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Executive Summary 

Subsequent to the 1988 Base Closure Commission recommending the closure of five 
stateside bases, the Air Force has announced the realignment of an additional stateside 
base, Tonopah (which did not exceed the Title 10, USC 2687 threshold) and the 
withdrawal from 28 overseas installalions. Further, the Air Force will announce the 
withdrawal from 9 additional overseas installations once necessary host nation notification 
and consultations have been completed. 

In accordance with the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 
(Public Law 101-510), the Air Force has developed a list of additional bases for 
closure and realignment The Secretary of the Air Forcc  formed the Base Closure Executive 
Group (BCEG) with the primary objective of ensuring that the Air Force process for 
closing and realigning bases inside the United States was conducted in accOrdance with the 
law. The members of the BCEG inciudcd five gencral oficcrs and five senior civilians 
from the appropriate offices within the Air Staff and Secretariat. Directors of Plans and 
Progiams from the Major Commands (MAJCOMs) served as advisors to the group. Senior 
officers from the Air Reserve Component participated as appropriate. A Bast Closure 
Working Group was also formed to support the BCEG. The Working Group consisted of 
senior technical experts from the Air Staff and Secretariat. 

The BCEG reviewed and considered for closure or realignment all Air F o r c e  Bases in 
the United States which had at least 300 civilian manpower positions authorized The 
bases wert categorized according to mission. A substantial number of subclements, or 
measmment factors, were identified under the eight DoD selection criteria, for each 
category of bases. 

Extensive data were gathered to support the evaluation of each base under each 
criterion. Whenever possible, existing data sources wen used. The collection effort was 
stantd at the base level. It was verified, and supplemented when rtquired, at the 
MAJCOM level. It was again verified and supplemented at Headquarters USAF. As an 
additional control measure, an auditor from the Air Fonx Audit Agency was tasked to 
review the Air Force process and procedures for consistency with the law and DoD policy 
and to ensure that the data validation process was adequate. 

Categories of bases which were d e t e r m i n e d  to have insufficient excess capacity to 
justify closure of a base were recommended to and approved by the Secretary  of the Air 
Force, fur exclusion from frnthcr closure study. Certain bases having unique military 
capability and not af€ccted by the DoD Farcc Strucnm Plan were also proposed and 
approved for exemption. The exempted categories and the unique bases remained subject 
to study as receivers for realignment. All remaining Active Component bases in the non- 
exempt categories welt examined individually on the basis of the eight DoD selection 
criteria. Each subelement was individually color-codcd by each member of the BCEG, and 
an o d  coding for each of the eight DoD selection criteria for each base was agrccd 
upon by the group. In addition, each of the bases in the tactical and strategic 
subcatagories were placed in one of three groups by each member, bascd on all eight 
criteria, and a consensus or vote employed to reach agreement. Several different groupings 
in these two categories wen developed by the B E G  using different combinations of 
emphasis on the eight DoD selection criteria Air Reserve Component bases rcquircd a 
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slightly different approach. The BCEG first identified those realignments which could 
achieve reasonable savings. Then, the eight DoD selection criteria were considered to 
assure that the realignment would be cost effective, wnsistent with the military 
requirements, and otherwise round. The group’s evaluation was presented to the Secretary 
of the Air Force and Chicf of Staff for dccisions. The following list reflects decisions 
made by the Seaem of the Air Forct with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in 
consultation with the BCEG: 

Base Closures 

Bergstrom AFB, Texas Grissom AFB, Indiana Richards-Gcbaur ARS, Missouri 
Carswell AFB, Texas Lwing AFB, Maine Rickenbackcr AGB, Ohio 
Castle AFB, California Lowry AFB, Colorado Williams AFB, Ariana 

England AFB, Louisiana 
Eaker AFJ3, Arkansas Moody AFB, Georgia Wmmith AFB, Michigan 

Myrtle Beach AFB, South Carolina 

RealignmcntPartial Closure 
MacDill m, Florida* 

Note: Partial closure of MacDiU AFB docs not exceed Title 10, USC 2687, 
threshold However, if this closute is reviewed by the Base Closure Commission, 
successful Closure is likely and proceeds from the sale of real estate will ntum to the 
Department of Defense. Although not included in the cost analysis, MacDill AFB has one 
of the highest potentials to return substantial proceeds from property disposal to the Base 
Closure Account. 

rc. 

The above closws/rcalignments should lead to annual savings of $635 million. For these 
savings to be realized, the Air Force forecasts B DoD Bast Closure Account funding 
requirement of approximately $1.1 billion. The Base Closure Account funding requirement 
docs not inch& projected environmental cleanup costs. 

The Air Force continues to support the closure of all the bases recommended by the 
1988 Base Closure Commission. However, the baseline upon which the 1988 Commission 
made its recommendations has changed dramatically. The changes recommended below are 
a d k c t  result of force structure and base s m c m  changes and wilt result in a military 
construction cost avoidance of $84M. 

Chanutc AFB, Illinois: Potentially contract fire training. Realign fuels 
training to Sheppard AFB, Texas. Courses 
designated for b w r y  AFB, Coiorado--TBD 

N m  AFB, California: Realign 45 Headquarters Air FOIU Audit Agency 
manpower authorizations to the National Capital 
Region. 

George AFB, California: Realign some F-4G aircraft to the Idaho and 
Nevada Air National Guard and inactivate the 
35th Tactical Fighter Wing. Keep the 41st 
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Elecmnic Cambat Squadron (EC- 130H 

Cannon AFB, New Mexico. Establish a 
composite Wing at Mt Home AFB, Idaho. 

airaaft) in place. Realign EF-111 airrraft to 

Mather AFB, California: Realign Undcrgraduatc Navigator Training to 
Randolph, AFB, Texas. Rcalign the 940th Air 
Refueling Group (AFRES) to McClellan 
AFB, Calif- Leave the base hospital 
open as an annex of McClellan AFB, 
California 
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The f i r  Force procesS for Selecting Bases for Clmre and Realignment 

Selecting Air Forr~ bases to close because of nductions in forre sttuctm Ss an 
extremely difficult ta5. Thae am no "obsolete" or "rundown" Air Forcc bases that arc 
obvious Candidaks for ClOSm. All of our bases suit their current purposes and arc in 
good physical condition. Most have had substantial amounts of construction or renovation 
on them d&g the last dccadc IIS we strove to pruvide high quality facilities for our 
people to work and live h. Moreover, the kvcl of community approval and cooperation 
we enjoy is very high at all of OUT bases. We cannot choose "bad bases" to close-there 
are none. 

Following the Defense Base C l O s ~ n  and Rdgnmcnt Act Of 1990 (PL. 101-XO), 
and OSD guidance, the Air Force &veloped a struc- process (Atch 1) that would treat 
all bases equally, without regard to past studies or announcementS. The basis for selection 
was the JhD Forct Structure plan submitted to Conpss in March, 1991, by the Secretary 
of Defense, and the eight DoD Slcction criteria approved by the Secretary on February 15, 
1991. 

The Smt?iry of the Air Force appointed a Bast Closure Executive Group of five 
general officers and five comparable (SES-level) career civilians. Areas of expertise 
included environment; facilities and construction; finance; law; logistics; operations; 
personnel and training; and research, dtvelopment and acquisition. Dinctors of Plans and 
Programs from the Major Commands (MAJCOMs) served as advim to the group. Senior 
officers from the Air Reserve Component participated as appropriate. The group met 
frtquently from December on; daily in February and March. A working group of senior 
experts was established to provi& staff support. 

h 

The BCEG rcvicwed all bases, active and reserve components, with more than 300 
civilians authorized to be ernploycd. Data on all such bases in the United States was 
collected on a standaxd questionnaire directly from the bases, with validation by the 
MAJCOMs and Air Staff. Data and process validation continued throughout the study 
process with the assistance of an Air Force Audit Agency representative. Members of the 
BCEG frequently challenged data based on their own substantial knowledge and experience, 
and new data was provided where apppriatt. In a few instances, data detennincd by the 
group to be inaccurau was challenged and coTztctt& 

The BCEG placed all the bases in categories (see Atch 2) and conducted a cipacity 
analysis based on the DoD Force Smcturc Plan. Caugories/subcategories having no excess 
capacity were mmmmendcd for exclusion from further study and approved by the Secretary 
of the Air Ewct. These catcgories/subcategories were flyinglmobility, flying/other, and the 
support category including &pots, and product divisions/laboratorics and test facilities (see 
Atch 3). AU bases in the remaining caugoriedsubcategories wtlt evaluated on the basis 
of military requirements (the first three DoD selection criteria). As a result, certain bases 
having unique missions not affected by the DoD Forct Structure Plan, in geographic 
locations where a base was required, or otherwise militarily needed were proposed for 
exemption from further study and approved by the Sccntary of the Air Forcc (see Atch 4). 
Both groups remained subject to study as rtceivexs. 

+ 
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All Active Component basts not exempted in rhe remaining categorits wcrc 

individually examined on the basis of & eight selection criteria established by the 
Secretary of Defense, and approximately 80 subtlcments. Thc subtlemenu were developed 
by the Air Force to provide specific data points for each & e o n .  They 81z: spccific to 
Air Forcc basing rtqUirements and vary somewhat by cattgory. For eXamplc, suitability 
for tankcr operations is important for strategic flying basc~ but not far fl@g training; 
while nearby ranges are to tac t id  flying bases, of some value for strategic basts but 
not devan t  to technical eaining bases. Each rmbelement for each bast w8s individually 
colarcoded by each member of the BCEG, hascd on the data presented An overall 
coding for each criterion for each base was agreed upon by the group (constnsus or vote). 
Because of the large number of bases in the strategic and tactical flying subcategories, each 
base was placed in one of thee groups by each member, based on all eight DoD selection 
criteria, and a consensus vote was employed to reach an agreed grouping for each base. 

For the tactical subcategory, five options wcn developed (six for strategic 
subcategory). Each option assigned the bases to three p u p s ,  in order of desirability for 
retention (Group One being the most desirable). The basic scoring employed all eight 
criteria, with priority to the first four (Option 1). Other options were developed by 
applying all eight criteria, but rescoring all bases in the category with added weight placed 
on specified factors. For example, one option gave added weight to factors relating to 
future encroachment on land and flying activities; another weighted cost to close; and 
another weighted military value, future encroachment, and wst equally. For strategic bases, 
the sixth option was scored based on wartime value, since sirategic aircraft fight from their 
peacetime basts. 

- 
The Air Reserve Component Category required a slightly different approach. Air 

National Guard and Air Force Reserve Component bases do not readily compete against 
cach other. Air Restwe Component units enjoy a special relationship with their resptctivt 
states and local communities. Further, consideration must be given to the recruiting needs 
of these units. The BCEG first identified those realignments which would achieve 
reasonable savings. Then, the eight DoD selection criteria were considered to assun that 
the rcalignment would be cost effective, consistent with military requirements, and 
othtrwise sound. 

Inttrcommand and interservice utilization analysis was accomplished. The Dinctors 
of Plans and Programs h m  the Major Commands met on sevcral d o n s  with the 
B E G .  Also, at the senior military and civilian level, consultations with Army and Navy 
base c l o m  representatives occurred regarding potential intmcrvict base nalignments and 
facility use. 

Rccommendations were presented to the Seactary of the Air Farce and the Chief of 
Staff in person by the entin p u p .  The Secretary of the Air Forcc, with the advice of the 
Chief of Staff, and in consultation with the B E G ,  seltcttd the bases for inclusion on the 
base closure and realignment list No bases were ncommcnded for closure fram the Other 
c a t e g q .  (Supporting analysis at Atch 5) 
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Statement of Purpose 

Background 

For the past several years, the Air Force has operattd with a continually declining 
budget. The budget decline has steepened in the recent past and is projected to continue in 
the Future Years Defense Plan (FYDP). The disinregmtion of the Warsaw Pact and the 
perceived reduction in the Soviet thrtat over the past two years allowed the Air Forcc to 
accommodate a declining budget by ducing its forcc saucm. The combination of 
reduced budgets and force s t r u m  rtductions necessitates a major duction in the Air 
Force base structure. 

Applicable Specific Legislation 

In January 1990, the Secretary of Defense announced DoD’s intent to study several 
bases for closure and requested special legislation to streamline the closum process. 
Congress responded by terminating the Secretary of Defense’s study process and by 
enacting the Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 @C&RA/90 or Public Law 
101 -5 10). 

Purpose 

The purpose of this document is to forward the recommendations of the Secretary 
rc4 

of the Air Forcc and supporting rationale in compliance with the BC&RA/90 and DoD 
policy. 

Air Force Basing Concept 

The Air Farce bast soucture is intended to optimally support its forct structure, 
support the training of the personnel required to man that force stn~cture, suppoxt the 
maintenance of that force structure, and support the research and development necessary to 
modernize that force structure. A combination of threat and commitment to allies drives a 
balance of domestic and overseas bases. 

The anay of domestic bases is determined by a variety of factors such as 
survivability, dispersion, proximity to and unencroached access to training airspace and 
ranges, suitable wcather, and adequate basc infrastructure. Additionally, the Air Forcc must 
look to the future. As the Air Forcc is compelled to close bases, it must insure that the 
potential for limitations such as encroachment and airspace congestion art minimid at our 
remaining bases. Likcwisc, locations or regions w h m  there is water potential for f u m  
airspacthange expansion must be o p t h i d .  

In determining base structure, the Air Force focused on future concepts: increasing 
close air support interoperability with the Army and the development of a rncxkmid 
Global Rcacffilobal Power concentration of firc powcr - the composite wing. With regard 
to increasing close air support intcmpcrability, the Air Forct will basc, to the maximum 
extent, its remaining active A-10DA-10 force structure on basts near major Army 
installations. This will provide daily interoperability with Army units at the division level 
and below, and enhance the development of improved intemperability and fin power 

*4 
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suppwt. At Ft Bragg, it is envisioned that when, for txample, the 82nd Airborne Division 
deploys, the A-10 squadron to be based at Pop AFB will deploy with it. Because these 
units will have mined together on a daily basis, they will employ as a better integrated 
fighting team and the "come as you are" forcc p r o j d o n  utility of the 82nd Airborne 
Division will bc significantly enhanced. Finally, btcause these A-1WA-10 squadrons will 
be based at the bases which support other missions as well, the Air Force can attain budget 
efficiencies. 

Within the context of Global ReacWlobal Fbwcr, the Air Forcc will establish a 
composite wing at Mt Home AFB, Idaho. As this concept evolves, this Wing will be 
equipped with a balance of fighter, tanker and, potentially bomber aircraft. This coxc 
fighting team will be able to reach out and employ a lethal concentrated blend of fire 
power anywhere in the world. Because this unit wil l  train together daily, 
deployment/employment interoperability will be maximiztd and doctrine will be developed 
which will enhance total air power employment. Additionally, supporting force s t r u c ~ n  
from nearby units, from both the active and nseme components, is available to train With 
this composite forcc on a frtquent basis on some of the most capable ranges in the United 
states. 

The bases which will remain in the Air Force basing smcturc will effectively and 
efficiently support the programmed force strucm. This base structure will retain the 
flexibility to accommodate absorption of overseas force structure if needed as well as 
accommodatt changes in the strategic threat. Obviously, future changes in force structure 
as well as changes in factors which enhance training, such as airspace, ranges, 
encroachment and congestion, will cause the Air Force to continuously seek ways to 
operate more effectively and efficiently. 

- 
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Service Projected Force Structure 

The attached matrix displays the Air Forcc f a x  suuctme txtractcd from the DoD 
Forcc Suuctuxc F%n (FY92-FY97). Additionally, the face stNcture for IT90 and FY91 is 
included for ready nfcrcnce. Basing recommendations have been made in N1 
consideration of the needs to support that force structure. The remaining base structure 
provides flexibility to accommodate changes in that forcc structure which could nsult from 
an increase in the thnat or d u d  ovcrscas nquirtment. 
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BASE CLOSURE FORCE SI’RUCTURE 

W page fs classifkd SECRET and fs located in the ckssl[lcd appendbr 
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TAB 4 At& 2 .  

category Descriptions 

support - The primary purpose of bases in this category is to provide highly 
technical suppart for depot level maintenance, research, dtveloprnent, test and acquisition. 
This category is divided into thnc subcategarics: Depots, Product Divisions and 
Laboratories, and Test Facilities. Bases h this category are: 

Product Divisions 
w d  Labamon ‘es Test Facilities 
Brooks AFB, Texas Eglin AFB, Florida 

DtDots 
Hill AFB, Utah 
Kelly AFB, Texas Gunter AFB, Alabama Edwards AFB, Catifornia 
McQeIlan AFB, Californa Hanscom AFB, Massachusetts 
Newark AFB, Ohio Kinland AFB, New Mexico 
Robins AFB, Georgia Los Angeles AFB, California 
Tinker AFB, Oklahoma Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio 

Training - The primary purpose of bases in this category is to suppart basic military 
training; initial skills and follow on technical training; professional military education; and 
initial commissioning education and training. Bascs in this category arc: 

Goodfellow AFB, Texas 
Ketslcr AFE3, Mississippi 
Lackland AFB, Texas 

Maxwell AFB, Alabama 
Sheppard AFB, Texas 
USAF Academy, Colorado 

Lowry AFB, Colorado 

Flying - The primary purpose of bases in this category is to support flying 
operations. This category is divided into five subcattgories: 

Strategic - Bombers, Missiles, Tankers, and Strategic RecOnnaissance 

Tactical - Fighters, Tactical Reconnaissance, Observation, and Attack 

Mobility - Strategic and Tactical Airlift 

Other - Spacial Operations, Airborne Warning and Conml. Command and Control, 
Elecoonic Warfare, Weather, and Rescue 
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Basts in the Flying Categary axz: 

a T- Mobilitv S u m  
Andenen AFB, Guam Bergstrom AFB, Texas Alms AFB, Oklahoma 
Barksdale AFB, Louisiana Cannon AFB, New Mexico Andrtws AFB, Maryland 
Beale AFB, Catifornia Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona Charleston AFB, South Carolina 

Eielson AFB, Alaska Dover AFB, Dclawart Carswell AFB, Texas 
castle AFB, California Elmendorf AFB, Alaska Hickam AFB, Hawaii 
Dyes  AFB, Texas England AFB, Louisiana little Rock AFB, Arkansas 
Eakcr AFB, Arkansas Holloman AFB, New Mexico McChard AFB, Washington 
Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota Homestead AFB, Florida McGuirt AFB, New Jersey 
Fairchild AFB, Washington Langley AFB, Virginia Popc AFB, North Carolina 
Grand Forks AFB, North Dakota Luke AFB, Arizona Travis AFB, California 
Griffiss AFB, New Y a k  MacDill AFB, Florida 
Grissom AFB, Indiana Moody AFB, Georgia 
Loring AFB, Maine Mt Home AFB, Idaho 
Malmsmm AFB, Montana Myrtle Beach AFB, South Carolina 
March AFB, California Nellis AFB, Nevada 
McConnell AFB, Kansas Seymour Johnson AFB, North Carolina 
Minot AFB, North Dakota Shaw AFB, South Carolina 
Offutt AFB, Nebraska Tyndall AFB, Florida 
Plattsburgh AFB, New York 
KI Sawyer AFB, Michigan 
FE Warren AFB, Wyoming 
Whitcman AFB, Missouri 
Wurtsmith AFB, Michigan 

- 
Training Subcateeorv Other Subcateeom 
Columbus AFB, Mississippi 
Laughlin AFB, Texas 
Reesc AFB, Texas 
Vance AFB, Oklahoma 
Williams AFB, Arizona 

Hurlbuxt AFB, Florida 
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Other - Generally, the primary purpose of installations in this category is to support 
space operations and major air command headquarters. Installations in th is  category arc: 

Bade b c k  Cataloging and Stadanha  ’ tion Center, Michigan 
Bolling AFB, District of Columbia 
Falcon AFB, Colorado 
Patrick AFB, Florida 
Peterson AFB, Colorado 
Randolph AFB, Texas 
Scott AFB, Illinois 
Vandenberg AFB, California 

Air Rcservt Component - The primsry purpose of installations in this category is to 
support Air National Guard and Air Force Rcserve operations and training. Installations in 
this category ax: 

Air National Guard 
Boise Air Terminal AGS, Idaho 
Buckley AGB, Colorado 
Frtsno Air Terminal, AGS, California 
m a t  Falls IAP, AGS, Montana 
Martin State APT. AGS, Maryland 
Ot is  AGB, Massachusetts 
Portland IAP, AGS, Oregon ** 
Rickenbacker AGB, Ohio ** 
Selfridge AGB, Michigan ** 
Stewart IAF’, AGS, New York 
Tucson IAP, AGS, Arizona 

* 
** Air Rescrve host with ANG Tenant 

ANG host with Air Rcsewe Tenant 

Air Force Reserve 
Dobbins ARB, Georgia * 
Gen Mitchell IAP, k S ,  Michigan * 
Greater Pittsburgh IAP, ARS, Pennsylvania * 
Minn/St Paul I N ,  ARS, Minnesota 
Niagara Falls IAP, ARS, New York * 
O ’ k  IAP, ARS, Illinois * 
Richards-Gebaur ARS, Missouri 
Wcstover ARB, Massachusetts 
Willow Grove ARS, Pennsylvania 
Youngstown MPT, ARS, Ohio 
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TAB 4 Atch3 

Category/Subcategory Exclusions 

Flying/Mobility - The f m e  st f l lch l~c  supported by this subcafegory of bases remains 
stable in the DoD Force S t r u m  Plan. The geographical location and the capacity of this 
base structure provide near optimum support for both the strategic and tactical airlift 
missions. The Cumnt utilhation of these bases is high and the Air Forcc concluded that 
t hm was ins&icient excess capacity to justify closure of a base in this subcategay. 
Thcrtforc, the Air Forct exempted the basts in this subcategory from further consideration 
except as potential receivers for realigned units. 

Flyin-her - The only base in this subcategory is Hurlburt AFB, Florida It is the 
only base in the Air Force dedicattd to Spccial Opcrations and is the home for 
Headquarters, AF Special Operations Command. h e  base is just completing a substantial 
renovation which tailored the facilities for the assigned mission. Thm is no excess 
capacity and very little space for any additional units. Therefore, the Air Forcc excluded 
this base from further consideration, 

. 

Depots - There is no dircct link between the DoD Farce Structure Plan and depot 
requirements although it is obvious that, as forcc structun reduces over time, workload at 
the &pots will also reduce. Functionally, the depot structure has been studied extensively 
in other forums over the past year and the Air F ~ n x  has relied heavily on the results of 
these studies for their capacity analysis. These results indicate a cumnt cxccss capacity of 
approximately 15 percent which p v i & s  a prudent surge capacity to meet contingency 
requirtments. In fact, some of this surge capacity has been used to support Desert Storm. 
The analysis futher indicates that this excess capacity could grow to approximately 
30 percent bascd on projected force smcture reductions. This would appear to justify 
closure of one of the &pots in this subcategory. However, some of this excess capacity 
may be required to absorb additional unprogrammed requirements generated by Desert 
Shicld/Storm. The estimates of future excess capacity based on force structure rtductions 
is not sufficiently reliable to be used for a decision to close a &pot. The translation of 
projected force structure reduction m reduced depot workload nquirts further evaluation 
and definition. Therefon, the Air Farce exempted the bases in this subcategory from 
further consideration for closure at this time. The installations in this subcategory will bc 
examined as potential receivers for realigned units. However, since there is considerable 
potential for substantid cxccss capacity in this subcategory in the future, the Air Force 
plans to continue study of the &pot s ~ c t u r c  and be prepared to address the depot 
capacity issue m o n  p i s c l y  prior to the next base closurehiignmcnt commissions in 
1993 or 1995. In addition, the Air Force will continue its efforts both to streamline the 
o v d  &pot management and the operation of the individual &pots in d r  to achieve 
maximum efficiency. Excess building space at the depots which may result will be placed 
in mothball status in oxtier to maximize cost savings. 

A 

Product Divisions and Laboratories - Review of the DoD Force Structure Plan does 
not highlight the potential for exctss capacity in this subcategory. Data show that the 
product division/laboratory manpower will reduce from approximately 30,400 to 
approximately 23,000 over the FYDR however, this reduction will be spread across all 
product divisionsllaboratories. This will create some excess capacity within the individual 
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divisions and labaraton 'es but the rcquircments for all of the product divisions and the 
laboratory specialties remain. Additionally, many of the facilities in the laboratory 
structure arc very s p d a h c d  (in some cases onesf-a-kind nationally) and Felocation would 
be extremely costly. Also, during this period the product divisionflabaratory budget is 
projected to haease. Thcrcfm, the Air F a x  decided that then was insufficient excess 
capacity projected to warrant closure of a base in this subcategory at this time. However, 
these bases remain potential candidates for wiving  realigned units. 

The Air Force is continuing the development of a separate plan for some laboratory 
consolidation which will pmvide improved support for product divisions but none of the 
consolidations will exceed the litle 10, U.S. codc Section 2687 threshold nor justify a 
basc closure. Also, the Air Force pIans to continue evaluating the possible rclocatiOn of 
one or m m  product divisions in order to enhance the relationship between product 
divisions and laboratary activities. This could rtsult in one ar m m  base closures and the 
Air Forcc will be prepared to address this prior to the 1993 or 1995 Base 
Closm/Realignmcnt Commissions. In addition, the Air Farct will continue management 
streamlining initiatives throughout this structure in order to operate more eficiently. 

Test Facilities - Nothing in the DoD Force Structure Plan indicates a significant nduction 
in Air Force testing requirements. The near tcrm workload is unaffected by w e n t  funding 
reductions for acquisition programs and production delays and quantity reductions have 
linlc effect on testing requirements. The Air Force considers its test centers to be 
implaccable national assets that support sea, land, and acrospacc ranges that cannot be 
duplicated. Replication of specialized equipment, facilities and land is cost prohibitive. 
Therefore, the Air Forcc exempted this category from further evaluation for closure; 
however, these bases will remain candidates for receiving realigned units. 

a 
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TAB 4 Atch4 

Geographically Key/Mission Essential 

G+ographically Key Basts: The Air F~rcc wnsidcred that the hation of m e  
bases was of prime importance to the DoD mission; or, because of its location, the base 
was so geopolitically significant that further closure wnsidtration was not wananted. 
Those bases exempted from further ~eview are as follows: 

,Andmen AFB. Guam: Key staging base fur Strategic Air Command and Military 
Airlift Command (MAC) in the Pacific 
,A-d 1 : Key basc fur RcsidcntiaVCongnssional support 
polline AFB. District of Columbia: Key base for support of Air Forct and joint 
activities in Washington mempolitan m a  
Elmendorf AFB. Alaska: Key MAC Port of Entry into Alaska; mcia l  to 
reinforcement of Pacific; and crucial to defense of Alaska 
Hickam AFB. Hawaii: Key Port of Entq into Hawaiian Islands; crucial to 
rtinforctment of Pacific; defense of Hawaiian Islands; and Headquarters, Pacific Air 
Forces 

Mission Essential: The Air Force determined that there w m  some bases that 
support missions which remained unchanged and specialized (e.g. Space Operations, 
Education) and wen so tailored to support that mission that relocation would not be 
reasonable or cost effective. For the above reasons, the Air Forcc recommendcd that the 
bases listed below bc exempted from further closure analysis: 

- 
Falcon AFB. Colorado: Critical support of the Consolidated Space Operations 
Center, National Test Facility for Strategic Defense Initiative 
Maxwell AFB. Alabama: Unique education complex supports the Air University, 
Air War College, Air Command and Staff College, Squadron offccr School, and 
numerous other training and education programs 
Nellis AFB. Nevada: Supports an irreplaceable, very large, range complex and the 
AF Tactical Fighter Weapons School 
Pamck AFB. Florida: Critical support to Cape Canavcral (the USAF's sole 
equatorial orbit space launch facility) and home of Eastern Space and Missile Center 
Vandenbere AFB. Califaria: USAF's sole polar orbit space launch facility and 
home of Western Space and Missile Center 
FE Warm AFB. Wvominp: Air Force's only peace)rccptr missile base; The DoD 
Force Stnicturt Plan reflects no dccrcase in Peacekeeper missiles; very expensive to 
relocate 
USAF Academv. Co loradg: 
for USAF Offlccrs 

Ont-of-a-kind facility, a primary commissioning source 

These bases continued to be considtd  as potential receiving bases. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TAB 4 At& 5 

Other Category 

Some of the installations in this category were excluded earlier as geographically 
key and specialirtd mission installations. These remaining installations were evaluated by 
the BCEG against the eight DoD selection criteria and Air Force subelements. It was 
determined that these installations satisfactorily support their mission and that closure would 
be very costly with little of no savings. Based on the DoD Force S t r u c ~  plan, none of 
the rtmaining installations is programmed for any significant reduction in force stn~cttm or 
other reduction in mission. Excess capacity, if any, was not sufficient to justify a base 
closm. Thmfort, the Sccrctary of the Air Force with advice from the Air FOKX Chief of 
Staff and in consultation with the BCEG dtcidcd not to close any of the remaining 
installations in this category. htalhtions remaining in this category after geographically 
key and sptcializcd mission instaUations were removed are: 

Battle Crtek Cataloging and Standardization Center, Michigan 
Peterson AFB, Colorado 
Randolph AFB, Texas 
Scott AFB, Illinois 

. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY 
DESCRIPTION OF CATEGORY 

OTHER 

. The primary purpose of installations in this catcgoxy is to support dissimilar special id 
functions. The primary attribute is how the installation supports the mission assigned it. 

Installations in this category are: 

Battle Creck Cataloging and Standardization Center, Michigan 
Peterson AFB, Colorado 
Randolph AFB, Texas 
Scott AFB, Illinois - 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY 

CRITERIA 

UNCLAY'JFIED 



UNCLAS~  ED 
1. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL READINESS OF DOD 

1. Are the missions of the existing primary actlvitflics) continuing? 

2. Docs the installation rdquately support the primary activltg(is)? 

3. Docs the installation have force structure which supports 
a flying activity? 

4. Operational ektivencss 

A. Geographic locath supports mission 

(1) Adequate training aimpace 

(2) Flight time to auxiliary fields 

B. Roximity to alternate lending bases 

C. Roximity to d i v a  baser 

D. Weather 

Rmnt of days at rn above 1500 M mi 

5. If there is lime structure to support other catqpries 
at the base, will they remain in the inventory? 

CLOSURE RATING (G.Y.Rl 

GREEN = Yes - no programmed duct ions  
RED = NO 

GREEN = Y ~ s  
RED = NO 

GREEN = YCS 
RED = NO 

GREEN = Yes (3 or m m  low-level routes) 
RED = NO (S 2 IW~CS) 

GREEN 5 12 min; YELLOW 5 18 min; FED > 18 min 

GREEN 5 30 min: YELLOW 5 I hr; RED > 1 hr 

GREEN 5 15 min; RED > 15 min 

GREEN 2 85% 
YELLOW 2 76% S 84% 
RED S 75% 

GREEN - Force structure is a key part of the force structlae p h  

YELLOW = Force structure is M integral part of the force structure plan - 
but has programmed teductions 
RED = Fonx structure is being phased out in the force Shucturc plan 
or no other force svuchlrc. 

no pogrammedteductions 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

PRIMARY ADEQUATE FLYING 
ACTIVITY MISSION ACTIVITY 
CONTINUING SUPPORT SUPPORT 

BATlZE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
S c o l T  

GREEN = Yes 
RED = NO 

G 
G 
G 
G 

G 
G 
G 
G 

R 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN = Yes 
RED = No 

GREEN = Yes 
RED = NO 



1 UNCLAS. ~ I E D  

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS 

ADEQUATE FLIGHT ALT DIVERT 
TRAINING TIME TO LNDG BASE BASE 
AIRSPACE AUXILIARY PROXIMITY PROXIMITY 

BA?TLE CREEK NIA 
PETERSON G 
RANDOLPH G 
SCOTT G 

NIA NIA 
G G 
G G 
G G 

NIA 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN = Yes GREEN 5 12 min GREEN 5 30 rnin GREEN 5 15 min 

RED = NO RED > 18 min RED > 1 hr RED > 15 min 
YELLOW 5 18 minYELLOW 5 1 hr 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

WEATHER 
ABOVE 
MINIMUMS 

BATTLE CREEK NIA 
PETERSON G 
RANDOLPH Y 
SCDTI- G 

GREEN 2 85% 

YELLOW 2 76% S 84% 

RED S 75% 

OTHER 
FORCE STRUCTURE 

GREEN - Force structure is a key part of the fonx structun 
plan - no programmed reductions 

YELLOW - Force structure is an integral part of the force 
a StNcturC plan - but has progmnmtd reductions 

RED - Force structure is being phased out in the force 
structure plan or no other fonx structure 

UNCLAYJFIED 



CRITERIA I 

BATK.E CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
S C O n  

G G 
G G 
G G 
G G 

UNCL ASS,hED . .  

I I I I I I I 
G G G G G G I 
G G G G G Y I 
G G G G G 0 f 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

II. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISIlNG AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

1. Are then anlque hdritks at the installation 
which must be nolhated If the base b closed? 
(High cost specia l id  rrnnitks) 

GREEN - Yes, unique facilities exists 
RED - No unique facilities exist 

2A. Existing kwcinted Alrspm encroachment (special use ahpace) 

MOAs and Restricted Airspace GREE 
existin 
YELL1 
(limite 
limited 

MOAs 
RED - 

Auxiliary Mrelds 

Low Level Routes 

N - Civil and commercial aviation develOQment generally compatible with 
g military operating areas and restricted airspace 
DW - Civil and commercial aviation development impacts lcccss to some 
d) MOAs. Near-lm development of MOAs 01 restricted airspace may be 
I 

. Near-tern development of MOAs or restricted airspace incamptible 
Civil and commercial aviation dominates the &velopment of, and llccess to 

GREEN - Regional development generally compatiile with Auxiliary Airfields use 
YELLOW - Regional development incompatible in m e  (limited) mas. creating 
some restrictions on Auxiliary M i l d  use 
RED - Regional development severely incompatiile in many areas. causing major 
modifications or severely limit access to Auxiliary Airfields 

GREEN - Regional development generally compatiile with low lenl mb access 
YELLOW - Regional development incompatiMe in m e  (limited) sueas, creating 
nstrictions on low level mute structure 
RED - Regional development severely incampatiik in many areas, causing major 
modifications to low level mutes 



UNCL A S ~ I E D  

Criteria n (Cont) 

28. Future A d a t e d  Airspace Encroachment (special use airspace) 

MOAs and Restricted Airspace GREEb 
remain 
YELLC 
some (I 
limited 
RED - 
MOAs 
airspace 

Auxiliary Miellds 

Low Level Routes 

3. Facilities apacftr: 

BlBC 

Housing 

1 - Future civil and commercial aviation development generally expected to 
compatible with existing military ogerating ll~c89 and restricted airspace 
IW - Future civil and commen5al aviation development may impact access to 
limited) MOAs. Future development of MOAs or restricted airspace may be 

Future civil and commercial aviation may predominate the area and access to 
may become severely limited. F u t m  development of MOAs or rcsbicted 
2 may be limited 

GREEN - Fume regional development generally expected to be compalible with 
Auxiliary Airfield 
YELLOW - Futun regional development may become inoanpatibk in some 
(limited) ams, creating somc restrictions on access to Auxiliary Melds 
RED - Future ngional development may become sevmly incompatiible in many 
amas. causing major modificarims to Auxiliary Airfeld 

GREEN - Future regional development generally expected to be mpaaible  with low 
level mute access 
YELLOW - Fume regional development may become incompetibk in some 
(limited) mas, creating nsaictions on low kvel mule sIIuctm 
RED - Futm regional development may become severely inwmpatiible in many 
areas. causing major modifications to low kvel routes 

GREEN 2 0 r = t o t h c 1 ~ ~ ~ 1  
YELLOW 
RED 5 -1 standard devialion 

2 or = to -1 slandard deviation and S the mean 

GREEN 2 0 c = t o C h e ~  
YELLOW 2 or = to -1 scandard deviation 8nd 5 the mcm 
RED S -1 standard devialion 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

Criteria I! (Cont) 

4. Facilities eanditfon: 

B m  

A. condition: 

B. Cost: 

Housing 

A. Condition: 

B. Cost 

5A. Existin8 bcdregioarl community encroachment 

Accident potential ~ n e s  

Noise zones 

GREEN 2or=tothemcan 

RED S -1 standard deviation 
YELLOW 2 OT = lo -1 standard deviation Md S thC 

GREEN Sor=toIhemean 
YELLOW 
RED 2 +1 standard deviation 

2 the mean and 5 or = to +1 standard deviation 

GREEN 2 o r = t o t h e m e a n  

RED S-lStandarddeviatiOn 
YJXLOW 2 01 = to -1 slandard deviation and S thC IMXUI 

GREEN S o r r t o t h e m e a n  
=LOW 
RED 2 +1 standard deviation 

2 the mean and S or= to +1 standard deviation 

GREEN - Off-base dedOpnent g d y  m p t i b l e  With d d e n t  pOrential ZOIIH 
and quantity-distance Criteria 

COIlStNCtion/opaatiOllS 

dismce safety crituia 

YELLOW - Off-base development incompatible in somt (limited) mas 

RED - 0ff-W development incompatible with accident potential unres, or quantity- 

GREEN - Off-base development genaally mpatiMe with Air Installation 
Compatible Use Zone noise rtcommendatiom 
YELLOW - Off-base development incompatibk in some (limited) areas 
RED - ofl-base development incompatible m many areas, or many people exposed 
to high noise levels 

UNCLASr-$ED 



UNCL ASJIED 
Criterh ll (Cont) 

Environs airspace 

5B. Future local/regidnrl community eaetorchment 

Accident potential ~ n e s  

Noise zones 

Environs ainpaa 

GREEN - Airspace encroachment is low and little or no operational djustmcntf 
made 
YELLOW - Airspace encraachment is moderate and may quire limited operational 
adjustments 
RED - Airspace ennoachment is high and requires substantial operational adjustment 

GREEN - F u m  off-base development generally expected to m a i n  compatible with 
accident potential zones and quantity-distance criteria 
YELLOW - Future off-base development may become inannpatibk in some 
(limited) areas 
RED - Future off-base development may become incompatible with accident 
potential zones. 01 quantitydistance safety criteria 

GREEN - Future off-base development generally expected to be compatiille with Air 
Installation Compatible Use Zone noise ncommendatiw 
YELLOW - Future &-base development may becomt incompatible in some 
(Limited) arcas 
RED - Futm off-bm development may bacame inampatible in many areas, 01 
many people exposed to high noise levels 

GREEN - Potential for encroachment is low and little or no aparrtiollal djustment 

YELLOW - Potential for encroachment is moderate and may nqUire limited 
operational adjustment 
RED - Potential for encroachment is high and may rcquh substantial opaational 
adjustments 

anticipated 

6. Ate the runmy(s) adqmte to support the primary 
mission? RED = anything ~ S S  

GREEN = Single runway with emergency feld wichin 15 min 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

UNIQUE FACILITIES 
(Crit 1) 

BATIZE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RAMDOLPH 
scom 

NfA 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN - Yes, unique facilities exist 

RED - No unique facilities exist 

UNCLAYJFIED 



i UNCLAS. IFIED 
OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE 
AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

2. Existing Associated Airspace Encroachment (special use airspace) 

2.A Existing LocaVRegional Community Encroachment 
AUX 

MOAdRA AIRFIELD 

BATIZE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

GREEN - C i d  md -id Nirtim 
developnmt garrally compuibk with exisling 
Militay Operating h md Rer~ricted Ahpmce 

development imps% mi to mnc (litnii) 
MOAE. Nerr oerm k e b p n m t  of MOAn rn 
R e s t r i d  Ahap.a m y  be limited. 

RED - Civil ad awnmacld aviation 

term developmrmt of MOAE or R e d c l e d  A ~ ~ K z  
inunnpdbk 

YELLOW - Civil d WIMUXCM rvlldkn 

the deve1-t Of ad U) MOh. Nm- 

NIA 
NIA 
G 
NIA 

YELLOW - Regional dewlopmnt incumptible 
in rome (limited) meas, creating rertrictim on 
Auxiliuy M i l d  rtivitia 

LOW 
LEVEL 

RED - R g h d  developnent menly 
incompltibk in many sen, uusing mrjm 
m o d i f i i  m low level mum 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE 
FOR BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

2. Associated Airspace Encroachment (special use airspace) 

2.B Future LoesVRegional Community Encroachment 
AUX 

MOAslRA AIRFIELD 

BATTLE CREEK N/A 
PETERSON N/A 
RANDOLPH Y 
SCOTT N/A 

GREEN - Fume ngiaul development gcncdly 
expscted to campribk with -8 to Air-to- 
O d  raged 

YELLOW - Fume rrgiod devebpmnt may 
become incOmprtible m some (Iiited) QCU. 

m g -  

RED - Future rcgionrl development may become 
sevmly inannpatible in many mem. causing 
major modiiicltions to Air-to-Gmr~I range access 

mumg nserictiom on -8 lo Air-to-Grod 

LOW 
LEVEL 

UNCLAL ~FIED 



UNCLAS.. ~ I E D  

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXImNG AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

BATlzE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SC0l-r 

FACILITIES 
CAPACITY 
(Crit 3) 
BASWHOUSING 

NIA NiA 
R R 
G G 
G G 

C w r d  tdCondition 
GREEN 
YELLOW 

RED S -1 sulndard deviation 

2 or = to UIC mean 
2 01 = m -1 standard 
deviation and 5 Ihe mean 

FACILITIES 
CONDITION 

B ASWHOUSING 
(Crit 4 3  

NIA NIA 
G G 
G G 
G Y 

FACILITIES 
cow 
(Cnt 4b) 
BASWHOUSING 

NIA NIA 
G G 
Y G 
Y R 

- Cost 
GREEN sor=tothcmmean 
YELLOW 2thcmeanmd5or 

RED 2 + I  standarddcviatim 
= to +1 deviatian 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

CRITERIA FOR OTHER CATEGORY 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE 
AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

5.A Existing LocPVRegional Community Encroachment 

APZ 

BATTLE CREEK N/A 
PETERSON G 
RANDOLPH Y 
SCOTT G 

NOISE 

N/A 
Y 
Y 
G 

ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

N/A 
Y 
Y 
G 

UNCLAf PIED 



UNCLAL JFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE 
AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

5.B Future LMgllRegional Community Encroachment 

BATIZE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
scorn 

APZ 

NIA 
G 
Y 
G 

NOISE 

NIA 
Y 
Y 
Y 

ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

N/A 
Y 
Y 
Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

RUNWAY STATUS 
(Crit 6) 

BA’ITLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOlT 

NIA 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN - Single runway with emerg landing 
. airfield within 15 min 

RED - Anything less 

UNCLAT “JFIED 



) UNCLAS  ED 

II. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, F A C I L m m  AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

BATTLE CREEK I 
PETERSON G 
RANDOLPH G 

S C O l T  G 

EAE PAE clp coad 

I l l  I l l  I 1  I 1  
/ill// R R  G G  
Y G G  Y G G  G G  G G  

I l l  I l l  G G  G Y  

f l  f l l  / I /  
G G  G G Y  G Y Y  

Y G  Y Y Y  Y Y Y  

Y R  G G G  G Y Y  

RW 

t 
d 

I 
G 

G 
G 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

In. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE REQUIREMENTS AT 
BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

1. Contingency and Mobilization 

A. What is the C-141 MOG 

B. Does Ihe base have a fuel hydmnt system 

C. What is the munitions storage capacity 

D. Docs the base have a HOT CARGO srea 

E. What is the capacity of the W n g  apmrr 

F. Geographic locMion 

Is the base located within 150 NM of: 

(1) A major Army or Marine 
installah 

(2) Rail aaxss 

(3) A port facility 

GREEN - 5 or more 
YELLOW - 3 to 4 
RED - kss than 3 

GREEN - Ye. fully O p e r a t i d  
YELLOW - 
RED - NO InOpaative 

Yes, opaatid, but needs repairs 

GREEN - 30% or mote excess N.E.W. capacity over cumnt requirement 
YELLOW - 10 to 29% excess capacity 
RED - < 10% excess capacity 

GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 
GREEN 2 30% excess capacity 
YELLOW = 10% to 30% excess capacity 
RED < 10% excess capacity 

GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 
GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 
GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

UNCLAF "'PED 



UNCLA~ IFIED 
In. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBIWZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE REQUIREMENTS AT 
BOTH THE EXISTMC AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

2. Future force rqohcmcaQ 

Is the base located and does it have basic neccssmy chamctcristics to support another 
category’s mission (assumes cumnt mission is no longer present) 

M O B l w n  
STRATEGIC 
FLYlNG TRAINING 
TACTICAL, 

GREEN - Yes, meets requiremarts of MACRO LOOK with minor MILCON 
YELLOW - Yes, meets some requiremarr~ of MACRO LOOK with major MILCON 
RED - Docs not meet requirements of MACRO LOOK 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

III. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTMGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE REQUIREMEN'IS AT 
BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

1. Contingency and Mobilization 

FUEL HOT PARKING GEOGRAPHIC 

NIA NIA NIA NIA 

MOGs HDR MUN CARGO APRON USAIMC RAlL PORT 

NIA 
R G 0 G 

BATIZE CREEK NIA NIA 
PETERSON Y R G G  
R A " H  G R G R  G G G R 
SCOTT G R G G  G 0 0 0 

MOG - GREEN 

Fuel Hydrant - GREEN p Yes, RED p NO 

5 01 m ~ n ,  YELLOW s 3 to 4, RED p kS than 3 

Munitions - GREEN = 30% or rnm excess N E W .  amity over current requirement, YELLOW = 10 lo 29% excess capacity, 
RED = c 10% excess capacity 

Hot Cargo - GREEN = YCS, RED = NO 

Parlcing Apron - GREEN > 30% excess capacity, YELLOW = 10% to 30% excess CapaCilY, &D = c 10% excess capacity 

Geographic locatim - Is the base located within 150 NM of: 
(1) A 
(2) Rail ~ccess -GREEN .: YCS, RED= NO 

Army oc Marine installation - GREEN = Yw, RED = NO 

(3) A p ~ t  facility - GREEN = Yes, RED = No 

UNCLAF-JFIED 



UNCLAk JFIED 

m. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIWTION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE REQUIREMENTS AT 
BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

2. FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS: 

Is the base located and have the bask necessary characterbtia to support another category's mission: 
(Assumes current missiw b no longer present) 

MOBILITY STRATEGIC FLYING TRAINZNG TACTICAL 

BA?TLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
S C U I T  

R 
Y 
R 
Y 

R 
R 
R 
R 

R 
R 
Y 
R 

GREEN - 
YELLOW - 
RED - 

Meets requinments of MACRO Look with minor MILCON 
Meets some requircmenu of MACRO Look. with major MECON 
Does not meet MACRO Look 

R 
R 
Y 
Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
s c m  

/ / / / / / / / / / I /  
Y R G G G G G R Y R R R  
G R G R G G G R R R Y Y  
G R G G G G G G Y R R Y  

UNCLAf"JF1ED 



i UNCLAS, BIED 

IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 

1. ONE TIME CLOSURE COSTS: Programming impact; excludes one-time environmental impact which is included in 
Criterion VIII. 

2. 20 YEAR NET PRESENT VALUE (NPV) OF SAVINGS: Shows savings (positive number) derived by discounting 
costs and savings over a 20 ycar period. 

3. NET STEADY STATE SAVINGS: The annual rtcuning savings which result from avoiding the operating and 
personnel costs of the closed base as offset by the annual recurring costs such as CIiAMPUS and housing as a result 
of closing the base 

4. MANPOWER REDUCTIONS: Support manpower spaces eliminated as a result of closing the base 

V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COSTS AND SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE NUMBER OF 
YEARS, BEGINNING WITH THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT, FOR THE 
SAVINGS TO EXCEED THE COSTS. 

1. INVESTMENT PAYBACK: Years elapsed from closurc year to payback. Payback computed from Net Present 
Value analysis using OMB Circular A-94 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

xv COST AND MANPOWER 
IMPLICATIONS 

BATILE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOlT 

172 15.5 (20) 
267.7 239.2 (187) 
270.2 243.3 (72) 
326.3 292.0 39 

V RETURNON 
INVESTMENT 

SlE4DY STAlZ MANWUW 
m SAvINas REDUcl-ma 

t.9) 0 
3.7 1 74 
19.7 935 
35.7 1421 

YEARS m 
PAYBACK 

Recurring Cost 
BEYOND 20 
BEYOND 20 
BEYOND 20 

UNCLAPOJFIED 



VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNlTIES. 

1. EMPLOYMENT GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1960-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc between 50% of the 

RED - Reductions am less than 50% of the historic high reduction (1969-1987), or 
historic high reduction and the historic high rcduction (1969-1987) 

negligible 

2. POPULATION 

3. INCOME 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1960-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc between 509b of the 

RED - Reductions are less than 50% of the historic high d u c t i o n  (1969-1987), or 
historic high reduction and the historic high reduction (1969-1987) 

negl igi ble 

GREEN - Reductions ex& historic high reduction (1960-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions am between 50% of the 

historic high reduction and the historic high d u c t i o n  (1969-1987) 
RED - Reductions arc less than 50% of the historic high d u c t i o n  (1969-1987). or 

negligible 

4. LOCAL GOVERNMENT GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative ~d comparatively 
Iarg. (Expenditures savings arc less than 75% of rcvenuc losses) 
YELLOW - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative, but 
comparatively small. (Expenditures savings arc 75% or more of revenue losses) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral or positive. 
(Expenditures savings exceed Fcvenue losses) 

OPERATING REVENUES 

EXPENDITURES 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES. 

5. INSTALLATION 
RESTORATION 
PROGRAMS (IRP) 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lengthy (> 5 yrs) 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is moderate (about 5 yrs) 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be relatively short (< 5 yrs) 

UNCLb .- 'TFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

EMPLOYMENT (crit. 1) 

BAlTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

R 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions iue between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction (1969- 1987) 
RED - Reductions axe less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

POPULATION (crit. 2) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

R 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction (1969-1987) 
RED - Reductions axe lesp than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987), or negligible 

UNCLASSIFIED 

) 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

BATlZE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCDlT 

INCOME (crit. 3) 

R 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high duction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction (1969- 1987) 
RED - Reductions axe less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OPERATING REVENUEShZXPENDITURJS (crit. 4) 

BAlTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

R 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative and comparatively large. 
(Expenditures savings are less than 75% of revenue losses.) 
YELLOW - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative, but comparatively small. 
(Expenditures savings arc 75% or more of revenue losses.) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral or positive. (Expenditures savings 
exceed revenue losses.) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



i 

UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAMS (IRP) (crit. 5) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

R 
R 
G 
R 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lengthy (greater than 5 years). 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be moderate (about 5 years). 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be relatively short (within 5 years). 

UNCLASSIFIED 



BA'ITLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

UNCLASSIFIED 

ECONOMICS 
OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OPERATING REVENUES 

EMPLOYMENT POPULATION INCOME EXPENDITURES IRP 

R 
G 
Y 
G 

R 
G 
G 
G 

R 
G 
Y 
G 

R 
G 
G 
Y 

R 
R 
G 
R 

UNCLASSIFIED 

). 
I 



) UNCLAL. JIED 
VII. THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES, 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

CLOSURE RATING (G,Y.R) 
1. Community Infrastructure 

A. Affordable, acceptable off-base housing GREEN - Yes 
RED - NO 

B. Base served by public transportation GREEN - Yes 
RED - NO 

C. Adequate m a t i o n  facilities off base GREEN - Yes 
RED - NO 

D. Adequate shopping facilities GREEN - 20 miles or less 
RED - > 20 miles 

2. Education 

A. Pupil to Teacher Ratio 
(Max allowed ratio) 

B. Students that go on to college 

C. Opportunity for off-duty education 

GREEN - S 25 to 1 
YELLOW - 26 - 30 to 1 
RED - > 30 to 1 

GREEN 2 60 % 

RED c 40% 
YELLOW - 40% to 59% 

GREEN - UnderKirad courses within 25 miles 
YELLOW - Less course opportunity within 25 miles 
RED - No education opportunity within 25 miles 

3. Medical Treatment Facilities (MTF) 

Availability of community medical facilities GREEN - Adequate, no adverse impact 
YELLOW - Available, minimal impact 
RED - Medically underserved 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

W. THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE E X I m G  AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES' INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT 
FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE 

RECREATION SHOPPING 
OFF-BASE HOUSING TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES FACILITIES 

BA"LE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
s c m  

G 
G 
G 
G 

G 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN- Y a  GREEN-Ya  
RED- NO RED- NO 

G 
G 
G 
G 

GRBBN- Y a  
RED- No 

G 
G 
G 
G 

UNCLAF'JFIED 



MI. THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE EXI!TI"G AND POTENTTAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES' INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT 
FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

EDUCATION 

PUPIL-TEACHER OFF-BASE 
RATIO COLLEGE STUDENTS EDUCATION 

BA'lTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

BAlTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

Y 
G 
G 
G 

Y 
Y 
G 
G 

G 
G 
G 
G 

MEDICAL TREATMENT FACILITIES 

G 
G 
G 
G 

CREW - AdeqmtG .o .d*arc impel 
YELLOW - Avmlrbk. ainM 
ReD - Medidly lndmsved 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

CRITERIA VII 

BA'ZTLE CREEK 

PE'IERSON 

RANDOLPH 

SCOTT 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G G Y 

G G G 

G G G 

G G G 

UNCLAIC JFIED 

Y 

Y 

G 

G 

P 
d 
x 
G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 



UNCLAL  ED 
VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

1. AIR QUALITY GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No restrictions on 
con struc tiodoperations. 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment m a .  No restrictions on 
consauctiodoperations. 
RED - Base is in non-attainment area and consmction/operations constraints apply. 

2. WATER GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no known contaminants present 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminants present within a non- 
potable water zone 
RED - Inadquate regional water supplies and/or region within a state of over draft 
and/or contaminants detected within potable water sources 

3. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDIHAZARDOUS WASTE 

A. Asbestos 

B. Radon 

C. Solid Waste 

GREEN - S 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - 2 10% and 5 25% facilities with A m ,  s w e y  incomplete; unable to 
assess percentages 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

GREEN - Radon not p s e n t  or detected 5 4 picfl 
YELLOW - Radon present; detection 2 4 picfl & S 20 pidl 
RED - Radon present; detection 2 20 pith 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have 2 10 years capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 years capacity 
remaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 5 years capacity remaining 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

4. BIOLOGICAL 

A. Habitat GREEN - Resources not present 
YELLOW - Resoums present which do not currently constrain 
consmctiodoperations 
RED - Resources present which constrain cumnt consmctiodoperations or require 
"work arounds" to support cunent operation 

B. Threatened and G/Y/R (same as habitat) 
Endangered Species (T&E) 

C. Wetlands G/Y/R (same as habitat) 

5. CULTURAL GREEN - No existing resources 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric resources aze prcsent, but do not 
currently constrain constructiodoperations, or base s w c y  incomplete 
RED - Eligible or potentially eligible prehistoric resources are present and constrain 
current constructiodoperations 

UNCLAP-TIED 



UNCLAL ~ I E D  

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

A. Rime and unique 
farmlands 

GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist 
YELLOW - Prime and unique farmlands exist; resources compatible with current 
constructiodoperations 
RED - Prime and unique farmlands exist; large mas; resources incompatible with 
cumnt constructiodoperations 

€3. MineraVEnergy 
Resources 

GREEN - No known resources 
YELLOW - Resources currently exist; no known constraint on current 
constructiordoperations 
RED - Resources currently exist and constrain on cumnt construction/opcrations 

C. Soil Contamination GREEN - No soil contaminants present 
YELLOW - Soil contaminants present which do not cumntly constrain 
construc tiodoperations 
RED - Soil contaminants present which constrain c a n t  construction/operations 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

AIR QUALITY (crit. 1) 

BA"LE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

Y 
Y 
G 
Y 

GREEN - Ba& is in attainment for all pollutants. No restrictions on construction/n/oprmtions. 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment area. No restrictions on constructiodoperations. 
RED - Base is in non-attpinment area and construction/operations constraints apply. 

. UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

WATER (crit. 2) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SWlT 

G 
G 
R 
Y 

GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no known contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminants present within a non-potable water zone. 
RED - Inadequate regional water supplies and/or region within a state of over draft and/or contaminants 
detected within potable water sources. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE 

ASBESTOS (crit. 3a) 

BATI'LE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

R 
R 
R 
Y 

GREEN - < 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and < 25% facilities with ACM, survey incomplete; unable to assess percentages 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

UNCLASSIFIED 

1 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIn. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLIDHAZARDOUS WASTE 

RADON (crit. 3b) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCQlT 

G 
Y 
G 
G 

GREEN - Radon not present or detected < 4 picA 
YELLOW - Radon pnstnt; detection > 4 pic/l and < 20 pic/l 
RED - Radon present; detection > 20 pic/l 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -0 SOLIDMAZARDOUS WASTE 

SOLID WASTE (crit. 3c) 

BATI'LE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCQlT 

Y 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have >lo years capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 years capacity remaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have <5 years capacity remaining 

UNCLASSIFIED 

i 



i 

UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

BIOLOGICAL 

THREATENED AND 
HABITAT (crit. 4a) ENDANGERED SPECIES (crit. 4b) WETLANDS (Crit. 4c) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

G 
G 
G 
G 

G 
G 
G 
G 

G 
G 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - Resources not present. 
YELLOW - Resources present which do not currently Habitat) Habitat) 

RED - Resourms present which constrain c m n t  

support cumnt operations. Habitat) Habitat) 

GREEN - (Same as for GREEN - (Same as for 

constrain construction/opcrations. 

construction/opcrations or requin "work arounds" to 

YELLOW - (Same as for 

RED - (Same as for 

Habitat) YELLOW - (Same IIS for 

RED - (Same l l ~  for 
Habitat) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

CULTURAL RESOURCES (crit. 5) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

G 
Y 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - No existing resources. 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric resources are present, but do not cmntly constrain 
consmction/operations, or base survey incomplete. 
RED - Eligible or potentially eligible prehistoric resources arc pnscnt and constrain c m n t  
construc tidoperations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 

f 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS (crit. 6a) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCX3I-I- 

G 
G 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist. 
YELLOW - Prime and unique farmlands exist; resources compatible with curnnt 
construc tiodopera tions. 
RED - Prime and unique farmlands exist; large mas; resomts incompatible with c m n t  
constructiodoperations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

MINERALENERGY RESOURCES (crit. 6b) 

BATTLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

G 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - No known ~soufcts. 
YELLOW - Resources currently exist; no known constraint on currcnt construction/operations. 
RED - Resouxes currently exist and constrain cmnt  consauction/opcrations. 

i 

UNCLASSIFIED 



i 

UNCLASSIFIED 

OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

SOIL CONTAMINATION (crit. 6c) 

BATI'LE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

G 
Y 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - No soil contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Soil contaminants present which do not currently constrain construction/opcrations. 
RED - Soil contaminants present which constrain cumnt constructiodoperations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

BATlZE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

AQ - Air Quality 

AS - Asbestos 

CH - critical 
Habitat 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
OTHER CATEGORY CRITERIA 

AQ Wa As Ra SW CH T&E W CUL P&U M/E SL 

Y G R G Y G G G G G G G  
Y G R Y G G G G Y G G Y  
G R  R G Y G G Y Y Y Y Y  
Y Y Y G G G G Y Y Y G Y  

CUL - Cultural Ra - Radon T&E - Thrcatened and 

M/E - MincraVEncrgy 

P&U - Prime and Unique 
Farmlands 

Endangered Species 
W - Wetlands 

Wa - Water 

SL - Soil 

SW - Solid Waste 

UNCLASSIFIED 



CRITERIA 

BA'ITLE CREEK 
PETERSON 
RANDOLPH 
SCOTT 

UNCLAS. ~ I E D  

SUMMARY OF OTHER BASES 

Priority on Military Value with emphasis on Readiness & Training 

I 11 111 IV V VI VII VIII 

G NIA NIA 17.U(20) cost R G- G- 
G G- Y 267.7/(187) > 20 Y+ G Y+ 
G Y+ Y 270.2/(72) > 20 G- G Y- 
G G- Y+ 326.3/39 > 10 G- G Y 

Payback COstmPV 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
BASE CLOSURE CASH FLOW 

(TY$M) 

FYDP 
TOTAL - FY92 FY93 - FY94 w95 FY96 - FY97 

137.86 1,640.02 
(savings) (168.05) (247.72) (670.34) (862.41) (917.90) (952.31) (3,818.73) 

net costs or (savings) (88.32) 185.95 (62.02) (615.88) (783.99) (814.45) (2,178.71) 

133.91 TOTALS costs 79.73 433.67 608.32 246.53 

cumulative net savings (88.32) 97.63 35.61 (580.27) (1364.26) (2,178.71) (2,178.71) 

STEADY STATE SAVINGS = (835M) BY FY 98 

Costs in the outyears (beyond the last closure in FY 95) reflect: 

Caretaker costs prior to disposal 
CHAMPUS increases due to c l o d  hospitals 
RPMA and BOS associated with movement frdm 
closing bases to gaining bases 

NOTES: 

Does not reflect requirement to capitalize the Base Closure 
Account 

The one-time costs to implement these closurcs could be 
reduced by approximately $192M due to land value 

Does not include funding for any environmental cleanup 

Costs reflect one-time costs plus murring costs 

UNCLAF "fF'ED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

The primary purpose of tactical bases is to provide trained combat ready aircrcws, aircraft, 
and support personnel for dcployment in support of theater war plans and contingency 
operations. The important attributes of a tactical base are: 

- Proximity to adequate training airspace: 

-- Supersonic airspace with Air Combat Maneuvering Instrumentation 
capability, surface to 50,OOO feet 

-- Low altitude Military Operating Areas 

-- Low altitude training routes 

-- Scoreable air-to-ground ranges with tactical target arrays 

-- Joint training areas capable of supporting fighter tactical maneuvering 

- Good flying weather 

- Adequate divert and alternate aMelds 

- Minimum traflic congestion and delays 

- Infrastructure to support mobility operations 

The following bases were considered in this subcategory: 

Bergsmm AFB, Texas 
Cannon AFB, New Mexico 
Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 
Eielson AFB, Alaska 
England AFB, Louisiana 
Holloman AFB, New Mexico 
Homestead AFB, Florida 
Langley AFB, Virginia 

Luke AFB, Arizona 
MacDill AFB, Florida 
Moody AFB, Georgia 
Mountain Home AFB, Idaho 
Myrtle Beach AFB, South Carolina 
Seymour Johnson AFB, North Carolina 
Shaw AFB, South Carolina 
Tyndall AFB, Florida 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CAPACITY ANALYSIS 

This page is classified SECRET and is located in the classified appendix. 

UNCLASSIF’IED 



.- 
BERGSTROM AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Bergstrom Air Force Base, Texas, is recommended for closure. All 
active W4s Will be mired. The 67th Tactical Reconnaissance Wing will inactivate. The 
corrosion control facility will remain if it continues to be economical to operate there. The 
Air Force Rescrve units will remain in a cantonment area if the base is converted to a 
civil airpart. If no decision on a civil airport is reached by June of 1993, the units will be 
redistributed as directed by the Secretary of the Air Force. If units stay but the airport is 
not an economically viable entity by the end of 1996, these units would also be 
redistributed. The Twelfth Air Force Headquarters; 12th TAC Intelligence Squadron; and 
the 602nd Tactical Air Control Center Squadron will relocate to Davis-Monthan Air Force 
Base, Arizona. The 712th Air Support Operations Center Squadron will relocate to Fort 
Hood, Texas. All other personnel will depart. The 41st Electronic Combat Squadron 
(ECS) (EC-130H aircraft) will remain in place at Davis-Monthan AFB rather than move to 
Bergstrom AFB as recommended by the 1988 Base Closure Commission. 

Justification: The Air Force has five more tactical bases than needed to support the 
number of fighter aircraft in the DoD Force S m c m  Plan. All tactical bases were 
considered for closure equally in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closw 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Smtary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Bergstrom Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of 
the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the 
B E G .  

J--r 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
tactical bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. Distinctions 
can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the DoD selection 
criteria and Air Force subelements. Bergstrom Air Force Base ranked low in this process 
compared to the other ffiteen bases in the tactical subcategory and is recommended for 
closure. While Bergstrom Air Force Base’s ranking rests on the combined results of 
applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific deficiencies, a 
few points stand out. The overall long term military value of Bergstrom Air Force Base 
suffercd because of locavrtgional encroachment and a lack of suitable ranges/ahpace. 
Additionally, the cost to close Bergstrom Air Force Basc is low and the savings are high. 

The closure of Bergstrom Air Force Base will have an impact on the local 
economy. It is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 17,000 persons, 
dinct and indirect employment loss of just over 10,600 jobs, and regional income loss of 
175 million dollars. These losses arc in contrast to a regional population of nearly 
6OO,OOO, available jobs of just over 388,000, and regional annual income approaching 9 
billion dollars. 

h 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings of implementing this recommendation is about 
$121M. Annual savings after implementation arc expected to be $36.3M. All values are 
in constant dollars. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



Recommendation: England 

UNCLASSIFIED - ENGLAND AIR FORCE BASE 

Air Force Base, Louisiana. is recommended for closure. The 
23rd Tactical Fighter Wkg will inactivate. Assigned aircraft will be retired or redistributed 
among remaining active and reserve component units. One active A/OA-lO squadron Will 
be realigned to Eglin Air Force Base, Florida and one to McChord Air Force Base, 
Washington. All other personnel will depart. 

Justification: The Air Farce has five more tactical bases than needed to support the 
number of fighter aircraft in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All tactical bases were 
considered for closure equally in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closun Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close England Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of 
the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the 
BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
tactical bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. Distinctions 
can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the DoD selection 
criteria and Air Force subelements. England Air Force Base ranked low in this process 
compared to the other frftten bases in the tactical subcategory and is recommended for 
closuR. While England Air Force Base’s ranking rests on the combined results of 
applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific deficiencies, a 
few points stand out. The long term military value of England Air Force Base is limited 
by weather and available airspace for training. England Air Force Base has the least 
suitable weather of all bases ranked within this category. Although its location relative to 
Fort Polk is an asset, adequate Air Force support can be provided from Barkdale Air 
Force Base, Louisiana. Additionally, the cost to close England Air Force Base is low and 
the savings are very high. 

- 

The closure of England Air Force Base will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projected to nsult in a population loss of approximately 10,OOO persons, k t  and 
indirect employment loss of just over 5,700 jobs, and regional income loss of nearly 97 
million dollars. These losses are in contrast to a rcgional population of 139,600, available 
jobs just over 6O,OOO, and regional annual income of 1.5 billion dollars. . 

. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings of implementing this mommendation is about 
$176M. Annual savings after implementation are expected to be $47.2M. All values are 
in constant dollars. 

.- 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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MOODY AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Moody Air Force Base, Georgia, is recommended for closure. The 
347th Tactical Fighter Wing will inactivate. Assigned aircraft will be redistributed to 
modernize other active and reserve component units. All other personnel will depart. 

Justification: The Air Force has five more tactical bases than needed to support the 
number of fighter aircraft in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All tactical bases were 
considemd for closure qually in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Sccfetary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Seaetary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Moody Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of the 
Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
tactical bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. Distinctions 
can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the DoD selection 
criteria and Air Force subelements. Moody Air Force Base ranked low in this process 
compated to the other frfteen bases in the tactical subcategory and is recommended for 
closure. While Moody Air Force Base’s ranking rests on the combined results of applying 
the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific deficiencies, a few points 
stand out. The long tern military value of Moody Air Force Base, when compared to the 
other bases in its category, suffered because of weather, and its location in a region where 
special use airspace is being s a s s e d  increasingly by a growth in air traffic. Additionally, 
it is the least costly base to close of all bases in this subcategory. 

-- 

The closure of Moody Air Force Base will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 9,300 persons, direct and 
indirect employment loss of just over 4,800 jobs, and rtgional income loss of nearly 98 
million dollars. These losses are in contrast to a regional population of 106,OOo, available 
jobs of just over 54,000, and rtgional annual income of just over 1.2 billion dollars. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings of implementing this recommendation is about 
$143M. Annual savings after implementation arc expected to be $45.1M. All values are 
in constant dollars. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
MYRTLE BEACH AIR FORCE BASE 

A 

Recommendation: Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, South Carolina, is recommend for 
closure. The 354th Tactical Fighter Wing will inactivate. Assigned aircraft will be retired 
or redistributed among mnaining active and reseme component units. One active NOA-10 
squadron will be realigned to Shaw Air Force Base, South Carolina and one to Pope Air 
Force Base, North Carolina. All other personnel will depart. 

Justification: 
number of fighter aircraft in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All tactical bases were 
considered for closure qually in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Myrtle Beach Air Force Base was made by the Secretary 
of the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the 
BCEG. 

The Air Force has five more tactical bases than needed to support the 

As with the other categories, it  was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
tactical bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. Distinctions 
can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the DoD selection 
criteria and Air Force subelements. Myrtle Beach Air Force Base ranked low in this 
process compared to the other fifteen bases in the tactical subcategory and is recommended 
for closure. While Myrtle Beach Air Force Base's ranking rests on the combined results 
of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific deficiencies, a 
few points stand out. Incompatible development within the clear zone and accident 
potential zone, as well as local and regional airspace encroachment, and weather all 
negatively impact the long term military value of Mjrltle Beach Air Force Base. 
Additionally, the cost to close Myrtle Beach Air Force Base is low and the savings are 
high. 

-. 

The closure of Myrtle Beach Air Force Base will have an impact on the local 
economy. It is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 20,000 persons, 
direct and indirect employment loss of nearly l0,OOO jobs, and regional income loss of just 
over 97 million dollars. These losses are in contrast to a regional population of just over 
183,000, available jobs approaching lOO,OOO, and regional annual income of just over 2.1 
billion dollars. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings of implementing this rccommndation is about 
$76M. This saving could be increased by approximately $15M in land value. Annual 
savings after implementation are expected to be $30.2M. All values are in constant 
dollars. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
MacDILL AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: MacDill Air Force Base, Florida, is recommended for nalignmtnt and 
partial closure. Realign the 56th Tactical Training Wing’s F-16s from MacDill Air Force 
Base, to Luke Air Force Base, Arizona. The Joint Communications Support Element will 
move to Charleston Air Force Base, South Carolina. The airfield at MacDiU Air Force Base 
will close, those facilities that support flying operations will be disposed of and the 
remainder of MacDill Air Force Base will become an administrative base. 

Justification: The Air Force has five more tactical bases than needed to support the 
number of fighter aircraft in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All tactical bases were 
considered for closure qually in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Ikfense (OSD) guidance. Each 
base was evaluated against all eight of the DoD selection Criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the eight 
criteria and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group 
(BCEG), a group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary 
of the Air Force. The decision to realigntpartially close MacDill Air Force Base was made 
by the Semtary of the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in 
consultation with the BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All tactical 
bases ax in generally good condition with strong community support. Distinctions can be 
drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against the criteria. MacDill Air Force Base 
ranked low in this process compared to the other fifteen bases in the tactical subcategory 
and is recommended for realignment and partial closun. While MacDill Air Force Base’s 
ranking rests on the combined results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather 
than one or two specific deficiencies, a few points stand out. With the planned F-16 aircraft 
reductions, there is no longer a requirement to maintain two F-16 training locations (MacDill 
and Luke Air Force Bases) and Luke Air Force Base will have excess capacity due to 
redistribution of F-15 and F-16 aircraft. The long term military value of MacDill Air Force 
Base is low due to significant impacts of cmntipotcntial local and regional land use and 
airspace encroachment. This realignment is low cost and the savings are substantial. 
Although not part of the cost analysis, MacDill Air Forcc Bast has one of the highest 
potentials to retum substantial proceeds from p r o p t r t y  disposal to the Base Closure Account. 
By consolidating F-16 training at one base, the Air Force wil l  save a minimum of $20 
million annually. 

- 

The c losm of MacDill Air Force Base will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projected to nsult in a population loss of spproximatcly 6,000 persons, direct and 
indirect employment loss of 4,500 jobs, and regional income loss of 96 million dollars. 
These losses axe in mnrrast to a regional population of just over 1.6 million, available jobs 
of just over 915,W, and regional annual income of nearly 26 billion dollars. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings of implementing this recommndation is about 
$66M. This saving could be increased by approximately $50M in Iand value. Annual 
savings after implementation are expected to be $26.2M. All values are in constant dollars. 

- 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY SPECIFIC ACTIONSAMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

BERGSTROM AFB, TEXAS 

DISPOSITION 

67th Tactical Reconnaissance w h g  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactivates 
w - 4 ~  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Retire 
Air Force Rescrve F-16s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Remain if civil airport 
Twelfth Air Forct Headquarters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 
602nd Tactical Air Control Ccnter Squadron . . . . . . . .  to Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 
12th Tactical Intelligence Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 
712th Air Support Ojxrations Center Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Fort Hood, Texas . 

41st Electronic Combat Squadron . . . . . . . . . .  remain at Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 

ENGLAND A m ,  LOUISIANA 

- UNIT DISPOSlTION 

23rd Tactical Fighter Wing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactivates - 
A-10 Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Rtdismbuted/Retkd 
A-10 Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Eglin AFB, Florida 
A-10 Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to McChord AFB, Washington 

MOODY AFB, GEORGIA 

UNIT DISPOSITION - 
347th Tactical Fighter Wing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactivates 
F-16s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . R t d i s t r i b u t e d  

MYRTLE BEACH AFB, SOUTH CAROLINA 

UNIT DISPOSITION 

354th Tactical Fighter Wing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactivates 
A-10 Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  RedistributedlRctired 
A-10 Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Pope AFB, North Carolina 
A-10 Sqaudron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Shaw AFB, South Carolina - 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

MacDILL AFB, FLORIDA 

UNIT DISPOSITION - 
56th Tactical Training Wing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactivates 
F-16s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Luke AFB, Arizona 
Joint Communications Support Element . . . . . . . . . . .  to Charleston AFB, South Carolina 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY 

CRITERIA 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLA: _PIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL READINESS OF DOD TOTAL FORCE 

CLOSURE RATING (G.YR) 

1. Is existing force structure lor primary mission 
of the base remaining in the inventory? 

GREEN - Force svucture is a key part of the farce structure plan 
- no programmed reductions 
YELLOW - Force suucture is an integral pan of the force structure plan - 
but has programmed reductions 
RED - Force structure is being phased out in the force structure p h  

2. Operational effectiveness 

A. Geographic location supporu mission 

Alternate base: GREEN S 20 min ; YELLOW > 20 I; 30 min ; RED > 30 min 

Divert base(f singk my) :  GREEN 5 15 min; RED > 15 min 

Weather impact on mission at base: GREEN - above minimums 90%. above 3000/5 75%. I; 5% WX attsition 
YELLOW - above minimums 80%. above 3000/5 50%, 5 7% WX attrition 
RED - anything else 

Does weather rqufre training to be 
conducted off station? 

Green - no 
Red - yes 

Air TmlTk Delay: GREEN avg ATC delay S 5 min; Red > 5 rnin 

Special Use Airspace: GREEN S 20 min ; YELLOW > 20 S 30 rnin ; RED > 30 min 

FIGHTERS: 

RECCE: 

MOA/bombing Ranges: GREEN 5 20 rnin ; YELLOW > 20 S 30 rnin ; RED > 30 mm 

Low Alt Routes: GREEN S 20 min.; YELLOW > 20 I; 30 rnin ; RED > 30 min 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

ATTACWOBS: Ground troop avail: GREEN 5 IOONM : YELLOW > 100 5 2OONM ; RED > 2OONM 
GREEN 5 20 min : YELLOW > 20 5 30 min : RED > 30 min Gunnayhombing range: 

B. Adqnate Training a r m  (Ranges, TRs, MOAs) 
the unit uses 

1) Supasonic ACBT MOAs & 
Waming/Rcstricted arcas? 

2) Low alt MOAs for SAT & 
low alt intercept uaining? 

3) Numba of scorable range complexs 
(including TAC lgtlconvlstrafe) 

4) EC range within 200NM 

, 
5) Army Forts w/ impact areas capable 
of tactical aircraft employment 

6) ACMI 

7) Full scale live drop availability 

8) N u m b  of VIUIR routes? 

C. Operational rfktivcness of special use airspace 
and training areas 

GREEN - 5 150NM: YELLOW - S 200NM. RED * > 20NM 

GREEN - 5 100NM; YELLOW - I 150NM: RED * > l5ONM 

GREEN - 1 w/i 100NM: 4 w/i 250NM 
YELLOW - 0 w/i IOONM or 3 4  w/i 2BNM 
RED - 2 or less w/i 250NM 

GREEN - yes ; RED - no 

GREEN - 5 100NM; YELLOW - 5 150NM: RED - > 150NM 

GREEN - 5 150NM: YELLOW - S 200NM. RED - > 200NM 

GREEN - I 250NM; YELLOW - S 300NM: RED - > 300NM 

GREEN - 10-15 w/i 100NM; YELLOW - < 10 w/i 150NM; RED - c 3 w/i 200NM 

GREEN - Meets all training requirements 
YELLOW - Minor degradation lo accomplishing training requinnlents 
RED - Major degradations lo accomplishing mining requirements 

UNCLAr ')FIED 



UNCLA~ IFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

D. PotentW for AhpacdTraininfi Are8 growth GREEN - Airspace available for future expansion; supports advanced basing concept 
YELLOW - statm Quo 
RED - Reductions possible 

GREEN - Force svucture is a key part of the fonx structure plan 
MI programmed reductions 
YELLOW - F m e  sv~cture is an integral part of the force structure plan - but has 
programmed reductions 
RED - Force structure is being phased out in the force structllrc plan 
or NO orher force shucture 

3. If there b force structure to support other categories 
at the base, will they remain in the inventory? 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

PRIMARY FORCE (crit.1) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

R 
Y 

DAVIS-MONTHAN Y 
EIELSON Y 
ENGLAND Y 
HOLJBMAN Y 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE Y 
MacDILL Y 
MOODY Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME Y 
MYRTLE BEACH Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB G 
SHAW AFB Y 
TYNDALL AFB G 

GREEN - Force structure is key part of the force 
structure plan - no programmed reductions 
YELLOW - Force structure is an integral part of the 
force structurc plan - but has programmed reductions 
RED - Force structure is being phased out in the plan 

i UNCLA PFIED 



UNCLAL ~FIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I, THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit.2) 

ALTERNATE BASE DIVERT BASE 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

G 
G 

G 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G G 
EIELSON G G 
ENGLAND G G 
HOLLOMAN Y G 
HOMESTEAD G G 
LANGLEY G G 
LUKE G G 
MacDILL Y G 
MOODY G G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G 
SHAW G G 
TYNDALL G G 

GREEN S 20 Minutes 
YELLOW > 20 5 30 Minutes 
RED > 30 Minutes 

GREEN S 15 Minutes 
YELLOW N/A 
RED > 15 Minutes 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit.2A) 
WEATHER IMPACTS 

ON MISSION REQUIRE TDY 

BERGSTROM G G 
CANNON G G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G G 
EIELSON G G 
ENGLAND R G 
HOLLOMAN G G 
HOMESTEAD G G 
LANGLEY G G 
LUKE G G 
MacDILL G G 
MOODY Y G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G 
MYRTLE BEACH Y G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y G 

TYNDALL G G 

GREEN - Above minimums 90%. above 3000/5 75%. I 5 %  WX attrition 
YELLOW - Above minimums 8096, above 3000/5 50%, 57% WX attrition 
RED - Anything else 

GREEN - NO 
YELLOW -N/A 
RED - Yes 

UNCLAY ‘JF‘ED 



i 
UNCLASai b IED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (critdA) 

AIR TRAFFIC 
DELAYS 

BERGSTROM G 
CANNON G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G 

G 
G 

ElELSON 
ENGLAND 

G 
G 

HOLLOMAN 
HOMESTEAD 

G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 

LANGLEY 
LUKE 
MacDILL 
MOODY 
MOUNTAIN HOME 
MYRTLE BEACH 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON 
SHAW 
TYNDALL 

GREEN 5 5 Minutes 

RED - > 5 Minutes 
YELLOW - N/A 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit.2A) 
SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 

AIR TO AIR BOMBING LOW ALT 
MOA RANGES ROUTES 

GROUND FORCE 
TRAINING AREA 

BERGSTROM G G G G 
CANNON G G G R 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G G G G 
EIELSON G G G G 
ENGLAND G G G G 
HOLLOMAN G '  G G Y 
HOMESTEAD G G G R 

G G Y 
G G G 

LANGLEY G 
LUKE G 
MacDILL G G G R 
MOODY G G G G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G G R 
MYRTLE BEACH G G G G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G G 
SHAW G G G G 
TYNDALL G G G G 

# 

(MOA/RANGES/ROUTES) 
GREEN S 20 Minutes 
YELLOW > 20 S 30 Minutes 
RED > 30 Minutes 

GREEN S lOOnm 
YELLOW > lOOnm S 200nrn 
RED > 200nm 

UNCLA' 'FFIED 



UNCLAL~IED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit.2B) 
AVAILABLE TRAINING AREAS 

1) ACBT/MOA 2) LOW ALT 3) SCORABLE 4) EC 
SUPERSONIC SAT/INTCT RANGE COMPLEX RANGE 

G R R 
R 

G BERGSTROM G 
G 

G G G 
Y G 

G 

G 
G 

G 
G EIELSON 

G 
R 

G ENGLAND G 

G 
G 

Y Y 
G G 

G HOMESTEAD 

G 
G 

G 
G LANGLEY 

G 
G 

G 
G LUKE 

G 
R 

G 
G MacDlLL 

G 
G G 

G MOODY 

G 
G 

G 
Y MOUNTAIN HOME 

G 
G 

G 
G MYRTLE BEACH 

G 
G 

G 
G 

G 
G 

G SHAW 
G G TYNDALL 

CANNON G 

HOLLOMAN G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 

GREEN 5 150nm 
YELLOW 5 200nm YELLOW 5 150nm YELLOW 0 wfi lOOnm or 3-4 wh 250nm 
RED > 200nm 

GREEN 5 lOOnm 

RED > 150nm 

GREEN 1 wfi 100nm; 4 wfi 250nm 

RED 2 or less w/i 250nm 

GREEN - 5 200nm 
YELLOW - N/A 
RED - > 200nm 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit.2B) 
AVAILABLE TRAINING AREAS 

5) ARMY FORTS 6)ACMI 7) FULL SCALE 8)VRAR 
w/ impact area LIVE DROP ROUTES 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

G G 
R G 

G 
G 

G 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN R G G G 
EIELSON G G G G 
ENGLAND G Y G G 
HOLLOMAN R G G Y 
HOMESTEAD R G R Y 
LANGLEY Y G G G 
LUKE R G G G 
MacDILL R G G G 
MOODY G G G G - 
MOUNTAIN HOME R Y G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G G G G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G 

- 

G 
SHAW G G G G 
TYNDALL G G G G 

GREEN S l00nm GREEN I 150nm GREEN I; 250nm GREEN 10-15 w/i IOOnm 
YELLOW I 150nm YELLOW Z; 200nm YELLOW I 300nm YELLOW < 10 w/i 150nm 
RED > 150nm RED > 200nm RED > 300nm RED < 3 w/i 200nm 

UNCLAr JFIED 



UNCLAdFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit.2C) 
SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE AND AVAILABLE TRAINING AREAS 

(ABILITY TO FULFILL ALL TYPES OF TACTICAL TRAINING REQUIREMENTS) 

BERGSTROM Y 
CANNON G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EIEJSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE 
MacDILL Y 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME Y 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Meets all training requirements 
YELLOW - Minor degradations to training 
RED - Major degradations to training accomplishment 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS (crit3D) 
POTENTIAL FOR AIRSPACEh'RAINING AREA GROWTH 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

R 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN R 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND Y 
HOLLOMAN Y 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE Y 
MacDILL Y 
MOODY R 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y 
SHAW Y 
TY NDALL Y 

GREEN - Airspace available for future expansion; supports advanced basing concepts 

RED - Reductions possible 
YELLOW - Status QUO 

UNCLA TFIED 



UNCL A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I, THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

OTHER FORCE STRUCTURE (crit.3) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

G 
R 

DAVIS -MONTH AN G 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND R 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD G 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE G 
MacDILL R 
MOODY R 
MOUNTAIN HOME R 
MYRTLE BEACH R 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW R 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Force structure is key part of the force 
structure plan - no programmed reductions 

YELLOW - Force structure is an integral part of the 
force structun plan - but has programmed reductions 

RED - Force saucture is being phased out in the plan 
or NO other force structure 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

CRITERIA I 

FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

BERGSTROM R G G  G G  G G G G G  G G R R  G G G G  Y R  G 

CANNON Y G G  G G  G G G G R  G G G R  R G G G  G G  R 

DAVIS-MONTHAN Y G G  G G  G G G G G  G G G G  R G G G  G R  G 

EIELSON Y G G  G G  G G G G G  G G Y G  G G G G  G G G 

ENGLAND Y G G  R G  G G G G G  G G G G  G Y G G  G Y  R 

HOLLOMAN Y Y G  G G  G G G G Y  G G G R  R G G Y  G Y  G 

HOMESTEAD Y G G  G G  G G G G R  G Y Y G  R G R Y  Y Y  G 

LANGLEY - G G G  G C  G G G G Y  G G G G  Y G G G  G Y G 

LUKE Y G G  G G  G G G G G  G G G G  R G G G  G Y G 
MacDILL Y Y G  G G  G G G G R  G R G G  R G G G  Y Y  R 

MOODY Y G G  Y G  G G G G G  G G G G  G G G G  G R R 

MOUNTAIN HOME Y G G  G G  G G G G R  Y G G G  R Y G G  Y G  R 

MYRTLE BEACH Y G G  Y G  G G G G G  G G G G  G G G G  G Y R 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G  Y G  G G G G G  G G G G  G G G G  G Y G 

SHAW Y G G  Y G  G G G G G  G G G G  G G G G  G Y R 

TYNDALL G G G  G G  G G G G G  G G G G  G G G G  G Y G 

UNCLAr’JIFIED 



FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. AVAILABlLlTY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXIWING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

1. Are there unique facllitks at the installatIan 
which must be rep l i ted  If the base & elmed? 
(High cost speclalizcd facilities) 

GREEN - Yes, unique facilities exists 
RED - No unique facilities exists 

2A. Existing Associated Airspace encroachment (special use airspace) 

MOAs and Restricted Airspace 

Bombing Ranges 

Low Level Routes 

GREEN - Civil and commercial aviation development generally compatible with 
existing military operating areas and restricted airspace 
YELLOW - Civil and commercial aviation development impacts access to some 
(limited) MOAs. Near-term development of MOAs or restricted airspace may be 
limited 
RED - Civil and commercial aviation dominates the development of and access to 
MOAs. Near-term development of MOAs or restricted airspace incompatible 

GREEN - Regional development generally compatible with Air-to-Ground range 
activity 
YELLOW - Regional development incompatible in some (limited) mas. creating 
some restrictions on Au-to-Gmnd range activities 
RED - Regional development severely incompatible in many areas, causing mapr 
modifications to Air-W-Ground range access 

GREEN - Regional development generally compatible with low level route access 
YELLOW - Regional development incompatible in some (limited) areas, creating 
restrictions on low level route svu~tute 
RED - Regional development severely incompatible in many areas, causing mapr 
modifications to low level routes 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

28. Future Assoelated Airspace Encroachment (special use airspace) 

MOAs and Restricted Airspace 

Bombing Ranges 

Low Level Routes 

3. Facilities capacity: 

BaSe 

Housing 

GREEN - Future civil and commercial aviation development generally expected to 
remain compatible with existing military operating ~cuis and restricted ahspace 
YELLOW - Future civil and commercial aviation development may impact access to 
some (limited) MOAs. Future development of MOAs 01 restricted airspaCe may be 
limited 
RED - Future civil and commmial  aviation may predominate the a m  and access to 
MOAs may become severely limited. Future development of MOAs or restricted 
airspace may be limited 

GREEN - Future regional development generally expected to be compatible wilh 
Air-toGround ranges 
YELLOW - Future regional development may become incompatible in some 
(limited) areas, creating some restrictions on access to Air-tdiround ranges 
RED - Future regional development may become severely incompatible in many 
areas, causing major modifications to Air-to-Ground range access 

GREEN - Future regional development generally expected to be compatible with low 
level route access 
YELLOW - Future regional development may become incompatible in some 
(limited) areas, creating restrictions on low level route structure 
RED - Future regional development may become severely incompatible in many 
areas, causing major modifications to low level routes 

GREEN 5 to the mean 
YELLOW 
RED < -1 slandard deviation 

2 to -1 standard deviation and c the mean 

GREEN 2tothemean 
YELLOW 2 to -I  standard deviation and c the mean 
RED < -1 standard deviati~n 

UNCLA’ JFIED 



4. Facilities condition: 

Base 

A. Condition: 

B. Cost: 

Housing 

A. Condition: 

B. Cost: 

FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

SA. Exkting locaUregionrl community encroachment 

Accident potential zones 

Noise zones 

GREEN Ztolhemean 
YELLOW 2 to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 Standard deviation 

GREEN I tolhemean 
YELLOW 
RED > + I  srandard deviation 

> the mean and S to +1 standard deviation 

GREEN 2 tothemean 
YELLOW 
RED c -1 standard deviation 

2 lo -1 standard deviation and c the mean 

GREEN 5 to the mean 
YELLOW 
RED > +1 standard deviation 

> the mean and 5 to +1 standard deviation 

GREEN - Off-bast development generally compatible with accident pocenrial zones 
and quantitydistance criteria 
YELLOW - Off-base development incompatible in some (limited) areas 
consuuction/operatios 
RED - Off-base development incompatible with accident potential zones, of quantity- 
distance safety criteria 

GREEN - Off-base development generally compatible with Air Installation 
Compatible Use Zone noise mommendations 
YELLOW - Off-base development incompatible in some (limited) areas 
RED - Off-base development incompatible in many areas. or many people exposed 
to high noise levels 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

Environs ahpace 

FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

GREEN - Airspace encroachment is low and little or no operational adjustments 
made 
YELLOW - Airspace encroachment is moderate and may r e q h  limited operahnal  
adjustments 
RED - Airspace encroachment is high and requirw substantial operational adjustment 

5B. Future IocaUregionrl community encroachment 
Accident potential zones GREEN - Future off-base development generally expected to m a i n  compatible with 

accident potential zones and quantity-distance criteria 
YELLOW - Future olf-base development may become incompatible in  some 
(limited) ateas 
RED - Future off-base development may become incompatible with accident 
potential zones. or quantity-distance safety criteria 

Noise zones 

Environs airspace 

6. Are the runway(s) adequate to support the 
primary mission? 

GREEN - Future off-base development generally expected to be compatible with Air 
Installation Compatible Use Zone noise recommendations 
YELLOW - Future &-base development may become incompatible in some 
(limited) areas 
RED - Future off-& development may become incompatible in many areas, or 
many people exposed to high noise levels 

GREEN - Potential for encroachment is low and little or no operational adjustment 
anticipated 
YELLOW - Potential for encroachment is moderate and may require limited 
operational adjustment 
RED - Potential for encroachment is high and may require substantial operational 
adjustments 

GREEN - Dual runway or single runway with emergency landing airfield S 10 min 
YELLOW - Single runway with emergency landing airfield 5 15 min 
RED - Anything else 

UNCLAF TIED 



UNCL A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH 
THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

UNIQUE FACILITIES THAT 
MUST BE REPLICATED 
(crit. 1) 

G 
R 

RUN WAY STATUS 
(crit.6) 

G 
G 

DAVIS-MONTH AN G G 
EIELSON G G 
ENGLAND R G 
HOLLOMAN G G 
HOMESTEAD G G 
LANGLEY G G 
LUKE G G 
MacDILL G G .  
MOODY R G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G 
SHAW G G 
TYNDALL G G 

GREEN - YES, unique facilities exist 

YELLOW - N/A 

RED - No unique facilities exists 

GREEN - Dual runway or single 
with emerg Idg afd S 10 min 
YELLOW - Single runway with 
emerg Idg afd 5 15 min 
RED - Anything else 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE 
EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
2. Existing Associated Airspace Encroachment (SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE) 

2.A Existing LocaVRegionaI Community Encroachment 

MO AslR A BOMB RG LOW LEVEL 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

Y 
Y 

Y 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G G G 
EIELSON G G G 
ENGLAND G G G 
HOLLOMAN G G Y 
HOMESTEAD Y Y Y 
LANGLEY Y G Y 
LUKE G G G 

Y Y 
Y Y 

MACDILL Y 
MOODY Y 

# 

MOUNTAIN HOME G G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G Y Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G 
SHAW G Y Y 
TYNDALL G G Y 

GREEN - Civil and commercial rvhlion 
development genarlly compltible with u b h g  
Military Operating Arcas and Restricted Airsp.ce 

YELLOW - Civil and commacirl rvLlkm 
development imprcls lccess to wnne (limited) 

Restricted Airspace may be limited. 

GREEN - Regional developmmt generally 
compatible with leeess to Auxiliary Airfield activity 

YELLOW - Regional development incompatible in 
some (limited) areas. creating restrictions on 

GREEN - Regional development generally 
mnpmtible with low-level route access 

YELLOW - Regiorul development incompatibk in 
some (limited) arers, creating restrictions on low 

MOAs. N w  tam development of MOAs or Auxiliary Airfield activities level mutc s m t u n  

RED - Civil and commacia1 aviation dominates 
the development of and access to MOAs. N w -  
tam developmmt of MOAs or Restricted Airspace 
incompatible to MOAs 

RED - Regional development mmly incompatible 
in many areas, causing major modifiutions to 
Auxiliary Airfield access, or sevaely limits access 

RED - Regional development severely incompatible 
in many aMs.  causing major modifications to low 
kvel mutes 



UNCLAAFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILlTY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE FOR BOTH THE 
EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
2. Associated Airspace Encmachment (Special Use Airspace) 
2.B Future LocaVRegional Community Encroachment 

MOAslRA BOMB RG LOW LEVEL 

BERGSTROM R Y Y 
CANNON G Y G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN Y G G 
EIELSON G G G 
ENGLAND Y G G 
HOLLOMAN G G Y 
HOMESTEAD Y Y Y 
LANGLEY Y G Y 
LUKE Y G G- 
MA CDILL Y Y Y 
MOODY Y Y Y 

. MOUNTAIN HOME G G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G Y Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y G Y 
SHAW G Y Y 
TYNDALL G G Y 

GREEN - Future civil md commachl aviation 
development genarlly upsccsd to remain 
compltible with existing Military Openting Amas 
and Restricted Airspace 

development my h p c t  access lo some (Ihnited) 
MOAs. Future developmatt of Reshicted Ahpace 
may be limited. 
RED - Fuhm civil a d  commaeid aviation may 
predominate the l r a  md access to MOAs may 
become severely limited. Future development of 
Reswictd Airspace incampatiblc 

YELLOW - FuIW Civil Md CammaCirlaVtti~ 

GREEN - F U I U ~  rqional development generally 
expected to compatible with access to Air-to-Ground 
ranges 

YELLOW - Future regional developnent may 
become inurmprtibk in some (limited) arm. 
creating restrictions on m e s s  to Air-toGround 
ranges 

RED - Future regional development may become 
severely incompatible in m y  ueas, causing major 
modifications to Air-toGround range awes 

GREEN - Future regional development generally 
expeclsd to be compatible with low-level mute 
lccesS 

YELLOW - Future regional developnmt m y  
become incompatible in some (limited) areas. 
mating restrictions on low level mute smcntre 

severely incompatible in many areas. causing major 
modifiiations to low level routes 

RED - FUIUYC ~ h l  development m y  beEome 



11. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH 
THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
3. Facilities capacity 
4. Facilities condition and cost 

FACILITIES FACILITIES FACILITIES 
CAPACITY CONDITION COST 

B ASE/HOUSING BASE/HOUSING BASEIHOUSING 

BERGSTROM Y R  Y G  Y G  
CANNON R G  Y G  G G  
DAVIS-MONTHAN G G  G G  Y G  
EIELSON G Y  R G  Y G  
ENGLAND R Y  G G  G G  
HOLLOMAN G G  G G  G Y  
HOMESTEAD G G  G R  G Y  
LANGLEY G G  Y G  Y Y  
LUKE G G  G G  G G  
MacDILL G R  Y G  Y G  
MOODY R Y  G Y  G G  
MOUNTAIN HOME Y G  R R  Y R  
MYRTLE BEACH R G  G G  G G  
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G  G R  G R  
SHAW Y G  G R  G R  
TYNDALL G G  R Y  R Y  

CaDacitdcondi tion 
GREEN 2 to the mean 
YELLOW 2 to -1 standard 
deviation and c the mean 
RED < - 1  standard deviation 

.I_ cost 
GREEN S to the mean 
YELLOW > the mean and S to 
standad deviation 
RED > +1 standard deviation 

UNCLA TjIFIED 



UNCLA AFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE 
EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
5.A Existing haVRegional Community Encroachment 

APZ NOISE ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

B ERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 

R 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN Y Y- Y 
EIELSON G G G 
ENGLAND Y+ Y+ G 
XOLLOM AN G G G 
HOMESTEAD Y Y G 
LANGLEY Y Y G 
LUKE Y Y Y 
MACDILL R Y Y 
MOODY G G G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G G 
MYRTLE BEACH R Y Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G Y G 
SHAW Y Y G 
TYNDALL G G G 

GREEN - m-base deVelOpnent mally 
compatible with accident potenti.1 mes and 
quantitydistance criteria Zone noise ncommendations 

solw (limited) areas consrmctionlopacltions. 
RED - Off-base developmeat incompatible with 
accident potentid ma. or quantitydistame safety 
critaia 

GREEN - MT-base developmen1 genenlly 
compatible with Air Installation Compatible Use 

GREEN - A h p ~  enctoachment is LOW and little 
01 no operational adjustments made 

may q u i r e  limited opuationd adjustments 
RED - Airspace mcroclchment is high and requires 
substantial opartianal adjustment 

YELLOW - OIC-brre development incomptible in YELLOW - Off-base development incompatible in YELLOW - A m  m m h m t  is dmte and 
some (limited) areas 
RED - Off-base development inoompatible in many 
areas. or many people exposed to high noise levels 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE 
EXISTING AND RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
5.B Future LocaVRegional Community Encroachment 

APZ NOISE ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

BERGSTROM Y Y R 
CANNON Y Y G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN Y Y Y 
EIELSON G G G 
ENGLAND Y+ Y+ G 
HOLLOMAN G G G 
HOMESTEAD Y Y G 
LANGLEY Y Y G 
LUKE Y Y Y 
MACDILL R Y Y 
MOODY G G Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G G 
MYRTLE BEACH R Y Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G Y Y 
SHAW Y Y Y 
TYNDALL G G G 

GREEN - Future off-bnse devefDpmnt generally 
expected to remain compatible with accident 
potential zones md qunntitydismk aitmia 

become incompatibk m some (limited) m a s  
YELLOW - F u W  o f f - b w  developnent m y  

c o n s h u c t i ~ ~ t i o n s .  
RED - F u W  off-b.se develapnent twy  become 
incompatible with d e n t  potential m e s .  oc 
quantitydistance safely criteria 

GREEN - Future off-base development genaally 
expected to be compatible with Air Installation 
Compatible Use Zone noise raxnnmendrths 
YELLOW - Future o f f - b w  developmCIIt IIMy 
become incomptible m some (limited) areas 

RED - Future off -~SC developtIICtlt may become 
incompatible in m y  arm, or many people 
exposed to high noise levels 

GREEN - Potential Tor encroachment is LOW and 
little or no operational adjustments anticipated 

YELLOW - h t h l  for aKxorchmmt is  modaate 
and may require limited opaational adjustments 

RED - Potentid for encroachment is high and may 
require substantial operational adjustments 



CRITERIA I1 

UNC LA,, JIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

BERGSTROM G G  Y Y Y  R Y Y  Y R  Y G  YG Y Y R  Y Y R  

CANNON R G  G Y G  G Y G  R G  Y G  GG Y Y G  Y Y G  

DAVIS-MONTHAN G G  G G G  Y G G  G G  G G  YG Y Y Y  Y Y Y  

EELSON G G  G G G  G G G  G Y  R G  YG G G G  G G G  

ENGLAND R G G G  G Y G G R Y G G  GG Y+Y+G Y+Yffi 

HOLLOMAN G G  G G Y  G G Y  G G  G G  GY G G G  G G G  

HOMESTEAD G G  Y Y Y  Y Y Y  G G  G R  GY Y Y G  Y Y G  

LANGLEY G G  Y G Y  Y G Y  G G  Y G  YY Y Y G  Y Y G  

LUKE G G  G G G  Y G G -  G G  G G  GG Y Y Y  Y Y Y  

MacDILL G G  Y Y Y  Y Y Y  G R  Y G  YG R Y Y  R Y Y  

MOODY R G  Y Y Y  Y Y Y  R Y  G Y  GG G G G  G G Y  

MOUNTAIN HOME G G  G G G  G G G  Y G  R R  YR G G G  G G G  

MYRTLE BEACH G G  G Y Y  G Y Y  R G  G G  GG R Y Y  R Y Y  

SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G  G G G  Y G Y  G G  G R  GR G Y G  G Y Y  

SHAW . G G  G Y Y  G Y Y  Y G  G R  GR Y Y G  Y Y Y  

TYNDALL G G  G G Y  G G , Y  G G  R Y  RY G G G  G G G  

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE 
EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION. 

1. CONTINGENCY AND MOBILIZATION 

A. What is the C-I41 MOG? 

B. Does the base have a fuel hydrant system? 

C. What is the munitions storage capacity? 

D. Does base have hot cargo pad? 

E. Geographic location: 

( I )  Is the base located within 150 NM of: 

GREEN - 5 or more 
YELLOW - 3 to 4 
RED - less than 3 

GREEN - Yes 
YELLOW - N/A 
RED - NO 

GREEN - 30% or more excess NEW capacity over current requirement 
YELLOW - 10 to 29% excess capacity 
RED - c 10% excess capacity 

GREEN - yes RED - no 
# 

(a) A Joint Installation GREEN - Yes 
(ArmyNarine forces) RED - NO 

(b) A Rail Access GREEN - Y ~ s  
RED - NO 

(c) A Por~ Facility GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

UNCLA' )FIED 



UNCLA. ~ I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

F. What is the capacity of the parking a w n ?  GREEN - > 30% Excess capacity 
YELLOW - 10 - 30% Excess capacily 
RED - Anylhing else 

G. What arc the facilities support capacities? 
(includes: Comm, utility, water, and sewage) 

GREEN - Can support > 109b increase 
YELLOW - Can supparl up lo 10% increase 
RED - Cannol support increase without cosls 

2. FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS 

Is the base located and have bask necessary characteristics to support another category’s mission: 
(Assumes current mission b no longer present) 

GREEN - Meets requiremenu of MACRO Look. with minor MILCON 
YELLOW - Meeu some requirements of MACRO Look, with major MILCON 
RED - Does not meet MACRO Look 

1) MOBILITY 
2) STRATEGIC 
3) FLY TNG 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE 
REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION 

CONTINGENCY AND MOBILIZATION (crit. 1) 

C-141 MOG FUEL MUNITIONS MUNITIONS 

(crit.A) (crit.B) (crit.C) (crit.D) 
HYDRANTS HOT PAD 

BERGSTROM G G G G 
CANNON Y R Y G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G G G G 
EIELSON Y G G G 
ENGLAND G G Y G 
HOLLOMAN G G G G 
HOMESTEAD G G G G 
LANGLEY G G Y G 
LUKE Y R G G 
MacDILL G G G G 
MOODY G R G G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G G G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G R Y G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G G 
SHAW Y G Y G 
TYNDALL G R G G 

GREEN - 5 or more GREEN - YES GREEN > 30% excess capacity GREEN - Yes 
YELLOW - 3 to 4 
RED < 3 RED - NO RED < 10% excess capacity RED - NO 

YELLOW - N/A YELLOW 10 to 30% excess YELLOW - N/A 

UNCLAF qjtFIED 



FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL PORCE 
REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION 

CONTINGENCY AND MOBILIZATION (nit. 1) 

SUMMARY OF MUNITIONS 
(NEW by CAT) 

CAT 1.1 CAT 1.2 CAT 1.3 CAT 1.4 
(HE) (PropeVCBU) (Flares,etc) (Small arms) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

717,700 Phys Cap Phys Cap Phys Cap 
55 1,965 Phys Cap 2,870,000 Phys Cap 

DAVIS - MONTHA N 6.507.760 Phis Cab Phvs Cap Phvs Cap 
EIELSON 6,500,000 Phys Cap Phys Cap Phys Cap 
ENGLAND 301,309 Phys Cap 4,135,000 Phys Cap 
HOLLOMAN 4.299.600 Phvs Cap 9,805.000 Phvs Cap 
HOMESTEAD 2,942,73 1 Phys Cap 9,004,450 Phys Cap 
LANGLEY 50,17 1 Phys Cap 640,000+ Phys Cap 
LUKE 1.254.219 Phvs Cau Phvs Cap Phvs Cap 
MacDILL 2,124,495 Phys Cap Phys Cap Phys Cap 
MOODY 323.962 Phys Cap 395,000+ Phys Cap 
MOUNTAIN HOME 2,473,938 Phis Cab Phvs Cau Phvs Cau 
MYRTLE BEACH 267.435 Phys Cap Phys Cap Phys Cap 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON 2,000,000+ Phys Cap Phys Cap Phys Cap 
SHAW 357,527 Phvs Cau 945.000+ Phvs Cap 
TYNDALL 857,882 Phys Cap Phys Cap Phys Cap 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE 
REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION (Base located within 150nm of) (ccit.lE) 

ARMYMARINE RAIL PORT 
INSTALLATION 
(cri t. a) (crit.b) (cri t.c) 

BERSTROM G G R 
CANNON R G R 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G G R 
EIEELSON G G R 
ENGLAND G G R 
HOLLOMAN G G R 
HOMESTEAD R G G 
LANGLEY G G G 

MacDILL 
MOODY 

R 
G 

G 
G 

G 
G 

MOUNTAIN HOME R G R 
MYRTLE BEACH G G G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G 
SHAW G G G 
TYNDALL G G G 

GREEN - YES 
YELLOW - N/A 
RED - NO 

UNCLAYJFIED 1 



FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE 
REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION 

BERGTROM 
CANNON 

CAPACITY 
APRON 
(crit. 1F) 

G 
G 

FACILITIES 
SUPPORT 
(crit. 1G) 

Y 
R 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G Y 
EIELSON G R 
ENGLAND G G 
HOLLOMAN G R 
HOMESTEAD G G 
LANGLEY G G 
LUKE G R 
MacDILL G R 
MOODY G G ~ ._ - 

MOUNTAIN HOME G R 
MYRTLE BEACH G G . ~~ 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON R G 
SHAW G R 
TYNDALL G G 

GREEN - > 30% Excess 
YELLOW - 10 - 30% Excess 
RED - Anything else 

GREEN - Support > 10% increase 
YELLOW - Support up to 10% increase 
RED - Cannot support increasekosts 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE 
REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION 

FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS 

SUPPORT ANOTHER CATEGORY (crit.B) 

MOBILITY STRATEGIC FLY TNG 

BERGSTROM Y R R 
CANNON R Y R 
DAVIS-MONTH AN Y R R 
EIELSON Y Y R 
ENGLAND Y R R 
HOLLOMAN R Y Y 
HOMESTEAD Y Y R 

R R 
R Y 

LANGLEY Y 
LUKE Y 
MacDILL Y R R 
MOODY Y R Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME Y Y R 
MYRTLE BEACH Y R R 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G R 

# 

SHAW Y R R 
TYNDALL Y R R 

GREEN - Meets requirements of MACRO Look, with minor MILCON 
YELLOW - Meets some requirements of MACRO Look, with major MILCON 
RED - Does not meet MACRO Look 

UNCLAC"JF1ED 



CRITERIA I11 

UNCL A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

BERGSTROM G G G G G G R  G Y  Y R R  

CANNON Y R Y G R G R  G R  R Y R  

DAVIS-MONTHAN G G G G G G R  G Y  Y R R  

EIELSON Y G G G G G R  G R  Y Y R  

ENGLAND G G Y G G G R  G G  Y R R  

HOLLOMAN G G G G G G R  G R  R Y Y  

HOMESTEAD G G G G R G G  G G  Y Y R  

LANGLEY G G Y G G G G  G G  Y R R  

LUKE Y R G G R G R  G R  Y R Y  

MacDILL G G G G R G G  G R  Y R R  

MOODY G R G G G G G  G G  Y R Y  

MOUNTAIN HOME G G G G R G R  G R  Y Y R  

MYRTLE BEACH G R Y G G G G  G G  Y R R  

SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G G G G G  R G  G G R  

SHAW Y G Y G G G G  G R  Y R R  

TYNDALL G R G G G G G  G G  Y R R  

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 

1. ONE TIME CLOSURE COSTS: Prognunming impacc excludes one-time envimnmental impact which is included in criteria #8. 

2. 20 YEAR NET PRESENT VALUE OF SAVINGS: Shows savings (positive number) derived by discounting costs and savings over a 20 
Year petiod 

3. NET STEADY STATE SAVINGS: We annual recurring savings which result fm avoiding the Operating and p a n n e l  costs of the closed 
base as offset by the annual recurring costs such as CHAMPUS and housing BS a result of closing the base 

4. MANPOWER REDUCFIONS Support manpower spaces eliminated as a result of closing the base. 

V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COSTS AND SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE NUMBER OF YEARS, BEGINNING WITH 
THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT, FOR THE SAVINGS TO EXCEED THE COSTS, 

1. INVESTMENT PAYBACK: Years elapsed From closure year (0 payback. Payback computed from Net Present Value analysis using 
OMB CirCuh A-94 

UNCLA' JFIED 



UNCLAL ~FIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

BERGSTROM 55.1 49.6 187 31.0 -978 
CANNON 59.0 53.0 297 42.0 - 1222 

IV COST AND MANPOWER 
IMPLICATIONS 

1 
1 

YEARS rn 
PAYBACK I ONE TIME CLOSURE COSTS 20 YEAR STEADYSTATE MANPOWER 

WSM) (CYSM) NPV ($M) NET SAVINGS REDUCTIONS 

-~ - ~~ 

EIEUON 139.6 123.5 492 79.6 -1469 
ENGLAND 43.3 38.8 348 50.9 -1 167 

1 
1 

DAVIS-MONTHAN 45.1 40.3 228 34.9 -899 I 1 

~- 

HOLLOMAN 280.3 247.7 21 1 57.0 - 1676 
HOMESTEAD 98.4 87.8 259 45.2 * 1328 
LANGLEY 203.4 181.8 190 46.8 - 1395 
LUKE 89.3 80.2 447 73.4 -1560 

2 
1 
5 
2 

MacDILL 220.2 196.9 252 57.1 -1681 
MOODY 28.8 26.3 260 37.8 - 1026 

4 
1 

MOUNTAIN HOME 53.2 47.5 335 50.3 -1345 I 1 _ ~ _  - 

MYRTLE BEACH 41.3 37.0 227 35.2 * 1 240 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON 109.1 97.1 252 45.2 - 1375 

1 
3 - 

SHAW 78.0 70.0 358 56.2 -1413 
TYNDALL 280.6 248.0 141 48.1 - 1622 

V RETURNON 
INVESTMENT 

1 
7 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA / LAND VALUE ANALYSIS 

NPL RURAL SMALL CITY URBAN OVERALL 

BERGSTROM R R R*** Hard to sell or neglible return (G) 

CANNON R G  G- 

DAVIS-MONTHAN R R R 

EIELSON G G  G 

ENGLAND R G  G- 

HOLLOMAN R G  G- 

HOMESTEAD G R Y 

LANGLEY R R R 

LUKE G R Y 
MacDILL R R R 
MOODY R G  G- 

MOUNTAIN HOME G G  G 
MYRTLE BEACH R G  G- 

SEYMOURJOHNSON R G G- 

SHAW R . R  R 

TYNDALL R G** G- 

Eielson, Mt Home 
LOW return (G-1 

Cannon, England, Holloman, 1 

Moody, Myrtle Beach*, 
Seymour Johnson, Tyndall** 
Hard to sell: possibly ~ o o d  return 
someday (Y) 
Homestead, Luke 
Best and earliest Fetum (R) 
Bergstrom, Davis-Monthan, 
Langley, MacDill, Shaw 

* Resort arca may increase in value ** Ocean frontage may incrcase in value or become National Seashm *** City claims land 
Note: Air Force experience with closing bares kd to the conclusion that the near tam potential for revenue from propaty saks would be too u n d n  
to include it as a fd elanent in the cost analysis. However, this information was available to and considered by the BCEG in its deliberations. 

UNCLAF 'JFIED 



U N C L A S ~ E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES. 

1. EMPLOYMENT 

2. POPULATION 

3. INCOME 

4. LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

OPERATING REVENUES 

EXPENDITURES 

5. INSTALLATION 
RESTORATION 
PROGRAMS (IRP) 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1%9-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions aze between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction (1%9- 1987) 
RED - Reductions are less rhan 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reductions (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction (1969- 1987) 
RED - Reductions are less than 50% of the historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reductions (1%9-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction 
RED - Reductions are less than 50% of the historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

GREEN - 'I& net fiscal impact on local government is negative and comparatively large. 
(Expenditures savings are less than 75% of revenue losses) 
YELLOW - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative. but comparatively small. 
(Expenditures savings are 75% or more of revenue losses) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral or positive. (Expenditures savings exceed 
revenue losses) 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lenglhy (> 5 yrs) 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is moderate (about 5 yrs) 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be relatively short (c 5 yrs) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

EMPLOYMENT (crit. 1) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

D AVIS-MONTH AN G 
EELSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD R 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE R 
MACDILL R 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME * G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969- 1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high reduction 

RED - Reductions axe less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987), or negligible 
(1969- 1987) 

UNCLASSIFIED 
) 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

POPULATION (crit. 2) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE Y 
MACDILL Y 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high reduction 

RED - Reductions am less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 
( 1969- 1987) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

INCOME (crit. 3) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN Y 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD R 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE R 
MACDILL R 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969- 1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high reduction 

RED - Reductions are less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987), or negligible 
( 1969- 1987) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



) 
UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OPERATING REVENUES/EXPENDITURES (crit. 4) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

G 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EELSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN Y 
HOMESTEAD G 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE G 
MACDILL G 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative and comparatively large. (Expendituxes 
savings are less than 75% of revenue losses.) 
YELLOW - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative, but comparatively small. 
(Expenditurns savings are 75% or more of revenue losses.) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral or positive. (Expenditures savings exceed 
revenue losses.) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAMS (IRP) (crit. 5) 

Y 
R 

DAVIS -MONTHAN Y 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND Y - 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD c, 
LANGLEY 

- 
G 

LUKE G 
MACDILL G 
MOODY R _. 

MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON 

- 

Y - 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL Y 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lengthy (greater than 5 years). 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be moderate (about 5 years). 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be relatively short (within 5 ycars). 

UNCLASSIFIED 
) 



CRITERIA VI 

BERG STROM 
CANNON 

UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

ECONOMICS 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OPERATING REVENUES 

EMPLOYMENT POPULATION INCOME /EXPENDITURES IRP 

Y 
G 

Y 
G 

Y 
G 

G 
G 

Y 
R 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G G Y G Y 
EIELSON G G G G G 
ENGLAND G G G G Y 
HOLLOMAN G G G Y G 
HOMESTEAD R Y R G G 
LANGLEY Y G Y G G 
LUKE R Y R G G 
MACDILL R Y R G G 
MOODY G G G G R - _ .  ~ 

MOUNTAIN HOME G G G G G 
MYRTLE BEACH G G G Y G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G G G Y 
SHAW G G G G G 
TYNDALL G G G G Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VII. THE ABlLlTY OF BOTH THE EXIWING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES’ INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT 
FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

1. Community Inh.asbuctun 

A. Affordable, acceptable off-base housing 

B. Base served by public transportation 

C. Adequate recreation facilities off base 

D. Adequate shopping facilities 

2. Education 

A. Pupil to Teacher Ratio 
(Max allowed ratio) 

B. Students that go on to college 

C. Opportunity for off base education 

GREEN - Y ~ s  
RED - NO 

GREEN - Yes 
RED - NO 

GREEN - Y ~ s  
RED - NO 

GREEN - 20 miles or less 

RED - > 20 miles 
YELLOW - N/A 

GREEN * 5 25 to 1 
YELLOW - 26 - 30 b 1 
RED - > 30 to 1 

GREEN - 2 60% 
YELLOW - 40% to 59% 
RED - < 40% 

GREEN - UnderBrad muses within 25 miles 
YELLOW - Less course opportunity within 25 miles 
RED - No education opportunity within 25 miles 



UNCLAL- ~ I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

3. Medical Tnaunent Facilities 

Availability of community medical facilities GREEN - Adequate, no advase impact 
YELLOW - Available, m i n d  impact 
RED - Medically undersend 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VII. THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES’ 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS AND PERSONNEL 

COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE 

OFF-BASE PUBLIC REC SHOPPING 
HOUSING TRANS FACILITIES FACILITIES 

BERGSTROM G G G G 
CANNON G R R G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G G G G 
EIELSON G R G R 
ENGLAND G R G G 
HOLLOMAN G R G G 
HOMESTEAD G R G G 
LANGLEY G G G G 
LUKE G G G G 
MacDILL G G G G 
MOODY G G G G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G R G R 
MYRTLE BEACH G G G G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G R G G 
SHAW G R G G 
TYNDALL G R G G 

(HOUSING/TRANS/FACILlTIES) 
GREEN - YES 
YELLOW * N/A 
RED - NO 

UNCLAf JFIED 

GREEN - 20 miles or less 

RED - > 20 miles 
YELLOW - N/A 



U N C L A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VII. THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES’ 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS AND PERSONNEL 

EDUCATION 

PUPIL TO 
TEACHER 

COLLEGE OPPORTUNITY 
BOUND OFF BASE ED 

BERGSTROM G R G 
CANNON G Y G 
DAVIS-MONTH AN Y G G 
EIELSON G Y G 
ENGLAND Y Y G 
HOLLOMAN G Y Y 
HOMESTEAD R G Y 
LANGLEY Y G G 
LUKE G Y G 
MacDILL G Y G 
MOODY G Y G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G Y R 
MYRTLE BEACH Y Y G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y Y G 
SHAW Y R G 
TYNDALL Y G G 

GREEN - 5 25 to 1 
YELLOW - 26-30 to 1 
RED - > 30 to 1 

GREEN - 2 60% 
YELLOW - 40 to 59% 
RED - < 40% 

GREEN - Unddgrad < 25nm 
YELLOW - Less op < 25nm 
RED - No education < 25nm 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VII. THE ABILlTY OF BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES' 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS AND PERSONNEL 

MEDICAL TREATMENT FACILITIES (MTF) 

AVAIL COMMUNITY 
MED FACILITIES 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

G 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD G 
LANGLEY G 

MacDILL 
MOODY 

G 
Y 

MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

'GREEN - Adequate, no adverse impact 
YELLOW - Available, minimal impact 
RED - Medically underserved 

UNCLACTfFIED 



CRITERIA VII 

U N C L A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

BERGSTROM G G G G  G R G  G 

CANNON G R R G  G Y G  G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN G G G G  Y G G  G 

EIELSON G R G R  G Y G  G 

ENGLAND G R G G  Y Y G  G 

HOLLOMAN G R G G  G Y Y  G 

HOMESTEAD G R G G  R G Y  G 

LANGLEY G G G G  Y G G  G 

LUKE G G G G  G Y G  G 

MacDILL G G G G  G Y G  G 

MOODY G G G G  G Y G  Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME G R G R  G Y R  G 

MYRTLE BEACH G G G G  Y Y G  G 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON G R G G  Y Y G  G 

S'rlAW G R G G  Y R G  G 

TYNDALL G R G G  Y ,  G G G 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing conditions fa decision making) 

1. AIR QUALITY 

2. WATER 

GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No restrictions on consauctidopetations. 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment area. No restrictions on consmtion/operations. 
RED - Base is in non-attainment area and consuuction/mtions constraints apply. 

GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no known contaminants present 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminants pment within a non-potable water m e  
RED - Inadequate regional water supplies and/or region within a state of over draft and/or 
contaminants detected within potable water sources 

3. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDRIAZARDOUS WASTE 

A. Asbestos 

B. Radon 

C. Solid Waste 

4. BIOLOGICAL 

A. Habitat 

GREEN - < 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and c 25% facilities with ACM, sutvey incomplete. unable lo assess percentages 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

GREEN Radon not present or detected < 4 picb 
YELLOW - Radon present; detection > 4 pic/l & < 20 piJl 
RED - Radon present detection > 20 picJ 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have > 10 years capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 years capacity remaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have < 5 years capacity remaining 

GREEN - Resources not present 
YELLOW - Resources present which do not currently constrain consrruction/operations 
RED - Resources present which constrain current consmcticm/operations or require "work m u d s "  to 
support current operation 

UNCLAlC -TIED 



UNCLAL  ED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

B. Threatened and Endangered Species U&E) G/Y/R (same as habitat) 

C. Wetlands 

5. CULTURAL 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

A. Prime and unique 
farmlands 

B. Mineral/Energy 
Resources 

C. Soil Contamination 

G/Yp (same as habitat) 

GREEN - No existing resources 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric resources arc plesent, but do not currently constrain 
consuuction/operations, or base survey incomplete 
RED - Eligible or potentially eligible prehistoric cesoucces am present and constrain c m n t  
msuuction/operations 

GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist 
YELLOW - Prime and unique farmlands exisl; resources compatible with current 
consuuction/operatios 
RED - Prime and unique farmlands exist; large areas; resollrces incompatible with current 
consuuction/operatios 

GREEN - NO known ~ U I C ~ S  
YELLOW - Resources currently exist; no known constraint on c m n t  c m s I n ~ c t i o n / ~ t i o m  
RED - Resources currently exist and constrain on current constructiWopefations 

GREEN - No soil conuuninanu present 
YELLOW - Soil conminanls present which do not currently constrain construction/operations 
RED - Soil contaminanu psen t  which constrain c u m t  conshuction/operations 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKLNG) 

AIR QUALITY (crit. 1)  

BERGSTROM G 
CANNON G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN Y 
EIELSON Y 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY G 

MACDILL 
MOODY 

Y 
G 

MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No restrictions on consmction/operations. 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment axta. No restrictions on construction/operations. 
RED - Base is in non-attainment area and constructiodoperations constraints apply. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
) 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

WATER (crit. 2) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

G 
R 

DAVIS-MONTHAN R 
EIELSON R 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN Y 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE R 
MACDILL G 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME R 
MYRTLE BEACH Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y 
SHAW R 
TYNDALL Y 

GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no known contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminants present within a non-potable water zone. 
RED - Inadequate mgional water supplies and/or region within a state of over draft and/or contaminants 
detected within potable water sources. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLIDhiAZARDOUS WASTE 

ASBESTOS (crit. 3a) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

R 
R 

DAVIS-MONTHAN R 
EIELSON R 
ENGLAND R 
HOLLOMAN R 
HOMESTEAD R 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE R 
MACDILL R 
MOODY R 
MOUNTAIN HOME R 
MYRTLE BEACH R 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y 
SHAW R 
TYNDALL R 

GREEN - < 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and c 25% facilities with ACM survey incomplete; unable to assess percentages 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VXII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLIDlHAZARDOUS WASTE 

RADON (crit. 3b) 

BERGSTROM Y 
CANNON Y 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EIELSON Y 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY G 

MACDILL G 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW G 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Radon not present or detected < 4 pic/l 
YELLOW - Radon present; detection > 4 pic/l and < 20 pic/l 
RED - Radon present; detection > 20 p i 4  

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE 

SOLID WASTE (crit. 3c) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN ' G 
EIELSON Y 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD G 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE # G 
MACDILL G 
MOODY Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW R 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have >10 years capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 years capacity rcmaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have <5 years capacity remaining 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

BIOLOGICAL 

THREATENED AND 
HABITAT (crit. 4a) ENDANGERED SPECIES (crit. 4b) WETLANDS (crit. 4c) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

G 
G 

Y 
Y 

D AVIS~MONTHAN Y G G 
EIELSON Y G Y 
ENGLAND Y G Y 
HOLLOMAN Y Y Y 
HOMESTEAD Y Y Y 
LANGLEY G G Y 
LUKE G G Y 
MACDILL Y Y Y 
MOODY Y Y Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME Y Y Y 
MYRTLE BEACH G G Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G G Y 
SHAW G G Y 
TYNDALL Y Y Y 

GREEN - Resources not Dnsent. GREEN - ( S a m  as for GREEN - (Same as for -~ ~ 

YELLOW - Resoums pksent which do not currently Habitat) Habitat) 
constrain constructiodoperations. 
RED - Resources present which constrain current Habitat) Habitat) 
construction/opcrations or require "work amunds" to 
support current operations. Habitat) Habitat) 

YELLOW - (Same as for 

RED - (Same as for 

YELLOW - (Same as for 

RED - (Same as for 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

CULTURAL RESOURCES (crit. 5) 

BERGSTROM Y 
CANNON Y 
DAVIS-MONTHAN Y 
EIELSON Y 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN Y 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE Y 
MACDILL G 
MOODY Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME Y 
MYRTLE BEACH Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW Y 
TYNDALL Y 

GREEN - No existing resources. 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric resources are present, but do not cumntly constrain 
constructiorVoperations, or base survey incomplete. 
RED - Eligible or potentially eligible prehistoric resources are present and constrain cmnt  
constructiodoperations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS (crit. 6a) 

BERGSTROM Y 
CANNON G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EIELSON G 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD G 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE Y 
MACDILL G 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW Y 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist. 
YELLOW - Prime and unique farmlands exist; resources compatible with current constructiodopcrations. 
RED - Prime and unique farmlands exist; large areas; resources incompatible with current 
constructiodoperations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IhlPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

MINERALIENERCY RESOURCES (crit. 6b) 

BERGSTROM G 
CANNON G 
DAVIS-MONTHAN G 
EIEUON Y 
ENGLAND G 
HOLLOMAN G 
HOMESTEAD G 
LANGLEY G 
LUKE Y 
MACDILL G 
MOODY G 
MOUNTAIN HOME G 
MYRTLE BEACH G 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G 
SHAW Y 
TYNDALL G 

GREEN - NO known rtsources. 
YELLOW - Resources currently exist; no known constraint on cumnt constructiodoperations. 
RED - Resources currently exist and constrain current consauctiodoperations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING CONDITIONS FOR DECISION MAKING) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

SOIL CONTAMINATION (crit. 6c) 

BERGSTROM 
CANNON 

Y 
G 

DAVIS-MONTHAN Y 
EELSON Y 
ENGLAND Y 
HOLLOMAN Y 
HOMESTEAD Y 
LANGLEY Y 
LUKE Y 
MACDILL Y 
MOODY Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME Y 
MYRTLE BEACH Y 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON Y 
SHAW Y 
TYNDALL Y 

GREEN - No soil contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Soil contaminants present which do not currently constrain constructiodoptions. 
RED - Soil contaminants present which constrain current construction/opcrations. 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

CRlTERIA VIII ENVIRONMENTAL 

AQ Wa As Ra SW CH T&E W CUL P&U MIE SL 

BERGSTROM G G R  Y Y Y G Y Y Y G Y  
CANNON G R  R Y G G G Y Y G G G  
DAVIS-MONTHAN Y R  R G G Y G G Y G G Y  
EELSON Y R  R Y Y Y G Y Y G Y Y  
ENGLAND G G R G G G G Y G G G Y  
HOLLOMAN G Y  R G G Y Y Y Y G G Y  
HOMESTEAD Y Y  R Y G Y Y  Y Y G G Y  
LANGLEY G Y Y G G G G Y Y G  G Y - - 
LUKE Y R  R G G G G Y Y Y Y Y  
MACDILL Y G R G G  Y Y  Y G G G  Y - 
MOODY G ’ G  R G Y Y Y Y Y G G Y 
MOUNTAIN HOME G R  R G G Y Y Y Y G G Y  
MYRTLE BEACH G Y R G G G G Y Y G G Y  
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G Y  Y G G G G Y G G G Y  - - 

SHAW G R  R G R G G  Y Y  Y Y Y  
TYNDALL G Y R G G Y Y Y Y G G Y  

AQ - Air Quality 

AS - Asbestos 

CH - Critical 
Habitat 

CUL - Cultural Ra - Radon T&E - Threatened and 

M/E - Mineramnergy SL - Soil W - Wetlands 
Endangered Species 

P&U - Prime and Unique 
Farmlands 

SW - Solid Waste Wa - Water 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Summary of Tactical Bases with MILCON Adjustments 
Option 5: Priority on military value, with emphasis on readiness and training, future and cost. 

CRITERIA I 11 111 IV v VI VII VIII 

Y- R+ Y 55.1/187 2 Y G Y  BERGSTROM 
G- G- Y- 59.0/297 1 CANNON 

DAVIS-MONATHAN Y+ Y+ Y 45.1/228 1 
EELSON 

Y+ G- Y 43.3/348 1 ENGLAND 
Y G Y+ 280.3/211 2 HOLLOMAN 

HOMESTEAD 
G Y G- 203.4/190 5 LANGLEY 

LUKE 

MOODY 
MOUNTAIN HOME 
MYRTLE BEACH 
SEYMOUR JOHNSON G Y- G 109.1/252 3 
SHAW 

G Y+ G- 280.6/141 7 TYNDALL 

G- G- Y+ 
G- G Y 

G G- Y+ 139.6/492 1 G G- Y- 
G- G G- 
G- G- Y+ 

Y Y- G- 98.4/259 1 Y G- Y 
G- G Y+ 

G G- Y- 89.3/447 2 Y G Y+ 
Y Y- Y 220.2/252 4 Y G Y+ 

MacDILL G- G- G- Y Y G- 28.8/260 1 
Y+ Y+ Y+ 53.2/335 11 G Y+ Y 

G- Y- Y 78.0/358 1 G Y+ Y 

41.3/227 1 G- G- G- 
G- Y+ G- 

G- Y Y+ 

G- G- Y+ 
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Option 1 
Priority on Military 
Value. Emphasis on 
Readiness & TNG 

Group 1 
Eielson 
Langley 
Luke 
Seymour Johnson 
Tyndall 

Group 2 
Cannon 
Davis-Monthan 
Holloman 
Myrtle Beach 
Shaw 

Group 3 
Berg strom 
England 
Homestead 
MacDill 
Moody 
Mountain Home 

FLYING CATEGORY 
TACTICAL SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

SUMMARY OF TACTICAL BASES 
Option 2 Option 3 Option 4 
Priority on Military priority on Military Priority on Military 
Value. Emphasis on Value. Emphasis on Value. 
Readiness & TNG. Readiness & TNG. Emphasis on Cost 
Downplay Future Emphasize Future 

Group 1 Grow 1 Group 1 
Eielson Eielson Eielson 
Langley Langle y Holloman 
Luke 
Seymour Johnson 
Tyndall 

Group 2 
Cannon 
Davis-Mon than 
Holloman 
Moody 
Myrtle Beach 
Shaw 

Group 3 
Bergs trom 
England 
Homestead 
MacDill 
Mountain Home 

Seymour Johnson 
Tyndall 

Group 2 
Cannon 
Holloman 
Luke 
Mountain Home 
Myrtle Beach 
Shaw 

Group 3 
Bergstrom 
Davis-Monthan 
England 
Homestead 
MacDill 
Moody 

Langley 
MacDill 
Seymour Johnson 
Tyndall 

Cannon 
Davis-Monthan 
Homestead 
Luke 
Shaw 

Group 2 

Group 3 
Bergs trom 
England 
Moody 
Mountain Home 
Myrtle Beach 

Option 5 
Priority on Military 
Value. Emphasis on 
Readiness & TNG; 
Future & Cost 

Group 1 
Eielson 
Holloman 
Langley 
Tyndall 

Group 2 
Cannon 
Davis-Monthan 
Luke 
MacDill 
Mountain Home 
Seymour Johnson 
Shaw 

Group 3 
Bergstrom 
England 
Homestead 
Moody 
Myrtle Beach 

UNCLA' YFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

The Strategic subcategory consists of bases which support both nuclear and conventional 
bomber missions, as well as tanker, missile and reconnaissance missions. Important 
attributes ~ t ~ u i r t d  to accomplish these missions m: 

Nuclear Bomber: 

- Survivability - Adequate weapons storage - Tanker suppart 

- Minimum traffic congestion/ATC delays 

- Minimum expenditure of flying hours for training - Access to low level mutes 

Tanker: 

- Tanker and SIOP bomber units collocated - Minimum expenditure of flying hours for training - Access to receiver units - Minimum M i c  congestion/ATC delays 

Conventional Bomber: 

- Minimum expenditure of flying hours for training - Access to low level mutes - Access to bombing ranges 
- Tanker support 
- Minimum traffic congestiodATC delays 

ICBM: 

- Capable silos, launch control facilities, and adequate weapons storage 
Potential for hture weapons systems - 

Reconnaissance: 

- Secure facilities which included a h a f t  parking, specialized support facilities, 
and intelligence centers - Minimum W i c  congestion/ATC &lay - Good flying weather 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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The following bases were considered in the strategic subcategory: 

Barksdale AFEi, Louisiana 
Carswell AFB, Texas 
mess AFB, Texas 
Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota 
Grand Forks AFB, North Dakota 
orissom AFB, Indiana 
Loring AFB, Maine 
March AFB, California 
Minot AFB, North Dakota 
Plattsburgh AFB, New York 
Wurtsmith AFB, Michigan 

Beale AFB, California 
Castle AFB, California 
Eaker AFB, Arkansas 
Fairchild AFB, Washington 
Griffiss AFB, New York 
KI Sawyer AFB, Michigan 
h4almstrom AFB, Montana 
MccOnnell AFB, Kansas 
Offutt AFB, Nebraska 
Whiteman AFB, Missouri 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CAPACITY ANALYSIS 

This page is classified SECRET and is located in the classified appendix. 
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CARSWELL AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Carswell Air Farce Base, Texas, is recommended for closm. The 7th 
Bombardment Wing will inactivate. The B-52H aircraft will transfer to B a r m e  Air 
Forre Basc, Louisiana The KC-135 aircraft will transfer to the Air Reserve Component 
(ARC). The 301st Tactical Fighter Wing (AFRES), 73rd Aerial Port Squadron (AFRES), 
457th Tactical Fighter Squadron (AFRES) and the 20th Medical Services Squadron 
(AFRES) will remain at Carswell Air Forcc Base in an efficient cantonment area 
containing only the dircct support facilities. The 436th Strategic Training Squadron (SAC) 
will relocate to Dyess Air Force Base, Texas. All other active duty personnel will depart. 

Justification: The Air Force has six more strategic bases than are needtd to support the 
number of bombers and tankers in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All strategic bases were 
considered for closure equally in a process that confarmed to the Defense Bast Closwe 
and M g n m e n t  Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Carswell Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of 
the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the 
BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
strategic bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the 
DoD selection criteria and Air Force subelements. Carswell Air Force Base ranked low in 
this process compared to the other twenty bases in the strategic subcategory and is 
recommended for closurt. While Carswell Air Force Base’s ranking rests on the combined 
results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, mher than one or two specific 
deficiencies, a few points stand out. The long term military value of Carswell Air Force 
Bast is impacted by severt local and regional encroachment. Carswell Air Force Base also 
ranked below average in wartime tanker utility. The cost to close Carswell Air Force Base 
is relatively low. 

The closure of Carswell Air Force Base will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projected to nsult in a population loss of approximately 20,000 persons, dirtct and 
indirect employment loss of just over 12,000 jobs, and regional income loss of nearly 212 
million dollars. These losses arc in contrast to a regional population of over l ~ , o o O ,  
available jobs just over 600,000, and ngional annual income of 17 billion dollars. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings from implementing this recommendation arc 
about S156M. Annual savings after implementation are expected to be 345.5M. All values 
are in constant dollars. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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CASTLE AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Castle Air Force Base, California, is mmnmended for closure. The 
93rd Bombardment Wing will inactivate. The bomber and tanker Combat Crew Training 
missions will transfer to Fairchild Air Farce Base, Washington. The B-52G conventional 
ainraft will transfer to KI Sawyer Air Farce Base, Michigan. The KC-135 aircraft will 
transfer to the Air Resewe Component and other active units. All other active duty 
personnel will &part. 

Justification: The Air Force has six more strategic bases than are needed to support the 
number of bombers and tankers in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All strategic bases were 
considad for closure equally in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the M i c e  of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Farce bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
p u p  of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Castle Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of the 
Air Farce with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
strategic bases arc in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be b w n ,  however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the 
DoD stkction criteria and Air Forcc subelements. Castle Air Force Bast ranked low in 
this process compared to the other twenty bases in the strategic subcategory, and is 
recommended for closure. While Castle Air Force Base’s ranking rests on the combined 
results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific 
deficiencies, a few points stand out. Peacetime and wartime tanker utility negatively 
impact the long term military value of Castle Air Force Base. Also, encroachment on the 
basc and flight patterns is significant. The condition of the facilities at Castle Air Force 
Base is below average in the Strategic subcategory, and the housing deficit is much greater 
than average. Additionally, the cost to close Castle Air Force Base is relatively low and 
the savings 81t favorable. 

.h 

The closure of Castle Air Farce Base will have an impact on the local economy. It 
is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 16,000 persons, direct and 
indirect employment loss of nearly 9,000 jobs, and regional income loss approaching 162 
million dollars. These losses 8n in contrast to a regional population of just over 492,000, 
available jobs close to 216,000, and regional annual income of 6.5 billion dollars. Castle 
Air Forcc Base is on the Environmental Protection Agency’s National Riorities List. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings from implementing this recommendation arc 
a b u t  $63M This savings could be incrcascd by approximately $27M in land value. 
Annual savings after implementation are expected to be 352.7M. All values arc in constant 
dollars. - 
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EAKER AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Eaker Air Fonx Base, Arkansas, is recommended for closure. The 
97th Bombardment Wing will inactivate. The B-52G Air Launched Cruise Missile aircraft 
will retire. The KC-135 aircraft will transfer to other KC-135 units. All other active duty 
peftonnel will depart. 

Justification: The Air Farct has six mOrc strategic bases than are nctdtd to support the 
number of bombers and tankers in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All strategic bases wcrt 
considered for closure equally in a proccss that conformed to the Defense Basc Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were! collcctcd and the critcria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary of the 
Air Force. The dccision to close Eaker Air Force Base was made by the Summy of the 
Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the BCEG. 

As with the other categories. it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
strategic bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be drawn, however, when the data arc evaluated against a l l  eight of the 
DoD selection criteria and Air Force subelements. Eaker Air Force Base ranked low in 
this process compared to the other twenty bases in the strategic subcategory, and is 
ncommendcd for closure. While Eaker Air Force Base’s ranking rests on the combined 
results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two sptcific 
deficiencies, a few points stand out. The long term military value of Eaktr Air Force Base 
ranked below average because of both peacetime and wartime tanker utility and access to 
bombing ranges. Also, the cost to close Eaker Air Force Bast is very low and the savings 
are very high. 

A 

The closure of Eaker Air Force Bast will have an impact on the local economy. It 
is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 9,OOO persons, k t  and 
indirect employment loss of nearly 4,600 jobs, and regional income loss of just over 83 
million dollars. These losses are in contrast to a regional population of over 202,000, 
available jobs close to 99,000, and regional annual income of 2.2 billion d o h .  

By the end of FY 97, the net savings from implementing this ncommendation arc 
about $WM. Annual savings after implementation arc expected to be $52.9M. All values 
(vc in constant dollars. 
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GRISSOM AIR FORCE BASE 

Recummendation: Grissom Air Force Base, Indiana, is recommended for closure. The 
305th Air Refueling Wing will inactivate. The KC-135 aircraft will transfer to the Air 
Rcsme Component (ARC). The EC-135 airrraft will retire. The 434th Air Refueling 
Wing (AFRES), the 930th Tactical Fighter Group (AFRES), and the 930th Civil 
Engineering Squadron (AFRES) will remain. The 930th Tactical Fighter Group will 
oonvcrt to the KC-135 and that unit’s A-10s will retire. The Air Force Reserve units will 
be g ~ ~ p c d  in an efficient cantonment area containing only the essential direct supparting 
facilities. The Air Force Reserve will operate the airfield unless the locaVstate authorities 
dtcide to convert to a civil airport. The airfield and all operational facilities will be 
retained and those facilities not required by the Reserves will be mothballed for future 
contingencies. However, the airfitld and these facilities would be ma& available as 
required to support joint civil use. All family housing and community support facilities 
including the hospital, base exchange, commissary and all morale and welfare facilities not 
authorized for Reserve units will be declared excess and made available for disposal. All 
other active duty personnel will depart. 

Justification: The Air Fonx has six m a  strategic bases than are ntedcd to support the 
number of bombers and tankers in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All strategic bases were 
considered for closurc equally in a process that conformed to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secrem of the 
Air Forcc. The decision to close Grissom Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of 
the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the 
BCEG. 

A 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
strategic bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the 
DoD selection criteria and Air Force subelements. Grissom Air Force Base ranked low in 
this proccss compared to the other twenty bases in the strategic subcategory, and is 
rtcMnmendcd for closurc. While Grissom Air Farce Base’s ranking rests on the combinad 
results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific 
deficiencies, a few points stand out. As an active base, Grissom Air Farce Base ranked 
lower in long tcrm military value because of pcacctime and wartime tanker utility as well 
as access to bombing ranges. Additionally, the cost to close Grissom Air Fonx Base is 
low and the savings am substantial. The condition of the existing faditics at Grissom Air 
Forcc Basc is ranked well below the average. 

h 

The closure of Grissom Air Force Basc will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 9,700 persons, dihCt and 
indirtct employment loss of just over 5,200 jobs, and regional income loss of nearly 88 
million dollars. These losses arc in contrast to a regional population of just over 197,000, 
available jobs close to lOl,OOO, and regional annual income of 2.6 billion dollars. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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By the end of FY 97, the net savings from implementing this recommendation are 

about S157M. Annual savings after implementation are expected to bc $48.3M. AU values 
are in constant dollars. 
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LORING AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Laring Air Force Base, Maine, is recommended for closure. The 
42nd Bombardment Wing will inactivate. The B-52G conventional aircraft will transfer to 
KI Sawycr Air Force Base, Michigan. The KC-135 aircraft will realign to the Air Reserve 
Component (ARC) and other active units. AlI remaining personnel will &part. 

Justification: The Air Forct has six more strategic bases than are needed to support the 
number of b o m b  and tankers in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All strategic bases were 
considered for closure equally in a proccss that conformed to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each bast was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Farce bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the criteria applied by the Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Sccntary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Loring Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of the 
Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
strategic bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the 
DoD selection criteria and Air Force subelements. Loring Air Force Base ranked low in 
this process compared to the other twenty bases in the strategic subcategory, and is 
recommended for closure. While b r i n g  Air Force Base's ranking rests on the combined 
results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two specific 
deficiencies, a few points stand out. Lwing Air Force Base ranked lower in long term 
mililary value due to limited peacetime tanker utility and access to bombing ranges. The 
condition of the existing facilities at Lcning Air Force Base is well below average. The 
cost to close Loring Air Force Base is low and the savings arc the highest of the bascs 
considmd in this subcategory. 

--"- 

The closure of Loring Air Farce Base will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 22,000 persons, dircct and 
indirect employment loss of nearly 9,900 jobs, and xegional income loss of just over 92 
million dollars. These losses BIC in contrast to a regional population of over 49,100, 
available jobs close to 33,320, and regional annual income of 755 million dollars. Loring 
Air Face Bast is on the Environmental Proteaion Agency's National Priorities List. 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings from implementing this rccommcndatim arc 
about $182M. Annual savings after implementation are expected to be S61.8M. All values 
arc in constant dollars. 
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WURTSMITH AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Wurtsmith Air Farce Base, Michigan, is recommended for closure. 
The 379th Bombardment Wing will inactivate. The B-52G Air Launched C h i s e  Missile 
aircraft wil l  retire. The KC-135 aircraft will relocate and transfer to the Air Reserve 
Component (ARC). All other ~ ~ I S O M C ~  will depart. 

Justification: The Air Farce has six more strategic bases than are needed to support the 
number of bombers and tankers in the DoD Force Structure Plan. All strategic bases were 
considcrtd for closurt qually in a process that confmcd to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. 
Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Fonx bases and missions. Data were collected and the criteria 
and subelements of the critcria applied by the Base Closurc Executive Group (BCEG), a 
group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the Secretary of the 
Air Force. The decision to close Wurtsmith Air Force Base was made by the Secretary of 
the Air Fonx with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the 
BCEG. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
strategic bases are in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be drawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight of the 
DoD selection criteria and Air Fonx subelements. Wurtsmith Air Force Base ranked low 
in this process compared to the other twenty bases in the strategic subcategory, and is 
ncommended for closure. While Wurtsmith Air Force Base’s ranking ~ s t s  on the 
combined results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two 
specific deficiencies, a few points stand out. The long term overall military value of 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base is below average because of distance to low altitude training 
routes, and poor peacetime tanker utility. The cost to close Wurtsmith Air Force Base is 
very low and the savings very high. 

The closure of Wurtsmith Air Force Base will have an impact on the local 
economy. It is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 9,400 pcrsons, 
direct and indirect employment loss of just over 4,600 jobs, and regional income loss of 
nearly 94 million dollars. These losses are in contrast to a regional population of 87,600, 
available jobs close to 34,800, and regional annual income of 987 million dollars. . 

By the end of FY 97, the net savings from implementing this recommendation art 
about $256M. Annual savings after implementation are expected to be $63.3M. AU values 
arc in constant dollars. 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY SPECIFIC ACTIONSAMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

UNlT N 

CARSWELL AFB, TEXAS 
7th Bombardment Wing ...................... Inactivates 
301 TFW (AFRES) . .  : .  ...................... Remains 
73 APS (AFRES) ........................... Remains 
457 TFS (AFRES) .......................... Remains 
20 MSS (AFRES) ........................... Remains 
436 STS (SAC) ..................... Dyess AFB, Texas 

CASTLE AFB, CALIFORNIA 
93rd Bombardment Wing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Inactivates 

EAKER AFB, ARKANSAS 
97th Bombardment Wing ...................... Inactivates 

GRISSOM AFB, INDIANA 
305th Air Refueling Wing ..................... Inactivates 
930 TFG (AFRES) .......................... Inactivates 
434 ARW (AFRES) W/20 KC-135s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Remains 
930 CES (AFRES) ........................... Remains 
199 SUPP CO (ARMY NATIONAL GUARD) . . . . . . . . . . .  TBD 

h 

LORING AFB, MAINE 
42nd Bombardment Wing ...................... Inactivates 

WURTSMITH AFB, MICHIGAN 
379th Bombardment Wing ..................... Inactivates 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

CRITERIA 
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UNCL A S L ~ E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

1. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL 
FORCE 

1. Is existin8 tarn structure tar primary mission 
of the base remaining in the Inventory? 

GREEN - Fom structun is a key pert of the force structure plan - 
YELLOW - Force struchnt is an ink@ part of the force structure plan - 
but has programmed reductions 
RED - Force structure is being phascd Out in the force structure plan 

no programmed seductions 

2. Operational efktiveness 

A. G e o a r a o h i c l d o n s ~  mission 

Survivability: Classifd definition contained in SAC Regulation 1145, SAC EWO GLOSSARY 
See Classif& appendix for criteria 

B. Wartime 

Alternate b e :  GREEN e 1 hwr FLT time; YELLOW e 2 hours, RED > 2 hours 
Weather Impact MI mlsslon: 

Air TrafIic Delay 

GREEN - 75% above lSOOf3, e 10 duys icing. 
YELLOW - 50% above lSOO/3, c 20 days icing 
RED - mything else 

GREEN - AVG ATC Delay < 10 min; YELLOW - c 20 min; RED - Anything more 

Tanker SIOP support: 
SIOP support: 
Mating 
Planning Fkxibility: 
Facilities: 
Future SILO missik systems: 
Future MOBILE missik systems: 

See classified appendix for criteria 
See classified appendix for criteria 
See classifd appendix for criteria 
See classifd appendix for criteria 
See classified appendix for criteria 
See classified appendix for criteria 
See classified appendix for criteria 

UNCLASSIFIED 



c. pepcetime 

UNCLASSIFIED 
FLY ING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Bombing Rmnge: Gnen c I hour FLT rime; Yellow c 2 hours; Red > 2 hours 

Low Altitude Scored Route: Green c I hour FLT time; Yellow c 2 Hours: Red > 2 Hours 
Distance to the STRC: GREEN c 600 NM; YELLOW c I200 NM; RED > lz00 
Distaace to highIy concentrated RCVR area: 
Tanker saturation within the region: 

Conventional Enhanced Release Training: GREEN - YES; RED - NO 

GREEN c 400 NM; YELLOW c 800, RED > 800 
GREEN = lanker poor; YELLOW = balanced, RED = tanker rich 

D. Potential lor A- minim Ares mwlh 

GREEN - Airspa  available for fulurc expansion; suppolls advance basing concept 

RED - Reductions possible 

3. II there is force structure to support other categories 
at the base, will they remain in the inventory? 

YELLOW - SWUS Quo 

GREEN - Force swc~ure is a key pan of the force svucture plan 

YELLOW - Force svuciure is an integral pan of the force smciurc plan - hi has 

RED - Force SIJUCIUIE is bcing phascd OUI in Ihc forcc smc~urc plan, or 

no programmed reductions 

programmed rcducrions 

NO other FS assigned 

UNCLAS' )IED 



UNCLASIC TIED 
FLYING CA1 LGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

1. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

1. Is existing fom structure for primary mission of the base remaining in the inventory 

BMR TNK MSI, KECCE 
BARKSDALE R Y 
BEALE Y G 
CARS WELL G Y 
CASTLE G Y 
DYESS G Y 
EAKER R Y 
ELLSWORTH G Y R 
FAIRCHILD G Y 
GRAND FORKS G Y G 
GRlFFlSS Y Y 
GRISSOM Y 
KI SAWYER G Y 
LORING G Y 
MALMSTROM Y Y 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL G Y 
MINOT G Y G 
OFFUIT G 
PLAITSBURGH R Y 
WHlTEMAN G R 
WURTSMITH R Y 

GREEN - FS is key part of FS plan - no programmed meductions 
YELLOW - FS an integral part of FS plan with programmed reductions 
RED - FS being phased out in the FS plan 

Criteria 1. 1 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

2A. GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 
Sdvabil i ty 

B ARKSDALE 
BEALE 

G 
G 

G 
G 

G 
G 

G 
G 

CARSWELL G G G Y 
CASTLE G G G G 
DYESS G G G G 
EAKER G G G G 
ELLSWORTH 
FAIRCHILD 

G G G 
G G G 

G 
G 

GRAND FORKS G G G G 
GRIFFISS G G Y G 
GRISSOM .G G G G 
KI SAWYER G G Y G 
LORING G G Y G 
MALMSTROM G a G G G 
MARCH G G G Y 
McCONNELL G G G G 
MINOT G G G G 
O m  G G G G 
PLA'ITSBURGH G G G G 
WHITEMAN G G G G 
WURTSMITH G G G G 

See classified appendix for criteria 

UNCLAS AIED 



UNCLASY-TIED 
FLYING CAI ~ O R Y  

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 
I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF MD'a TOTAL FORCE 

2B. WARTIME 
Tutka SPY' slop Spt Mating 

BARKSDALE 
BEALE 

R G Y 
G R R 

CARSWELL Y G R 
CASTLE G R R 

Y G R 
EAKER R G Y 
ELLSWORTH G G G 
FAIRCHILD G G Y 
GRAND FORKS G G G 
GRIFFISS G G G 
GRISSOM G Y G 
KI SAWYER G G G 
LORING G G G 
MALMSTROM G G G 
MARCH Y R R 
McCONNELL Y G Y 

G G G 
G Y G 

G 
OFFUTT 
PLA'ITSBURGH G G 
WHITEMAN Y Y G 
WURTSMITH G G G 

See classifid appendix for criteria 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 
2B. WARTIME - Missile 

BARKSDALE 
BEALE 

Flexibility 

REQUIREMENTS 

F d t y  Silo 

AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 

Mobile 

CARSWELL 
CASTLE 
DYESS 
EAKER 
ELLSWORTH G R R G 
FAIRCHILD 
GRAND FORKS G G G Y 
GRIFFISS 
GRISSOM 

LORING 
MALMSTROM G G G G 
MARCH 
McCONNELL 
MINOT G G G Y 
0- 
PLATTSBURGH 
WHlTEMAN R G G Y 
WURTSMITH 

critaia 1. w 
See cladfwd appendix for cdteria 



UNCLASf ?IED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

1. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON 
OPERATIONALREADINESS OF WD's TOTAL FORCE 

2C. PEACETIME 
BMB RIW CFRT LOW 1EVFL STHC RCVR Arm Satuntiun 

BARKSDALE G R G 
BEALE G R G 

Y G G 
Y R Y 

CARSWELL G R G Y G G 
CASTLE G R G Y Y Y 
DYESS G R G Y G G 
EAKER G G G Y Y G 
ELLSWORTH G R G G Y Y 
FA I RCHlLD Y R G Y R R 
GRAND FORKS Y R G G R Y 
GRIFFISS R R G Y R R 
GRlSSOM Y R G Y Y Y 
KI SAWYER Y G Y - Y  R Y 
LORlNG R G G R R R 
MALMSTROM Y R Y G R R 
MARCH G R G Y R R 
McCONNELL G R G G G G 
MINOT Y G G G R Y - .. _ .  

0FFUn G R G G G G 
PLAITSBU RGH R R G Y R R 
WHITEMAN G R Y Y G G 
WURTSMITH Y R Y Y R Y 

Bombing Range: Gnen < 1 hour FLT time; Yellow < 2 hours; Red > 2 hours 

Low Altitude Scored Route: Grcen c I hour FLT time; Yellow < 2 Hours; Red > 2 Hours 
Distance to the STRC: GREEN c 600 NM; YELLOW < 1200 NM; RED > 1200 
Distance to highly concentrated RCVR area: GREEN < 400 NM; YELLOW < 800; RED > 8O() 
Tanker saturation within the region: GREEN = lanker ptwr; YELLOW = bdilnced; RED = ranker rich 

Conventional Enhanced Release Training: GREEN - YES; RED - NO 

Crittwa I. I ? Y  

c 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

1. TlIE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND TIIE IMPACT ON 
OPERATIONALREADINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

2D. POTENTIAL FOR AIRSPACWIRAINING AREA GROWTH 

POlenCirl Growth 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL R 
CASTLE Y 
DYESS G 
EAKER G 
ELLSWORTH G 
FAIRCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRlFFlSS Y 
GRlSSOM Y 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING G 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH R 
McCONNELL G 
MINOT G 
OFFUIT G 
PLA'ITSBURGH Y 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Airspace available for future expansion; supports advance basing concept 
YELLOW - Status Quo 
RED - Reductions possible 

Crileria I. 21) 

UNCLASsi b IED , 



UNCLASLC PED 
FLYING C A T W O R Y  

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

1. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL 
READINESS OF DOD's TOTAL FORCE 

3. If there is force structure to support other categories 
at the bast, will they remain in the inventory? 

GREEN - FS is key part of FS plan - no programmed 

YELLOW - FS an integral part of FS plan with 
programmed reductions 
RED - FS being phased out in the FS plan or 

reductions 

BARKSDALE G NO other FS assigned 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL G 
CASTLE R 
D Y  ESS R 
EAKER R 
ELLSWORTH G 
FA I RCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS R 
GRl FFlSS R 
G Rl SSOM Y 
KI SAWYER R 
LORING R 
MALMSTROM R 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL G 
MlNOT R 
OFFUTT R 
PLAITSBURGH R 
WHITEMAN R 
WURTSMITH R 

Crilcrir I. 3 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

CRITERIA I 

BARKSDALE R Y  G G G G  R G Y  
BEALE Y G G G G G  G R R  

G R G Y G G  G G 
G R G Y R Y  G G 

CARSWELL G Y  G G G Y  Y G R  G R G Y G  G R G  
CASTLE G Y  G G G G  G R R  G R G Y Y Y  Y R 
DYESS G Y  G G G G  Y G R  G R G Y G G  G R 
EAKER R Y  G G G G  R G Y  G G G Y Y G  G R 
ELLSWORTH G Y R  G G G G  G G G G R R G  G R G G Y Y  G G 
FAIRCHILD G Y  G G G G  G G Y  Y R G Y R R  G G 
GRAND FORKS G Y G  G G G G  G G G G G G Y  Y R G G R Y  G R 
GRlFFISS Y Y  G G Y G  G G G  R R G Y R R  Y R 
GRISSOM Y G G G G  G Y G  Y R G Y Y Y  Y Y 
KI SAWYER G Y  G G Y G  G G G  Y G Y Y R Y  G R 
LORING G Y  G G Y G  G G G  R G G R R R  G R 
MALMSTROM Y Y  G G G G  G G G G G G G  Y R Y G R R  G R 
MARCH G G G G Y  Y R R  G R G  Y R R  R G 
McCONNELL G Y  G G G G  Y G Y  G R G G G G  G G 
MINOT G Y G  G G G G  G G G G G G Y  Y G G G R Y  G R 
OFFUlT G G G G G  G Y G  G R G G G G  G R 
PLAlTSBURGH R Y  G G G G  G G G  R R G Y R R  Y R  
WHITEMAN G R G G G G  Y Y G R G G Y  G R Y Y G G  G R 
WURTSMITH R Y  G G G G  G G G  Y R Y Y R Y  G R 

UNCLAL ~FIED 



UNCLA ~IFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE 
REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

6. What i s  the capacity of the parking apron? GREEN - > 30% excess capacity over currently assigned aircraft 
YELLOW - 10% - 30% excess capacity 
RED - anything else 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE R 
DY ESS G 
EAKER G 
ELLS WORTH Y 
FAIRCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRIFFISS G 
GRISSOM G 
K1 SAWYER G 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL G 
MINOT R 
OFFUIT G 
PLATTSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

111. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL FORCE 
REQUIREMENTs AT BOTH T H E  E X I S I N G  AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

7. Is the base located and have basic necessary characteristics to support another category's mission? 
(Assumes cumnt mission no longer pnsent) 

Mobility Tac~hI Fly l'ng 

BARKSDALE G G R 
BEALE G R R 
CARSWELL G Y R 
CASTLE G R R 
DYESS G Y R 
EAKER G Y R 
ELLSWORTH R R R 
FA I RCHl LD R Y R 
GRAND FORKS R R R 
GRlFFlSS R Y R 
GRISSOM G Y R 
KI SAWYER R Y R 
LORING R R R 
MALMSTROM R Y R 
MARCH G G R 
McCONNELL G G R 
MlNOT R R R ._ - 

OFFU'IT R Y R 
PLAITSBURGH R Y R 
WHITEMAN R Y R 
WURTSMITH R Y R 

GREEN - YES, meets rcquirtments of MACRO LOOK with minor or less MlLCON 
YELLOW - YES, meets some nquimments of MACRO LOOK with with major MILCON 
RED - Docs nor meet requirements of MACRO LOOK 

U N C L ~  - JSIFIED 1 



UNCLA BIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

3 E c  a 
BARKSDALE Y G Y  G G G R  G G G R  

BEALE R G G  G R G G  G G R R  

CARSWELL R G  Y G G G R  Y G Y R  
CASTLE Y G  Y G G G G  R G R R  
DY ESS R G G  G G G R  G G Y R  

EAKER Y G G  G G G G  G G Y R  

ELLSWORTH Y G G  G G G R  Y R R R  

FA I RCH I LD R G Y  G R G R  G R Y R  
GRAND FORKS Y G R  G R G R : . G  R R R  

GRlFFlSS G G Y  G G G G  G R Y R  

GRISSOM Y G G  G G G G  G G Y R  

Kl SAWYER Y G Y  G R G R  G R Y R  

LORING Y G G  G R G R  Y R R R  

MALMSTROM R G G  G G G R  G R Y R  

MARCH Y G G  G G G G  G G G R  

McCONNELL Y G G  G G G R  G G G R  

MINOT Y G G  G R G R  R R R R  

0- Y G R G R G R  G R Y R  

PLATISBURGH Y G G  G G G G  G R Y R  

WHlTEMAN Y G  Y G G G R  G R Y R  

WURTSMITH Y Y G  G G G G  Y R Y R  

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 

1. ONE TIME CLOSURE COSTS: Programming impact excludes ont-time environmental impact which is included in cricria W8. 

2. 20 YEAR NET PRESENT VALUE OF SAVINGS: Shows savings (psilive number) duivcd by discounling cos& and savings ovct a 20 
ycupaiod 

3. NET STEADY STATE SAVINGS: 7hc annual murring savings which result from avoiding h e  operating and persoclnel cosls of the closcd 
base IS orrStr by b e  m n d  miming cosls such as CHAMPUS and housing as a result of closing he basc 

4. MANPOWER REDUflIONS: Supporr manpower spaces eliminated as a result of closing h e  base 

V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COSTS AND SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE NUMBER OF YEARS, REGINNING WITH 
THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE CLOSURE OR REALIGNMEN?, FOR THE SAVINGS TO EXCEED THE COSTS. 

1. INVESTMENT PAYBACK: Years elapsed from clmm year 10 +yback. Payback compulcd from Net Present Value (NPV) anulysis 
using OMB CiFcular A-94 

UNCLI -7IFIED 



UNCLA IIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

WSM) (CYSM) NPV (SM) NKT SAVINGS IUlDUCllONS 
BARKSDALE 198.5 194.5 247 56.1 - I628 
BEALE 106.5 94.4 328 54.4 - 1346 
CARSWELL 64.6 57.8 72 20.7 - 1222 
CASTLE 102.7 91.4 263 45.9 -1300 
DYESS 238.2 212.4 210 53.3 -1455 

IV COST AND MANPOWER V RETURN 

PAY BACK 
4 
1 
6 
2 
5 

ON 

EAKER 22.0 20.1 359 50.2 - 1339 
ELLSWORTH 319.3 265.4 1 07 56.6 - 1534 

IMPLICATIONS INVESTMENT 

0 
Beyond 10 

GRISSOM 35.0 31.5 250 36.9 -950 
KI  SAWYER 39.8 35.9 372 53.9 -141 1 
LORING 44.6 40.3 465 -66.6 -1514 
MALMSTROM 133.7 110.9 25 1 60.4 - 1339 

I 
1 
1 
2 

FA I RCHl LD 76.6 68.6 384 59.5 - 1595 1 I 

MARCH 137.0 121.4 I75 . 38.2 - 1  I38 
McCONNELL 139.9 123.4 209 41.9 - 1  135 

GRAND FORKS 217.8 177.7 225 63.7 -1499 I 3 
GRIFFISS 220.1 198.3 337 68.5 - I627 4 

4 
3 

MINOT 115.0 96.1 255 62.4 -1556 
O M  659.1 589.0 (340) 25.7 -1  181 
PLATTSBURGH 27.0 24.4 413 57.8 -1214 
WHITEMAN 447.0 372.8 6 54.5 -1451 
WURTSMITH 33.0 29.8 374 53.4 - 1328 

2 
Bevond 20 

0 
Beyond 10 

1 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

L A N D  V A L U E  ANALYSIS - S U M M A R Y  OF STRATEGIC BASES 

NPL RURAL SMALL CITY URBAN OVERALL 

BARKSDALE R Y 
BEALE R G  

Y- 
G- 

CARSWELL R R R 
CASTLE G Y Y- 
DYESS R Y Y- 
EAKER R G  G 
ELLSWORTH G G  G 
FAIRCHILD R R R 
GRANDFORKS R G G- 
GRlFFlSS G Y Y 
GRISSOM R G  G-  
KI SAWYER R G  G- 
LORING G G  G 
MALMSTROM R Y Y- 
MARCH R R R 
McCONNELL R R R '  R .  
MINOT R G  G- 
OFFUlT 
PLA'ITSBURGH G G G 
WHITEMAN R G  G- 
WURTSMITH R G  G- 

* 4 sites on NPL, but not the whole base 

Hard to sell; nealigible 
return likelv (G) 
Eaker Ellsworth 
toring Plattsburgh 

Low uroceeds. if any (G-) 
Beale Grand Forks 
Grissom KI Sawyer 
Minot Whiteman 
Wurtsmith 

Hard to sell, possibly some 
return somedav (Y) 
Castle Griffiss 

Moderate orospects for 
positive return within 
6 years (Y-) 
Barksdale Dyess 
Ma 1 mstrom 

Best and earliest Feturn (R) 
Carswell. Fairchild 

UNCLJSIFIED 



UNCL A S ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

1. EMPLOYMENT GREEN - Reductions exceed hisloric high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc bc~ween SO% ol Ihe historic high reduction end the historic high duction (1969- 
1987) 
RED - Reductions arc k s s  lhan 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or ntgligible 

YELLOW - Reductions arc between 50% d Ihe historic high rcduction and the hisloric high reduction (1969- 
1987) 
RED - Reductiw are kss lhan 50% of che historic high nducticm (t%9-1987), or negligible 

2. POPULATION GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reductions (1969-1987) 

3. INCOME GREEN - R ~ d ~ t i o n ~  ex& historic high rcduclions (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Rcductions arc betwcen 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high reduction 
RED - Reduclions an kss &an 50% of h c  historic high reduction (1%9-1987). or negligible 

4. LOCAL GOVERNMENT GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local govcmmcnt i s  negative and comparativcly large. 
(Expenditures savings arc kss than 75% of rcvcnuc losscs) 
YELLOW - 7he nct fiscal impact an local government i s  negadvc. but comparativcly small. 
(Expcnditurcs savings are 75% or v c  of rtvenue losses) 
RED - 7he net fiscal impact on locp! governmcnt i s  ncucral or posidvc. (Expenditures savings cxcccd 
revenue losses) 

OPERATING REVENUES 

EXPENDITURES 

5. INSTALLATION 
RESTORATION 
PROGRAMS (IRP) 

GREEN - Actual clean-up lime is estimated to be lengthy (> 5 yrs) 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is moderate (about 5 yrs) 
RED - Actual clean-up lime is  cslimaled to bc relatively short (< 5 yrs) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT O N  COMMUNITIES 

EMPLOYMENT (crit. 1 )  

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE G 
DYESS G 
EAKER G 
E L U  WORTH G 
FA I RCHlLD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRl FFl SS G 
GRISSOM Y 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING G 
MA LM STROM G 
MARCH Y 
McCONNEU R 
MlNOT G 
O M  G 
PLAITSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969- 1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
duct ion (1969- 1987) 
RED - Reductions a e  less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987), or negligible 

UNC LJS IFIED 



1 UNCL/ FIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

POPULATION (crit. 2) 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE G 
DYESS G 
EAKER G 
ELLSWORTH G 
FAIRCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRIFFISS G 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING G 
MA LMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL G 
MINOT G 

.OFWIT G 
PLATI3BURGH G 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969- 1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 
reduction (1969- 1987) 
RED - Reductions are less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

INCOME (crit. 3) 

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE Y 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE Y 
DYESS G 
EAKER 0 
ELLSWORTH G 
FAIRCHILD Y 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRIFFISS G 
GRISSOM R 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH R 
McCONNELL Y 
MINOT G 
OFFUTT G 
PLATISBURGH G 
WITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969- 1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high. 
reduction (1969- 1987) 
RED - Reductions arc less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCL~ JSIFIED 



UNCLP JIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OPERATING REVENUES/EXPENDITURES (crit. 4) 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL R 
CASTLE G 
DYESS G 
EAKER G 
EUSWORTH G 
FA1 RCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRIFFISS Y 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING R 
M ALMSTROM G 
MARCH Y 
McCONNELL G 
MlNOT G 
OFFU-IT G 
PLA'ITSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local government i s  negative and comparatively large. 
(Expenditures savings arc less than 75% of revenue losses.) 
YELLOW - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative, but comparatively small. 
(Expenditures savings arc 75% or more of revenue lossts.) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral or positive. @xpenditures savings 
exceed revenue losses.) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAMS (IRP) (crit. 5) 

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE G 
DYESS Y 
EAKER R 
ELLS WORTH G 
FAIRCH ILD G 
GRAND FORKS R 
GRlFFlSS G 
GRlSSOM Y 
KI SAWYER Y 
LORING G 
MALMSTROM Y 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL Y 
MINOT R 
OFFUTI- G 
PLATISBURGH G 
WHITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lengthy (greater than 5 years). 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be moderate (about 5 years). 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be relatively short (within 5 years). 



UNCLP JIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

CRITERIA VI 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OPERATING REVENUES EMPLOYMENT POPULATION INCOME /EXPENDITURES IRP 

G Y 
G 
Y 
G 
Y 
R 
G 
G 
R 
G 
Y 
Y 

Y 
G 
Y 
R 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

G Y 
G 
R 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

:: G G 
R G 
G 
Y 
G 
G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

Y 
Y 
Y 
G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 
G 
R 

' Y  
G 
R 

G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

BARKSDALE Y 

CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE G 

ELLSWORTH G 
FAIRCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRlFFlSS G 
GRISSOM Y 

LORING G 
MALMSTROM G 

G 
Y 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 

G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 

G BEALE 

G 
G 

DYESS 
EAKER 

G G KI SAWYER 

Y 

G 
G 

MARCH R Y McCONNELL 
MlNOT 
OFWIT 
PLAITSBURGHG G 
WHITEMAN G 

G G WURTSMITH 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vll. THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE BXlSTlNC AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES' INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPWRT 
FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL 

1. Community lnfr iwuaue 

A. Aflordabk, rcccpsble off-base housing 

B. Base saved by public unsporlalion 

C. Adtqune mcrenion facilities off base 

2. Education 
A. hdl lo Teacher Ralio 
(Max allowabk d o )  

GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

GREEN - 20 milcs or less 
RED - > 20 miles 

GREEN - I 2 5  Lo I 

RED - > 30 10 I 
YFLLOW - 26 - 30 to I 

B. Swdcnu h a 1  go on lo college . GREEN- 260% 
YELLOW - 4 W  IO 59% 
RED - c 40% 

C. Opporlunity for 0 c f - h  educalion 

3. Availability of communilv medical facilities 

GREEN - Undcrfirad courses within 25 miles 
YELLOW - Less course oppnlunily within 25 miks 
RED - No education opprlunity within 25 milcs 

GREEN - Adequatc, no adverse i m p 1  
YELLOW - Availabk, minimal impacl 
RED - Medically underserved 

UNCL/ PFIED 



UNCLA )IFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VII. T H E  ABILITY OF BOTH T H E  EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES’ 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL 

1. Community Infrastructure 
Pub TNIS RCCfalilXl Shopping 

G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
R 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
R 
R 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
R 

AlCadrbk 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
R 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
G 

.? R 
” G 

G 
G 
G 
G 
G 
R 
R 

G 
G 
G 
R 
R G 
R G 
G 
G R 
G G 
G 
R G 
R R 

G R 
G R 
G R 
G 
R G 
G G 

R R 

BARKSDALE G 

CARSWELL R 
CASTLE R 

ELLSWORTH G 

GRIFFISS R 

R BEALE 

DYESS 
EAKER 

FA1 RCH I LD 
GRAND FORKS 

GRISSOM 
K1 SAWYER 
LORING 

MARCH 

MINOT 

PLAITSBURGH 
WHITEMAN 
WURTSMITH 

MALMSTROM . .  
McCONNELL R 

OFFUTT G R 

R R 

A. Affordabk, acceptable off-basing 

C. Adequate recreation facilities off base 
D. Adequate shopping faciliacs 

GREEN - Yes RED - No 
B. Base served by public transportation GREEN - YCS RED - NO 

GREEN - Yes RED - No 
GREEN - 20 miles or less 
RED - > 20 miles 

UNCLASSIFIED 



VII. THE ABILITY OF B b T )  

UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

T H E  EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING CO 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL 

2. Education 

BARKSDALE 
BEALE 

R h  College Fdducrhn 

Y Y G 
Y G G 

CARSWELL Y G G 
CASTLE R G G 

IM UNITIES' 

DY ESS G G G 
EAKER G G G 
ELLSWORTH G Y G 
FA 1 RCHl L D  Y G Y 
GRAND FORKS Y G G 
GRlFFlSS Y G Y 
GRISSOM Y Y G 
KI SAWYER Y G G 
LORING G G Y' 
MALMSTROM Y Y G 
MARCH R R - G  
McCONNELL Y Y G 
MINOT Y G Y 
OFFWIT Y G G 
PLAITSB U RGH Y R G 
WHITEMAN Y G G 
WURTSMITH Y Y Y 

A. Pupil to Teacher Ratio 
B. Students that go on to college 

GREEN * I 2 5  10 1; 
GREEN - 2 60%; 

YELLOW - 26 - 30 to 1; RED - > 30 IO I 
YELLOW - 40% to 59%; RED - < 40% 

C. Opportunity for off-base education GREEN - Underfirad courses within 25 miles 
YELLOW - Less course opportunity within 25 miles 
RED - No education opportunity within 25 miles 



) UNCLA )IFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VII. THE ABILITY OF BOTli THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES' 
INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL 

3. Availability of community medical facilities 

Canmunity 
BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL G 
CASTLE G 
DY ESS G 
EAKER ' Y  
ELLSWORTH Y 
FA I RCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRlFFlSS G 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL Y 
MINOT Y 
OFFUIT G 
PLAITSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH Y 

Availability of community medical facilities GREEN - Adequate, no adverse impact 
YELLOW - Available, minimal impact 
RED - Medically underserved 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

BARKSDALE G G G G  Y Y G  G 
BEALE R G G G  Y G G  G 
CARSWELL R G G G  Y G G  G 
CASTLE R R G G  R G G  G 
DYESS G R G G  G G G  G 
EAKER G R R R  G G G  Y 
ELLS WORTH G G G G  G Y G  Y 
FAIRCHILD R G G G  Y G Y  G . -. - . - - - 

GRAND FORKS G G G G  Y G G  G 
GRlFFlSS R G G G  Y G Y  G 

G R G G  Y Y G  G 
G 
Y 

G RIS SOM 
R R G R  Y G G  KI SAWYER 

LORI NG G R R R  G G Y  - - . . - . - 
M ALM STROM R G G G  Y Y G - . G  
MARCH R G G G  R R G  G 
McCONNELL R G G G  Y Y G  Y 
MINOT G R G G  Y G Y  Y 

I 

G G G G  Y G G  G 
PLAITSBURGH G R G G  Y R G  G 
OFFUIT 

R R R G  Y G G  Y 
Y 

WHITEMAN 
WRTSMITH R R R R  Y Y Y  

UNCL&IFIED 



UNCLAsa -t FIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VIM. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of exisling c d i l i m  for decision making) 

1. AIR QUALITY 

2. WATER 

GREEN - Base i s  in attainment for all pollutants. No rcslrictions on consuuclion/opcralios. 
YELLOW - Basc i s  in non-attainment area. No rcsviclions on consvucuon/opcmlions. 
RED - Basc is in non-auainment area and consUuclion/operatios conslrainls apply. 

GREEN - Adequate rcgional walcr supplies and MI known conlaminants present 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; conlaminants prcsent wiQin a non-polable water tone 
RED - Jmkquate regional water supplies and/or region within a slate ol over draft and/or 
conlaminanu detected within polablc water m m e s  

3. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SQLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE 

A. Asbeslos 

8. Radon 

GREEN - < 10% facililcs wilh asbestos containing malerials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and < 25% facilities wilh ACM; survey incomplce. unable 10 asscss pcrccnugcs 
RED - > 25% facilities conlaining ACM 

GREEN - Radon nal prcscnt or dclcctcd < 4 p i 4  
YELLOW - Radon prescnt; dclcction > 4 pk/l & < 20 piJl 
RED - Radon prescnl; dctcct,b > a0 pic/l 

C. Sdid Waste GREEN - Exisdng regional disposal facilities have > 10 ycars capacity rcmaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 ycars capacity remaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have < 5 years capacity remaining 

4. BIOLOGICAL 

A. Habiul GREEN - Resources MII present 
YELLOW - Resources prcscnt which do 
RED - Resources prexnt which conslrain cwcnt consl.ruclion/gcrations or q u i r e  "work wounds" lo 
support current operation 

cumnlly consuain constmtian/gcrations 

B. Thrcatenened and Endangered Species (T&E) G/Y/R (same as habitat) 

c. Wabnds G/Y/R (same as habilat) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLY IN<; CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATECORY CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing conditims Tor decision making) 

5. CULTURAL GREEN - No existing resources 
YELLOW - Historic (w ineligible prehistoric n ~ ~ u r c e s  are prescnl, bu1 do not currently constrain 
conmuction/operations. or base survey incomplete 
RED - Eligible or poccntially eligible prehislaic rcsourccs are present ud consIrain c m n l  
COIIStNClionloperationS 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

A. Rim md unique 
rmhnds 

GREEN - No primc and unique farmlands cxisl 
YELLOW - Rime and unique farmlands exist; rcsourccs compatible with current 

RED - Prime and unique farmlands exisI; large arcas; resources incompatible wilh currcnt 
consuucti&pcralions 

GREEN - No known rcsourccs 
YELLOW - Reswrccs cuncntly exisl; no known constraint on currcnt cmsuuction/aplcnrtitrns 
RED - Resources cumnlly crisl and constrain on currcnt conslructiWopcrauons 

GREEN - No soil contaminants presenl 
YELLOW - Soil contaminants prescni which do not currenlly consvain conslruclion/opcralions 
RED - Soil contaminants present which consvain current consuuclion/opcrationons 

COllSWCtion/opcfatiUlS 

B. MineraVEnergy 
Resources 

C. Soil Conmination 

UNCL, IIFIED 



1 UNCLr BIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

AIR QUALITY (crit. 1) 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE Y 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE R 
DYESS G 
EAKER G 
ELLSWORTH G 
FAIRCHILD Y 
GRAND FORKS G 
GRlFFlSS G 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING G 
MALMSTROM Y 
MARCH Y 
McCONNELL G 
MINOT G 
OFFUIT G 
PLA'ITSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No restrictions on consuuctiordoptrations. 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment area. No restrictions on constructiodoperations. 
RED - Base is in non-attainment area and constmctiodoperations constraints apply. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

WATER (hit. 2) 

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE R 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE R 
DYESS Y 
EAKER Y 
ELLS WORTH R 
FAIRCHILD R 
GRAND FORKS Y 
GRIFFISS R 
GRISSOM Y 
KI SAWYER R 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH R 
McCONNELL Y 
MINOT G 
0FFUl.T Y 
PLATI'SBURGH Y 
WHITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH R 

GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no known contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminants present within a non-potable water zone. 
RED - Inadequate regional water supplies and/or region within a state of over draft and/or contaminants 
detected within potable water sources. 

UNCL, JSIFIED 



UNCL, ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLIDAf AZARDOUS WASTE 

ASBESTOS (cnt. 3a) 

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE Y 
CARSWELL R 
CASTLE Y 
DYESS Y 
EAKER R 
ELLSWORTH Y 
FA1 RCHlLD R 
GRAND FORKS R 
GRIFFISS R 
GRISSOM R 
KI SAWYER Y 
LORING R 
MALMSTROM R 
MARCH Y 
McCONNELL R 
MINOT R 
OFFUIT R 
PLA'ITSBURGH R 
WHITEMAN G 
WU RTS M ITH Y 

GREEN - < 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and < 25% facilities with ACM; survey incomplete; unable to assess percentages 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE 

RADON (crit. 3b) 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE G 
DY ESS G 
EAKER G 
ELLSWORTH R 
FAIRCHILD Y 
GRANDFORKS Y 
G R IFFISS Y 
G R IS SOM Y 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL G 
MINOT G 
OFFUTI- Y 
PLATTSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Radon not present or detected c 4 picfl 
YELLOW - Radon present; detection > 4 picb and c 20 picfl 
RED - Radon present; detection > 20 pic/l 

UNCL~ - JSIFIED 



UNCLL ~ I F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL -- SOLIDMAZARDOUS WASTE 

SOLID WASTE (crit. 3c) 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL G 
CASTLE R 
DYESS G 
EAKER Y 
ELLSWORTH G 
FA I RCH ILD G 
GRANDFORKS Y 
GRIFFISS G 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING R . .  
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL Y 
MINOT G 
OFFUIT G 
PLATTSBURGH R 
WHITEMAN R 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have >I0 years capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 years capacity remaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have <5 years capacity remaining 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

BIOLOGICAL 
THREATENED AND 

HABITAT (crit. 4a) ENDANGERED SPECIES (crit. 4b) WETLANDS (cnt. 4c) 

BARKSDALE Y Y R 
BEALE Y Y R 
CARSWELL G G Y 
CASTLE G G G 
DYESS G G Y 
EAKER G G Y 
ELLSWORTH G G Y 
FA I RCH I U) G G Y 
GRANDFORKS G G Y 
GRIFFISS Y Y Y 
GRISSOM G G G 
K1 SAWYER G G Y 
LQRING G G Y - _  
MALMSTROM G G Y 
MARCH Y Y Y 
McCONNELL G G Y 
MINOT G G Y 
O M  G G Y 
PLATTSBURGH G G Y 

Y 
Y 

WHITEMAN G G 
WURTSMITH Y Y 

GREEN - Resources not prcsent. 
YELLOW - Resounxs present which do not currently 
constrain cons truction/opcrations. 
RED - Resources pnsent which constrain current cons~rucrion/oper~tions or require "work arounds" 10 support current 
operations 

$ .  UNCL ISIFIED 



UNCLAJIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. T H E  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

CULTURAL RESOURCES (crit. 5) 

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE R 
CARSWLL Y 
CASTLE G 
DYESS Y 
EAKER Y 
ELLSWORTH Y 
FAIRCHILD G 
GRANDFORKS Y 
GRlFFlSS Y 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER Y 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH Y 
McCONNELL Y 
MlNOT Y 
OFFu7T Y 
PLATTSBURGH Y 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH R 

GREEN - No existing resources. 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric mources arc present, but do not currently constrain construction/operations, or 
base survey incomplete. 
RED - Eligible or potentially eligible pnhistoric resources 8rt present and constriain cumnt construction/opcrations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VllI.  THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS (crit. 6a) 

BARKSDALE G 
BEALE Y 
CARS WELL G 
CASTLE G 
DYESS Y 
EAKER Y 
ELLSWORTH G 
FA IRCH I LD G 
GRANDFORKS Y 
GRlFFlSS Y 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING G 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL G 
MINOT Y 
OFFUTl- G 
PLATTSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN G 
WURTSMITH G 

GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist. 
YELLOW - Prim and unique farmlands exist; ~ C S O U C C ~ S  compatible with current construction/opcrations. 
RED - Rime and unique farmlands exist; large areas; Fesources incompatible with current construction/operations. 

1 UNCL 'JSIFIED 



FLYING CATEGORY 
STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

MINERAWENERGY RESOURCES (crit. 6b) 

B ARKSDALE Y 
BEALE G 
CARSWELL G 
CASTLE G 
DYESS Y 
EAKER G 
ELLSWORTH G 
FAIRCHILD G 
GRAND FORKS Y 
GRIFFISS G 
GRISSOM G 
KI SAWYER G 
LORING G 
MALMSTROM G 
MARCH G 
McCONNELL 0 
MINOT G 
OFFUlT G 
PLA'ITSBURGH G 
WHITEMAN G 
WUR'ISMITH Y 

GREEN - No known nsources. 
YELLOW - Resources cumntly exist; no known constraint on cumnt construction/operations. 
RED - Resources curnnlly exist and constrain cumnt construction/operations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

SOIL CONTAMINATION (crit. 6c) 

BARKSDALE Y 
BEALE Y 
CARSWELL Y 
CASTLE Y 
DYESS Y 
EAKER Y 
ELLSWORTH Y 
FA I RCH I LD Y 
GRAND FORKS Y 
GRIFFISS Y 
GRISSOM Y 
KI SAWYER Y 
LORING Y 
MALMSTROM Y 
MARCH Y 
McCONNELL Y 
MlNOT G 
OFFUTT Y 
PLAITSBURGH Y 
WHITEMAN Y 
WURTSMITH Y 

GREEN - No soil contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Soil contaminants present which do  not cumntly constrain construcrion/operations. 
RED - Soil contaminants present which constrain current construcriodopetations. 

UNCL PIFIED 



UNCLA, JIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

CR tTER JA VIlJ 
AQ Ws As Ra SW CI1 T&E W CUL P&U W E  SL 

BARKSDALE G Y  Y G G Y  Y R Y G Y  Y 
BEALE Y R  Y G G  Y Y R R Y G  Y 
CARSWELL Y Y  R Y G G G  Y Y G G  Y 
CASTLE R R  Y G R  G G G G G G  Y 
DYESS G Y Y G G G G  Y Y Y  Y Y 
EAKER G Y  R . G  Y G G Y Y Y G  Y 
ELLSWORTH G R  Y R G G G  Y Y G G  Y 
FA IRCHILD Y R  R Y G G G  Y G G G  Y 
GRAND FORKS G Y  R Y Y G G Y Y Y  Y Y 
GRlFFlSS G R  R Y G  Y Y Y Y Y G Y 
GRISSOM G Y  R Y G G G G G G G  Y 
KI SAWYER G R  Y G G G G  Y Y G G  Y 
LORING G Y  R Y R G G  Y Y G G  Y 
MALMSTROM Y G  R G G G : .  G Y G G G  Y 
MARCH Y R  Y G G '  Y .  Y Y Y G G  Y 
McCONNELL G Y  R G Y . G  G Y Y G G  Y 
MlNOT G G  R G G G G  Y Y Y G G  
0FFUl-r G Y  R Y G G G  Y Y G G  Y 
PLATTSBURGH G Y  R G R G G  Y Y G G  Y 
W I T E M A N  G Y G Y  R G G  Y G G G  Y 
WURTSMITH G R  Y G G Y Y  Y R G  Y Y 

A Q  - Air Quality 

AS - A S ~ S I O S  

CH - Critical 
Habitat 

CUL - Cultural Ra - .Radon T&E - Threatened and 

M/E - MineraVEnergy SL - Soil W - Wetlands 
Endangered Species 

P&U - Prime and Unique 
Farmlands 

SW - Solid Waste Wa - Water 

UNCLASSIFIED 



Option 1 
Riaitl, on Milimy 
value. Emphuir m 
R a d b  & TNO 

Group I 
Barksdale 
Dyess 
Ellsworth 
Grand Forks 
McConncll 
Minot 
Offutt 

Beale 
castle 
Eakcr 
Fairchild 
KI Sawyer 
Malmstrom 
W hi teman 

Canwel I 
Griffiss 
Grissom 
Loring * 
March 
Plattsburgh 
Wunsmith 

Group 2 

Option 2 

V b .  Emphrrb on 
Riariiy m Militmy 

R a d i n m  & TNO. 
Downpl~y Fuhue 

Group 1 
Barksdale 
Dyess 
Ellsworth 
Grand Forks 
McConmll 
Minot 
mutt 

Beale 
Castle 
Eakcr 
Fairchild 
KI Sawyer 
Malmstrom 
Whiteman 

Group 3 
carswell 
Grifiss 
Grissom 
Loring 
March 
Plattsburgh * 
W urtsmith 

Group 2 

UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STRATEGIC SUBCATEGORY 

Summary of Strategic Bases 

Option 3 
Rbrity on Military 
Vdue. Emphasis on 
Radiness & TNO. 
Fnphuize Future 

Group 1 
Barltsdale 
Dycss 
Ellsworth 
Grand Forks 
Minot 
Offutt 

Beale 
Eaker 
Fairchild 
Grissom 
KI Sawyer 
M a l m s m  
McConncll 
Whiteman 

Group 3 
Carswell 
castle 
Griftiss 
Luring * 
March 
Plattsburgh * 
Wurtsmith 

G ~ U D  2 

Option 4 

Fmphrais on coat 

Gmur, 1 
Barksdalc 
Dycss 
Ellsworth 
Griffiss 
McConnell 
Offutt 
Whiteman 

Group 2 
Carswell -' 

Castle 
Grand Forks 
Malmsmm 
March 
Minot 

Beale 
Eaker 
Fairchi Id 
Grissom 
KI Sawyer 
Loring * 
Plattsburgh * 
Wurtsmith 

M t y  on Milimy 
Vdue. 

Group 3 

Option 5 
Priority an Military 
Value. Emphasis on 
Rmdiness & TNO; 
Future & Cost 

Group 1 
Barksdale 
Dycss 
Ellsworth 
Grand Forks 
Offutt 
W h i teman 

Beale 
Castle 
Fairchild 
Grifiss 
KI  Sawyer 
Malmsmm 
March 
McConnell 
Minot 

Gmup 3 
Carswell 
Eakcr 
Grissom 
Loring 
Plattsburgh * 
Wurtsmith 

GmuD 2 

Option 6 
M i y  on Military 
Value. Emphasis 011 

WUlillW 

Grouo 1 
Barksdalc 
Ellsworth 
Grand Forks 
KI Sawyer 
Malmstmm 
Minor 
Offutt 

Dyess 
Fairchild 
Griffiss 
Loring * 
McConncll 
Plattsburgh * 
Whiteman 
Wurtsmirh 

GmuD 3 
Beale 
Carswell 
Castle 
Eaker 
Grissom 
March 

Group 2 

* Closing both Loring and Plattsburgh will sevetely impact SIOP execution & Tanker Task Force Support 

1 ,  UNCL, BIFIED 



UNCLAJIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

STR ATEC IC S UBCATECO RY 

Summary of Strategic Bases with MILCON Adjustmen 
Option 5: Priority on military value, with emphasis on readiness and training, future, and cost. 

.s 

VII V l l l  

IIARKSDALE G- G G 198.5/247 4 Y G G- 
BEALE Y+ Y+ Y 106.5/328 1 G Y+ Y- 
CARSWELL Y R+ Y 64.6f72 6 Y Y+ Y 
CASTLE Y+ Y- Y 102.7/263 2 G Y- Y- 
DY ESS G Y+ G- 238.2/210 5 G G Y+ 
EAKER Y+ G- G-  22.0/359 0 G Y Y+ 
ELLS WORTH G Y Y  319.3/107 >I0 G G- Y 
FA IRCH I LD G- Y Y- 76.6/384 I G Y+ Y 

217.8/225 3 G- G Y t  GRAND FORKS G Y+ Y- 
GKIFFISS Y Y+ Y+ 220.1/337 4 G Y+ Y 
GKISSOM Y Y t  G 35.0/250 I Y+ G- G- 
KI SAWYER G- G Y- 39.8/372 I:,' G- Y+ G- 
I-OKING Y Y- Y- 44.6/465 I C- Y Y 
MALMSI'ROM G- Y- Y l33.7/25 I- 2 G- Y+ G- 
MARCH Y R+ G 137.0/175 4 Y Y- Y 
McCONNELL G Y+ G 139.9/209 3 Y Y Y+ 

G Y+ R+ 115.0/255 2 G Y+ G- 
G Y- Y- 659.1/(340) >20 G G G- 

MINOT 
OFFUlT -~ 
PLAITSBURGH Y G- Y+ 2710t413 0 G G- Y+ 
W HITEM A N Y+ Y+ Y 447.016 >lo Y Y Y t  
W U KTS MITI1 Y Y Y  33.0/374 I G R Y  
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY DESCRIPTION 

The primary purpose of bascs in this subcategory is to produce pilots. Important attributes 
required by the bases in this subcategory arc: 

- Three parallel runways 

- Extended daylight hours - Extensive airspace between 5,000 and 40,OOO feet with relatively 

- A nearby auxiliary airfield far high volume T-37 operations 
- Minimum encroachment 
- Adequate alternate airfields/mstrument mining facilities 
- Available adequate low level training routes 

- Good flying W&W 

unrestricted access 

Bases in this subcategory m: 

Columbus AFB, Mississippi 
Laughlin AFB, Texas 
Beest AFE3, Texas 
Vancc AFB, Oklahoma 
Williams AFB, Arizona 

-. 

h 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CAPACITY ANALYSIS 

The c m n t  combined maximum production capacity of the primary undergraduate 
pilot training 0 bases is approximately 1,900 pilots per year. Additionally, the EURO 
NATO Joint Jet Pilot Training Program at Shcppd AFB, Texas produces approximately 
110 U.S. Air Forct pilots per year. 

The force structure n f l d  in the DoD Force Strucarre Plan significantly rcduccs 
the total forcc pilot requirement. The Air Farce determined that there was sufficient excess 
pilot production capacity to warrant the closure of a UPT base and still retain surge 
capacity. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
WILLIAMS AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Williams Air Forcc Bast, Arizona, is recommendtd for closure. All 
airaaft will be mired ur redistributed. The 82nd Flying Training Wing will inactivate. 
Major tenant unit relacating is: Aircmw Training Restaxh Facility to Orlando. Flurida 
AU other personnel will depart. 

Justification: The Air Force has one mare Training subcategory base than needed to 
support rtductd Air Farce force structure. All Training subcategory bases were considexed 
for closure equally in a proctss that conformed to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense (OSD) guidance. Each 
base was evalu~tcd against the eight DoD selection criteria and a large number of 
subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. The seledon process involved the 
evaluation of a large number of subelements of thc criteria by the Basc Closure Exmtive 
Group (BCEG), a group of five general officers and five senior civilians appointed by the 
Secretary of the Air Force. The decision to close Williams Air Force Base was made by 
the Secntary of the Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in 
consultation with the BCEG. 

. 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
Training subcategory bases art in generally good condition with strong community support. 
Distinctions can be drawn, however, when the data arc evaluated against all eight of the 
DoD selection criteria and Air Forcc subelements. Williams Air Force Base ranked low in 

rests on the combined results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one 
or two specific deficiencies, a few points stand out. Williams AFB ranked lowest in its 
category for airspace encroachment both now and in the future, dircctly impacting its long 
term military value. Additionally, it ranked lowest in condition of base facilities. The cost 
to close Williams Air Farce Base is low and savings are favorable. 

this pnxxss and is rtcommendtd for closure. While Williams Air Force Base’s ranking - 

. 
The closure of Williams Air Force Basc will have an impact on the local economy, 

however it is the least severe of any of the Training subcategory bases. It is projected to 
result in a population loss of approximately 7,700 pcrsons, dircct and indirect employment 
loss of nearly 6,000 jobs, and regional income loss of nearly 130 million dollars. These 
losses arc in contrast to a regional population of just over 2,000,000, available jobs of 
nearly 1,2OO,000, and regional annual income of nearly 33 billion dollars. Williams Air 
Farce Base is on the Environmental protection Agency’s National Priarities List. 

By the end of Fy 97, the net saving of implementing this recommendation is about 
$268M. Annual savings after implementation are expected to be S69.4M. All values arc 
in TY$. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY 

SPECIFIC ACIIONS/IMF'LEMENTATION PLAN 

William A m ,  Arizona 

g&t PisDosition 

82nd Flying Training Wing . .  .................................. Inact ivw 
Aircrew Training Restarch Facility ................... Relocates to Orlando, Florida 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 
TRAINING SUBCATEGORY 

CRITERIA 
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UNCLA. ,aFIED 
J?LYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL READINESS OF DOD 

CLOSURE RATING (G.Y.Rl 

- no programmed reductions 
YELLOW - Force structure is an integral part of the force ~ t u r e  plan - but has 
programmed ductions 
RED - Force structm is being phascd out in the force structllre plan 

1. Is existing force mctm for pimery mission GREEN - Force -tun is B key pert ofthe f m  structlat plan 
of the base remaining in the inventmy? 

GREEN - 3 oc mote; YELLOW - 2; RED - < 2 

B. Oeographicbcahnsuppatsmission 

(1) Time to Almnm Base: GREEN - < 15 min; YELLOW < 20 miq RED > 20 min 

(2) Adequate Local Low Level GREEN - 3 oc m ~ n ;  YELLOW - 2; RED-< 2 
Training Rwtes 

(3) Auxiliary fields 
a. Flight time GREEN < 12 mh, YELLOW < 18 mh, RED > 18 min 

b. Air Force Orm or lease Auxiliary Fields GREEN * Own 
RED-Lease 

C. Average lime to MOAs 

D. Weather 
(1) Pacent of days 

at or above 3000N3mi 

GREEN-<ISrnintoana 
YELLOW - I5 to 20 min to area 
RED - > 20 min lo area 

GREEN - > 85% 
YELLOW - 76% to 84% 
RED - < 75% 

(2) S d e  atnition rate due to wealher GREEN - < 21 percent 
YELLOW - 22 to 30 
RED - > 30 F C n t  

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

3. If Ihae is force sllmufe to suppat olhercatcgofies 
w the base, will they remain in the inventory? 

GREEN - Force sbucm is a key part of Ihc force structm plan 

YELLOW - Force st~ctun is an integral pan of the fafw shuclufc plan - but has 

RED - No force structure or is being phased out in the force structure plan 

no propnmcdrcductions 

pmglnlnmed reductions 

UNCLh -1IFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

I. IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AUX FLD WEATHER 
FS Wws Alt BmLLTR8 Time Own MOAs 300013 Attrit Other FS 

COLUMBUS Y a G G G G G Y Y R 

LAUCHLIN Y a Y G G a G Y G R* 

REESE Y a 0 G G G G G Y R 

VANCE Y a 0 G G G 0 Y Y R 

WILLIAMS Y a a a G R G G G R 

Supports Drug InterdMloa O ~ t h n u  

Fs (Force Structure) - GREEN - no programmed reductions; YELLOW = pogrammed reductions; RED = being phased out 

Wws -parallel runways) -GREEN - 3 or m m ;  YELLOW = 2; RED = < 2 

Alt Bm (The to AJtanaae Base) - GREEN - < 15 min; YELLOW - < 20 min; RED - >#I mm 

LLTRs (Adaqunte Law Level Training Rwtes) - GREEN IL: 3 or more; YELLDW = 2; RED = < 2 

AUX FLD (Auxiliary Fields) 
Time - GREEN = < 12 mh: YELLOW - < 18 min; RED - > 18 min 
Own - GREEN = AFOWIIS; RED = AF  lease^ 

MOAn (Avuage time to MOAs) - GREEN = < 12 min; YELLOW - < 18 mh; RED = > 18 min 

WEATHER 300013 (Parxnt d days at or above 3000Mrni) - OREEN = > 85 pacenc YELLOW = 76 to 85 percent; RED = < 75 percent 
ATIRIT (Sartie Attrition due to weather) - GREEN = 21 percent or kss; YELLDW IL: 22 to 30 petcent; RED = > 30 percent 

Other Fs (Base hsl f m c  stmctme to support oh% categories) - GREEN = Yes with no programmed reductions: YELLOW - Yes, but has 
programmed nduclions; RED = No or it is being phased Out 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISnNG AM) 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

1. Are then unique fadlltks at the bstrllatioa 
which mud be npllated If tbe base b closed? 
(High cost speciallad frcUltles) 

GREEN - Yes. unique facilities exists 
RED - No unique facilities exists 

2A. ExMing Assoetted Alrsprn encroachment (special use airspa=) 

MOAs and ResaiCled Airspace 

Auxiliary Airfields 

Low Level Routes 

. 
GREEN - Civil and commacial aviation development @&ly canpMiMe with 
existing military operating ams and restricted ainpace 
YELLOW - Civil and commacial aviatiar development impgas lcctss b some 
(limited) MOAs. Near-tam development of MOAs or resbrictd rirspaCe may be 
limited 
RED - Civil and commercial aviation dominates the development of, and access to 

GREEN - Regional development generally eomptiile with Auxuxilii Airfields usc 
Y E U O W  - Regional development incompatible in same (limitad) ~lt(ls, d n g  
somc res&tions on Auxiliary M e l d  use 

modifications or s e v d y  limit access to Auxiliary M e l d s  

YELLOW - Regional development incompatible m sam (limitad) m, d n g  
restrictions on low kvel mtc structlpc 
RED - Regional devdopmcnt sevenly incanpatibk in many areas, causing major 
modifications to low level mIes 

MOAs. N ~ * ~ C I T I I  deVClOptIMbt of MOAs a restrictad rirspaOe tnCanPtibk 

RED - Regional developmart ~ e ~ e n l y  incompalibk in &ne major 

GREEN - Regional development generally c ~ m @ k  with bu kvel l ~ ~ b  

UNCL! JIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Criterh Il (Coat) 
2B. Future Assoeirtcd Ahpace Eacracbmcnt (spechl use drspace) 

MOAS and Reslricred Airspace 

Auxiliary Mil& 

Low Level Routes 

Housing 

i 

GREEN - F u m  civil nnd commercial aviation & v c m  gamdly expected to 
m a i n  compatible with existing military operating l v c ~ s  ard restricted airspace 
YELLOW - Future civil and commercial aviation development m y  hpact accesS to 
some (limited) MOAs. Future development a€ MOAs or restricted dqmce may be 
limited 
RED - Future civil and commacial aviation may predominate the area and accesJ to 
MOAs may become severly limited. Future development of MOAs or resaiCoed 
airspace may be limited 

GREEN - F u m e  regional development genetally expected to be ComplyiMC With 
Auxiliary M e l d  
YELLOW - Future reghal development may become incanpetibk in anm 
(limited) amw. creating scnne restrictions on a m s s  to Auxiliary Airfilds 
RED - Future regional development may become d y  incanptibk in many 
areas, causing major modifiiclns to Auxilirrry Airfield 

GREEN - Future q h a l  development generally expected to be compatible With low 
level toUte BcotJs 
YELLOW - Future regional development may become incanpntibk in sumc 
(limited) IICCBS, mating restriclions on low kvel mute slmctm 

areas, causing major modificatiaw to low knl routes 
RED - Future regional deVelOpmMt may m e  smr ly  lncomptibk in many 

GREEN > o r P : t o t h e m e a n  
YELMW 
RED < -1 standard deviation 

> or = to -1 standard deviation ad < the mean 

GREEN >or=tothemean 
YELLOW > or D to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 standarddeviation 

UNCLASSIFIED 



Cliterh II (Coat) 
4. F l c n i t k s d i t i o a :  

A. CbndiitiOn 

B. Cost: 

Housing 

A. Conditbn 

B. Cost: 

UNCLASSIFIED 
n Y I N G  CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

GREEN >orntoIhcmean 
YELLOW > or = to -1 standard deviation and < h e  mean 
RED c -1 standard deviation 

GREEN > o r = t o I h c m e a n  
YELLOW > or= to -1 standard deviation md <the mcan 
RED c -1 standard deviation 

GREEN c o r = t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW 
RED >+lstandarddeViatiOn 

> rhe mean and c ot = to +1 aandad deviation 

UNCLh ‘YFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Cri tab  Il (Coot) 
SA. Existing loullregkmal commualty encroachment 

Accident pomtial unes 

Noise zms 

EnviFons aiqmcc 
made 
YELLDW - Airspace encroachment is modmate and may require limited apaationil 
adjustments 
RED - Ainpace e h m a r t  is high and requires substantial opmthal  SajUJtmart 

UNCLASSIFIED 



Noise mnw 

Envinw airspace 

UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

GREEN - F u m  off-base development generally expected to lcrmdn compatible with 
accident potential zmes and qllantitydistancc criteria 
YELLOW - F u m  &-base development may become inannpetibk in anne 
(limited) areas 
RED - Future off-base development may become inwmpntibk with accident 
potential zone, or quantitydistam safety critaia 

GREEN - F u m  off-base development generally expected to be compatible with Air 
Installation Compatible Use Zone noise r c u n n m w  
YELLOW - Future &-base development may became incunpetibk in some 
(limited) areas 
RED - Future off-base denlopncnt may beoome incompatible h many mas, or 
many people exposed to high noise levels 

GREEN - Potential for cncnwchment is low md little or no 
MtiCipatCd 
YELLOW - Potential for CnQOgchment is moderaoe ud may quire limited 
0 p e r s W  adjustment 
RED - Porential for enaoachment is high and may require mbaantirl operational 
adjustments 

adjustment 

i UNCLP ""JFIED 



UNCLA, ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

1. ~n there unique trcilitia at the bsbllatioa 
which must be WD liated if the base b dolKd7 
(High cost specialized facilities) 

GREEN - Yes, unque facilities exists 
RED - No, unique facilities wrists 

UNIQUE FACILI?IES 

COLUMBUS R 

REESE R 

VANCE R 

WILLIAMS c) 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISIR(C AND 
POTENTIAL RECHVING LOCATIONS 
2. Existing Assaciatad Ainpaoe Encmachment (Special Use Airspace) 

2.A Existing LacavRegional Community Encroachment 
AUX LOW 

MOAdRA AIRFIELD LEVEL 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

G 
G 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - Civil and am~macial aviation 
developnent gemally comptibk with 
exisling Military Operating Areas and 
Resaictcd Ainpace 

YELLOW - Civil and commercial avialion 
development impacts tmxss to some (limiled) 
MOAs. Near tam developnent of MOAS or 
Resbictcd Airspace may be limited. 

dominaw Iha development of and access to 

Resbictcd Ainpace incompatible 

RED - Civil cmd ~ ~ ~ ~ m e r C i a l  aviation 

MOh.  Nta-term dmlopmnt Of MOAS oc 

G 
G 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - R e g i d  development generally 
compatible wilh access to Auxiliary Airfield 
activity 

YELLOW - Regional den1-t 
incompatible in g ~ n e  (limited) amas, creating 
restrictions on Auxiliary A S i i M  activities 

RED - Regional development severely 
incompatible in many am$. causing major 
modifications to Auxiliaty Airfield access, or 
seve-rely limits access to MOAs 

0 
G 
G 
G 
0 

YELLOW - Regional development 
incompatible in some (limited) areas, acating 
nstrictions on low kvel mute structlat 

f U N C L P  IFIED 7 



UNCLA~AFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND. FACILITIES AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE FOR BOTH THE EXISTLNC AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
2. Associated Ainpace Encroechment (Special Use Ahspe) 

2.8 Future LcWRegionul Canmunity Encroachment 

MOAdRA 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

Y 
G 
G 
G 
R 

GREEN - F u m  civil and aim- 
aviation development gmrally expected to 
remain compatible with existing Military 
opaating Amas and Remictcd Airspece 
YELLOW - Future civil and armmacial 
aviation development may impact access to 
some (limited) MOAs. Future developnent 
of Resoictcd Airspace may be limited. 
RED - Futue civil and commercial a v & h  
may peaominate Ihe arm and ICCCSS to 
M O h  may became sevenly limited. Future 
development of Restriclcd Airspace 
incompeu’bk 

AUX 
AIRFIELD 

G 
0 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - Futm regional development 
generally expected to compalible wilh access 
to Air-to-Ground ranges 

YELLOW - Futltn n @ d  development 
may becane incompatibk in some (limited) 

lo-Giround ranges 

RED - FuWn rigid development may 
become sevmly incompatibk in many areas, 
causing major modifications to Air-to-Gmund 
range access 

areas, cleating nstrictiolls m acccs!j 0 Air- 

LOW 
LEVEL 

0 
G 
G 
0 
Y 

GREEN - FuwC regiaral develOpInaIt 

low-lml rwte accca 
g m y  wpacted to be cullpatile with 

YELLOW - Future rigid development 
may becane inannpatible hr wme (limited) 
areas, creating restrictions on low kvel mute 
structure 

RED - F u m  r e g i d  development may 
become scvaely inoompetibk in many arcas. 
causing major modifdons 10 low kvel 
nnffes 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXImNG AM) 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

3. Facilities capacitJ: 
BaSe GREEN >or=toLhemcan 

YELLOW > or = to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 s t d d d e v i a t i ~ n  

HaWing 

B. Cost: 

B. Cost 

COLUMBUS 

LAUGHLIN 

REESE 

VANCK 

WlLLIAMS 

GREEN > o r - t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW >or = to-1 standard deviation md <the mean 
RED < -1 Standarddevhti~n 

GREEN  tothem hem 
YELLOW >or P to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 

GREEN   t tot he^ 
YELLOW >the mean and <or= to+1 standarddeviation 
RED >+laandaddeviation 

RED < -1 standardde~iati~n 

GREEN > o r = t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW > or= to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 StandarddeViath 
GREEN < o r = t o h m e a n  
YELLOW > themeanand<or= to+1 standaddeviation 
RED >+lslandarddeViation 

CAPACITY CONDITION COST 
BdHousing BdHousinfl  B d o u s i n g  

G G Y R G R 

G G G Y G Y 

Y Y G G G G 

R R G G G G 

G G R G R G 
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UNCLA. ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE E X I m G  AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
5.A Existing LocaVTtegional Community Encroachment 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

APZ NOISE 

G 
0 
G 
Y 
0 

G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - O f f - b  develOpment earnally GREEN - 0 f f - k  d e ~ l o p ~ t  gUWdly 
compatible with accident potential zones and 
qmtitydistance a i h a  

incompatiie in some (limited) 

RED - 0 f f - b  develmat hompatible 

compatible with Air Jnstallation Compatible 
Use Zone noise Tarlmmendatims 

incompatible in somc (limited) arcas 

RED - Off-besc development incompatible in 
many area. or many people exposed to high 
noise levels 

YELLOW - 0ff-b development YELLOW - O I F - b  devel~pnent 

COItstructionEopaatirnS. 

with accident potential mnes, or quantity- 
&lance safety critaia 

ENVIRONS AIRSPACB 

G 
0 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - Alnpace e-hment is LOW 
and liule or no aperational Sajustmenfs made 

YELLOW - Ainpace enarwctunmt Is 
modmate and may require limited o p m t d d  
adjustments 

RED - Ainpace encrnachmcnt iS high and 
requires substantialopcmtional Sajustment 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABIUTY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISFINC m D  
RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
5.B Future LocaVRegid Community Encroachment 

APZ 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLLN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

YELLOW - FMWC 0 f f - b  dCVClOpnmt 
may become inampatibk m some (limited) 

RED - Futrpre off-base develqment may 
become iKomptibk with accident potential 
zones, or quantitydistancc safety criteria 

anas C w n U c t i a J ~ ~ S .  

NOISE 

G 
0 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - Future off- deVelOpmat 
generally expected to bc compatibk with Air 
Installatim Compatible Use Zone noise 
racommendati~ 

YELLOW - Future off-besc develOpIIIUIt 
may become incompatible in some (limited) 
ales3 

RED - Future off-base development may 
become incomptibk in many arcas, or many 
people exposed to high noise levels 

ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

G 
G 
G 
G 
Y 

UNCL! JIFIED 



UNCLAL BIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

II. AVAILABIUTY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISllNG AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLPl 
REESE 
VANCE 

WILLIAMS 

R G G G  Y G G  G G  Y R  

R G G G  G G G  G O  G Y  

R G G G  G G G  Y Y  G O  

R G G G  G G G  R R  G O  

0 Y Y G  R Y Y  G G  R G  

O R  G G G  G O O  

G Y  G G O  G G C I  

GG G G O  0 G O  

GO Y Y O  Y Y O  

R G  G O Y  G O Y  
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UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

In. THE POTENTIAL TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMEWS AS A 
RECEIVING LOCATION. 

1. Contingency a d  Mobtlbutlon: 
A. Runp S- pa C-141 MOG GREEN - 5 oc m o n  

Y E L L o W - 3 l 0 4  
RED-lesschan3 

B. Does the bme have a fuel hydrant system? GREEN - Yes, fully Opaational 

RED - No or inoperalive 

GREEN.- 30% of mom excess NEW. capacity over cumnt q U h n d  
YELLOW - 10 to 29% excess capacity 
RED - c 10% excess capacity 

YELLOW - Yes, p a a t i d  but meds npaits 

C. What is the munitions storage capacity? 

D. Does Ihe base have a Hot Cargo Pad? GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

E. oeographic locatim. 
I 

Is the base located within 150 NM of: 
(a) a majar Army of Marine GREEN - Yes 

i m a t i o n  RED - NO 

(b) rail Iw%tss GREEN - YCS 
RED-NO 

(c) a port facility GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

2. FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS: 

Is the base located and does it have basic necessary characteristics to support another category's mission? 
(Assumes current mission is no b n g a  presart) 

A. Mobility 
8. Stmt~gk 
C. Tactical 

GREEN - Yes, meets quiremenu of MACRO LOOK with minor or kss MILCDN 
YELLOW - Yes, meets m e  qUinmenu of MACRO LOOK with major MILCON 
RED - Does not meet requifements of MACRO LOOK 

UNCLA 'JFIED 



UNCLAS, ~ I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

III. THE POTENTIAL TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS k3 A 
RECEIVING LOCATION. 

1. Contingency and Mobillzatian 

COLUMBUS G Y G G R G R 
MOW FueL HYDRANT MUNTIONS H.C.P. USMJSMC RAIL PORT 

LAUGHLIN 0 R Y G R 0 R 

REeSE 0 R R G R 0 R 

VANCE Y R Y G G 0 R 

WILLIAMS Y R 0 0 R 0 R 

MOW - GREEN = 5 01 mare; YELLOW = 3 to4; RED = < 3 

Fuel Hydrant - GREEN = Yes, fully operational; YELLOW = Yes, but not fully opaatiorral; RED = No 01 hapmath 

M a n t h  - GREEN = 30% 01 mocc exass N E W .  capacity; YELLOW = 10 to 29% excess capacity: RED = < 1096 excess Capscity 

H.C.P. (Hot Cage Pad) - GREEN = Yes; RED .C NO 

b the base locrtcd within 19NM d 8: 
MqJw A m y  or Marine installation GREEN = Yes 

RED = NO 

Rail Access 

Port 

GREEN = Ye 
RED = No 

GREEN = Yes 
RED = NO 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

m. THE POTENTIAL TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMEN"$ AS A 
RECEIVING LOCATION. 

2. FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS: 

Is rhe base located and das it have basic necessary characterisria IO suppat another category's mission? 
(Assumes cumnt mission is no kmgu pnsent) 

A. Mobility 
B. Strategic 

GREEN - Yes. meels nquirunenn of MACRO LOOK with minor or kss MILCON 
YELLOW - Ye, meets some rcquiranents of MACRO LOOK with mjcm MILCON 

C. Tactical RED - Does not W t  ~ U ~ U I U  of MACRO LOOK 

Mobility 
COLUMBUS a 

Strrteglc 
0 

Tactical 
G 

LAUCNLM R R 0 

REESE R R G 

VANCE R R G 

WILLIAMS R R G 

UNCLP -7FIED 



UNCLAb i k  IED 
1 

FLYING CATEGORY 
TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

IN. THE POTENTIAL TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS AS A 
RECEIVING LOCATION. 

MOCs FUEL HYD MUNS H.C.P. USARISMC RAIL PORT MOB STRAT TACT 
COLUMBUS 0 Y G G R G R  G G G 

LAUGHLIN 0 R Y G R O R  R .  R 0 

REESE 0 R R 0 R O R  R R G 

VANCE Y R Y G G G R  R R 0 

WILLIAMS Y R 0 G R G R  R R G 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASa h IED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

III. THE POTENTIAL TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS AS A 
RECEIVING LOCATION. 

MOGs FUEL HYD MUNS H.C.P. USANSMC RAIL PORT MOB STRAT TACT 
COLUMBUS 0 Y 0 G R O R  0 G G 

LAUGHLIN 0 R Y 0 R G R  R .  R 0 

REESE 0 R R G R O R  R R G 

VANCE Y R Y G G O R  R R 0 

WILLIAMS Y R 0 0 R O R  R R 0 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 

1.W TIME CUlSuRB COSTS: Rogramming impacl; excludes one-time envhmental  impact which is included in criteria t8. 

2.20 YEAR NET PRESENT VALUE (NPV) OF SAVINGS: Shows savings (positive n u m b )  derived by O u n t i n g  costj and savings ova 
a2Oyuupuipaiod 

3. NET STEADY STATE SAVINOS: T h  annual recurring savings which nsult from avoiding the operating ud penraurel casb of the closed 
base as offw by the rnnual mrming cosu such as CHAMPUS and housing as a result of closing rhe base 

4. MANPOWER REDUCIIONS Suppat manpower spaces eliminated as a m l t  of closing the base 

V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COSTS AND SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE NUMBER OF YEARS, BEGINNING WITH 
THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT, FOR THE SAVINGS TO EXCEED THE CO!STS. 

1. INVESTMENT PAYBACk Years elapsed closure year to payhack. P a M k  mpud horn Net Rumt Value d y s i s  using 
OMB Circular A-94 . 

UNCLP --gFIED 



IV COST AND MANPOWER 
IMPLICATIONS 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLM 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

UNCLA. IFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

oNBTlMea.muREalB1s l o r n  
M M )  (CYSM) Npv 0 

19.1 17.5 274 ’ 

31.8 29.1 227 
19.7 18.1 264 
14.2 13.0 215 
21.4 24.9 242 

S l E M Y  STATE MAN#IwpR 
NET SAVINOS R e D u c I x l N S  

38.7 865 
33.7 856 
37.3 774 
30.1 307 
37.2 905 

V RETURNON 
INVESTMENT 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

LAND VALUE ANALYSIS - SUMMARY O f  FLYING TRAINING BASES 

NPL R d  Small City 

COLUMBUS R G 

LAUGHLIN R 0 

W E  R 

VAN- R G 

WILLIAMS G 

Y 

Urban 

R 

ovacln R c ~  CQ-1 
G- LaUghlin 

Columbus 

VanCe 

Hard to ell: d b k  

Williams 

Modaate rcturn &Me 
within six  ears (Y-) 
RCCS 

G- 

Y- good return &nn&Y rn 
G- 

Y 

Note: Air Force experience with closing bases led to the 
conclusion that the near term potential for rtvmue from 
pmperty sales m l d  be too uIIccc18h\ to include it as a fonnal 
element in the cost arlysis. However, this information was 
available to and considaad by the BCEG in its delibaatiom. 

# 

UNCLA ‘YFIED 



U N C L A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

EMPLOYMENT 

POPULATION 

INCOME 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

OPERATING REVENUES 

EXPENDITURES 

INSTALLATION 
RESTORATION 
PROGRAMS (IRF) 

GREEN - Reduaions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 

RED - Reductions are less lhan 50% of historic high reduCtian (1989-1987), or negligible 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high nducticms (1969-1987) 

RED - Reductions arc kss than 50% of (he h& high reduction (1969-1987). or negligiile 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reddons (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reduclions are betwm 50% of the historic high raductbn and the historic high 
reduction 
RED - Reductions are less than 50% of (he historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

YELLOW - Reductions BTC between 50% of the historic high duction and Ihe histaic high 
duction (1969-1987) 

YELLOW - Reductions = between 50% of the hide high raductbn md the histaic high 
reduction (1969-1987) 

GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local gomment  is ne- md annper8tivdy large. 
(Expenditures savings me less than 75% of rcvcnue losses) 
YELLOW - The net T i  impact on local government is negative. but comparatively small. 
(Expenditures savings am 75% or morc of mxnuc losses) 
RED - The net fiscal impax on local government is neutral or poSitive. @xpenditum savings 
exceed revenue losses) 

GREEN - Actual ckan-~p time is estimated to be l~ngthy (> 5 y r ~ )  
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is moderate (about 5 yn) 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated In be relatively shaft (< 5 y r ~ )  

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNlTlES 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLW 
REESE 
VANCE 
WJLLlAMS 

EMPLOYMENT (crit. I) 

G 
0 
Y 
0 
R 

GREEN - Reductims ex& historic high reduction (1969.1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc between 5096 of Ihe h d  high ndUaim and the h d c  high reduction (1969-1987) 
RED - Reductions me less than 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLt' -",IFIED 



UNCLA. ~ I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC I M P A n  ON COMMUNITIES 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WlUIAMS 

POPULATION (crit. 2) 

0 
G 
G 
G 
R 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions are between 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high dudion (1969-3987) 
RED - Reduclions arc kss than 50% of historic high reduction (1%9-1987). or negligibk 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

COLUMBUS 
UUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

INCOME (crit 3) 

G 
G 
Y 
0 
R 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions me betweat 50% of the hworic high duction and the historic high ducti0n (1969-1987) 
RED - Reductions are kss Ihan 50% of historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLA ‘qfFIED 



UNCLA~ RFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vl. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OPERATING REVENUES/EXPENDlTURES (dr 4) 

G 
G 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative and canparativCly kgc. (Expenditma mdngs m kss 
than 75% of revenue losses.) 
YELLOW - The net fiscal impact on local govanment is negative. but comparatiVely df. (ExpadiacFw savhyrs me 
75% ot m m  of revenue losses.) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral of positive. (Expenditmu h g s  e x d  rmnue loas#) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

M. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

INWALLATION REmORATION PROGRAMS (IRP) (cnt. 5 )  

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

Y 
R 
Y 
G 
G 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lengthy @ate than 5 years). 
YELLOW - A c i d  clean-up rime is estimated to be moduna (about 5 yeas). 
RED - Actual ckan-up time is estimated lo be relatively short (wilhin 5 years). 

UNCLP OYFIED 



U N C L A ~ F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OPERATING REVENUES 

EMPLOYMENT POPULATION INCOME /EXPENDITURES f RP 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WnLIAMS 

G 
G 
Y 
G 
R 

G 
G 
G 
G 
R 

G 
G 
Y 
G 
R 

0 
0 
G 
G 
G 

Y 
R 
Y 
a 
ci 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

M. THE ABILITY OF BOTH EXISTING AND POTENTlAL RECEIVING COMMuNlTIES INFRA!STRUCTURE TO SUPPORT FORCES, 
MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

1. Commuuity 1a-m 

A. Alfordable, auxptable off base housing 

B. Base &wed by public transportation 

C. Adequm off base lccFcItloll facilities 

D. Adequate shopping facilities 

2. Educltioa 

A. llrpil lo Teacha Ratio 
(Max allowable ratio) 

B. Students lhat go on to colkge 

C. Oppatunity f a  ofl base education 

3. Availability of community medical facilities 

GREEN - Yes: RED - NO 

GREEN - Yes; RED - NO 
GREEN - Ye; RED - NO 

GREEN - 20 rniks or less: RED - > 20 miles 

G R E E N - 5 2 5 t o l  
YELLOW -26 - 30 D 1 
R E D - > 3 0 t o l  

GREEN - 2 60% 
W W  - 40% to 59% 
RED - < 40% 

GREEN - Underxilad COUISCS UiIhh 25  mil^ 
YELLOW - kss course opportunity within U miles 
RED - No education opportunity within 2!i miles 

GREEN - Adequate, no adva~e impact 
YELLOW - Available, minimal impact 
RED - Medically undaservtd 

UNCLA WFIED 
1 



UNCLA~ JFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

W. THE ABILITY OF BOTH EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES INFRASTRUCTURE TO SuPPOkT m R C W ,  
MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

HOUS TRANS REC SHOPRATIO COLLEGE EDUCATION MEDICAL 
COLUMBUS 0 R G O R  G G a 

Y G Y 
G a 

LAUGHLJN G G G G Y  
REESE a R a G O  
VANCE a 0 a G Y  G G a 
WILLIAMS a R G G R  Y 0 a 

Not Tmckcd 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

MII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing condidom f a  decision making) 

1. AIRQUAUTY GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No restrictions on amsauCtianlopardau 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment am. No nstrictions on amsbucdonloperatiocra 
RED - Base is h non-aaainment area and msIr’uctid~tim constmhts apply. 

2. WATER GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no known amtaminants pesent 
YELLOW - Suspcct regional water supplics; contaminants pesent within 1 non-potable wa@ zotlc 
RED - Inadequate regional water supplies and/or region within a strtc d over drah andlor 
contaminants detected within potable water soctrces 

3. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDRIAWRDOUS WASTE 

A. Asbesros 

B. Radon 

C. Solid Waste 

GREEN - c 10% facilim with esbestos containing mattrials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and c 25% facilities with ACM, m y  incanpkte. unable to asses 
rnenwes 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

GREEN - Radon not present or detected c 4 pk/l 

RED - Radon presenl; deteaion > 20 piJl 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have > 10 yeas capscity remainin# 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 yeas crqwcity remaining 
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have c 5 yean Cspscity remaining 

YELLOW - Radon pesent; detection > 4 pM& < #)pidl 

UNCLACVFIED 



UNCLAS&ED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(AsaJsment of existing canditiom f a  decision making) 

4. BIOLOGICAL 

A. Habitat GREEN - R m  not F t  

- oc quire "walr BIMmds" 
YELLOW - Resources present which do not currently const& 
RED - Resort~cts pwent which oonsudn currat ctmtmti- 
to support C u m n t  operacion 

B. ?hreatentd and Endangaed Specks (T&E) 

c. wulands G/Y/R (same as habitat) 

G/Y/R (same as habitat) 

5. CULTURAL GREEN - No existing rtsoulces 
YELLOW - Hisloric or ineligible pehistdc mou~~es IC pwent, but Q not cmrcntly cwbain 
constructionEopastions, or base survey incompkte 
RED - Eligible 01 potentially eligible pnhistoric n m  me pnsent and colwbain cmcnt 
lxmbucti~tim 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Wr. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(bcssmcnt  of exisling d t i o m  fa decision making) 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

A. Rimemduniquc 
fmnhnds 

8. Mi- 
Resormxs 

C. Soil Contamination 

GREEN - No prime and mique fmlamls exkt 
YELLOW - Rime and unique farmlands exist; mources compaible with clprcnt 
consuuction/opaations 
RED - Rime and unique farmlands ex* large ams; remmcea hcompetible with 
msmlcti~tim 

GREEN - NO ~KWII -ts 
YELLOW - Rcsoumcs currently ex&, no known c o n d n t  on cllrnnt -- 
RED - Resources cumntly exist and constrain on cumnt c o n s h u c W o p c ~  

GREEN - No soil contaminants pmmt 
YELLOW - Soil contaminants present which do not curm~tly Constrain c o m l r u c w  
RED - Sail contaminants pleSen1 which constrain cumnt a m ~ t ~ ~ t i w  

I 

UNCLA@TFIED 



UNCLA, ~FIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Asscsmcnt of existing conditions fa decision making) 

AIR QUALITY (crit 1) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

G 
G 
G 
0 
R 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(AssesJment of existing condidom for dedsicm making) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE! 
WlUIAMs 

WATER (crit. 2) 

Y 
Y 
R 
Y 
R 

GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies end no known contaminants present. 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminanfs pnsent withiin a non-potable uata zone. 
RED - Inadequate regional water supplies and/or ngicm within a state of ovet draft d o r  urntaminants d e w  within 
potable wa€a smlccs. 

UNCLb '"J[FIED 



f UNCLA,. BIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

MI. THE ENVIRONMENTAL lMPACT 
(Amssmcnt of existing conditions for decisian making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDRlAZARDOUS WASTE 

ASBESTOS (crit. 3a) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

Y 
R 
Y 
Y 
R 

GREEN - c 10% facilities wifh asbcsm conraining materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and e 25% facilities with ACM, survey i m p l e t e ;  unable to assess pemSqes 
RED - > 2S% facilities containing ACM 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
F'LYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Ym. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of exisling dtim fa decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDR1AZARDOUS WASTE 

RADON (crit. 3b) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCX 
WILLIAMS 

Y 
G 
G 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - Radon not pnsart or detccted < 4 pidl 

RED - Redon pnscnt; detection > 20 pic/l 
YELLOW - Radon pnsent; daeccion > 4 pic/l and < 2opic/l 

f 



UNCLA, AFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions for decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WDLLIAMS 

SOLID WASTE (crit. 3c) 

G 
€3 
Y 
G 
G 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have >I0 years capecity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 years capacity ranahhg 
RED - Exisring regional disposal facilities have 4 years capacity rUnaining 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
n Y I N G  CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Mn. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assesmcnt of existing caddons for &cision making) 

BlOLOCtCAL 

COLUMBUS 
LAUOHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

HABITAT (crit 4a) 

Y 
Y 
a 
a 
a 

GREEN - Rcsoums not pesent 
YELLOW - ResMnces present which do not ccpmndy 
constrain con~auctid-. 
RED - Resortrcw present which amSaain current 
construction/operetions or quire "work uounds" to support 
m t  opauiona 

THREATENED AND 
ENDANGERED SPECIES (crit. 4b) 

Y 
G 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN - (Same as for Habitat) 
YELLOW - (Same as for Habitat) 
RED - (Same as for Habitat) 

WeTLANDS (crit. 4c) 

G 
Y 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - (Same e for habitat) 
YELLOW - (Same m for Habitat) 
RED - (Same rn for Habitat) 

UNCI JSIFIED 



U N C L ~ I F I E D  
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Asassment of e x k ~ i n ~  conditions for decisian making) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
W A M S  

CULTURAL RESOURCES fcrit. 5) 

Y 
0 
0 
Y 
R 

GREEN - NO existing NSJWCCS. 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric rcsomes an pnsent. but do not CumnUy c m d n  amtn~ti-, 
or base survey incomplete. 
RED - Eligible ar potcnlially eligible prehistoriC CGSOUICCS an pnsent and umstrain cmnnt amstrucdorJopaations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Asscsmcnt of exisring conditions for &&ion making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS (ait. 6a) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist. 
YELLOW - Rime and unique farmlands exist; r t s~u~ces  comptibk with current C. 
RED - Prime md unique farmlands exist; large arca~ ICSOUICCS incompatible With CItmnt C o l l S t N c ~ d ~ .  

UNCI * CSIFIED 



UNCL, BIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

WII. THE ENVIRONMEM'AL IMPACT 
(hmment  of existing conditions far decida~ making) 

COLUMBUS 
LAUGHLIN 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

MINERAUENERGY RESOURCES (crit. 6b) 

Y 
G 
G 
Y 
0 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
FLYING CATEGORY 

TRAINING SUBCATEGORY CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assesmcnt of exisling conditiorrs far decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

COLUMBUS 
WUGHL" 
REESE 
VANCE 
WILLIAMS 

SOIL CONTAMINATION (crit. 6c) 

Y 
G 
Y 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - No soil conlaminanu present. 
YELLOW - Soil contaminanls pwent which do not cumndy constrain c o r r s ~ t i o I u  
RED - Soil conraminants pnsent which cotlstl8in cumnt construction/opesations. 

UNCL ')SIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

TRAINING CATEGORY 

DESCRIPTION OF CATECORY 

Technical Training Centers 

The primary purpose of bases in this category is to train Air F a x  personnel in a variety of technical 
skills. I m m t  attributes required by bases in this category arc: 

- clas- - * g facilities 
- Student billeting 
- Unique course requimnents - Administrativt spa~e 

Bases in this category a x  

Gcxxlfellow AFB, Texas 
Ktcsler AFB, Mississippi 
Lackland AFB, Texas 

Sheppard AFB, Texas 
Lowly AFB, Colorado 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY CAPACITY 

Technical Training Centcrs 

ANALYSIS 

The force structure reflected in the DoD FORX Strucbxc Plan significantly decreases 
the quiremcnt for traintd personnel. Thc Air Farce will cut enlisoed accessions by more 
than 25 pacent to approximarely 30,oOO per year. 

B a d  on these reductions the Air Force fmsees significant excess capacity at its 
Technical Training Centers even with the prtviously announced closure of Chanutc AFB, 
Illinois. By consolidating from six to four Tecbnicat Training Centers, the Air Force can 
attain significant economics and retain a capacity to surge. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
LOWRY AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: Lowry Air Force Bast, Colorado, is rtcommended for closure. The 
Lowry Technical Training Center will inactivate. courSes currently conducted at Lowry 
Air Forcc Base will bt consolidated at remaining Technical Training Centers, conuactcd, or 
relocattd to other locations. Tht lOOlst Space Systems Squadron, Defense Finance and 
Accounting Service, and Air Force Reme personntl Center will remain at Lowry Air 
Force Base in cantonxnent areas. No housing (unaccompanied and family), community 
suppon, recreation, or other base support facilities will be retained. Major tenant units 
relocating a: 3320th Comctional Squadron to Lackland AFB, Texas; and the U.S. Army 
instructor and support cadre to Kttsler m, Mississippi. All other personnel will depart, 
courSes from Chanute AFB, Illinois, realigned to b w r y  by the 1988 Base Closure 
Commission will, instcad, realign to various other locations. 

Justification: The Air Force has one more Technical Training Ccntcr base than needed to 
support Itduced Air Force enlisted accessions (30,000 per year). All Technical Training 
Center bases wen  considered for closure equally in a process that conformed to the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 and the Office of Secretary of Defense 
(OSD) guidance. Each base was evaluated against the eight DoD selection criteria and a 
large number of subelements specific to Air Force bases and missions. The selection 
process involved the evaluation of a large number of subelements of the criteria by the 
Base Closure Executive Group (BCEG), a group of five general officers and five senior 
civilians appointed by the Secretary of the Air Force. The decision to close Lowry Air 
Force Base was made by the Sccxetary of the Air Force with advice of the Air Farce Chief 
of Staff and in consultation with the BCEG. /---- 

As with the other categories, it was difficult to select closure candidates. All 
Technical Training Center bases arc in gentrally good condition with smng community 
support. Distinctions can be.dxawn, however, when the data are evaluated against all eight 
of the DoD selection criteria and Air Force subelements. b w r y  Air Force Basc ranked 
low and is ncommendcd for closure. While Lowry Air Force Bast’s ranking rests on the 
combined results of applying the eight DoD selection criteria, rather than one or two 
specific deficiencies, a few points stand out. Lowry Air Force Base’s facilities ranked 
below the category average. The lack of a runway limited this base’s overall long tcrm 
military value and its ability to accept additional missions across a broad sptcrrum. 
Although not part of the cost analysis, I ~ w r y  Air Force Base has one of the highest 
potentials to =rum substantial procttds from property disposal to the Bast Closure 
Account. Finally, the closure of Lowry Air Force Base would reduce excess qaci ty  with 
favorable savings. 

Thc closurc of Lowry Air Forct Base will have an impact on the local economy, 
although it is relatively the least seven of any of the Technical Training Center bases. It 
is projected to result in a population loss of approximately 9,500 persons, direct and 
in- employment loss of nearly 12,000 jobs, and regional income loss of nearly 295 
million dollars. These losses arc in contrast to a ngional population of nearly 1,600,000, 
available jobs of nearly l,OOO,OOO, and regional annual income of approximately 28 billion 
dollars. 

c 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
By the end of FY 97, the net cost of implementing this recommendation is about 

-.7 W 9 U  
savings after hplcmen&on are expected to be $54.2M. All values are in TY$. 

This cost could be reduced by approximately $lOOM in land value. Annual 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

Technical Training Centers 

SPECIFIC ACTIONS/IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

Lowry AFB, Colorado 

JXsDosition 

Lowry Technical Training Center ............................... Inactivates 
lOOlst Space System Squadron ................................. Remains 
Defense Finance and Accounting Service ........................... Remains 
AF Reserve Personnel Center .................................. Remains 
3320th Carrcctional Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Relocates to Lackland AFB, Texas 
U.S. Army cadrt ....................... Relocates to Ktcsler AFB, Mississippi 
coursts designated for Lowry AFB 
by 1988 Bast Closure Commission .................................. TBD 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

TRAINING CATEGORY 
TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS 

CRITERIA 
I 

UNCLPc IFIED 1 



UNCLAsu 1 FIED 

I. THE CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON OPERATIONAL READINESS OF DOD 

CLOSURE RATING (G.Y.R] 

1. An exisling Trained Rmnd Requiremenu m) 
for base's primary mission remaining in 
theAirFOm? 

3. If thae is force sbuctufc to support other c a k ~ e s  
at Ihe base. will they nmain in the inventory? 

GREEN - Air Force quires TPR over FYDP - no programmed ductions 

RED - No TPR or 'IPR i s  being phased out 
YELLOW - Air ForCe q u i n S  TPR ovw FYDP - but has pr~grammed r e d m  

GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 
GREEN - F m  structure is a key put ofthe fonx structlae plan 

YELLOW - Fom structure is an integral part of the force structltre plan - but has 

RED - No 01 Face structure is being phased out in the force siructm p h  

no pogrsmmbdduclions 

programmed ~ u c t i o n s  

GOODFELLDW Y 
KEESLER Y 

' LACKLAND Y 
LOWRY Y 
SHEPPARD Y 

?PR ACTIVE RUNWAY OTHER CATEGORY SUPPORT 

* supports BMT, OTS, and Wilford Hall 
supports DFAS (old AFAFC) 

R 
G 
R 
R 
G 

R 
G 
R' 
R'' 
G 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

n. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXImNG AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

1. Are there unique hcilltka at the instillation 
which must be nsliated W t k  base b doscd? 
(High cost spceirllzcd fnclIitles) 

GREEN - Yes, unique facilities exists 
RED - No, unique facilities exists 

2A. Existing Asaoetrted Alrspm encroachment (special use ahspace) 

MOAs and Reslrictcd Aiqmce 

Auxiliary Airfields 

tow Level Routes 

GREEN - Civil and commmial aviation &velapent genaally unqmtible with 
existing military operating anas and nsaicted airspace 
YELLOW - Civil and commarial aviation development impacts llccess to some 
(limited) MOAs. Near-tern) development of MOAs of restricted may be 
limited 
RED - Civil and commercial aviation dominates the development of, and llccess to 

GREEN - Regional development generally compatible with Alauxiliary Airfields use 
YELLOW - Regional development incompatible in sane (limited) areas. creating 
some restrictions on Auxiliary Airfield use 
RED - Regional development severely incompatiik in many mas, causing major 
modiications or scvenly limit access to Auxiliary M~dds  

GREEN - Regional development generally compatibk with low lmel mlt access 
YELLOW - Regional development incompatible m sane (limited) ~IWLS, creating 
restrictions on low kvcl route structure 
RED - Regional development severely incompatiik in many arcas, causing major 
modifications to low level routes 

MOAS. NCW-L~I~II developtnUtt Of MOAS d c t a d  incOmptibk 

UNCLF -7IFIED 



UNCLA, JFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Criterb II (Cont) 
2B. Future Amdated Airspace Encroachment (specbl use drspm) 

M O h  and Restricted Ainpaco 

Auxiliary M'lds 

Low Level Routed 

GREEl 
main 
YELU 
some( 
limited 
RED - 
MOAs 
airspac 

N - Future civil and commercial aviatiOn development genaally expeded Io 
I compatible with existing military oprathg a r m  and re~aicrcd rinpgCe 
DW - Future civil and canmercial avirtiOn develapnent may hpsct access (0 
;limited) MOAs. Future development of MOAs OT restricted airspace may be 
I 
Future civil and commercial aviation may predominate lhc &al and mxxs!? DD 
may become sevz~ely limited. Futm devebpment of MOAs or mtrktcd 

e may be timitcd 

GREEN - Future regional development generally expected to be compati%le With 
Auxiliary M i l d  
YELLAlW - F u m  regional development may bccome incanpntibk in somc 
(limited) am$, creating some rudctions an mms to Auxiliary M ~ l d s  
RED - Future regional development MY s e ~ a e l y  inmmpstible in m y  

causing major modifications to A u x i l i  Airfield 

GREEN - Future regional development genaally ex- to be eampatible With b w  
level foutc access 
YELWW - F u m  regional development may become inuwnpntibk in same 
(limit6a) areas, creating restrictions on low kvel mute spucwle 
RED - Future regional development may bawme sevaely incOmpati%le in many 
areas, causing m a .  &ications to low kvel routes 

UNCLASSIFIED 



Critetb XI (Coat) 
3. Faeiiitiea apaclty: 

B8SC 

Housing 

4. Facilities condition: 

B e  

ACondition 

B. Cost: 

Housing 

A. condition 

B. Cost: 

UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

GREEN >or=tothemean 
YELLOW > o r =  (0 -1 standard deviation md < themean 
RED < -1 standarddeviation 

GREEN >or=tOIhemean 
YELLOW > or = to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 standarddeviation 

GREEN >or+tothemean 
YELLOW > or = to -1 Jtandard deviation ud < themcan 

GREEN < o r = m t h e m c a n  
YELLOW > the mean and e o r =  to +1 standard- 
RED >+lstandard&viation 

RED < -1 StandarddeViStion 

GREEN >oretothemean 
YELLOW > or = to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 Standardde~idOn 

GREEN < a r t t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW > rhe mean and < or = to +I standard deviation 
RED >+lstandarddeviation 

UNCLP "YFIED 



i UNCLA AFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE hXISTMG AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

1. 
which must be replicated if the base b cbed? 

Ate then maiqoc hdiitiea at the bst8ll8tioa GREEN - YCS 
RED - NO 

OOODFELulW 0 

KEESLER 0 

LACKLAND 0 

LOWRY 0 

SHEPPARD a 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
2. Exisling Amdated Airspace Encroechment (SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE) 

2.A Existing Lmd/Regional Community Encroachment 
AUX LOW 

MOAdRA AIRFIELD LEVEL 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

NIA 
G 
NIA 
NIA 
G 

NIA 
0 
NIA 
NIA 
Y 

GREEN - Civil and annmercial aviation GREEN - Regional development gcna'ally GREEN - Re@& &relapmart m y  
development generally compatible with 
existing Military Operatins Anas and 

compatible with access to Auxiliary Airfield 
activity 

comptibk with low-knl mute ymss 

Restricted AIrsprce 

YELLOW - Civil and commercial aviation 
development impncu access to gomc (limited) 
MOAs. Near tenn development of MOAs or 
Restricted Airspace may be limited. 

dominates h e  development of and xm!ss to 

Restricted Airspace incompatible 

RED - Civil and canmercial aviation 

MOAS. Nw-CUm development Of MOAs 

YELLOW - Re- develOpment 
YELLOW - Regional development 
incornpatile in some (limited) areas, creating 
nstrictions on Auxiliary Airf~ld activities 

RED - Regional development sevmly 
incompatible in many areas, causing ma* 
modifications to Auxiliary Airfield access, or 
severely limits access to MOAs 

incompatible in somc @mitcd) areas, &g 
restrictions on low krel mute structm 

RED - R ~ g i d  &VCIF~ a ~ a e l y  
incompatible in many mas, causing major 
modifications to low kvel m t ~  

UNCL/ JIFIED 



UNCLA~ AFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE FOR BOTH THE EXISlRlG AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
2. Associafed AirJpace Enmachmatt (Special Use Airspece) 
2.B Futm LcWRegionsl Canmunity Encroachment 

AUX LOW 
MOMRA AIRFIELD LEVEL 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

GREEN - F u t m  civil and annmercial 
aviation devclopmenl generally expected to 
remain compatible with exisling Milimy 
Opating Areas and Restricted Airspece 
YELLOW - Future civil and commercial 
a v i a h  development may i-t y m s s  to 
some (limited) MOAS. Future developmatt 
of Restricted Ainpace may be limited. 
RED - F u t m  civil and commercial avhtbn 

MOAs may become severely limited. Future 
development of Restricted AirJpece 
incompatible 

may predominate Ihe lltll and Bccess to 

GREEN - Future r e g i d  development 
generally expected to compatible with llccess 
to Air-Mmnd ranges 

YELLOW - Futun ~ @ o n a l  dCVC1-t 
may become incompatible in some (limited) 

onaccesstoAir- -, -g- 
&round ranges 

* .  

RED - F u t m  regional development may 
become sevaely incompatibk in many IVCIU, 
causing maja  modificalions to A i r - t o - G d  
range Bcows 

NIA 
0 
NIA 
N/A 
G 

GREEN - FuW developmat 
generally expected to be m p n t i b k  with 
low-lml mte axcN 

RED - Fume r e g i d  development may 
become Jcverely incompatible in many areas, 
causing major modifdm to low k v d  
routes 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

n. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT B O m  THE EMSTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

B. Cost 

Housing 
A. condition 

B. Cost 

GOODFELLDW 

KEESLER 

LACKLAND 

LOWRY 

SHEPPARD 

CAPACITY 
BASElHOUSING 

R R 

a G 

G Y 

G Y 

G G 

GREEN > o r = t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW >or= to -1 standard deviation and < themean 

GREEN >or=toIhemean 
YELLOW > or = to -1 standard deviation ud < the mean 

RED <-1~tandarddeViali011 

RED <-l~tandarddeViati~n 

GREEN > o r = t o r h e m e a n  
YELLOW > 01 = to -1 standard deviation and < the mean 
RED < -1 ~tandatd devhti~n 
GREEN < o r = t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW > Ihc mean and < 01 = to +1 standad deviation 
RED >+lsmdard&viatiOcl 

GREEN > o r = t o t h e m e a n  
YELLDW > or= to -1 standard deviation md c themean 

GREEN < o r = t o t h e m e a n  
YELLOW >therneanand<or=to+lJtandarddeviation 
RED >+lSrandarddeviation 

RED < -1 standard devhtio~r 

CONDITION COST 
BASIYHOUSING B ASElHOUSING 

R G Y G 

G G G G 

Y R Y R 

Y Y R Y 

G G G G 

UNCL FIFIED 



1 UNCLA. ~ F I E D  
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

11. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THff EXISTMC AND 
POTENTtAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
5.A Existing Local/Rcgiond Community Encroachment 

APZ 

OOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

NIA 
Y 
NIA 
N/A 
Y 

GREEN - ofc-base de~e l~pnent  m y  
compatible with accident potential wries and 
quantity-distan# criteria 

YELLOW - OfF-M devebpment 
incompatible in nome (limitad) ansr 
c o n s u u c t i ~ t i o r r s .  

RED - 0 f T - b  denlopnCN h w i l e  
with accident potentid mtcs, or quantity- 
distance safay crilaia 

NOISE 

NIA 
Y 
NIA 
N/A 
G 

GREEN - Off-ba~~ develOpmnt gWdally 
compatible with Air Installalion Compatible 
Use Zone noise recommendations 

YELLOW - off-base development 
incompatible in some (limited) arcas 

RED - Off-base development incompatible in 
many areas, or many pbople exposed to high 
noise levels 

ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

NIA 
G 
NIA 
N/A 
G 

i 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

II. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EMSTING AND 
RECEIVING LOCATIONS 
5.B Futm LocaVRegional Community Encroachment 

APZ 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEFTARD 

GREEN - Futm off* d e W l ~ C n t  
generally expected to mnain compatible with 
accident potential z011cd rrnd quantity-distance 
criteria 

YELLOW - FucUn off-base deve lOpm~t  
m a y  become incompetibk in some (limited) 

RED - Future off-base d c v c m n t  may 
become incompstibk with accident potential 
zones, or quantitydistance safety criteria 

nRa¶ amsmlctidw-. 

NOISE 

NIA 
Y 
NJA 
NIA 
G 

GREEN - Futllre 0ff-h~ dcvClOpItlUIt 
generally expected to be compatible with Air 
Installation Compatible Use Zone noise 
ramnmcndations 

YELLOW - FUOa o f f - b ~  dcvelOpnat 
may becane incompatible in some (limited) 
areas 

RED - Futm off-bese d e V C n l ~ t  m y  
become incompntibk in many ams, or many 
pmpk exposed to high noise levels 

ENVIRONS AIRSPACE 

GREEN - Focential fOr C n C m s c h m ~ t  Is 
LOW and little or no aperational adjustments 
fmticil#lted 

RED - plotentirrl f a  encrollchment Is high 
and may n q u k  subsrantial opcm~onal 
adjustments 

UNCLP “IIFIED 



UNCLA ~ F I E D  
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Il. THE AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AM) ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS. 

GREEN - > 3 
YELLOW - 2 U, 3 
R f 2 D - l ~ -  

6. What are the number d rnlssIon8 mpportcd? 
(RhBV PlUS r O f  dkI'(8)) 

GOODFELKIW 

KEESLER 

LACKLAND 

LOWRY 

SHEPPARD 

M H E R  MISSIONS 

R 

Y 

G 

Y 

Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

II. AVAILABIUTY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND 
POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 

LOWRY 

SHEPPARD 
* NO ACTIVE RUNWAY 

UNCLlE -7IFIED 



UNCLAL 
L 

~FIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Ill. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND FUTURE TOTAL REQUIREMENTS AT THE 
EXI!ZING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING LOCATION. 

1. Contingency and Mobilization: 
A. Runp Spe~e C-141 MOO GREEN- 5 YELLOW - 3 U) 4; RED - less thsr 3 

B. Does the base have a fuel hydrant system? GREEN - Yes, fully opedm1 
YELLOW - Yes, opaatioclal but needs repain 
RED - No 01 inopca(ive 

GREEN - 309b of more excess NE.W. W i t y  over cmrent mquhment 

RED - < 1096 excess capacity 

C. What is the munitiau storage capacity? * 

YELLOW - 10 U) 29% cxccss capa~ity 

D. Does the base have a Hot Ougo Pad? GREEN - YCS; RED - NO 

E. Gtognphic location. 
1s the baa located within 150 NM of: 

(a) a major Army or Marine installation GREEN - Yes; RED - No 

(b) rail acGess 

(c) a pat facility 

GREEN - Y~s;  RED - NO 

GREEN - Yes; RED - NO 

2. FUTURE MlRCE REQUIREMENTS: 
Is the base locaoed and does it have basic necessary characreristics to suppat another category’s mission (Assumes cllmnt m i s s i i  is no bnger 
present)? 

A Mobility 
B. Strategic 
C. Tactical 

MOC HYD MUNS H.C.P. 
G O O D W W *  R R  R R 
KEESLER Y R  R G 
LACKLAND. R R  R R 
WWRY’ R R  R R 
SHEPPARD G Y  Y G 
* No active nmway 

GREEN - Yes, meets nquiremcnts of MACRO LOOK with minor or kss MlLCXlN 
YELLOW - Yes, meds sane requinments of MACRO LOOK with major MILCON 
RED - Does not meCt q u i r e m ~ ~ ~ t s  Of MACRO LDOK 

LOCATION OTHER MSN 
AWMCRAIL PORT MOB STRATTACT 
R O R  R R R 
R G O  Y Y Y 
G G R  R R R 
G G R  R R R 
R G R  Y Y Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 

I. ONE TIME CLOSURE COSTS: Rogramming impact; excludes one-time envhmental impact which is included in criteria t8.  

2.20 YEAR NET PRESENT VALUE (NPV) OF SAVINGS: Shows savings (positive numbex) derived by dkounhg costs and savings ova 
a 20 yes period 

3. NET STEADY STATE SAVINGS: The annual recurring savings which result fm avoiding the optrating ud pasaurel costs of the closed 
base 8s offset by IJM? mual muning cosu such as CHAMPUS and housing as a rcsult of closing the baa 

4. MANPOWER REDUCIIONS: Support manpower spaxs eliminated as a result of closing the base 

V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COSTS AND SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE NUMBER OF YEARS, BEGINNING WlTH 
THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT, FOR THE SAVTNGS TO EXCEED THE COSTS. 

1. INVESTMENT PAYBACK Yess elapsed from closure year to payback. parback computed Cnnn Net ResGnl Value analysis using 
OMB Circular A-94 

U N C L P  IFIED C 



UNCL~ ~ F I E D  
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

IV COST AND MANPOWER 
IMPLICATIONS 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

174.9 154.9 127 34.0 808 
12.5 1116 
50.4 913 

2729 241.8 (146) 

44.5 900 
5426 478.8 (1) 
266.8 227.7 125 
463.1 408.2 8 39.9 909 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

LAND VALUE ANALYSIS - SUMMARY of TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS 

NPL 

GOODFELLOW R 

KEESLER R 

LACKLAND R 

LOWRY R 

SHEPPARD R 

Rural Small City U h  ovaall w a u n m a y  

G 

Y 

I 

Note: Air Force experience with closing bases kd to the 
conclusion that the near term potential for m u e  fm 
pmperty saks would be loo unccmin to include it as a formal 
element in Ihe cost analysis. Howeva, this infomation was 
available to and considend by the BCEG in its delibaatiom. 

J!3IFIED 



UNCL AIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES. 

1. EMptOYMENT 

2. POPULATION 

3. INCOMB 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc betwear 50% of the historic high reduction and the historic high 

RED - Reductions arc kss lhan 50% of historic high duction (1969-1987), or negligible 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high Feductions (1969-1987) 

RED - Reductions me less than 50% of the historic high rsducdon (1969-1987), or ncgtigs%le 

GREEN - Reductions exceed historic high reductions (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reduclions arc between 50% of the historic high rcductkm and the h i d c  high 
reduction 
RED - Reductions arc kss lhan 50% of the historic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

red~lion (1969-1987) 

YELLOW - R e d ~ l i o n s  
reduction (1969-1987) 

betwa~n 50% ol the historic high duction and the WC hi@ 

4. LOCAL GOVERNMENT GREEN - The net f i  impact on local government is ncg8tivc nd comparadvely large. 
(Expenditures savings me less than 75% of rewmue losses) 
YELLOW - Tltc net fiscal impact on local government is negative, but comparatively small. 
(Expendit- savings am 75% or mom of revenue losses) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local g o v u n m t  is neutral or positive. (Expaulituns savings c x c d  
revenue losses) 

OPERATING REVENUES 

ExPENDmJRE3 

5. INSTALLATION 
RESTORATION 
PROGRAMS (IRP) 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be lengthy (> 5 yn) 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up time is moderate (about 5 yn) 
RED - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be relafively short (< 5 yn) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

OOODFEUIOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

EMPLOYMENT (crit. 1) 

G 
G 
G 
R 
G 

GREEN - Reddons ex& historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Rductiow arc between 50% of h e  historic high reduction and the historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
RED - Rducths arc less han 50% of hisunic high reduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLb IFIED T 



UNCL, ~IFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPAm ON COMMUNITlES 

GOODFKLLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEWARD 

POPULATION (crit 2) 

G 
G 
G 
R 
G 

GREEN - Reductions ex& historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - Reductions arc between 50% of the historic high reddm and bre historic high lsduaion (1969-1987) 
RED - Reductions are less than SO% of historic high duction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

GOODFELJBW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEFTARD 

INCOME (crit. 3) 

G 
G 
G 
R 
0 

GREEN - Raductians ex& historic high reduction (1969-1987) 
YELLOW - RadUCtions arc between 50% of UIC historic high reduction and the histaic hgh reductb (1969-1987) 
RED - ReduaiOns are kss than 50% of historic high nduction (1969-1987). or negligible 

UNCL -FIFIED 



UNCL~, JIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

OOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT OPERATING REVENUEMIXPeNDITURES (dt. 4) 

Y 
G 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - The net fiscal impact on local government is negative and compentively large. (Expendimes savings me kss 
than 75% of revenue losses.) 
YELLOW - ll~~ net fiscal impacl on local government is negative, but compSratively small. (Expenditun~ Swings llcc 
75% or more of revenue losses.) 
RED - The net fiscal impact on local government is neutral or positive. (ExPendiarreJ savings exadd mnue lo6scs.) 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

OOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
UlWRY 
SHEPPARD 

INSTALLATION RESTORATION PROGRAMS (IRP) (crit. 5 )  

R 
Y 
R 
R 
R 

GREEN - Actual clean-up time is estimated to be kngthy (gnats than 5 yean). 
YELLOW - Actual clean-up lime is estimated to be moderate (about 5 years). 
RED - Actual ckan-up time is estimated to be nlatively short (within 5 yean). 

UNCLA SIFIED 7 



) UNCL,- BIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VI. ECONOMIC IMPACT ON COMMUNITIES 

OOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

EMPLOYMENT 

a 
a 
G 
R 
a 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OPERATING REVENUES 

POWLATION INCOME /EXPENDITURES IRP 

G 
G 
G 

. R  
G 

G 
0 
G 
R 
G 

Y 
0 
G 
a 
Y 

R 
Y 
R 
R 
R 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

MI. THE ABILITY OF 30TH EXISTMG AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING COMMUNITIES INFRASTRUCTURE TO SbPPORT FORCES, 
MISSIONS, AND PERSONNEL. 

1. Community Inthsmctm 

A. AfFordabIe, (Icccptable off base housing 

B. Base saved by public trraspormtion 

C. Adaquate off base r o c d o n  facilities 

GREEN - Ye; RED - NO 

GREEN - YCS; RED - NO 

GREEN - YCS: RED - NO 

D. Adequak shopping facilities GREEN - 20 miles M I t s s ;  RED - > 20 miks 

2. Education 

A. Pupil to Teacha Ratio 
(Max allowable ratio) 

B. Studmts that go 011 to colkge 

C. Opportunity for at€ base education 

GREEN - S 25 to 1 
YELLOW - 26 - 30 to 1 
R E D - > 3 0 t o 1  

GREEN - 2 60% 
YELLOW - 40% to 59% 
RED - < 40% 

GREEN - UnderBrad COU~SCS within 25 miles 
YELLOW - Less course oppatunity within 25 miks 
RED - No education oportunity within 25 miles 

3. Availability of community medical facilities GREEN - Adequate, no advase impact 
YELLOW - Available, minimal impact 
RED - M d i l y  undaserved 

HOUS TRANS REC SHOP TPRATlO COLLEGE EDUCATION MEDICAL 
GOODFELLOW G R G G Y G G G 
KEESLER G G G G R G G 0 
LACKLAND G G G G G G G G 
LOWRY G G G G R G G G 
SHEPPARD G G G G Y Y G G 

UNCLA IFIED Y 



UNCL,. ~ BIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing coditions f a  decision making) 

1. AIR QUAUTY GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No d t i w  on constructidopaatiu18. 
YELLOW - Base is in non-attainment a m .  No restrictions on construct id^. 
RED - Base is in nonatlainment area and construction/opaatios consmhts apply. 

t. WATER GREEN - Adequate regional water supplies and no ltnown contaminants pesetlr 
YELLOW - Suspect regional water supplies; contaminants pnsent within a non-potable watu mne 
RED - Inadequate regional wmx supplies and/or region within a state of over draft d o r  contaminants 
duectcd within potable water sources 

3. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE 

A. Asbestos GREEN - 5 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and < 25% facilities with ACM s w t y  incompkte; unable a0 assess pacartages 
RED - > 2!P% facilities containing ACM 

GREEN - Radon not present a d e W  < 4 pk/l 
YELLOW - Radon pmc detection > 4 piJl& < 20 pidl 
RED - Radon present detection > 20 pidl 

GREEN - Existing regional disposal facilities have > 10 year~ capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 yean Cspacity remaining 
RED - Existing r e g i d  disposd facilities have < 5 years capacity rCmaining 

B. Radon 

C. Solid Waste 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Ym. THE EJUVIRONMEIWAL IMPACT. 
(Assessment of existing conditions fa decision making) 

4. BIOLOGICAL 

A. Habitat GREEN - R m  not pnSent 
YFLLOW - Resources present which do not currently conStrain amstructidqmatbns 
RED - Resources prcstnt which constrain currcnt amstnrction/ope&ns or nquk "work mounds" to suppart 
Current opaation 

9. l luc~~awd and Endangad Species F&E) G/UP (same as habimt) 

c. wetlands G/Y/R (sameashabitat) 

5. CULTURAL GREEN - No existing rtsou~ces 
YELLOW - Historic or ineligible prehistoric resources arc present, but do not currently conslrain 
a m s t n ~ ~ t i ~ t i o n s ,  or base s w e y  incomplete 
RED - Eligible or paentially eligible prehistOric I"UO% 
amstn lc t i~ t ions  

present and amStrain c u r "  

UNCL ' 'jSIFIED 



UNCL,, JIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. 
(Asesmrnt of aistiag toaditloas for decLsioa making) 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

A. Primeandunique GREEN - No prime and unique farmlands exist 
farmlands YELLOW - Rime and unique farmlands exisl; mourccd compatiile with current 

RED - Rim and unique farmlands exist; large amw mowccs incompatible with cclmnl 
cons9uction/opaaciaw 

COnsauCtion/opaati~S 

B. MinaaVEnagy GREEN - NO laKnvn f e s o u 1 ~ ~  
Rcsollras 

C. Sail Conmination 

YELLOW - Resources currently exist no known amslraint on c m n t  
RED - Resources currcndy exisl and consaain on current anwucticm/opcnuions 

GREEN - No soil contaminants pnsent 
YELIBW - Soil contaminants present which do not armntly amsIrain amsbuctiadopatkma 
RED - Sail contaminants ptsent which constrain current ams&ucWopmhs 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

MU. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions far decisim making) 

AIR QUALITY (cnt. 1) 

G0ODFELK)W 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

G 
G 
G 
Y 
G 

GREEN - Base is in attainment for all pollutants. No restricthi on conJrmction/opaa tiom. 
YELLOW - Baa is in non-attainment area. No nsbictions on constTuction/cipmtions. 
RED - Base is in nm-attainment area and consauctior30peds constraints apply. 

UNCL ’ SIFIED 7 



UNCL~ ~ F I E D  
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditions fa decision making) 

WATER (crit. 2) 

OOODFELLOW 
KEE!%ER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

GREEN - Adequate regional water suppfies and no known conlaminants pnsent. 
YELLOW - Suspect regional warn supplies; con~aminanls present within a non-potable uatcr zone. 
RED - I n d a p r c  regional water supplies and/or region wilhin a state of over draft Md/or contaminants detected within 
patable wam SOIIRW. 

Y 
Y 
Y 
G 
Y 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Ma. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of exisring conditions fa decision making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDMAZARDOUS WASTE 

GOODFEUOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

ASBESTOS (cnt 3a) 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - < 10% facilities with asbestos containing materials (ACM) 
YELLOW - > 10% and < 25% facilities with ACM, survey incomplete; unable 10 lsscss percemages 
RED - > 25% facilities containing ACM 

. 

UNCLPc IFIED Y 



UNCL~. BIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

WI. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assesmcnt of existing conditions for dddon making) 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDMAZARDOUS W A m E  

OOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

RADON (crit. 3b) 

G 
G 
G 
Y 
0 

GREEN - Radon not present tx detected < 4 pidl 

RED - Radon pnsenl; detection > 20 piJl 
YELLOW - Radar prtscnr > 4 pi4 and < 20 pic/l 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Mn. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Ascssmcnt of existing conditions far decision making) 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

HAZARDOUS MATERIAL - SOLIDlHAZARDOUS WASTE 

SOLID WASTE k) 

G 
G 
Y 
G 
G 

GREEN - Existhg regional disposal facilities have >10 years capacity remaining 
YELLOW - Existing regional disposal facilities have 5 to 10 yavs capacity d n h g  
RED - Existing regional disposal facilities have 4 yean capacity remaining 

UNCL ’ TIFIED 



UNCLAJFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditicnn for decision making) 

BIOLOGICAL 

THREATENED AND 
ENDANGERED SPECIES (crit 4b) HABITAT (dt 4a) 

GO0DFEUX)W a 
KEESLER Y 
LACKLAND a 
LOWRY a 
SHEWARD a 

G 
Y 
G 
G 
G 

GREEN - R m  MM pWem 
YELLOW - RtJwrces pnSent dtkh do not curently c~nSaain 
constructim/opaatiaw. 
RED - Resources present which ConSaain cumnt 

GREEN - (Same as for Habitat) 
YELLOW - (Same as for Habitat) 
RED - (Same (u for Habitat) 

CtmsrNCtiW~tiaw or quire "wai t  aIwnd!s" lo Jupport C u m n t  
OpaatiOnS. 

WEXLANDS (crit. 4c) 

a 
Y 
a 
0 
0 

GREEN - (Same a for Habitat) 
YELLOW - (Same m for Habitat) 
RED - (Same as for Habitat) 

' 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assesmet of existing conditiorrs for decision making) 

CULTURAL RESOURCES (bt. 5)  

CiooDFEUOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

G 
G 
Y 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - NO existing rtso111ce~. 
YELLOW - Hisroric or ineligible prehistoric ~CSOUCC~S are pnsent. but do not cumncly ccmstrdn c u n ~ ~ o p c m t h s ~  
or base survey incompkte. 
RED - Eligibk or potentially eligible prehistoric resources are present and ccxufrdn cumnt amstmcti- - 5 .  

I 

UNCLh "JIFIED 



UNCL A ~ ~ I E D  
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditim In dacisim malting) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS (crit. a) 
GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

G 
G 
G 
G 
Y 

GREEN - No pime and unique farmlands exist. 
YELLOW - Rime and unique farmlands exist; rcsmutm compalibk with claent C. 
RED - Rime and unique farmlands exisr; large anas; fcsoums incompatible with current co~Wu~tion/- 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

VIU. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of existing conditim For decision making) 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

GOODFELLOW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPF'ARD 

MINERAUENERCY RESOURCES (crit. 6b) 

G 
G 
G 
0 
G 

GREEN - NO known ~tsoIIcce~. 
YELLOW - R ~ c a  cumnUy exisl; no known msbaht on cumnt consrmCti- 
RED - Resouras cumnlly exist and conspain c m n t  c - w o p e m h s .  

UNCLA '";tFIED 



UNCLA, JFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Ym. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
(Assessment of exisling conditions for W i m  making) 

GEOLOGY AM) SOILS 

SOIL CONTAMINATION (crit. 6c) 

GO0DFEllx)W 
KEESLER 
UCKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

G 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

GREEN - No soil contaminants present. 

RED - Soil CCJIWII~IWI~S m t  which ' c m n t  c o n s m W o p c r a t i o .  
YELLOW - Soil contaminanu present which do not currently conSaain consINction/optr(L lions. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

Vm. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

OOODFELulW 
KEESLER 
LACKLAND 
LOWRY 
SHEPPARD 

AQ - Air Quality 

As-Asbescos 

CH - Critical 
Habitat 

AQ WI As Ra SW CH T&E W CUL P&U MIE SL 

G Y Y 0 G G G 0 G G G G 
G Y Y 0 G Y Y Y G G a Y 
0 Y Y G Y G G G Y G G Y 
Y G Y Y 0 G G 0 Y 0 G Y 
0 Y Y G G G G G Y Y G Y 

CUL - cultural 

M/E - MinaaVEnagy 

P&U - Prime and Unique 
FaRlllandS 

Ra-Radm 

SL * soil 

SW - Solid W ~ S E  Wa - Water 



CrlterL 

UNCL AJFIED 
TRAINING CATEGORY 

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTERS CRITERIA 

SUMMARY OF TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTER BASES 
Priority on Critab Military V8lw With Emphasis on Readiness 8nd Trriaing 

GOODFELLOW Y Y- R 174.91127 6 G- 0 a 
KEESLER a 0- Y 272.9/(146) >20 0 a- Y+ 

LACKLAND Y Y R 5426/(1) >lO G- 0 Y+ 

LOWRY Y Y- R 266.8/125 7 R G- Y+ 

0 0- Y 463.1/8 >10 G- 0- Y+ SHEF'PARD 
a 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
AIR RESERVE COMPONENT CATEGORY 

Description of Category/.Results of Capacity Analysis 

The Air Rtscrvt Component of the US Air Fosm collsists of the Air Farct Reserve 
and the Air National Guard. The Air Force Reserve (AFRES) has a ftdcral mission and 
supplements USAF active duty missions with units assigned to USAF major commands. 
The Air National Guard (ANG) has both a state and a federal mission. Nonmobitiztd 
ANG units arc commanded by the govunm of the states in which they reside. 
FCdUdKCd * units arc assigned to gaining USAF major commands. 

Analysis of the DoD Forre Structure Plan dots not reveal signiiicant reduction in 
Air Reseme Component forcc strucnnt. However, realignment of Air Rcs#vc Component 
(ARC) units on to active installations could, potentially, be cost effective. Thmfort, the 
Air Forct decided to continue examination of the ARC category for cost effective 
realignments to other bases. When considering Guard units for realignment, the alternative 
locations were limited to the same state. Also demographics of the new location must bc 
able to support the recruiting needs of the unit. 

The following installations weft considered in this category: 

Air National Guard 

Boise Air Terminal AGS, Idaho 
Buckley AGB, Colorado 
Fresno Air Terminal, AGS, California 
Great Falls IAP, AGS, Montana 
Martin State APT, AGS, Maryland 
Otis AGB, Massachusetts 
Portland IAP, AGS, Oregon ** 
Rickenbacker AGB, Ohio ** 
Selfridge AGB, Michigan ** 
Stewart IAP, AGS, New York 
Tucson IAP, AGS, Arizona 

* Air Reserve host with ANG Tenant 
** ANG host with Air Rcscrve Tenant 

Air Forcc Rescrve 

Dobbins ARB, Georgia * /-L4 

Gcn Mitchell IAP, A M ,  Michigan * 
Greater Pittsburgh IAP, ARS, Pennsylvania * 
Niagara Falls IAP, ARS, New York * 
O'Hare IAP, ARS, Illinois * 
RichardsrGebaur ARS, Missouri 
Westover ARB, Massachusetts 
Willow Grove ARS. Pennsylvania 
Youngstown MPT, ARS, Ohio 

Minn/St hd IAP, m, MiMeSOta * 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
RICHARDS-GEBAUR AIR RESERVE STATION 

Recommendation: Richards-Gcbaur Air Reserve Station, Missouri, is rccommEndtd for closure. 
The 442nd TFW, consisting of A-10 aircraft and associated support units will realign to Whiteman 
AFB, Missouri. Remaining major tenant units consist of the 36th Aeramdical Evacuation 
Squadron, 77th Acrid Port Squadron, and the 78th Aerial Port Squadron which rtalign to Petcrson 
AFB, colorado. All remaining Air Farce, Air Force Reme ,  and Air National Guard p o n n e l  
will depart, 

Justification: Analysis of the DoD Farce Stnrcturc Plan does not reveal a significant reduction in 
force s m c m .  However, realignments of Air Reserve Component (ARC) units onto active bases 
could, potentially, be cost effective. Therefore, the Air Farce decided to continue examination of 
the ARC category for cost effective realignments to other bases. The evaluation of the Air 
Reserve Component category ncognized that ARC bases do not mdily compete against each 
other. Air Reserve Component units enjoy a special relationship with their respcctive states and 
local communities. Further, consideration must be given to the recruiting needs of these units. A 
Base Closun Executive Group (BCEG), a group of five general officers and five senior civilians, 
was appointed by the Secretary of the Air Farce. The BCEG first identified those mlignments 
which could achieve reasonable savings. Then, the eight DoD selection criteria were consi&d 
to assure that the realignment would be cost effective, consistent with military requirements, and 
otherwise sound. The decision to close Richards-Gebaur ARS was ma& by the Secretary of the 
Air Force with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the BEG. 

. 

- 
For many years, the Air Force Resmc has borne a substantial portion of the operating 

costs of this airfield even though it is operated by the Kansas City Department of Aviation and 
Transportation. When the joint use arrangement was initiated in the late 1970's, the Air Forcc 
anticipated that an economically viable civil airport would develop and cost to the Air Force 
would be Educed dramatically over time. That has not occumd; therefore, relocation of the Air 
Force Reserve activities to ah active Air Force base would achieve significant cost savings. 
Attention was focused on nearby Whiteman AFB, Missouri since the 442nd Tactical Fighter Wing 
could be relocated within the same recruiting area and, thus, avoid substantial loss of assigned 
personnel. The long term operational impact to this unit is minimal since Whiteman AFB has 
similar access to training ranges, low level mutes, and Army exercise artas. Realignment of the 
442nd Tactical Fighter Wing to Whiteman AFB can be accomplished at low cost and the return 
on investment will be less than five years. 

The closure of Richaxds-Gebaur Air Rcscrve Station will have an impact on the local 
tconomy. It is projected to result in a population loss of 4,600 persons, direct and i n k t  
employment loss of 2,600 jobs, and regional income loss of 26.9 million dollars. The losses art 
in contrast to a regional population of over 702,200, available jobs of 461,O00, and rcgional 
annual income approaching 11 billion dollars. 

By the end of FY 97, the net cost of implementing this recommendation is about $1M 
Annual savings after implementation arc expected to be $16.4M. All values axe in TY$. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
RICKENBACKER AIR GUARD BASE 

Recommendation: Rickenbacker Air Guard Bast, Ohio is recommended for closure. The 160th 
Air Refueling Group (ANG) to Wright-pattffson Air Force Base (AFB), Ohio with 20 KC-135 
aircraft. The 121st Tactical Fighter Wing will inactivate. The 907th Tactical Airlift Group 

Wright-Patterson AFB. The remaining 6 C-141 aircraft currcntly projected for this unit will be 
assigned to the 445th Military Airlift Wing (AFRES) at March AFB, catifornia. The 4950th Test 
Wing, cumntly located at Wright-pa#erson AFB, wil l  move to Edwards AFB, California 
Remaining major tenant units consist of the Naval Air R e m  Center and Army Aviation 
Facility. Both may move to locations as determined by those Sexvices or may nmain in 
cantonment at this location and the Air Force will transfer the necessary property to the Axmy and 
Navy as rtquirtd. All remaining Air Force, Air Forcc Restrvc, and Air National Guard personnel 

(AFRES) will btcame the 907th Military AkWt Group and nlocatc with 10 C-141 aircraft to 

will &pan 

Justification: Analysis of the DoD Force Structure Plan docs not reveal a significant reduction in 
force s m c m .  However, realignments of Air Reserve Component (ARC) units onto active bases 
could, potentially, be cost effective. Therefore, the Air Farce decided to continue examination of 
the ARC category for cost effective realignments to other bases. The evaluation of the Air 
Reserve Component category rccogniztd that ARC bases do not readily compete against each 
other. Air Reserve Component units enjoy a special relationship with their nspective states and 
local communities. Further, consideration must be given to the recruiting n& of these units. A 
Base Qosun Exccutive Group (BCEG), a group of five general oficers and five senior civilians, 
was appointed by the Saxetary of the Air Force. The BCEG first identified those realignments - 
which could achieve reasonable savings. Then, the eight DoD selection criteria were considem 
to assure that the realignment would be cost effective, consistent with military requirements, and 
otherwise sound. The decision to close Rickenbacker AGB was made by the Secretary of the Air 
Farce with advice of the Air Force Chief of Staff and in consultation with the BCEG. 

Since the reserve units at Rickenbacker Air Guard Base, Ohio arc the predominate 
users of the airfeld, the support costs for these activities arc high. Thmfm, it was apparent the 
relocation to an active base could achieve significant cost savings. Thus, attention was focused on 
Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio in order to keep the Guard unit in the State of Ohio. Also, because 
of the relative short distance (70 miles) between Columbus and Dayton, Ohio, it was considered 
likely that most of the personnel currcntly in these units would remain in a move to Wright- 
Patterson Air Forcc Base. In addition, this would move those units closer to the centmid of a 
very large demographic area which would enhance recruiting potential. This rtsulted in the 
recommended realignments. The cost to realign the 160th Air Refueling Group and the 907th 
Tactical Airlift Group to Wright-Pattcrsoo AFB is low since the facilities to be vacated by the 
4950th Test Wing axt designed for aircraft similar to the 20 KC-135 and 10 C-141 aircraft which 
will be used by the Air Force Reserves and Ohio AX Guard. Although the Air Force Reserve 
unit was scheduled to receive 16 C-141 aircraft, the number was reduced to 10 in order to avoid 
costly MILCON of parking ramps and hangars that would bc required to accommodate all the 
aircraft. The remaining 6 C-141 aircraft will be assigned to the Air Fonx Rcsme unit at March 
AFB, California. The realignment of the 4950th Test Wing and its consolidation with the Air 
Force Flight Test Center at Edwards AFB, California will Esult in a marc economical and 
efficient operation and the cost of transfer is modcratc. The retum on investment will be less - 
than five years. In addition to the substantial d g  cost savings, this realignment enhances 
total force concept through a closer association of active and reserve forces. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 

The closurt of Rickenbacker Air Guard Basc will have an impact on the local economy. 
It is projeztcd to result in a population loss of 13,100 pcrsons, direct and indirtct employment loss 
of 6,700 jobs, and regional income loss of 41 million dollars. These losses arc in contxast to a 
regional population of over 1,07l,OOO, available jobs of 677,000, and regional annual income of 
15.5 billion dollars. 

By the end of FY 97, the net cost of implementing this recommendation is about $1M. 
Annual savings after implementation arc expected to be 328.8M. All values rn in TY$. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



AIR RESERVE COMPONENT 

SPECIFIC ACl'IONS/IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

UNIT DISPOSITION 

RICHARDS-GEBAUR AIR RESERVE STATION, MISSOURI 

442nd Tactical Fighter Wing .................... to Whiteman AFB, Missouri 
36th Aeromtdical Evacuation Squadron .............. to petcrson AFB, Colorado 
77th Aerial Port Squadron ...................... to Peterson AFB, Colorado 
78th Acrial Port Squadron ...................... to Peterson AFB, colarado 

RICKENBACKER AIR GUARD BASE, OHIO 

160th Air Refueling Group (ARG) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio* 
907th Tactical Airlift Group .................. to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio* 
l2lst Tactical Fighter Wing converts to KC-135 aircraft and joins the 160th ARG 

Naval Air Reserve Center. .................................... TBD 
Army AviationFacility ...................................... TBD 

4950th Test Group from Wright-Patterson . . . . . . . . . . .  to Edwards AFB, California 

* Will occupy space vacated as a result of the realignment of 4950th Test Wing to Edwards AF 
califanria 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
OSD CRITERIA APPLlCATION TO AIR RESERVE CoMpONENT CATEGORY 

Rickenbacker AGB, Ohio 

I. CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT’ ON 
OPERATIONAL READINESS OF THE DOD’s TOTAL FORCE 

The approved DoD Force Structun Plan contained no rtductions to the cumnt mission 01 
fonx structure assigned to Rickenbacker AGB, Ohio; however, movement of the ARC units to 
Wright-pa#nson AFB, Ohio and other related rtatignments, provide significant cast savings. 
Impact to the maligned ARC units should be minimal since the move is only a short distance 
(seventy miles) from thcii present location. Both the 907th Tactical Airlift Group and the 121st 
Tactical Fighter Wing arc scheduled for convmion to other aircraft; the 160th ARG does not 
convert. Operational nadiness and conversion wining activities wil l  not bc negatively impacted 
by the move. The air refueling routes, low lcvel routes, military operating axeas and special use 
airspace will remain the same or improve. Movement of the 4950th Test Wing to Edwanis AFB, 
California consolidates test functions with the Flight Test Center and results in excess capacity to 
accommodate the ANG KC-135 and AFFtES C-141 aircraft at Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio. 

II. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED 
AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING IBCATIONS 

h 

The facilities at Rickenbacker AGB adequately support the currtnt mission but require 
some moderate military construction. Relocation of the ARC units to Wright-Patterson AFB will 
q u i r t  some moderate military construction. 

Residtntial land encroachment at Rickenbacker AGB is evident and is incompatible in the 
northern accident potential zones. Noise contom axe having serious negative impacts and flight 
operations have been adjusted for noise abatement and safety related reasons. Encroachment at 
Wright-Patterson AFB is minimal. Limited noise and land use incompatibility exists but should 
not impact d g n m e n t s  now or in the f u m .  Wright-Patterson AFB is prottcted by a special, 
four county, overlay zone district that protccts the base from fume incompatible land use ur 
encroachment 

III. THE ABILITY To ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBLIZATION, AND FUTURE 
FORCE REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING 
LOCATIONS 

Wright-Patterson AFB will provide better contingency and mobilization support capability 
because of the available facilities and active Air Fonx presence. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 

ONE TIME 
RECURR MILCON 

CLOSURECOST MILCON SAVINGS AVOIDANCE 
FROM RICKENBACKER 
ANG 
(3900 DrilV122 AGR/ 
690 civilian) 

A-7s unit convcrts to 
KC-135s ~lt WPAFB 

10 ANG RC-135s to WAFB 

AFRES 
(1341 Drill, 147 ARTS ) 
10 C-141s move to WPAFB 
($2.5 move, convert) 
6 C-141s for RAFB to March 

ARC SUBTOTAL 

FROM WRIGHT-PATTERSON 

4950th to EDWARDS AFB 
(133 officer/ 
518 enlisted/ 356 civilian) 

ACHVE SUBTOTAL 
GRAND TOTAL 

33.4 

13.5 

3.1 

ses 

56.1 

56.1 
106.1 

1 0. 

11.0 

3.1 

- 24.1 

37.4 

37.4 
615 

1 

I 

5 14.0 

195 - 14.0 

3.2 0 

- 3 3  - 0 
22.7 14.0 

V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COST SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE 
NUMBER OF YEARS, BEGINNING WITH THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE 
CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT, FOR THE SAVINGS TO EXCEED THE COSTS 

NPV 
PAYBACK 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON THE COMMUNITIES 

Closure may rtsult h a pjeckd population loss of 13,100 persons, a dirtct and 
indirect employment loss of 6,700 jobs and regional income loss of about $41 million. 
The cconornic impacts ae genesally negative; however, the losses fur Rickenbacker AGB 
~ T C  mitigated because of the large, diverse economy fur the Columbus, Ohio, region of 
influence. Losses arc contrasted to regional population of 1,071,000, available jobs of 
677,000, and rcgional income of about $15.5 billion. 

VII. THE AB- OF BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEIVING 
INFRASTRUCKJRE TO SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS, AND 

PERSONNEL 

Recruitment is a key element for the support of the reseme component. It is 
envisioned that the short move to Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio will not change an adequate 
recruiting base and result in minimal personnel turnover. 

VIII. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACI' 

Closure would result in a beneficial environmental impact at Rickenbacker AGB in 
all affected categories since a l l  Guard and Reserve flight activities would CCBSC. 
Environmental impact at Wright-Pattcrson AFB, Ohio should be minimal. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
OSD CRITERIA APPLICATION TO AIR RESERVE m m m  CATEGORY 

RichaIds-Gebaur ARS, Missouri 

L CURRENT AND FUTURE MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPACT ON 
OPERATIONAL READINESS OF THE DOD's "OTAL FORCE 

The approved DoD Farce Structure Plan contained no changes to the m n t  
mission or force s t r u m  assigned to Ricbards-Gebaur ARS, Missouri. However, 
movement of the unit to Whiteman AFB, Missouri provides significant cost savings. 
Impact to the realigned unit should be minimal since the move is only a short distance 
(sixty miles) from the unit's present location. The operational readiness and training 
activities should continue at present levels. Bombing ranges, military operating areas 

* (MOAs) and other special use airspace remain the same. 

II. AVAILABILITY AND CONDITION OF LAND, FACILITIES, AND ASSOCIATED 
AIRSPACE AT BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL, RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

The facilities at Richards-Gebaur AFZS adequately support the currcnt mission but do 
require some minor militaxy construction. Unit realignment to Whiteman AFB will quire 
military construction for facilities to support the bcddown of fightcr aircraft. Existing 
facilities w m  built for B-2 aircrafq however, the basc has sufilcient capacity to 
ac~ommodatt the A-10 wing. 

A-10 flight operations are impacted by operations at Kansas City IAP. Military 
Operating Areas (MOAs) arc regularly capped in altitude because of Kansas City IAP 
arrivals. Growth at Kansas City IAP is expected to continue. Encroachment at 
Whiteman AFB is minimal and projected civilian dtvelopment is away from the base. 

m. THE ABILITY TO ACCOMMODATE CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION, AND 
FUTURE FORCE REQUIREMENTS AT BOTH THE EMSTING AND POTENTIAL 
RECEIVING LOCATIONS 

Whiteman AFB will pmvidt a better contingency and mobilization support capability 
because of the available facilities and active Air Force presence. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
CI 

IV. THE COST AND MANPOWER IMPLICATIONS 
ONE TIME 

RECURR MILCON 
CLOSURECOST MILCON SAVINGS AVOIDANCE 

AFRES 
(1210 Drill/ 23 ARTS/ 
200 civilians 

TO PETERSON 

(319 Drill, 4 ARTs, 1 Civilian) 
36 Acromcdical Evac Sq 
77 Atrial Port Sq 
78 Atrial Part Sq 

47.6 

3.3 

-12.9 -2.35 

TO WHITEMAN 30. I 

(891 Drill, 19 ARTs, 199 Civilian) 
442 TAC Fa Wg 

GRAND TOTAL 47.6 33.4 12.9 235 

- 
V. THE EXTENT AND TIMING OF POTENTIAL COST SAVINGS, INCLUDING THE 
NUMBER OF YEARS, BEGINNING WITH THE DATE OF COMPLETION OF THE 
CLOSURE OR REALIGNMENT, FOR THE SAVINGS TO EXCEED THE COSTS 

NPV $60 
PAYBACK 5 YEARS 

VI. THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON THE COMMUNITIES 

dirtct and indirect employment loss of 2.608 jobs, and a regional income loss of $26.9 
million. The economic impacts arc generally negative; however, the losscs for 
Richards-Gcbaur ARS arc mitigated because of the large, diverse economy for the Kansas 
City, Missouri, region of influence. Losses arc contrasted to a regional population of over 
702,200, available jobs of 461,OOO, and regional income approaching $11 billion. 

Closure may result in a projected po ulation loss of approximately 4,600 persons, 

. VIL THE ABILITY OF BOTH THE EXISTING AND POTENTIAL RECEWlNG 
COMMUNITIES INFRASTRUCTURE To SUPPORT FORCES, MISSIONS AND 
PERSONNEL 

Recruitment is a key element for the port of the reserve component. It is 
envisioned that the short move to Whitcman % will not change m aiquatc nauiting 
base and will minimirt personnel turnover turbulence. 

A 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
Vm. THEENVIRONMENTALIMPAC" h 

Closure would result in beneficial environmental impacts at Richards-Gcbaur ARS, 
and should have minimum impact at Whiteman AFB. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
BEALE AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: instead of sending the 323rd Hying Training Wing and 
Undtrgraduatt Navigator Training 0 to Beale AFB, California, as recommended by the 
1988 Bast Closure Commission as pan of the closure of Mather AFB, California, realign 
these activities to Randolph AFB, Texas. 

Justification: The Air Force has identified six Strategic Air Command bases for closun 
under the Defense Basc Closure and Realignment Act of 1990. Beale AFB was identified 
as a location far realigning fonx structm from these closing bases. The excess capacity 
identified by the 1988 Commission at Beale can better be utilized by operational strategic 
force structure instead of navigator training. Also, based on the DoD Force Structure Plan, 
the requirements for Undergraduate Navigator Training have reduced substantially from the 
level projected at the time of the 1988 Commission. As a result, Randolph AFB has the 
capacity to absorb the 323rd FTW at reduced cost while maintaining a quality training 
environment The MILCON avoidance totals approximately $31.5M. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
Impacts on realignments recommended by 1988 Base Closure Commission 

Bases i&ntificd by the 1988 Base Closure Commission as realignment receivers 
wcrc evaluated by mission category along with all other bases in the United Statcs. As 
part of this review, the 1988 Commission's realignment ItcMlllllcndatioIls were evaluated 
against recent force structure reductions as well as opportunities to operate more efficiently 
and effectively. The Air Force rtcommendcd changes d t  fIwn analysis of the changing 
world order, other base closms, the threat and foax structure plan, and budgetary reality. 
The Air Force continues to support the closure of the five bases Itcommendcd by the 1988 
Commission. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
n 

GOODF’ELLOW AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: As part of the closm of Chanutc AFB, Illinois, x d g n  the fuels 
training to Sheppard AFB, Texas, and nalign the tcchnicaI traiaing fin course to 
Goodfellow unless a satisfactory and cost effective wntmct can be arranged. Thc 1988 
Bast Qosm CommissiOn recommended that both of these coursts be naligncd to 
6oodftllow AFB, Texas. 

Justificatioa: The Air Force would like the opportunity to explore more cost effective 
ways to conduct fh training. However, realignment to Goodfcllow AFB would proc#d if 
a satisfactory and cost effective alternative cannot be arranged. 

Based upon the DoD F<nrx Structure Plan and the bast structure review, the 
Air Force identified excess donnitory/dining hall capacity at Sheppard AFB that can 
accommodate the fuels training courses. Moving fuels training to Shcppard AFB, taking 
advantage of excess facilities, wil l  result in MILCON cost avoidance of approximately 
$2.6M. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
MARCH AIR FORCE BASE 

Recomme!ndation: As a part of the chum of Narton AFB, califonria, malign 45 
Headquarters Air For# Audit Agency (AFAA) manpower authorizations (out of 184 total 
positions) to the National Capital Region (NCR). The remaining 139 HQ AFAA positions 
remain at March AFB, as nxummendcd by the Commission. The 1988 Base Closurt 
commission Iccommended that the AFAA rcalign to March AFB, California. 

Justification: On February 4, 1991, a nstructunn ' g of HQ USAF was announced. In that 
restructuring, the Auditor General position, along with six othcr AFAA positions wcrc 
transferred to the manpower rolls of the Air F a t  Secretariat. This action formally 
recognhd that the Auditor Gcncral would be both a member of the Secretariat and the 
manager of the AFAA. It is imperative that, in his dual role, the Auditor General have 
sufficient staff in the NCR to establish Air Force policy and dirtct AFAA operations. 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
r.4 

MOUNTAIN HOME AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: As a part of the closure of George AFB, calif<rmia, realign some F- 
4 G s  to the Idaho and Nevada Air National Guard squadmns at Boise and Reno 
respectively; inactivate the 35th 'ITW, keep the 41st ECS (EC-13OH aircraft) in place at 
Davis-Monthan AFB; nalign Mountain Home AFB EF-111 ainxaft to Cannon AFB, New 
Mexico; and establish a composite wing at Mountain Home AFB. The 1988 Base Qosure 
Commission recommended that the 35th Tactical Training Wing crrw) and the 37th 
Tactical Fighter Wmg 0 (F-4JYG aircraft) realign to Mountain Home AFB, Idaho. 
These aircraft were to be consolidated with the Mountain Home AFB's EF-111 electronic 
warfare aircraft. To accommodate the move of the F-4EVGs into Mountain Home AFJ3, the 
Commission recommended realigning part of the 366th Tactical Fighter Wing (F-111E and 
F-11lA aircraft) from Mountain Home AFB to Cannon AFB, New Mexico. Additionally, 
the Commission nzommendcd realigning the 27th Tactical Air Support Squadron (OV-10 
a h a f t )  to Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona where other OV-10 aircraft wen already located. 
To accommodate the additional OV-10 aircraft at Davis-Monthan AFB, the 41st Electronic 
Combat Squadron (ECS) (EC-130H aircraft) would  align from Davis-Monthan AFB to 
Bergstrom AFB, Texas. 

' 

Justification: The force swcture upon which the 1988 Bast Closure Commission based 
its realignment recommendations is significantly different than the current and projected 
force s r m c m  in the DoD Force Structure Plan. The Air Farce, in its FY92 budget. 
programmed for the retirement of all F-4m aircraft assigned to George AFB. However, 
as a result of Operation Desert Storm, the Air Force has validated an operational 
rtquixement to maintain some total force F-4G capability into the future. The Reno and 
Boise units present a cost effective solution since they currently fly the RF-4 and are well 
located to support Red Flag operations and the Mountain Home AFB composite wing. 
This is M interim realignment to the Air Reserve Component pending the development of 
a modernized capability which will result in the subsequent retirement of the F 4  aircraft. 
The George AFB OV-10s have retired, therefore eliminating the need to realign the 41st 
ECS. Additionally, Bergstrom AFB is now mommended for closure. Realigning 
Mountain Home AFF3 EF-1 1 1s to Cannon AFB will collocate all CONUS based F-111 type 
aircraft at a single base, enhancing logistics support. These actions mated capacity at 
Mountain Home AFB to support a new composite wing quipped with a variety of fighter, 
tanker, and potentially, bomber aircraft rtaligning from other bases. The MILCON 
avoidance is approximately $10.6M. 

.cI 

UNCLASSIFIED 



UNCLASSIFIED 
0, MATHER AIR FORCE BASE 

Recommendation: As part of the closure of Mather AFB, California, d g n  the 940th 
Air Refueling Group (ARG) (Air Forcc Reserve) to McClellan AFB, Califcnnk and leave 
the 323rd FTW Hospital open as an annex to McClellan AFB. The 1988 Base Closure 
Commission mommended realignment of the 940th ARG (AFRES) to McClellan AFB if 
local authorities did not elect to operate the Mather facility as an airpart 

Justification: During the Air Force review of the DoD Force Structure Plan and its base 
structure, sufficient capacity at Mcclellan AFF3, which is only 10 miles from Mathcr AFB, 
was identified to support the 940th Air Refueling Group (AFRES). This move to 
McClellan AFB will enhance operational capability because of the active duty infrastructure 
to support the unit and will save annual base operating costs of $9M. In addition, the 
move could enhance the viable muse of Mather AFB by the local community since this 
rcfueling unit occupies the primary flightline space at the air bast. Also, the Sacramento 
community has not, to date, committed to the reuse of Mather AFB as a civil airport. 
Finally, the Commission did not specifically address wherc, or if, the 323rd FTW hospital 
would rtalign. The Air Force implementation plan associated with the 1988 Basc Closure 
Commission closes the hospital at Mather and converts a clinic to a hospital at McClellan 
AFB at a cost of approximately $34M. After xcvicw, it is appropriate to keep this forty- 
five bed hospital at Mather AFl3 open as an annex to McClellan AFB. This will save 
construction costs of expanding the existing medical facility at McClellan AFB and be 
responsive to all medical requirements in the Sacramento area. The M I L a N  avoidance is 
approximately $9.5M. 

' 

1---4 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
REALIGNMENTS IMPACXING THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF 1988 COMMISSION 

rc4 

SPECIFIC ACI'IONS/IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
(CHANGES TO 1988 COhMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS) 

. BEALE AFB, CALIFORNIA 
6 323rd Flying Training Wing ...................... Realign to Randolph AFB, Texas 

t 
CANNON AFB, NEW MEXICO 
390th Electronic Control Squadron ................ Realign from Mt Home AFB, Idaho 

DAVIS-MONTHAN AFB, ARIZONA 
41st Electronic Control Squadron . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Remain a! Davis-Monthan AFB, Arizona 

GOODFELLOW AFB, TEXAS 
FiiTraining .................................................. TBD 
Fuels Training ............................... Realign to Sheppard AFB, Texas 

-4RCH AFB, CALIFORINA 
,M . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 5 p o s i t i o n s t o N C R  

MCCLELLAN AFB, CALJFORINA 
940th Air Refueling Group (AFRES) . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Realign to McQellan AFB, California 
323rd Flying Training Wing Hospital Annexed to McClellan AFB, California . . . . . . . . . . . .  

MOUNTAIN HOME AFB, IDAHO 
Inactivates 

CompositcWmg ............................................ Actives 

35th Tactical Fighter Wing ..................................... 
390th Elecrronic Control Squadron .............. Realign to Cannon AFB, New Mexico 

RANDOLPH AFB, TEXAS 
323rd Flying Training Wing .................... Realign from Beale AFB, califonria 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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