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U.S. Air Force Overview

Schedule:
FY 1990:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $221.5 Million.  The following schedule was developed to reduce the impact on Air Force mission capability, while placing priority on closing the five bases recommended by the 1988 Base Closure Commission and directed by the Base Realignment and Closure Act, P.L. 100-526.  It is the Air Force’s objective to close bases at the earliest opportunity to take advantage of savings provided by reduction to Air Force end strength and reductions to base operating support costs.  The savings, where shown, are for display purposes only.  Actual savings accrue in other Air Force appropriations.  To facilitate the closure of bases as well as the transition of land and facilities to community use, Base Transition Coordinator (BTC) positions were established in FY 1993 by the Department of Defense (DoD).

Chanute AFB, IL:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $19.9 Million

Nine major training courses relocated to various other Technical Training Centers.  Funding was primarily related to operation and maintenance costs for the movement of training courses and associated equipment.  Also included were military construction and other procurement costs. 

George AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $61.8 Million

The F-4E/G aircraft relocated to Mountain Home, ID requiring the Mountain Home F-111s to realign to Cannon AFB, TX.  The OV-10s relocated to Davis-Monthan, AZ requiring EC-130H at Davis-Monthan to realign to Bergstrom AFB, TX.  Funding was primarily related to construction at gaining locations and operation and maintenance. 

Mather AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $34.1 Million

The Flying Training Wing relocated to Beale AFB, CA.  Funding was primarily related to construction costs at Beale AFB.  Operation and maintenance costs were also incurred.

Pease AFB, NH:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $16.0 Million

The Tanker Task Force detachment located at Pease AFB relocated to Plattsburgh AFB, NY.  Funding was primarily related to movement of the Task Force, the start-up of the caretaker and temporary hospital support contracts and construction at gaining locations.  Operation and maintenance and other procurement costs were also incurred.

Norton AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement: $42.1 Million

The C-141 aircraft relocated to March AFB, CA and McChord AFB, WA.  Funding was related to relocation of forces and construction at gaining locations.  Also included were funds for operation and maintenance and procurement costs.  

Program Management:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $47.6 Million

Funding was primarily related to planning and design costs for military construction at gaining locations, operation and maintenance, and the purchase of computer equipment. 

FY 1991:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $516.9 Million.  Air Force implementation in FY 1991 primarily consisted of continuing military construction projects designed to accommodate the movement of units into gaining locations. As construction projects at some locations became ready to receive incoming forces, large units began to move.  Pease AFB relocated all personnel and force structure and closed in the second quarter of FY 1991.  Environmental restoration for closure bases was integrated into the Base Closure Account.  Operation and maintenance, other procurement, and military personnel Permanent Change of Station (PCS) costs were also included.


Chanute AFB, IL:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $138.2 Million 

Funding supported military construction, operation and maintenance, environmental compliance and restoration, military PCS and other procurement.

George AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $36.1 Million 

Relocating CONUS based F-111s continued.  Funding was used to relocate equipment and personnel as construction continued at Cannon AFB, NM, and for environmental and operation and maintenance costs.

Mather AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $56.5 Million

A communications test program, the Model Base Program and associated personnel relocated to Barksdale 

AFB, LA.  Funding was primarily for environmental, operation and maintenance, and military personnel PCS.  Construction projects programmed for Beale AFB, CA in preparation for movement of the Undergraduate Navigator Training (UNT) mission, were canceled when the 1991 Base Closure Commission redirected UNT to Randolph AFB, TX.  The funds associated with these projects were realigned to support other requirements.  Requirements generated by this change to UNT are shown in the Base Closure Account (Part II) Justification Book.

Pease AFB, NH:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $50.4 Million

Thirteen KC-135 tankers relocated to five gaining locations.  All active military and civilian personnel relocated or were eliminated from Air Force end strength.  An Air National Guard tanker unit relocated into a cantonment area at Pease AFB.  The base closed 31 March 1991 and a caretaker force assumed maintenance of the base until final disposition of the property is determined.  A Disposal Management Team took over responsibility for base disposal.  Most costs this year were environmental.  The rest were 

operation and maintenance.

Norton AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $214.1 Million

The first C-141s began to relocate to March AFB, CA and McChord AFB, WA.  Funding was due to military construction of facilities at gaining locations, environmental, operation and maintenance, PCS of military personnel and other procurement. 

Program Management:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $21.6 Million

Funding was for one time implementation costs which are not categorized by closure base.  These costs include military construction, environmental, operation and maintenance, PCS of military personnel, and other procurement requirements.

FY 1992:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $250.6 Million.  Air Force implementation in FY 1992 consisted of military and family housing construction projects designed to accommodate the movement of units into gaining locations.  Most of the requirements were environmental.  Also included were operation and maintenance and military personnel PCS costs.  As construction projects at some locations became ready to receive incoming forces, some large units were moved.

Chanute AFB, IL:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $47.0 Million

Sixteen training courses relocated from Chanute AFB, IL to various other Technical Training Centers.  Funding supported construction, operation and maintenance costs for the relocation of training courses with associated equipment, and environmental restoration.  There was also a requirement for military personnel PCS and other procurement costs.  All construction and relocation support at Lowry AFB, CO was curtailed due to the 1991 Base Closure Commission’s recommendation to close Lowry AFB.  Courses originally scheduled to move to Lowry were diverted to other locations.  Requirements generated by these changes are shown in the Base Closure Account (Part II) Justification Book.

George AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $44.5 Million

Remaining CONUS F-111s were relocated to Cannon AFB, NM.  The 1991 Base Closure Commission recommended that the F-111 consolidation include the EF-111s currently based at Mountain Home AFB, ID.  The Commission also recommended a squadron of F-4Gs, previously programmed for retirement, be retained in the Air National Guard.  Requirements generated by these changes are shown in the Base Closure Account (Part II) Justification Book.  Funding here was due to military construction, environmental, operation and maintenance and military PCS.

Mather AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $24.4 Million

Funding reflected here supported operation and maintenance requirements, environmental studies and military PCS.

Pease AFB, NH:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $81.6 Million

Funding reflected here supported construction, environmental, and operation and maintenance requirements. 

Norton AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $23.0 Million

The final 8 of 12 C-141s relocated to McChord AFB, WA.  Funding was due to environmental, military personnel PCS, military and family housing construction, and operation and maintenance.

Program Management:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $30.1 Million

Funding supported to military construction, operation and maintenance, environmental and military personnel PCS requirements.

FY 1993:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $60.7 Million.  Air Force implementation for FY 1993 consisted of major unit relocations as military construction projects neared completion.  Three bases (George, Mather and Chanute AFBs) closed in FY 1993.  Requirements included operation and maintenance, military personnel PCS and environmental compliance and restoration costs.

Chanute AFB, IL:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $6.4 Million

Base closed in 1993.  All remaining training courses relocated to various other Technical Training Centers.  Funding was for construction and relocation of military personnel.

George AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $11.8 Million

Base closed in 1993.  Funding supported to construction, environmental requirements and relocation of military personnel.

Mather AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $15.4 Million

Base closed in 1993.  Funding supported relocation of military personnel and environmental restoration.

Pease AFB, NH:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $11.2 Million

Funding supported to environmental requirements.

Norton AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $11.9 Million

Funding supported environmental and relocation of military personnel. 

Program Management:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $4.0 Million

Funding supported military construction, operation and maintenance, the Air Force Base Conversion Agency, environmental and military PCS costs.

FY 1994:  Base Closure Account requirement.  $0.0 Million.  All bases recommended for closure closed by the end of FY 1995 and will continue in caretaker status until property ownership is transferred.  Requirements were sourced from prior year unobligated balances.

Chanute AFB, IL:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

George AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Mather AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Pease AFB, NH:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Norton AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Program Management:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

FY 1995:   Base Closure Account requirement: $0.0 Million.  All bases closed or realigned by the end of FY 1995 and will continue in caretaker status until property ownership is transferred.  Environmental restoration will continue until completion.  Requirements were sourced from prior year unobligated balances.

Chanute AFB, IL:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

George AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Mather AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Pease AFB, NH:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Norton AFB, CA:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Program Management:  Base Closure Account requirement:  $0.0 Million

Mission Impact:  The following schedule was developed to reduce the impact on Air Force mission capability while placing priority on closing the five bases recommended by the 1988 Base Closure Commission and directed by the Base Realignment and Closure Act, P.L. 100-526.  It is the Air Force’s objective to close bases at the earliest opportunity to take advantage of savings provided by reductions to Air Force end strength, reductions to base operating support costs, and anticipated proceeds from sale of real property at the closure bases.  

Environmental Considerations:  By the end of FY 2002, four of the five BRAC 88 installations will have remedial actions installed in accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Restoration and Liability Act (CERCLA).  These actions (which include:  landfill closures, groundwater treatments, bioventing, air sparging, underground storage tank removals and free product removal) comply with the requirements of CERCLA 120(3), which governs deed transfers of property, and protects human health and the environment.  The BRAC 88 installations will continue with long term monitoring and operation activities associated with previous cleanup actions.  Four bases are on the National Priority List (NPL).  Installations on the NPL have cleanup schedules that are legally binding with stipulated penalties and fines for failure to comply.  There are currently 19,076 acres to be transferred at BRAC 88 installations; 9,988 of those are now environmentally ready for transfer.  Through long term leases and deed transfers, 18,677 acres are now in reuse.  All BRAC 88 installations have greater than 98% of the available acres in reuse.  Completion of the environmental actions are crucial for the reuse and economic development of the affected communities.

Other:  The savings associated with these closure actions are for display purposes only and will accrue in other Air Force appropriations.  The funding profiles associated with the schedule have been programmed to accomplish this objective.
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