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?%,;3\ e THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
DX 1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425
== ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0504

ALAN 1. OIXON, CHAIRMAN

. COMMISSIONERS:
Apnil 13, 1995 AL CORNELLA

REBECCA COX

GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF (RET)

S. LEE KLING

RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET)

Major General Jay Blume (ATTN: Lt. Col. Mary Tripp) MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA (RET)
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff WENDI LOUISE STEELE

for Base Realignment and Transition
Headquarters USAF ?/
1670 Air Force Pentagon Figasa rofer 1o thid %% =2
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670 whef -gspomim_——a-—
Dear General Blume:

I am forwarding the attached Western Pennsylvania Coalition material given to the
Commission during our base visit to Pittsburgh IAP Air Reserve Station, on April 10, 1995.
Included in the material is a briefing presented by Mr Charles Holsworth. The briefing identifies
some anomalies in the Air Force COBRA runs for the Reserve category “level playing field.”

In order to assist the Commission in its review of this issue, I would appreciate your
written comments on the data presented in the attachment and, if appropriate, corrected level
playing field COBRAs. In addition, if there is a need to correct the level play COBRASs and it
results in changes to the Reserve category report, please provide the necessary supporting
certified data.

We also request that focused COBRAs for individual closures of Milwaukee, Niagara
Falls, and Youngstown, be included with your submission. Due to variations between models and
within models of C-130s in the Air Force Reserve inventory we recommend the Air Force, in
conjunction with the Air Force Reserve, determine the most realistic and cost effective beddown
scenarios for these COBRAs. Request the data be provided by April 28, 1995.

Thank you for your continued support.

Sincerel

Francis A. Cirillo, Jr. PE
Air Force Team Leader

Attachments
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, DC

HQ USAF/RT

1670 Air Force Pentagon ~
Washington, DC 20330-1670 @
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission |

1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425
Arlington, VA 22209

Dear Mr. Cirillo

This is in response to your letter of April 13, 1995, which had a briefing attached from the
Western Pennsylvania Coalition (Commission #950413-3, AF # RT405). The briefing slides
identified some anomalies in the level playing field COBRA runs for the Reserve category.

The briefing is correct in the fact that the level playing field COBRA runs for Greater-
Pittsburgh, O’Hare and Niagara Falls used the screen four data from Minneapolis-St Paul.
Screen four COBRA data has been corrected for Greater-Pittsburgh, O’Hare and Niagara Falls
and all Reserve level playing field COBRAs were run using COBRA Ver 5.08. The changed
COBRA runs are at attachment 1.

The focused COBRA runs conducted during the BRAC process with the correct screen
four data for Milwaukee, Niagara Falls, Youngstown and O’Hare are located at attachment 2.
Additionally, we have provided revised focused COBRA runs (Atch 3) for Milwaukee, Niagara
Falls, Youngstown and O’Hare which avoids unobligated FY 93-FY95 MILCON projects and
FY96-FY97 programmed MILCON. A revised recommendation COBRA for Pittsburgh ARB
with similar assumptions will be provided after the site survey information for the Pittsburgh
recommendation is approved by the Base Closure Executive Group.

Sincerely

D. BLUME, Ir.
ajor General, USAF

Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff
for Base Realignment and Transition

Attachment:

1. Reserve Level Playing Field Runs
2. Focused COBRA Runs

3. Revised Focused COBRA Runs




DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425
ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0504
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April 11, 1995

Major General Jay Blume (Attn: Lt. Col. Mary Tripp)
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff for Base Realignment and Transition
Headquarters USAF

1670 Air Force Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670

Dear General Blume:

Please provide Commission staff with an air quality analysis of the scenarios related to the
COBRA runs identified below. The analysis should identify the gaining base, BCEG action, air
conformity analysis required, projected emissions above 1990 baseline, and status.

DoD BRAC recommendation consistent with COBRA “TRC-0215.0UT”
Closure of McClellan AFB consistent with COBRA “MCC-0119.CBR”
Closure of McClellan AFB consistent with COBRA “MCC-0120.CBR”
Closure of Kelly AFB consistent with COBRA “KE1-0119.CBR”
Closure of Kelly AFB consistent with COBRA “KE1-0120.CBR”

The analysis requested was discussed with Lt. Col. Brian Echols and Capt. John Roop at a
meeting with Commission staff on April 7, 1995.

In order to assist the Commission in its review of this issue, I would appreciate your
submitting this analysis no later than April 24, 1995. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Franeis A. Cirillo Jr,, PE
Air Force Team Leader
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

25 APR 1995

MEMORANDUM FOR BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION (Mr. Frank Cirillo)
FROM: HQ USAF/RT
SUBJECT: USAF BRAC ‘95 Depot Information

Per your 11 April letter, attached is the air quality analysis pertaining to several
COBRA run scenarios. Please note that the “Emissions Above 1990 Baseline” column
reflects emissions in tons per year and CO is carbon monoxide, NOy is nitrous oxides, and
VOC stands for volatile organic compounds.

Should you have any questions, please contact Lt Col Louise Eckhardt, DSN

225-4578.
ﬁi\lME, Jr.
aj Gen, USAF
Special Assistant to the CSAF for
Base Realignment and Transition
Attachment:

AF/CEV response with 6 attachments
RT381




DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON DC

IRPR! 24 1655

MEMORANDUM FOR AF/RTR
FROM: AF/CEV

SUBJECT: Request for Information to Support the Base Closure Process {(Your Memao,
20 Apr 95)

Our detailed, case-by-case, air quality analysis for the five Cost Of Base Realignment
Activity (COBRA) scenarios requested by the Defense Base Closure and Realignment
Commission is attached.

Our preliminary conformity analysis reviewed each of the individual realignment activities
associated with a requested COBRA scenario. The worst case result of one of the activities
determined the overall status for the scenario. A significant assumption, based on coordination
with your office, is that “Base X" activities call for placing 100 or less personnel at a yet-to-be-
determined installation within the Air Force. Given that 100 personnel should not exceed the
de minimis threshold for a criteria pollutant, we did not consider the analysis of Base X
activities in the following consolidation of the COBRA scenarios:

Conformity | |
BCEG Action Analysis | Emissions Above i
Gaining Base | (Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Required ' 1990 Baseline Status |
Multiple | COBRA TRC-0215.0U7 f NG 4 CO : G :
Multiple COBRA MCC-0118.CBR NC 4 NC, C
' s VvOoC :
j ; 36 CO |
Multiple COBRA MCC-0120.CBR ! NC D4 NQ, [ G
i . 3VvO0C |
Multiple COBRA KE1-0119.CBR ! NO I N/A | G
Muitiple COBRA KE1-0120.CBR ! NO I N/A | G

Our action officer for this issue is Captain Jon A. Roop, AF/CEVC, Ext. 73360.

o0

./DEAN FOX, Calonel, USAF
Director of Environment

Attachments:

1. Defense BCRC Ltr, 11 Apr 85

2. DoD BRAC Recommendation - TRC-0215.0UT
3. Closure of McClellan AFB-MCC-0119.CBR

4. Closure of McClellan AFB-MCC-0120.CBR

5. Closure of Kelly AFB-KE1-0119.CBR

6. Closure of Kelly AFB-KE1-0120.CBR
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425
ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0504

P38

Apiil 11, 1995

- Major General Jay Blume (Attn: Lt. Col. Mary Tripp)
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff for Base Realignment and Transition
Headquarters USAF
1670 Air Force Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670

Dear General Blume:
Please provide Commission staff with an air quality analysis of the scenarios related to the

COBRA runs identificd below. The analysis should identify the gaining base, BCEG action, air
conformity analysis required, projected emissions above 1990 baseline, and status.

DoD BRAC recommendation consistent with COBRA “TRC-0215.0UT”

Closure of McClellan AFB consistent with COBRA “MCC-0119.CBR”

Closure of McClelian AFB consistent with COBRA “MCC-0120.CBR”

Closure of Kelly AFB consistent with COBRA “KE1-0119.CBR”

Closure of Kelly AFB consistent with COBRA “KE1-0120.CBR”

The analysis requested was discussed with Lt. Col. Brian Echols and Capt. John Roop at a
meeting with Commission staff on April 7, 1995.

In order to assist the Commission in its review of this issue, I would appreciate your
submitting this analysis no later than April 24, 1995. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Francis A. Cirillo Jr., P
Air Force Team Leader

) #k TOTAL PARGE.BB2 xx
APR-11-1995 11:10 @3 6856 B8535 P.002



DoD BRAC Recommendation Consistent
with
COBRA TRC-0215.0UT

COBRA S 0 / .
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
{Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Multiple COBRA TRC-0215.0UT NO 4 CO G
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Hill AFB Add 237 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
- From Tinker AFB & Robins AFB 0 VvOC
MccClellan Add 14 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
AFB - From Tinker AFB 0 vOoC
4 CO

G = Green (BCEG Emissions are Less Than or Equal to 1290 Baseline)
Y = Yellow (BCEG Emissions are Within Moderate Range of the 1990 Baseline)
R = Red {BCEG Emissions are Significantly Greater Than 1990 Baseline!

Attachment 2



Closure of McClellan AFB Consistent
with
COBRA MCC-0119.CBR

COBRA Scenario Analysis
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Mutltiple COBRA MCC-0119.CBR YES 4 NO, G
' 3 VvOoC
36 CO
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity Emissions Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis Above 1990
Required Baseline
March AFB Add 53 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
- From McClellan AFB 0 vOoC
11 CO
Moffett NAS Add 190 Personnel & 4 C130 NO 0 NO, G
- From McClelian AFB 0 VvoC
0 CO
I Travis AFE | Add 451 Personnel ? YES 4 NO, G
’ ! - From McClellan AFS e 3 VOC
: | 36 CO
Offutt AFB Add 388 Personnel NO N/A G
- From McClellan AFB
Hill AFB Add 4399 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
- From McClellan AFB 0 voC
Tinker AFB Add 1571 Personnel NO N/A G
- From McClellan AFB
Robins AFB Add 314 Personnel NO N/A : G
- From McClellan AFB
Base X - Add 21389 Personnel UNK UNK UNK
- From McClellan AFB

G = Green (BCEG Emissions are Less Than or Equal to 1990 Baseline)

Y = Yellow (BCEG Emissions are Within Moderate Range of the 1990 Baseline)

R= Red (BCEG Emissions are Significantly Greater Than 1990 Baseline)

UNK = Unknown, a preliminary conformity analysis can not be done without a receiver base

Attachment 3



Closure of McClellan AFB Consistent
with
COBRA MCC-0120.CBR

COBRA. S io Analysi
Gaining Base BCEG Actinn Conformity { Emissions Above | Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Multiple COBRA MCC-0120.CBR YES 4 NO, G
3voc
36 CO
E Specific Analysi
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity { Emissions Above | Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
March AFB Add 53 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
- From McClellan AFB 0 voC
11 CO
Moffett NAS Add 190 Personnel & 4 Ci30 | NO i O NO, z
- From McClelian AFB | 0ovoc
r PG CC
Travis AFB Add 451 Personnel . YES £ NG, z
- From McClellan AFE ZVOC
; 36 CC
Offutt AFB Add 388 Personnel | NC | N/A z
- From McClellan AFB | ; ;
Hill AFB °— Add 4399 Personnel : NO 0 NO, <3
- From McClellan AFB i 0 voC |
Tinker AFB Add 1571 Personnel NO | N/A G |
- From McClellan AFB { i
Robins AFB Add 314 Personnel NO N/A C
- From McClelilan AFB
Base X Add 1829 Personnel UNK UNK UNK
- From McClellan AFB

G = Green (BCEG Emissions are Less Than or Equal to 1990 Baseline)

Y = Yellow (BCEG Emissions are Within Moderate Range of the 1990 Baseline)
R= Red (BCEG Emissions are Significantly Greater Than 1990 Baseline)

UNK = Unknown, a preliminary conformity analysis can not be done without a receiver base

Attachment 4




Closure of Kelly AFB Consistent
with
COBRA KE1-0119.CBR

COBRA S i0 Analysi
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
{Aircraft & Personnel Realignment]) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Multiple COBRA KE1-0119.CBR NO N/A G
£ Specific Analysi
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
{(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Lackland AFB Add 5251 Personnel NO N/A G
- From Kelly AFB
Hill AFB Add 847 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
- From Kelly AFB 0 vOoC
Tinker AFB Add 7533 Personnel NO N/A G
- From Kelly AFB ;
Robins AFB | Add 85 Personnel [ NO | N/A G
- From Kelly AFE : ‘. ,
Base ¥ » Add 2699 Personnel ‘ UNK UNK bOUNK

- mrom Kelly AFZE

G = Green (BCEG Emissions are Less Than or Equal to 12880 Baseline}

Y = Yeliow (BCEG Emissions are Within Moderate Range of the 1990 Baseline)

R= Red (BCEG Emissions are Significantly Greater Than 1290 Baseline)

UNK = Unknown, a preliminary conformity analysis can not be done without a receiver base

Attachment 5




Closure of Kelly AFB Consistent

with

COBRA KE1-0120.CBR

~OBRA S io Analysi
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) Analysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Multiple COBRA KE1-0120.CBR NO N/A G
E Specific Analysi
Gaining Base BCEG Action Conformity | Emissions Above | Status
(Aircraft & Personnel Realignment) { Anpalysis 1990 Baseline
Required
Lackland AFB Add 5251 Personnel NO N/A G
- From Kelly AFB
Hill AFB Add 847 Personnel NO 0 NO, G
- From Kelly AFB 0 vOC
Tinker AFB Add 7533 Personnel NO N/A G
- From Kelly AFB
Robins AFB Add 85 Personnel NO N/A G
- From Kelly AFB |
Base X Add 2035 Personnel UNK UNK ; UNK
|

- From Keliy AFB

G = Green (BCEG Emissions are Less Than or £qual to 1890 Baseline)

Y = Yellow {(BCEG Emissions are Within Moderate Range of the 1990 Baseline)

R= Red (BCEG Emissions are Significantly Greatei Than 1990 Baseline)
UNK = Unknown, a preliminary conformity analysis can not be done without a receiver base

Attachment 6
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425
ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0504

ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN

. COMMISSIONERS:
April 12, 1995 AL CORNELLA
REBECCA COX
GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF (RET)
S. LEE KLING
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET)

Major General Jay Blume (ATTN: Lt Col Mary Tripp) MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA (RET)
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff

for Base Realignment and Transition -7g
Headquarters USAF _ ‘
1670 Air Force Pentagon Plaass reier P s m’-:rgc%f\l_ \L.)‘
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670 when reeponding {O0) 1 2

Dear General Blume:

During our review of the base questionnaires, we noticed that one element, item 1.2.E.15.,
is missing. This element is cited in Vol. V, Appendix 1, “INSTALLATION EVALUATION
CRITERIA,” page 59, by items I1.3.C., “Existing Local/Regional Airspace Encroachment,” and
I1.3.D., “Future Local/Regional Airspace Encroachment.”

In a discussion with Major Marsha Malcomb of your office, she explained that the missing
element was part of a data call subsequent to the initial submission of the questionnaire. These
subsequent data call elements were not included due to an administrative oversight.

Request you provide any and all results of these subsequent data calls.

If your staff has any questions about this request, contact Lt Col Merrill Beyer (USAF) or
Steve Ackerman of the Commission staff.

I'look forward to working with you in the weeks ahead.

AN
Frahcis A. Cirillo Jr., PE
Air Force Team Leader
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
1700 NORTH MOORK STREKT SUITK 1428
ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0804

ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN

April 12,1995 Sotememea™
REBECCA COX
GEN J. B. DAVIS, UBAF (RKT)

: . :A;‘M‘::'N';:MIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET)
Major General Jay Blume (ATTN: -Lt Col Mary Tripp) | MG JOSUK ROBLES, JR.. USA (RET)
Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff ,

for Base Realignment and Transition - 2 '
Headquarters USAF - :
1670 Air Force Pentagon ' o Plaasa rsiar D tis 21y
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670 when
Dear General Blume: '

Dmngmmcwoftheblnqummmucedthumdmnemuﬁ 18.,
umisslnz. This element is cited in Vol. V, Appendix 1, “INSTALLATION EVALUATION

CRITERIA,” page 59, by items I13.C,, Ennmg!.oallkegomlAmmenemuhnem, and
IL.3.D., “Future Local/Regional Airspace Encroachment.”

A InadimmonmtthorMushaleeombofyowoﬁce.shcuphmedthntheuﬁm
clement was part of & data call subsequent to the initial submission of the questionnaire. These
subsequent dats call elements were not included due to an administrative oversight.

Request you provide any and all resuits of these subsequent data calls.

If your staff has any questions about this request, contact Lt Col Merrill Beyer (USAF) or
Steve Ackerman of the Commission staff.

1 look forward to working with you in the weeks ahead.

£

s
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, DC

17 piprd 7!

MEMORANDUM FOR BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION (Mr Frank Cirillo)

FROM: HQ USAF/RT
1670 Air Force Pentagon _
Washington, DC 20330-1670 I

SUBJECT: Response to Missing Questionnaire Data - [.2.E.15
Attached is the Air Force data for element E.2.E.185, listed by base, per your 22 March

request. _ .
”BL JR, Major General, USAPF-
Spécial Assistant to Chief of Staff
for Realignment and Transition
Attachment:

Air Force Point Paper



For Official Use Only

Section| Altus AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) ] 154 NMi




for Official Use Only

Section | Andrews AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness ' '
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
arlotte 291 NMi
Cleveland 277 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 199 NMi
Pittsburgh ' 185 NMi
INew York (JFK) | 180 NMi
Newark 168 NMi
W;;h;ng(on (IAD) 29 NMi
Washington BWI) | 24 NMi
Washington (DCA) 8 NMi

4t




For Ofciat Use Only

Section | Arnold AFS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.IS List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

St Louis 287 NMi
Charlotte 252 NMi
Cincinnati 230 NMi
Memphis 192 NMil
Atlanta 133 NMi
Nashville . 52 NMi




For Officlal Use Only

Section | | ARPC
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Denver ] 11 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Barksdale AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Memphis ' 239 NMi
Hpuston 174 NMi

~172NMi

Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW)




For Official Use Only

Section | Battle Creek Federal Center
2. Operational Effectiveness :

L.2.E.15

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
DISTANCE

| 251 NMi

198 NMi

161 NMi

120 NMi

~ 85 NMi

Ny
AN




For Official Use Only

Section | | Beale AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE '

,gm Francisco J 101 NIEI




For OfMclat Use Only

Section | Bergstrom ARB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L2E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE
Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 165 NMi

H9u§ton o 122 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Boise Air Terminal ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Salt Lake City i 252 NMi

-
R4




for Official Use Onty

Section | | Bolling AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.1§ List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Charlotte 288 NMi
Cleveland 270 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 197 NMi
New York (JFK) 184 NMi
Pittsburgh 178 NMi
Newark 172 NMi
Washington (BWI) 25 NMi
Washington IAD) | 21 NMi
Washington (DCA) 1 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | | Brooks AFB

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

I1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high tra}fﬁc, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE
Dallas/Ft Worth (DAL) 225 NMi

Houston 166 NMi|




For Officiat Use Only

Section | Buckley ANGB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT __ _DISTANCE
[Denver 1 10 NMj|




For Officiol Use Only

Section | Carswell AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
(Houston I 199 NMi

[Daltas/Ft Worth OFW) | 22NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Charleston AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness ‘
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Atlanta 225 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 189 NMi
acksonville | 167 NMil
Charlotte | 146 NMi

. b
i




For Official Use Only

Section | Columbus AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT =~~~ DISTANCE
Atlanta 201 NMi
Nashvile | 172NMj
Memphis 113 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | | Davis-Monthan AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT =~~~ DISTANCE

Phoenix 95 NMj)




For Official Use Only
Section | 1 Dobbins ARB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

I.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT = =~~~ DISTANCE

Memphis 278 NMi
Jacksonville | T 250 NMi
Charlotte ' 193 NMii
Nashville ' 170 NMi

Atlanta ' 17 NMi

w




For Officiot Use Only

Section | Dover AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.1S List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT __ DISTANCE
Boston 281 NMi
Ra]eigﬁlsurham 251 NMi
gy |
New York (JFK) 119 NMi
Newark | 111 NMi
Washington (IAD) ~ 93NMi
Washington (DCA) | 75 NMi
Washington (BWI) ; 56 NMi

s



For Official Use Only

Section | Dyess AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
I.2.E.1S List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Fxouscon 274 NMi

péﬁiypg Worth (DFW) 145 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Edwards AFB

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact ‘
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
San Francisco 271 NMi
Las Vegas e 151 NMi
Los Angeles (I.LAX) 63 NMi




For Officiof Use Only

Section | , Eqglin AFB

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE

Jacksonville | 250 NMi
Atlanta 217 NMi




For Officiat Use Only

Section | Elisworth AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT ___DISTANCE

[Denver 266 NMi



For Official Use Onty

Section | Fairchild AFB

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
I.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT ' DISTANCE
[Sea!lc/T acoma l 189 NMJ




For Official Use Only

Section | Falcon AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Benver ‘ l 8 NMi,




For Officiol Use Only

Section | FE Warren AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Eenver l 78 NMi

b
a4




For Official Use Only

Section | Gen Mitchell IAP ARS
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
I1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE

284 NMi
276 NMi
276 NMi|
258 NMi
206 NMi

58 NMi




. For Official Use Only
Section | | Goodfellow AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT ' DISTANCE

Houston 275 NMi

Dallas/Ft Worth (DAL) 192 NMi




For Officlal Use Only

Section | Grand Forks AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Minneapolis/St. Paul [ 253 NMi|




For Official Use Only

Section | ‘Greater Pittsburgh IAP ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness .
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact ‘
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

New York (JFK) 294 NMi
Raleigh/Durham j 285 NMi
Newark i 277 NMi
Cincinnati : 222 NMi
Washington (BWT) 182 NMi
Washington (DCA) 177 NMi
Detroit 174 NMi
Washington (IAD) 158 NMi
Cleveland 92 NMi
Pittsburgh ' 0 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section || Greater Pittsburgh IAP ARS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

New York (JFK) 294 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 285 NMi
Newark 277 NMi
Cincinnati 222 NMi
Washington (BW1) 182 NMi
Washington (DCA) 177 NMi
Detroit 174 NMi
Washington (IAD) - 158 NM;i
Cleveland 92 NMi
Pittsburgh 0 NMi




For Officiol Use Only

Section | Griffiss AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Washington (IAD) 273 NMi
'Washington (DCA) 273 NMi
Pittsburgh 271 NMi
‘Washington (BWI) 250 NMi
Boston 201 NMj
New York (JFK) 172 NMj|
Newark 162 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | | Grissom AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Nashville 273 NMi
Pittsburgh 270 NMi
St Louis 225 NMi
Cleveland 200 NMi
Detroit 157 NMi
Cincinnati 118 NMi
Chicago (ORD) 112 NMi|




For Official Use Oniy
Section | | Hanscom AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high tfafﬁc, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Newark 167 NMi
New York (JFK) 157 NMi
Boston ‘ 14 NMj




For Official Use Only

Section | | Hill AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness’
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Salt Lake City | 20 NMi]




For Official Use Only

Section | Holloman AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE '
Phoenix ] 299 NMi|




For Official Use Only

Section | Hurlburt Fid
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Facksonville 259 NMi

[/ﬂanta 225 NMi




For Officlal Use Only

Section | Keesler AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness.

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT  DISTANCE
Atlanta 300 NMi

Memphis 283 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | | Kelly AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 225 NMi

Houstpn 173 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Kirtland AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT | DISTANCE

IPhoenix ] 285 NMil




For Officiat Use Only

Section | | Lackland AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high tréfﬁc, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE '
Dallas/Ft Worth (DAL) 227 NMi
Houston 176 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Lambert Field ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Cincinnati 267 NMi
Nashville 236 NMi
Chicago (ORD) 224 NMi
Memphis 223 NMi

ansas City 206 NMi
St Louis 0 NMi




For Officlal Use Only

Section | | Langley AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Pittsburgh 273 NMil
Charlotte 249 NMij
New York (JFK) 245 NM;
Newark 240 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 138 NMj
Washington (BWI) 126 NMi
'Washington (IAD) 123 NMi
'Washington (DCA) 111 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Laughlin AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness :

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 286 NMi

Houston 286 NMH




For Official Use Only

Section | Little Rock AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Kansas City 290 NMi
_Iizishville ‘J 277 NMi
Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 272 NMi
St Louis 245 NMi
Memphis 107 NMi




For Officiol Use Only

Section | Los Angeles AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT : DISTANCE

San Francisco 293 NMi
Las Vegas 205 NMi
Los /m\—ngcrlicﬂs/(i)\xr) L B 0 NMi




For Officiol Use Only

Section | Luke AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L2E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT ____DISTANCE

as Vegas 205 NMi

Phoenix ‘ 20 NM;j




For Official Use Only

Section | MacDill AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness :

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
12.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[acksonville [ 164 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | March ARB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Phoenix 263 NMi
Las Vegas 168 NMi
Los Angeles (LAX) 57 NMij




For Official Use Only

Section | Martin State APT ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness v v
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Cleveland 278 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 236 NMi
Pittsburgh 189 NMi
New York (JFK) 145 NMil
Newark 132 NMi
Washington (IAD) 54 NMi
'Washington (DCA) 41 NMi
\Washington (BWI) 15 NMi




For OMicial Use Only

Section | | Maxwell AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness -
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Tacksonville ; 265 NMi
Memphis | 241 NMi
Nashvile | 225 NMi
Atlanta | 123 NMij




For Official Use Only

Section | McChord AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE
Eeatle/Tacoma T 20 NMi




For Officlal Use Only

Section | McClellan AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
San Francisco 78 NMi
g I i




For Official Use Only

Section | McConnell AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.1§ List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 284 NMi

Kansas City 156 NMi




‘ For Official Use Only
Section | | McGuire AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

ferRPORT DISTANCE

Pittsburgh 260 NMi
Boston 215 NMi
Washington (IAD) 147 NMi
‘Washington (DCA) 133 NMi
Washington (BWI) 108 NMi
New York (JFK) ’ 53 NMi
Newark 45 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | Minneapolis-St Paul IAP ARS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Chicago (ORD) 290 NMi
Minneapolis/St. Paul O NMi

Eelae s




For OfMicial Use Only

Section | Moody AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
I2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Charlotte 279 NMi
iAtlanta 172 NMi

acksonville 83 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Mt Home AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.1§ List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT : DISTANCE
[Salt Lake City | 221 NMj




For Officlal Use Only

Section | | NAS Willow Grove ARS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Pittsburgh 233 NMj
Boston 228 NMi
Washington (IAD) 131 NMi
Washington (DCA) 119 NMi|
Washington (BWI) 93 NMi
New York (JFK) 68 NMi
Newark 54 NMi




For Officlal Use Only
Section| Nellis AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT . DISTANCE
Phoenix 224 NMi
Los Angeles (LAX) ,‘ 215 NMi
Las Vegas 11 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section| Niagara Falls IAP ARS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

New York (JFK) 274 NMi
Washington (DCA) 269 NMi
Washington (IAD) ] 259 NMi
Newark 258 NMil
Washington (BWI) 257 NMi
Detroit 202 NMi
Pittsburgh 167 NMi
Cleveland 164 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section| O'Hare IAP, ARS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2:E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Minneapolis/St. Paul 290 NMi
Cleveland 273 NMi
Cincinnati ' 230 NMi
St Louis | 224 NMi
Detroit 203 NMi
Chicago (ORD) 0 NMi




Section |
2. Operational Effectiveness

L2.E.15

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact

For Official Use Only

Offutt AFB

List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE

St Louis 292 NMij

Minneapolis/St. Paul 255 NMi

Kansas City 122 NMi

5 s




For Official Use Only

Section | Onizuka AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

I.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE

s Angeles (LAX) -267 NMi

Eﬂ Francisco 26 NMi




: For Official Use Oniy
Section | < Otis ANGB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
I2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Newark 175 NM;
New York (JFK) 159 NMi
Eoston 48 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | _ Patrick AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT : 'DISTANCE
[lacksonville { 147 Nﬁl]




For Officiol Use Only

Section | Peterson AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT f DISTANCE
li)enver ¢ ] 63 NM—II




For Official Use Only
Section | Pope AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Atlanta 283 NMi
'Washington (BW1) 265 NMi
Washington (DCA) 240 NMi
'Washington (IAD) 238 NMi
Charlotte 95 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 44 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | Portland IAP ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness :
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
ngatle/'r acoma j 112 NMn]




For Officlal Use Only

Section | Randolph AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 212 NMi

@uston 155 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | ; Reese AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Dallas/Ft Worth OFW) | 254 NMj




For Official Use Only
Section | | Rickenbacker ANGB

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Washington (BWI) 292 NM;
Charlotte 292 NMi
Nashville 284 NMi
Washington (DCA) : ; 279 NMi
Chicago (ORD) : 260 NMi
Washington (IAD) 259 NMi
Detroit 1 145 NM;i
Pittsburgh 130 NMi
Cleveland | 108 NMi
Cincinnati ‘ 92 NMi




For Officiol Use Only

Section || Robins AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Nashville 259 NMi
Charlotte 203 NMil
Jacksonville 161 NMi
Atlanta 1 73 NMi|




For Officlal Use Only
Section | Rome Lab
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
L2 E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Washington (IAD) 274 NMi
Washington (DCA) 273 NMi
Pittsburgh 271 NMi
Washington (BWT) 250 NMi
Boston 200 NMj|
New York (JFK) 172 NMi
Newark 162 NM




For Officlal Use Only

Section | Salt Lake City IAP ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness ' v

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs);
AIRPORT DISTANCE
|Salt Lake City ] 0 NMi|

[RprRi




For Official Use Only

Section | Scott AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Cincinnati 245 NMi
Kansas City 231 NMi
Chicago (ORD) 225 NMi
Memphis 210 NMi
Nashville 210 NMil
St Louis 27 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | S Selfridge ANGB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT __DISTANCE

Cincinnati ] 229 NMi
Chicago (ORD) 228 NM;
Pittsburgh 172 NMi
Cleveland m 84 NMi
Detroit m 32 NMi




For Cfficiol Use Only

Section | | Seymour Johnson AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Iinpact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Washington (BWI) 238 NMi
'Washington (IAD) 218 NMi
'Washington (DCA) 215 NMi
Charlotte 146 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 52 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | Shaw AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Facksonville 218 NMi
Atlanta 198 NMi
Raleigh/Durham 141 NMi
Charlotte 78 NMil




For Official Use Only

Section | Sheppard AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
ouston 289 NMi

Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 98 NMi




For Official Use Only

Section | Stewart IAP ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact ‘
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Pittsburgh 284 NMi
'Washington (IAD) 217 NMi
Washington (DCA) 208 NMj
Washington (BWT) 182 NMi
Boston 148 NMi i
New York (JFK) 54 NMi
Newark 49 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | ‘ Tinker AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
I.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Kansas City 265 NMi

(pallas(pt Worth (DFW) 152 NM




For Official Use Only

Section | Travis AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
|San Francisco ] 44 NMij




For Official Use Only
Section | Tucson IAP ANGS
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high trafﬁc, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT ___DISTANCE
Phoenix [ eenM




For Official Use Only
Section | Tyndall AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L2.E.1§ List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE

|Atlanta 222 NMil

Jacksonville 203 NMi




For Officlal Use Only

Section | USAFA
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L1.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE




For Official Use Only

Section|| Vance AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness '

E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact

L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):
AIRPORT DISTANCE

Kansas City 234 NMi

Dallas/Ft Worth (DFW) 211 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | | Vandenberq AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

fi.as Vegas 277 NMj
San Francisco 194 NMi
Ls Angeles (LAX) 117 NMi




For Officlal Use Only
Section | Westover ARB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
I2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Washington (IAD) 297 NMi
Washington (DCA) 287 NMil
Wing:on (BWI) 261 NMi
Newark 4 117 NMi
INew York (JFK) : 109 NMil
Boston , 68 %




For Official Use Only
Section | - Whiteman AFB
2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base
Commercial Aviation Impact
1L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
Memphis : 280 NMi
St Louis | 149 NMi
Kansas City - 64 NMi




For Official Use Only
Section | Wright-Patterson AFB

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE

Nashville 254 NMi
Chicago (ORD) 217 NMi
Pittsburgh 179 NMi
Detroit 147 NMi
Cleveland 138 NMi
ICincinnati 55 NMi

S
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L




, For Official Use Only
Section | Youngstown-Warren MPT ARS

2. Operational Effectiveness
E. Airspace Used by Base

Commercial Aviation Impact
L.2.E.15 List of all nearby high traffic, commercial aviation facilities (hubs):

AIRPORT DISTANCE
[Newark 297 NMi
Cincinnati 226 NMi
Washington (BWI) | 222 NMi
Washington (DCA) 221 NMi
Washington (IAD) 203 NMi
Detroit 133 NMi
Cleveland |  SANMi
Pittsburgh 50 NMil
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425
ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0504

ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN

COMMISSIONERS:
AL CORNELLA

: REBECCA COX
Apnl 6’1995 GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF (RET)
S. LEE KLING
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET)

MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA (RET)
WENDI LOUISE STEELE

Major General Jay D. Blume, Jr. (Lt. Col. Mary Tripp)

Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff %
for Base Realignment and Transition

Headquarters USAF

1670 Air Force Pentagon
Washington D.C. 20330-1670

TUCEATITNRE .
ETe2N N

MO

Dear General Blume:

The Commission has been asked to consider a redirect of the 1993 decision to close
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, NY. In this regard, I am forwarding a list of questions (attached) that
has been forwarded to us.

In order to assist the Commission in its review of these issues, I would appreciate your
written answers to the attached questions no later than April 20, 1995. Thank you for your

assistance in this matter.
-

ancis A. Cirillo, Jr., PE
Air Force Team Leader

Attachment



Please provide answers to the following questions and arcas of concern.

1. What are the certified usable ramp spaces at McGuire and Plattsburgh?
2. Are there any restrictions as to parking: ie: a lack of flexibiiity at McGuire and/or Plattsburgh?

3. Whnatis the runway length of McGuire? Is the KC-10 restricted as 1o Maximum Gross Weight
for takeofl due 1o runway length and summer temperature?

4. Fow many parkin ~ spots are av.zlable at McGuire?
+ KC-135equivalent
* Any size comganson
* Hew do those numbers compare to Plattsburgh?

5. Compare the refueling capacity of McGuire and Platisburgh under the following categordes:
* Storage '
* Pits
* Laterals
¢+ Simultaneous refueling
* Sources
Methods of Supply

6. Compare the condition cf the ramp and runways at McGuire to those at Plattsburgh.
(Why pump mcney 1nto a tired facility wien you have one in a better location in mint condition?)

7. What is the current bead-down at McGu:ve by aircraft type and unit?

8. Review the stats of housing at McGuire compared to Plattsburgh

* Numoc- of houses on base

* Num er of houses of! base
(Because the F3-111's had left Plarisburgh, there was a major housing renovation in progress so
as to have the best on-base housing ¢ zilable wher the Mobility Wing amrived ar Plausburgh. All
1gnoreC - al! forgotten. Off-base housing ar Plansburgh availabie due to depariures of personned -
it's a buver's market.)
9. Review anc compare the AICUZ data of Plausburgh and McGuire.
(1993 BRAC penalized, as we feared they would, Plattsburgh fer having the "cnly sccond
generation prograrm” and tctally swept under the rug the fact that McGuire has pg ATCLZ program.
There mus: be seme [zl ness in rational and comparison when a head-to-hewd ccmpetition is
created.... Especiiy wren the Commussioner: create the sompetition *In the interes: of fairness”.

10. Frovide a list of customers and mun the Sving times to these customers from McGuire and
Platisturgh.

(Gereral Johnson creatzd. on his owr., proxiruities (o customers as the kev rezson for McGuire to
Pe chosen as the Eastem Air Mobility Wing. V'hen running the Mvin g times > cerain to add the
trme to fly departures required to get our of and out from under the New Verk Citv, Newark
Prilly tnargle. The liability of onerzting sut o™ McGuire is real and has beer 2 factor in Air Force
cperations for a: least the ast 12 years and wii. uldmately impact eperaticns frem McGuire in the
next decace.)

LY
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11. Where are the tankers of the Air Force based? Request 2 charts:
* AMC Bed-down
* ACC Bed-Down
If not broken down to reflect Guard and Reserve verses Active Duty Forces, then two more charts
are required:
¢ AMC Bed-down of Guard and Reserve
¢ ACC Bed-down of Guard and Reserve
(Plattsburgh believes that there are no Active Duty tankers in the Normeast.)

12. What construction is on-going at McGuire?
13. What construction is requested in the 96, 97, 98, 99 and 2000 Milcon budget for McGuire?
14. What BRAC funds are being spent at McGuire and what are programmed?

- 15. Task the FAA to compare, in depth, the Plattsburgh and McGuire traffic. Place particular

:Sphasxs on where might aircrews best accomplish crew training with proper separation and
ety
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

20 1R 1006

MEMORANDUM FOR BASE CLOSURE COMMISSION (Mr. Frank Cirillo)

FROM: AF/RT
1670 Air Force Pentagon
Washington, DC 20330-1670

SUBJECT: Response to Questions on Plattsburgh and McGuire Air Force Bases

Attached is the Air Force response to your April 6, 1995, request for answers to fifteen
questions concerning Plattsburgh and McGuire Air Force Bases. The Air Force response to these
questions was in some ways limited because Plattsburgh AFB is scheduled for closure on
September 30, 1995, dictating that no base questionnaire be completed for the 1995 round of
closures. - Since some of the requested answers concerned comparisons of data from Plattsburgh
and McGuire, the Air Force responded by providing data from 1993 questionnaires for both
bases and then adding data, as required, from the McGuire 1995 questionnaire as well as current
information available on on-going projects and upgrades.

In addition, responses to questions 10 and 15 could not be provided at this time due to the
nature of the questions. In question 10, the Air Force was requested to provided information
updating a study done by the 1993 BRAC Commission. Though we know of the study, we were
not provided a copy by the 1993 Commission and therefore cannot respond to questions
concerning its content or parameters. A review of your records should provide a basis for the
response to this question. In question 15, the Air Force was asked to task the FAA to do a study
of the Plattsburgh and McGuire traffic patterns This office cannot task the FAA to do a study on
traffic patterns. If the Commission determines that a study of this nature is needed, then it may
be appropriate for the Commission to request the FAA to do such a study.

b/

. BLUME, Jr.,Major General, USAF
ial Assistant to the Chief of Staff for
Realignment and Transition

We hope the provided information is useful.

Attachment:
Responses to questions



AIR FORCE FACT SHEET
Plattsburgh/McGuire AFBs

1. Question/Statement: What are the certified usable ramp spaces at McGuire and
Plattsburgh?

Response: (Department of the Air Force Analyses and Recommendations,
Volume V, March 1993) KC-135 equivalent:

- Plattsburgh - 156

- McGuire - 88
1995 BRAC Questionnaire did not specifically address number of parking spaces.

2. Question/Statement: Are there any restrictions as to parking: ie: a lack of flexibility
at McGuire and/or Plattsburgh?

Response: Yes, McGuire had a taxiway limitation due to wingtip clearance
of the KC-10. A project to add a perimeter taxiway is under construction (see
question 14).

3. Question/Statement: What is the runway length of McGuire? Is the KC-10
restricted as to Maximum Gross Weight for takeoff due to runway length and summer
temperature?

Response: McGuire has two runways that are 10,001 feet and 7,214 feet
respectively. The maximum gross weight of the KC-10 (590,000 Ibs) is limited in the
summer to 540,000 pounds (Runway 24 with an obstacle 36 feet high at 2553 feet, 30
degrees centigrade, +150 feet pressure altitude, no wind, dry runway).

4. Question/Statement: How many parking spots are available at McGuire?
- KC-135 equivalent
- Any size comparison
- How do those numbers compare to Plattsburgh?

Response: (Department of the Air Force Analyses and Recommendations,
Volume V, March 1993)
- KC-135 equivalent- McGuire - 88 ; Plattsburgh - 156
- - Any size comparison - See above
- How do those numbers compare to Plattsburgh? - See above



5. Question/Statement: Compare the refueling capacity of McGuire and Plattsburgh
under the following categories:

- Storage

- Pits

- Laterals

- Simultaneous refueling

- Methods of Supply

Response: (1993 BRAC Questionnaire for Plattsburgh; 1993 BRAC
Questionnaire plus 1995 updates for McGuire)

- Storage - Plattsburgh (1993 BRAC Questionnaire) - 4,502 (K/gal);
McGuire(BRAC 93 Questionnaire) - 4,100 (K/gal)

- Pits - Plattsburgh - 84 hydrants;

McGuire - 29 hydrants (1993 BRAC Questionnaire);

McGuire - 36 hydrants (1995 BRAC Questionnaire); 17 hydrants are
under construction using BRAC funds (See question 14). In addition, MILCON
funds are programmed for DLA to add 18 more hydrants in FY 96 (See question
13). The 35 new hydrants in these projects will replace 20 existing older hydrants.
The total number of hydrants available at McGuire once construction is complete is
51. Of these 51 hydrants, 35 will be able to accommodate wide-bodied aircraft.

- Laterals - (1993 BRAC Questionnaire) Both Plattsburgh and McGuire have
lateral pipelines.

- Simultaneous refueling - Plattsburgh (1993 BRAC Questionnaire) - 5 C-141
equivalents; McGuire (1993 BRAC Questionnaire) - 3 C-141 equivalents;
McGuire (1995 BRAC Questionnaire) - 7 C-141 equivalents

- Methods of Supply - Methods of supply to each of these bases was not
addressed in the base questionnaire. This category was addressed directly by the
1993 Commission who should have this comparison on file.

6. Question/Statement: Compare the condition of the ramp and runways at McGuire to
those at Plattsburgh.

Response:  Plattsburgh (1993 BRAC Questionnaire)
- Runway - 100% Code 1
- Taxiway - 86% Code 1, 14% Code 2
- Aprons - 100% Code 1
McGuire (1993 BRAC Questionnaire)
- Runway - 100% Code 1
- Taxiway - 74% Code 1,16% Code 2, 10% Code 3
- Aprons - 64% Code 1, 31% Code 2,5% Code 3
McGuire (1995 BRAC Questionnaire)
- Runway - 99% Code 1, 1% Code 2
- Taxiway - 92.9% Code 1, 6.7% Code 2, 0.4% Code 3
- Aprons - 87% Code 1, 6.8% Code 2, 6.2% Code 3



7. Question/Statement: What is the current bed-down at McGuire by aircraft type and
unit?

Response: Current aircraft assigned at McGuire by type and unit include:
38 C-141s - [6th Airlift Squadron (AS), 13th AS, and 18th AS] (Active Duty);
22 KC-10s - [2nd AS and 32nd AS] (Active Duty);
19 KC-135Es - [150th Air Refueling Squadron (ARS) and 141 ARS] (ANG).

8. Question/Statement: Review the status of housing at McGuire compared to
Plattsburgh.

- Number of houses on base

- Number of houses off base

Response: ~ On Base Housing
- Plattsburgh (1993 BRAC Questionnaire) - 1,641
- McGuire (1993 BRAC Questionnaire) - 1,753
- McGuire (1995 BRAC Questionnaire) - 1,754

Off Base Housing - The number of off base houses is not
addressed in the base questionnaire. It does, however, address the affordability,
acceptability, and availability of off base housing. The responses to these areas are
listed below for Plattsburgh and McGuire.

- Plattsburgh (1993 BRAC Questionnaire)

-- Available - Yes

-- Acceptable - Yes

-- Affordable to all but the lowest ranking airmen w/families

- McGuire (1993 BRAC Questionnaire)

-- Available - Yes

-- Acceptable - Units within 7 miles of base are very old,
upkeep is just above adequacy standards. Some are subsidized with waiting lists
from 1-5 years. Outside 7 miles the standard is better, but price-wise the units are
small with no storage or garage space.

-- Affordable - Affordability makes housing in the community
limited. 3 subsidized apartment complexes are available with waiting period of 6
months to 5 years. Subsidized rents are according to income and vary from $325 to
$585 and up. Houses for rent vary. Two and three bedroom houses are available
year round from $680 - $1100.

- McGuire (1995 BRAC Questionnaire)

-- Available - Yes

-- Acceptable - 8.9 % of off-base housing was rated unsuitable
in latest VHA survey. ’

-- Affordable - Yes. Latest VHA survey lists median monthly
cost of off-base housing as $909.



9. Question/Statement: Review and compare the AICUZ data of Plattsburgh and
McQGuire. .

Response: The following is AICUZ data for Plattsburgh and McGuire from

the 1993 BRAC Questionnaire for Plattsburgh, 1993 BRAC Questionnaire and 1995
BRAC questionnaire and recent updates for McGuire.

- Plattsburgh (1993 BRAC Questionnaire)

-- Date of most recent AICUZ study - May 1978

-- Latest revalidation - October 1991

-- Projected date of new AICUZ public release - Dec 92

-- Is off base development generally consistent with AICUZ

recommendation - Yes

-- Has the city or county officially adopted AICUZ

recommendations - Yes

- McGuire (1993 BRAC Questionnaire)

-- Date of most recent AICUZ study - 1979

-- Latest revalidation - 1979

-- Projected date of new AICUZ - None listed -- “The AICUZ is
to be revalidated to reflect the changes in air operations at McGuire <from fighters
to tankers>. HQ AMC and HQ USAF are attempting to secure funding.”

-- Is off development generally consistent with AICUZ

recommendations - Yes

-- Has the city or county officially adopted AICUZ
recommendations - No. While most of the land around the base is government
owned, there is some residential construction within the 65-70 Ldn noise contour
but no large scale development to date. Less than one percent of the current zone is
incompatible with off base development.

- McGuire (1995 BRAC Questionnaire)

-- Date of new AICUZ - Oct 94 - Awaiting public comment

-- Has the city or county adopted AICUZ - No

-- Assessment of significant development in 7 AICUZ Zones -
No significant development exists or is projected in any AICUZ zone.

10. Question/Statement: Provide a list of customers and run the flying times to these
customers from McGuire and Plattsburgh.

Response: The study referred to in this question was done in 1993 by the
Commission. The Air Force does not have access to this data and therefore cannot
respond to this question at this time.



11. Question/Statement: Where are the tankers of the Air Force based? Request 2
charts:

- AMC Bed-down

- ACC Bed-down
If not broken down to reflect Guard and Reserve verses Active Duty Forces, then two
more charts are required:

- AMC Bed-down of Guard and Reserve

- ACC Bed-down of Guard and Reserve

Response: The charts requested are attached. The first chart depicts active
tanker beddown and the second chart depicts Guard and Reserve tanker beddown.
Separate charts were not provided for AMC and ACC tankers since all tanker
aircraft belong to AMC except the 6 Active Duty KC-135Rs at Mountain Home AFB
which belong to ACC.

12. Question/Statement: What construction is on-going at McGuire?

Response:  The following MILCON projects are on-going at McGuire:
FY 91 - C-141 Flight Simulator [$3.0M]
- Alter 2 dorms [$5.0M]
FY 92 - Housing Improvements (100 units) [$7.0M]
- Waste Water Plant (AF Share) [$22.0M]
- Child Care Center [$4.0M]
- Alter 2 dorms [$5.0M]
FY 93 - Upgrade Storm Drains [$3.0M]
- Remove Underground Fuel Storage Tank [$6.0M]
FY 94 - NONE
FY 95 - Storm Drains and Sanitary/Sewer System [$7.0M]
- Dorm [$2.0M] (Out for bids)
- Dorm [$9.0M] (Out for bids)
- Hospital Upgrade [$2.0] (Out for bids)



13. Question/Statement: What construction is requested in the 96, 97, 98, 99, and 2000
Milcon budget for McGuire?

Response: The following MILCON projects have been requested:
FY 96 - Fire Training [$2.0M]
- DLA Hydrant System [$12M]
- EMCS [$2.0M]
- HTHW [$3.0M]
- KC-10 Squadron Ops [$8.0M]
- Housing Improvements (100 Units) [$9.0M]
FY 97 - Housing Improvements (68 Units) [$7.0M]
- C-141 Squadron Ops [$6.0M]
FY 98 -FY2000 - Nothing programmed as of yet.

14. Question/Statement: What BRAC funds are being spent at McGuire and what are
programmed?

Response: BRAC funds are programmed for the following projects:
FY 94 - Alter Interim Facilities [$2.1M]
- Cryogenic Storage Area [$0.566M]
- Refueling Ops Facility [$2.923M]
- Control Tower [$3.474M]
- Extend HTHW Distribution System [$0.400M]
- Communications Ducts [$1.0M]
- ADAL Vehicle Complex [$1.821M]
FY 95 - KC-10 Squadron Ops/AMU [$8.567M]
- Fuel System Maintenance Dock [$12.384M]
- Corrosion Control Facility [$12.173M]
- KC-10 Maintenance Hangar [$15.084M]
- Child Development Center [$2.585M]
- KC-10 Squadron Ops/AMU [$7.338M]
- Add to Parking Ramp [$6.129M]
- Hydrant Refueling System [$20.744M]
- KC-10 COMBS Facility [$5.848M]
FY 96 - Contingency Comm Element [$2.944M]
- KC-10 Simulator [$4.35M]
FY 97 - Upgrade Roads [$1.4M]
- Add Health Care Center [$1.95M]



15. Question/Statement: Task the FAA to compare, in depth, the Plattsburgh and
McQGuire traffic. Place particular emphasis on where might aircrews best accomplish

crew training with proper separation and safety.

Response: AF/RT cannot task the FAA to do a study for the Commission. If
the Commission wishes such a study done, they must contact the FAA directly.



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425
ARLINGTON, VA 22209
703-696-0504

ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN

. COMMISSIONERS:
Apl‘ll 8, 1995 AL CORNELLA
REBECCA COX
GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF (RET)
S. LEE KLING
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET)

Major General Jay D. Blume, Jr. (Lt. Col. Mary Tripp) MG JOSUE ROBLES, JR., USA (RET)

Special Assistant to the Chief of Staff ,

for Base Realignment and Transition é 7
Headquarters USAF Fianns maior o s TR

1670 Air Force Pentagon B0 e LG e
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670 wima respencing A OWN0 -5
Dear General Blume:

We request you review the COBRA run redirecting Griffiss ANG Operations support for
the 10th Infantry (Light) Division at Ft. Drum instead of Griffiss. The COBRA run (scenario file
10-ID.CBR) submitted to the Commission contains no increased Base Operations Support (BOS)
or Real Property Maintenance Activity (RPMA) costs for operating at Ft. Drum while it does
contain a reduced cost of operating at Griffiss of $12 M annually. Please comment on this
observation. Additionally, we have learned from a base visit that the 10th ID expects to avoid
$1.0 M per year in per diem to Griffiss to conduct exercises. Please comment on this finding as
well.

In order to assist the Commission in its work, we request this information to be provided
no later than May 1, 1995. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Franci$§ A. Cirillo, Jr., PE
Air Force Team Leader
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