizes the range on an annual basis to qualify all sixteen officers 
using the department issued shotgun. Additionally, our department utilizes the range 
twicc annually, in Spring and Summa, to train with the dcpartmcnt owned CAR-15 
rifles. nlc range is also used to qualify all sixteen sworn members on a state mandakd 
night familiarization. course. In the Spring, we qudify all sixteen members with their OK- 
duly fueann - also done at the g11" 'range. , , 

If you hsvc any questions, please feel h e  to contact me at (724) 695-1300. 

Respectfully, 



Department ofPolice 
CaCs For Service (412) 623-7500 
Administration (412) P33-Ui3 

Fax (412) 85453'70 

27 January 2004 

TSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
91 I.* Airlift WingiSFS 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, PA 15108-4481 

Dear TSGT Craft: 

Ronald J. Pardini 
Ckiej o j  Police 

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 
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 (SIT / 
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 
mm 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, 

w Chief of Police 

jms 



w CHIEF OF POLICE 
R O N A L D  H. L U T O N  

6268 TUSCAHAWAS ROAD . IKDUSTRY,  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 

From: hlarli Smileli. Assisrant Chief of ?olice 
Firearms 1nsrru.iror 

Re: Range 

Once again thz 91 1''' lias provided an invaluable service to many of tlie conmunities in 
+I. ?. r -* . . .  . .. a .  The use of :l?e firearnis mige has made training for m y  department and the 
.%!xi!-tments -. I insirxt for milch easier. The Ohioville~ Industry, Midland Boroughs and 

. . 
'W ::~~;g!x:n Toliirxkip P ~ l i c s  3epaliments collectively liave approx. 60 officers that use the 

. . q 7 ,  <., ,-. . . .  
:o q~iaiiiy ZIK! I:a:i: 117 iiat:dg~ii~. sl:otg~in and rifle. 

. - 
11 the 91 1'" is closed as is pl-oposed. it will be another devastating economical loss to 

The area. Unfortunately. this a!.e: has see!? too many losses like this in the past. .\long 
with i i e  ecoiioniiczl loss. t j~e  ! x s  of the rans-. as a training facility will gravely effect the 

. . 
~rs!:;:!lg office:-s receivi.. TI?? ;slice will b,.. less effe.ctive in the perfolmance of their 
,,: 
 ILL:;^^ IT i!ys occurs. The Pc!icr (>?5c,e;-s ii; 1l;c nrsa need this rauge ro effectively 
,-? *,- ...,, . . . .  , ,  . . . 
,?I. i-:l t!:~:r duties a i d  sgyr:i.t :i:e!i. cofi:i>:i::itlss. 



Assistant Chief of Police 



SUBJECT: Use of Clinton Range 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
~ 3 5 ~ '  REPLACEMENT B4TTALION 

360 EL'AYS CITY ROAD 
BUTLER, PENNSYLVANIP 1500' 

31 May 2005 

M7e would like to thank you for the use of the facilities over the weekend of 13-1 4 
May 3005. This is an excellect, well maintaiaed and easy to operate facility which was 
more than able to accommodate all of our unir training reeds in relatio:~ to weapons 
qualification. MSG Ejaft was helpful and very t?-xibie in r e ~ a r d s  to meeting our time 
I-cquirements. From talking with my battalion commander, we plan on using this site at 
least semiannually with the possibility of our s~bordinatc units using it in the same 
manner. There is another local unit who we shared the siie with us over the weekend, 
who will be using the site more frequently as well. The location as well as the adjaienr 
training area makes it not only ccnvenient as far as ravel, but fully capable of supporting 
our ycarly war;ior task training requirements ES wsll. We look fonvai-d to using your 
facilities in the future. 

GS-9, Civ V 
Sfaff Operations and Training Specialist 



Police Department 

TOWNSHIP OP CRESCENT 
225 Spring Run Road 

Crescent Twp: PA 15046 

Chief Todd K Miller 
(C&ce) 724457-8100 

To: Sgt .  Ken Kraft, 91 Airwing 

From: Sgt. Ken Longerman, Crescent Twp Police 

Date: January 3 1, 2004 

RE Range Usage 

Dear Sgt. Kr&, 

I am writing this lette 
Departments use of the firing 

(Emmgmcy) 412-262-5000 
(Fax) 724457-5251 

Township Police 
p. Let me express the 

erfect for the various types of 
training we conduct. 

For the upcoming year the spring and once in the 
fall. My police department co ach officer is qual5ed with 
their .40 caliber duty wea~on. a and 00 buck shot and the 

his information, each time I 
e are qualifying twice a year, it 

would be a total of 72 qu&catio 

Your facility provides an e police departments to training. 
Our officers are able to do various ontrolled dim light shooting 
building search and room clearan just examples of a few types of drills 
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 fiearms 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 
taking several steps backwards. 



Sgt. Kraft, 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 if needed. Please do not hesitate to contact me if 
needed. 

Sincerely, 
A &. $ ! ! &  LTZ, 

Sergeant en Longeman, Range Master 



U. S. Department of Justice 
Dmg Enforcement .4dmimsu-ation 

Bnan J. Avei-i, 
Task Force Supervisor 
P~ t t sh~rgh  District Office 

W M ~ .  dea.gov January 27, 2004 

Tech Sgt. Ken Craft 
9 1 1 Combat .4lms Range Manager 

Reference Subject: Utilization of 51 1 Tactical Firearms Range during 
Calendar year 2003 

The DEA has utilized the 51 1 Tactical Range facilities four (4) times during the calendar year 2003 
for qualification purpose. This event usually involved anywhere from a minimum of ten (10) 
enforcement personnel to a maxi~nuin of twenty (20). The qualification training would usually take 
approxinate 5-7 hours to complete. This would involve set-up and takedown/cleanup of the range 
faciliry as well as cleaning of the weapons utilized that day, 

In addition, the DEA has sponsored other tactical'fu-earns training sessions. In 2003, those involved 
two additional "Car-Assault" programs, which 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. 

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

I11 if there are any further questions regarding this matter please contact me at 412.355.4382 

Pittsburgh District Office, DEA 
Task Force $2 Supervisor 



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

February 6,2004 

TSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
9 1 1" Airlift WinS/SFS 
1125 Carter Street 
Pinsburgh LXF-AXS 
Coraopolis, PA 15 108-448 1 

MIIWICIPAL BUILDING 

'10 WASHINGTON R O D  

PITTSBURGH. PA 15228 

PHONE i412) 343-3400 

FAX i4!?) 363-1770 

wwwmdebanon.oq 

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 tram 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 

w 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 1" 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 
9 1 1 th, it would have been necessary to cut back on training. 

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

Sincerely, 

*id_ 
-I V Thomas A. Ogden, Jr. 

Chief of Police 

' -r ML Lebanon Police Department 
TAOhak 



_- 
;, U. S. Immigration 
"'$ .I. and Custom-s 
'' Enforcement 

February 2,2004 

United States Air Force 
Combat Arms Manager 
Technical Sergeant Kenneth Craft 
91 1" Air wing/911th SFS/9l lth SFTC 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, Pennsylvania 151 08 

Re: Range Usage/Qualifications 

Dear Technical Sergeant Craft: 

The Department of Homeland Security, Office of Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), 
Resident Agent in ChargelPittsburgh, Pennsylvania has been fortunate to be able to utilize the 
United States Air Force 91 1 fh Air Wing Range for our frearm 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 perform quarterly fueann qualifications for each weapon 
they desire to carry. The fuearms used during qualifications are 9mm and .40 caliber pistols, .38 and 
,357 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 91 1 Air Wing Range for special agent fueann 
qualifications. 

If you have any questions please contact my Primary Firearms Officer, Senior Special Agent 
Richard Nicoloff or me at 4 12-395-4970. 

Sincerely, 

/w>w/ dfl&L 
Richard Boronyak bcid 
Resident Agent in Charge 
ICEIRAClPittsburgh, Pennsylvania 



TOWNSHIP OF 
COLLIER w 

POLICE DEPARTMENT Dank D. Rearick 
Chief of Poiice 

, . 

241 8 HILLTO? ROAD PRE'STO, PENNSYLSANIA 151 A2 * (412) 276-5051 .F,% (41 2) 429-0667 

"COMfUUNKY FIRST" 

Date: 5-1-04 

Dear TSgt Craft: 

'Crr This letter is to officially :-e$ster our depanmen: with your office for the purpose of 
utilizing the Clicton Firin;? Range. 

Our department cuu-endy anployees twelve (1 23 officers who will use the r a n g  for 
range qualifications and ather shooting scenarics. If is our hope to use your range a 
minimum of three ( 3 )  tin:s a year. 

Officers will shoot their respective duty sidearm (.40 cal 22 .35 ACP), shotgun (12 ga) 
and patrol rifle ( 2 2 2  cal). I hope I returned all of the necessary information to you so we 
may begn  using the range. 

Shouia you h ~ v c  any que,stions or iequirc addidoxi  infcmation piease contact me. 

Respectfully, 

Ofc. & i s  G. Sabin 
Firea~ms Instructor 
112.276.5051 ext 4; 8 



\: . 
=OUNCES 

i 7 8 U p p e r  S f .  Clair  Department ofPolice 

Calls For Selwce (412) 633-7500 
Adnlnzist~.ation ('412) 833-1 i 13 

Fax (4i2) 854-5320 

Ronald J. Pardini 
Ch<f ofPo!ice 

18 May 2005 

TSGT Kenneth H. Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
91 lth Airlift WingISFS 
1 125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, PA 151 08-448 1 

Dear TSGT Craft: 

I am writing to thank you and the 91 lth 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, 

w 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 state of the art 
-facility for our Department's 14 member Special Investigative Tactical Team (SITT / 
SWAT) to participate in live fire drills and tactical live fire room entry & clearing drills. -- 
I ne range has heiped increase the team.~ proficiency in the use of our 45 caiiber and 9 
mm 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. 

Sincerelv, 

Chief of Police 
'U 

jrns 



SCOTT TOWNSEEP POLICE DEPARTMENT 
3 1  Linciseq R o d  Carn.gie: P.4 15106 

Administrative Office (412) 276-7735 . (412: 276-3312 
Police Yon-Emergency (412) 279-6911 

Police Emergency 0- 1-1 

Stanley Bntkus, Chief 

To : Master Sergeant Ken Krafi 

From: Lieutenant .Tames Secreet, Scott Township Police Department 

Subject: Firearms Rar~ge rise 

Date: 5127!2005 

Master Sergeant Kraft, 

The Scott Township Police Department would like to take this opportunity to thank 
you and the United States Air Force for the use of the firearms range that we have 

j utilized over the last several years. The fact that we have been given pcrnlission to make 
use of your range has been both a scheduhg and fianciai relief to our police 
dcpartment. Using the Air Force Range has enabled us to schedule officers whle  they 
are working and therefore saving overtime payment that can be utiiize in other areas. 
It is also beneficial to train in a facility that is up to date, safe and is as accommodating as 
the h Force Firing Ranze. 

Hopefully, this assistance can 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 Township Police Departnent or myself can ever be of assistance to your 
agency, please do not hesitate to call. 

Thank You. 

* 42' ,. ,;' 3 " I :  / 
.-: . ; ~,::&%!jz-.., :<$:-,G:4;:,,'~~, 
u 7 
Lieutqriint James P. '~ecrse t  
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PHONE (724) 695-1300 . FAX (724) 695-3390 EMERGENCY (724) 695-7777 , ... , . c?, +' 

PAUL C.  WLKS 
Chief of Police June 8,2005 

An Accredired 
Police Depr. 

Ken Craft 
Tech Sergeant 
Combat Arms Manager 
1125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, P.4 15 108 

Dear Sergeant Craft: 

The Findlay Township Police Department has been utilizing the 91 lth Air Force Range 
since 2001. Our department employs sixteen (16) fulltime police officers and each 
officer qualifies at the range three (3) times each year. in the spring, summer and winter. 
The 91 lth Air Force Range is situated approximately '/4 mile out of the jurisdictional 
boundaries of Findlay Township. The locat~on of this range has given our department the 
ability to qualify our officers while they are on their assigned shiff, thus saving the police 
departmenr a large amount of overtime money from our training budget. Each officer is 

'rrr 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 looking at approximately $400.00 in membership dues, per officer, on an annual 
basis, which equates to $6,400.00 per year. On top of this 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 

in 91 1 range e m i t s  our d~partrr?e:?t to E;L\~P t-h l̂:$ TTIORPV. - .  wFlic,h cnn he i.is~d for cttfier 
training needs. The ciosing of the 91 1 t%r Force Range would require our department 
to spend an additional $16,000.00 annually on firearms training expenses. 

We respectfully request that you consider keeping this 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, 

&@ficer John H. Hart 
Firearms Instructor 



w . . . . .  . .  . . , . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . , . . . . .  . . .  . . .  

P O L I C E  D E r P . R T M E I \ T  

June 3,2005 

---- 
L bi- 1 Kenneth Craft 
Combat Arms Manager 
9 1 Airlift Wing/SFS 
1 125 Carter Street 
Pittsburgh L4P-ARS 
Coraopolis, Pa. 15 10 1 

Dear Sgt. Craft, 

I would like to rake this time to thank you for your support of local law enforcement, in 

w 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 lrh. 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 of 
$2,900.00 per year. A price that may be hard to justify to the Commission. 

Thomas A. Ogden, Jr. 
Chief of Police 
M t  Lebanon Police Department 



June 1,2005 

United States Air Force 
Combat Arms Manager 
Master Sergeant Kemeth Craft 

91 1th Aix Wing191 lth SFS!911 SFTC 
1125 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, Pe~lnsylvania 15 105 

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 l th  Air 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 fireams 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. These firearms include 9mm and .40 caliber 
plstols and 12-gauge shotguns. Qualifications require night fireireduced light, tactical 
shooting exercises, and scenario-based training. 

I would appreciate the continued use of the 9 11 th Air Wing Range for firearm training 
and qualifications. 

If you have any questions, please contact m y  Primary Firearms Instructor, Officer David 
Filte at 412-472-0804. 

/' Port ~ i r e c t d r  
/ 



June 1, 2005 

United Slates Air Force 
Combat Arms Manager 
Master Sergeant Kenneth Cra3 

9 1 1 th Air Wing19 1 1 th SFSI9 1 1 111 SFTC 
11 25 Carter Street 
Coraopolis, Pennsylvania 1 5  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 h r  Force 91 1th Air Wing's range for our firearm qualifications and training since 
2002. Our current staff consists of twenty-two armed officers. This training allows om 
officers to carry government-issued firearms in the course of their duties. Customs and 
Border Protection Officers are required to complete firearm qualifications three times 
each year for each weapon that they carry. These firearms 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 91 1th Air Wing Range for firearm training 
and qualifications. 

If you have any questions,  lease contact my Primary Fireanns Instructor; Officer David 
Filce at 412-472-0804. 

' Port ~ i r e c t d i  
,/ 



TO: UNITED STATE5 AIR FORCE RESERVE, 911m SECUR JTY FORZES 
SQUADRON 

FROM: SOUTH FAYETXE TOWNSHIP POLICE DEPAREMENT 

SUBJECT: FACILITY USAGE .4ND IMPP,CT 

DATE: 6/6/2005 

The South Fayette Township Police Department has utilizes che facilit~es at the 91 T t h  U S A X  
5 s :  slnrr 7002. T h r  So-& F ~ y ~ t . ?  TOYT.S!+ Pc!ix Des-rrncnr has sevexees OFLCCZS, ::rho x t  

required to qualify and tram for certification as set by the h4unicipd Police Officers' Education 
and Training Commission (MOPETC). We also are required to 4 redred police officers 
horn h e  depanment. 

T h e  following is a Iisc of  training our police Force receives at the 9 1  I' facilities: 

Basic handgun qualifications course, hi-an~~ually 
Basic shotgun qudificanons course, bi-annually 

Off-duty weapon qualificauon course, annually 
Dtm light qualification course, annually 

Semi-automatic rifle qudificarion course, annudly 
Firearms Proficiency Training, a~mual!y 
FATS training, annually 

Wi th  the facdities offered at the 911" a e  have been able to qualifr- and train within our budget, 
providing a and wel! trained p o k e  offker. The loss of the usage of these facilkies 
would severely impact our training, instruction and budget. 

Sou& Favette Township Pol~ce Depazment 1s by no means a large department 2nd LS unable to  
absorb -he cosa assocla~ed wi31 <he loss of  the 911' fac~lmes. 

D o  noc hesitate to  contacc me regarding any questions on these mamers. 

Louis Volle, Chief of  Police 
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US.  lmmigra fion 
and Cusfoms 
Enforcement 

Interoffice Memorandum 

Federal Air Marshal Service 
Pittsburgh Fied Ofice 

DATE: 2 June 2005 

FROM: Ted Traver, Lead Firearms Trainer, Federal -4ir Marshals, 
Pittsburgh Field Office 

TO : MSGT Kenneth Craft, Combat Arms, 911th Air Force Reserve 
THRU: Ted Hresko, SAC, Pittsburgh Field Office 
IrlA: Art Timko, Training ATSAC, Pittsburgh Field Office 

SUBJECT: 911th Firearms Range Use by thc Pittsburgh Federal Air Marshal Service 

The 9 1 1 th Range, located in Independence Toumsliip, Clinton, PA. has been 

w 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 9 1 I th 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 9 1 lth range that we're unable to conduct 
at the local indoor public ranges. The FhMS also utilize the range's weapons 
cleaning area, which is ideally suited for our weapons cleaning maintenance. 

The FAMS has also utilized the 91 1" Air Force Reserve base to conduct 
classroom instruction and physical training. 

In sunmary, the Pittsburgh Field Office of Federal Air Marshal Service would be 
negatively impacted by the closure of the 9 11" Air Force Reserve Fireanns Range. 

I 1 SENSITIVE SECURITY INFORMATION 
1 -, 
i nrs document contains sensitive security information that is controlled under the provis~ons of 19 CFR 1520. No pait of this 

- ' I  document may be released wlthoui the writien permission of the kdministraior, Transpoitstion Security kdministraiion, Washington, 
DC 20590. Unauthorized release may result in civii pfnaify or 3the; aclion. For U.S. government agencies public availabiiitj, :s is 3r 

ldetermined under 5 U. S. C 552. 



U. S. Department of Justice 
D ~ u g  Enforcement -4dmmistration 

Brian Averi 
Group Supervisor 
.4irport Interd~ction Task Force 
DENPlrtshurgh District Office 

I.I/wM,;. 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 91 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 DOJOEA Firearms and Tactical 
Instructor. I have recently changed assignments from the Violent Trafficker's Proganl Taslc Force to 
the newer formed Pittsburgh Interdiction Task Force. During the last calendar year. both of my Task 
Force(s) personnel have trained and qualified with all issued weapons at the 91 1 Tactical Ranges. 

In addition: I have put on several add~tional 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 
Attorney General's Narcotic Task Force, Allegheny C o ~ n t y  Police Department, IvlcKees 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 Shield and advanced Tactical Pistol Shooting 
1nethods. 

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 91 1 Tactical Ranges is a tremendous support asset to the DE.4 and its Task Force Units. 

Thank you, 

GS Brian Averi, DEA'ATF 
412472.0475 



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 9 1 1 th capabilities? 

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



DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
Emergency Management Strategic Healthcare Group 

VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System 

w 71 80 Highland Drive, 
Bldg. I ,  Room 6036 West 

Pittsburgh, PA 15206-1297 

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 

ZI( (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 91Ith ALW has been the reception site for incoming patients to Pittsburgh under the 
NDMS plan. For the past eighteen (18) 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 911th 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 nationwide,for 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 d~saster 
strikes. The 91 lth ALW has the expertise from these medical complexes for both an 
Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron, which is the medical flight crew for the patients on 

.3' 



2. 
the C-1 301s, 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" 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 Shield1 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-130 aircraft as the 91 Ith base has. Youngstown could service C-130 
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 lth Air Lift Wing to remain 
in Pittsburgh. 

Respectfully, 

p&%%?l5-a/> 
David R. Rossi 
Area Emergency Manager 
National Disaster Medical System 
VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System 
7180 Highland Drive 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15206 



DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
Emergency Management Strategic Healthcare Group 

VA Pittsburgh Healthcare System 

u 7180 Highland Drive, 
Bldg. 1, 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 ~ i r  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 lth ALW has been the reception site for incoming patients to Pittsburgh under the 
NDMS plan. For the past eighteen (18) 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 nationwide for 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 lth ALW has the expertise from these medical complexes for both an 

w Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron, which is the medical flight crew for the patients on 



2. 
the C-130Js, 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 lth 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 Shield1 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-130 aircraft as the 91 lth base has. Youngstown could service C-130 
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 lth 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 
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Operations and Maintenance (Pope): 800 

Aeromedical Evacuation Squadron (Youngstown): 60 

Expeditionary Combat Support (Offutt): 800 

- Personnel 
Nearly 95% of Reservists are not expected to relocate 
- Massive Experience Lost 
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w 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 P O m T  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 

w 412-490-5092 
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 
concems 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 concems about the BRAC 2005 Report follow. 

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 themonthly 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 I )  and 
Expeditionary Combat Support units (page 2). The current DoD definition of reasonable 
commuting distance is 100 mile radius fiom 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 persokel 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 
contrasts with the cost of hiring new personnel, without any prior military training. 
Inexperience, increased training costs, increased recruiting incentives, and loss of 



w 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 Iaunchinglmaintaining 
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 AFRJANG 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 AFR/ANG 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. 



w 
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 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 E/H. 

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 taskings, regardless of 
assignment/non-assignment of C-130 or other USAF missions Reserve Forces bases. To reduce 

I(VI 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 



1 DOD BRAC- IMPACT ON AFRC 

State Base I Page AIRCRAFT ECS/WG 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 

CO - ARPC H&SA-33 None 

Buckley AF-22 None 

Wg HQ and ECS From Portland 

Personnel Processing to Randolph; 
IMA Mgmt to RobinsIHQ AFRC 

ECS From New Orleans 
New Gp 

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

Schriever AF-33 None Partial ECS from Niagara 
310 Space Gp (No APS, CE, or Aeromed) 

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

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 
' w 

Appendix A 



w State Base/ Page AIRCRAFT ECS/WG 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 A10 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 
916 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 

OR - 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 w 913 AW DON-21 (AIC loss and ECS move not in announcement) 

Appendix A 



State Base/ Page AIRCRAFT ECSIWG HQ 
Wing ACTION 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 - McCliord AF-41 None 
304 RQS 

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

w 

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 

w 
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DOD BRAC REPORT 2005 
AFRC OPSIMAINT GROUPS MOVING - Dis 

STATEICITY 
Unit Move 

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

926 F W  HQ to Nellis 
MI - Selfridge 

927 ARW-Assoc. at  MacDill FL 
Mi- Niagara 

Lose C130s; 914 OGIMGL. Rock AR? 
914 AW HQ to Langley VA 

PERS 
FT TR 

TBD TBD 
TBD TBD 
30 60 

153 434 

130 411 
30 60 

MILES 
Round-Trip 

600 
1,400 
1,500 

1,000 

1,800 
450 

OR - Portland 
4 C135 OGIMG to Tinker OK 76 217 3,000 
4 C135 OGIMG persIECS VandenbergCA 76 217 750 
304 RS to McChord WA(0 alc) TBD TBD 120 

:tance Impact 

FY FT TOTAL 
UTAs MILES 

PA - Pittsburgh ~7 C o r r ~ ~ f  u ~ 4  Lose C130s; 911 OGIMG-Ft Bragg NC 130 411 @@ 3,900,000 
Aeromed AES to Y'town OH 8 210 60 12 150,000 
Willow Grove NAS 
Lose C130s; OGIMG TBD 130 411 TBD 12 TBD 

WI - Gen Mitchell 
440 OGIMG to Ft Bragg NC 130 411 750 12 3,700.000 

TOTALS: 351 1,175 NIA NIA 32,870,000 
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DOD BRAC REPORT 2005 
AFRC EXPED. COMBAT SPT. (ECS) MOVING - Distance Impact 

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 

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 FL 

92 APS to Eglin FL 

W1- Gen Mitchell 
440 ECS to Ft BragglNC 

TOTALS: 

PERS MILES FY 
Round-Trip UTAs 

1,100 12 

1,050 12 

FT TOTAL 
MILES 

3,650,000 

6,250,000 

4,350,000 

1,600,000 

3,900,000 

5,650,000 

6,300,000 
1,500,000 

100 753 750 12 6,750,000 
578 3,627 N/A NIA 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, V O ~ .  V,  part I, page 15 7-158 
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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-130J aircraft 
to the 143d Airlift Wing (ANG), Quonset State Airport Air Guard Station, Rhode Island; two C- 
130Js to the 146th Airlift Wing (ANG), Channel Islands Air Guard Station, California; and 
transfer four C-130Js 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 tire fighters). Close Pittsburgh International 
Airport (IAP) Air Reserve Station (ARS), Pennsylvania and relocate 91 1th Airlift Wing's 
(AFRC) eight C- 130H aircraft to PopeFort Bragg to form a 16 aircraft activeheserve associate 
unit. Relocate AFRC operations and maintenance manpower to PopeIFt. Bragg. Relocate flight 
related ECS (aeromedical squadron) to Youngstown-Warren Regional APT ARS. Relocate all 
remaining Pittsburgh ECS and headquarters manpower to Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska. Air (w 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 (17-airlift) and Moody (I 1-SOFICSAR), 
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-I 30 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 aircraftxnd 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 
recom~nendation 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 I5 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 3,130 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 (I 56 direct jobs and 90 indirect jobs) over the 2006-20 1 1  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 (3Q,direct jobs and 259.indirect jobs) over the 2006-201 1 period in the 
Pittsburgh, ~ e n k y 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 
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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- i ~ m o i n t  - - 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 THREAT 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 

a CmlDbnlor HL3 

INTERESTS. CAREFUL REVIEW AND ASSESSMENT OF THE RJRC IN THE CONTEXT 
OF SCENARIO-BASED TERRORIST AND WMD EVENTS REVEAL ITS m S I C  
VALUE TO DOD AND THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. Wmmm ww 

mu EnknermM n d  WIY 
THE RJRC f;S W E  CA TAL YSTFOR: eman M ~ I  ~ r a r w h  (WISER). 

* JOINT OPERAllONS = OPERA 7 7 0 M L  EFFICIENCIES 
* REGIONAL FACILITY CONSOUDAnON = COST SA WNGS 
* RAPID RESPONSE TO NAllONAL EMERGENCIES = LIVESSAVED 
* PRE-POSrrZONED LOGISnCAL SUPPORT = RAPID EMERGENCYRESPONSE D D l h t u p d o n  Curmnm and Bordrr 8 m c u r R y M m ~ o n  P w  (CB9 WA). 

* REGIONAL AND DOD MEDICAL TRAINING FOR BIO-TERROR = 610-SECURITY D D r u g E ~ R l m m ~ ~ W @ t W .  

* STANDOFF FOCAL POINT FOR GWOT TRAINING AND EXERCISES = EMNCED PHYSICAL SECURfTY 
* MILITARY, DHS, MEDICAL, AND NON-DOD COORDINATION/TRAINING = RHLIS77CPREPARA77ONS 

RJRC 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. 

contingencies. 
o The RJRC affords most realistic location for scenariodriven Joint 

bio-terrorism training exercises. 



Cost of Operations and Manpower Implications 
- Co-location of military and non-DoD personnel will offer 

significant cost savings 
Operations 
Maintenance 
Distance and shared learning 
Enhanced communications/coordination in normal and crisis operations 
Integration of military and non-DoD functions for highly efficient, 
streamlined crisis and surge response capabilities 

- Availability of highly reliable air service through PIT 
All-weather airport with few to no interruptions 
24-hour FAA tower and fire protection 
Ability to accommodate aircraft of all sizes and short-field landing practices 
Greater diversion capacity than any other airport on the east coast 
4 major runways, offering simultaneous arrival and departure capabilities 
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I Kelly Reserve 
I *23rd Postal 

m3 03 rd CyOps 
e864Ih Replacement 
e2"/3 12 Training 

MEPS 
25,000 SF 

Naval & Marines 
Reserve 
20,000 SF 

99" HQ Building 
133,000 SF 
32 Acres 

Vacant Land 
I 6.65 Acres 

Commissary & PX 
50,000 SF 

Kelly Neville Island 
Maintenance 

20,000 SF 
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b y -  na oinideadiness Center 
Joint Inter-Agency Coordination Group 

I Commissary & PX 
Maintenance I 
99" Building 
Joint Reserve 

J-IACG 

I 

I 

Distance Learning 

Homeland Security 
*FAA 
-TSA 
*CB P 
*DEA 
*U. S. Coast Guard 
*Secret Service 
*FBI 

Medical Component 
~ U n i v .  o f  Pittsbur& 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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Charles L. Holsworth 
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