
SECRET

FART IV

EMERGENCY AIR DEFENSE FORCES

19U6-195U

SECRET



SECRET

FOREWORD

Our national military strategy must list as the number 
one task the insuring of national survival. ... This be-ing 
so, it seems to me almost a case of high treason not to make 
sure that the first enemy attack is met by the most intense 
hail of defensive fire the United States can muster. Every 
radar that can pick up a blip; every aircraft that can shoot 
a machinegun, cannon, or rocket;.every surface weapon that 
can fire a projectile skyward should be counted as avail
able. Neither you nor I, nor the nation, cares about the 
insignia or the shape of the wings, or the type of power 
plant, or the uniform worn by the pilot of the aircraft which 
knocks down a TU-h. If it and enough like it, do the job 
when needed, the nation survives. If not the nation dies. 
That’s talking pretty cold turkey, but to me, it is the 
only answer that makes sense.

General Chidlasw

An integral part of the work which went into the building of a 

post-war air defense system was an effort to assure that all weapons, 

whether they were Air Force, Navy, Army, Air National Guard, or Reserve 

would be used and used effectively against the first attack by an 

enemy. The importance of this effort can not be under-rated, for at 

no time in the eight years covered by this study were the assigned 

defensive forces large enough to successfully counter an initial enesy 

attack if delivered on the scale expected. In the first years of 

post-war air defense, the forces belonging to other agencies would have 

constituted practically the sole defensive force, for those charged 

with air defense had only a token force of their own. But as the force

* From a draft of an address to the Air War College, dated 19 
Dec 1952 (HRF 51).
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assigned specifically to air defense increased, so did the strength of 

the enemy. In the early years, it was uncertain as to exactly what 

would happen in an emergency, for although from the beginning of post

war air defense the creation of an integrated air defense system com

prising forces from other commands and services was envisaged, it t ok 

many years and the relentless efforts of air defense commanders to 

realize this goal even partially. The purpose of this study is to re

cord these efforts and to show the detailed preparations made for the 

use of forces wherever they were found in meeting the first enemy attack 

In so short an account of so large a theme, the problem of

£ election was a fundamental one*  Consquently, it was necessary to re

call only the essential past events. For the reader whb wishes a: ixti n 

al details, a large amount of documentation from which this study was 

drawn is available, and at various points in the work, guides to addi

tional histories on the subject are given. Also, however, certain 

elements of the broader story, considered by the author to be peripheral 

to this study, were omitted. Left to another accounting were ”avy 

picket vessels and air early warning aircraft, and the forces of the 

Amy Antiaircraft Command. The story of the dr National Guard fight

er and radar units, which were federalized and assigned to ADC, during 

the period of their federal service was not included; in this period 

t .ese units were an integral part of the system rather than purely 

emergency forces.

Four ADC Headquarters staff officers generously assisted the 

author during the course of research on the subjects in which they were
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expert; Major B. McKenzie, USAF and 'l&y aircraft; Major J. B. 

Guynes, Air national Guard and sir Force Reserve; and Majors G.

Taylor and P. W. Brownfield, Augmentation Radar. To each of these 

gentlenen, the author wishes to express his indebtedness. Full 

responsibility for any errors or defects in the work is assumed 

by the author and notification of any errors found by any reader 

will be greatly appreciated*

Lydus H. Buss 
Directorate of Historical Services

Colorado Springs, Colorado 
30 June l?5h
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CHAPTER ONE

1946 to 1949

The First Post-War Hr Defense Oomandz 
Emergency Air Defense Farces Ir. Ec±— c

In the spring of 1946, the Army Air Forces reorganized its 

continental command structure and established a Strategic Air Cosnand, 

a Tactical Air Command, certain service orgarri ?-.*  ns, and ar. Air De

fense Corrand. Lieutenant General George E. Stratemeyer, late of the 

China-Buma-India the ter, was placed in eorDand of the new air defense 

organization and told to “organize and administer the integrated air 

defense system...exercise direct control of all active measures and 

coordinate all passive means of air defense... and train units and 

personnel in the operation of the most advanced methods and means de

signed to nullify hostile aerial weapons...." To meet these responsibi

lities, General Stratemeyer found himself with four fighter squadrons, 

with a few radars, and with virtually nothing else. Almost all of the 

existing AAF weapons had been given to the other two major tactical 

comands.

Because of the lack of forces of nis own and tne direction to

* This was the first of two post-war Air Defaise Connards. 
The first ADC, activated Ln March 1946, was abolished in July 1950. 
Prior to its abolition, from 1 December 19113, this ADC served as an 
operational command tzider the Continental Air Cowand. The second 
post—war Air Defense Cowsand was activated on 1 January 1951.
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organise an "late ;ratod" air defense system, General Gti'atc.u- ;r con

cluded that he should and would he given the forces of other cccrxmc.3 

and services in an encr eno-’. Ahortl~- after taking office, he told ' is 

air force comaniers:

The Air Defense Cctanand, with its subordinate Air 
forces, will have prirxrrv interest in the repelling of an 
air attack, and we should therefore have at our ccsanarxi 
all air, ground, and sen forces which nay be necessary to 
repel such an attack.

General Dtratene-^er also included the Air National Guard, which 

’.Ta s beta 1 or.ymi. ed in the spring of 1946, and the .Ur Reserve in the 

forces which ha assured world ba node available for emergency air dc- 

fence. This seemed to bo a natural duplication fros the requirement in 

his mission directive to "maintain units of the Air National Guard and 

the Air Reserve in a highly trained and operational condition of roadi- 
3

nose," A few 'weeks after taking over air defense, General Stratemeyer 

told hie superiorb that "the naans available to the Air Defense Cosnand 

for the purpose of implementing the niesion of that occraad arc the Air 
4

National Guard and the Air Reserve programs." Fa was immediately re

buffed in this, however, for ’.Saahington replied that the AUG and the 

Air Reserve constituted a total AaF reserve and that other commands as 
5

well as ADC night receive their units and personnel. For the ircediate 

future this actually nattered little, for the AUG, in the early stages 

of formation, was hardly more than a paper force; even General

Six air forces were assigned to ADC at the tine of its 
activation. These were the 1st, 2nd, 4th, 10th, 11th, and 14th.
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Strateneyer discounted it as an effective force before 1948 in his plans 

for air defense. As for the Air Reserve;, it was to be 1953 before this 

organisation had sufficient aircraft to attract the attention of air

In June 1946, Lieutenant General Ira Baker, AAF Deputy Cotmander 

established definitely that ADC was to work with other cocmnds and 

services to set up an integrated air defense system, but he did not 

throw any light on how this was to be done or exactly what was to happen 

in an emergency. ADC's naxnnder, he said, had the responsibility far 

"coordination within the United States the nsans available free other 

services for air defense," and AAF headquarters thought that effective 

coordination could only be achieved by assignment of operational con- 
o

trol of these units to ADC in an emergency. Thia seemed to inply that, 

in an emergency ADC would be given operational control of the farces of 

outside agencies for snplcynant, but General Baker went on to say that 

in the event of a sustained attack, the Joint Chiefs of Staff would 

probably declare a theater of jperattcas, appoint a theater cocnjand- 

er, and allocate suitable forces to this individual when he felt would 

be seneone else than the ADC ccnmnder. This confused the issue of 

precisely who would be responsible for the direction of air defense 

operations at the outset of an attack. further, although General Rak*-  

iadicated that operational control of other agency forces should be 

given to ADC during emergency periods for "effective coordination," no 

authority far such assiar/tion of control was provided.
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Mier*;  StrM.vr felt that ht should ba givt-i control of •- - 

side foxes:- erploy tbs initially in an emergency, but with thee-, 

rat.'or opaque instruct', -.u and no authority he could accomplish Suth.: 

in t!.i. d. :r- ’ion. This v shown when he broached the subject to th# 

Ta ♦ tz r.-and. Follewi. '.is discussions with TAG, he reported 
7 

•... uperiorat

...it became clear that the Conmar.ding General, Tactical Ur
‘ — <nnd myself differ in our understanding of ry 

Abilities for the provision of the air defence of the
'.. * •: tai Vni4«d States. Tou have indicated that a theater
. _ r is expected to be appointed in any area of the Unite!
. ■ s which is attacked or threatened with attack. con-

• is for the period between the time hostile action occurs
<■1 is iirst expected to occur, and the tine a theater vamander 

actually been appointed and assunes responsibility in the 
area.

Ko further authority or instructions were supplied by AAF Headquarters, 

however.

A short while later, General Strateeeyer outlined to AAF in 

detail jurt exactly how ha might accomplish his mission. To carry out 

•c • quirersi .-.t to organize an in! -.g’-ated air defense system, he would 

t plane f-r ilr del. » , in conjunction with ctluv air,

, .. i ’. v d"he requirements for additi<t’.

. ■ t- hr grate ’ • ■? forces into tie air defr.

•>. ; . . : t. . a- . • plan as possible; and test
<

‘ ,-r. • H.-adqnart'rs AAF "favor**'y

r . 'i. rrjvr’ >;»' aU', hv.t furnished no other auth-

■ . , «. to secure any «t;reemente neevm ' .

a. ' .!crv».i to confira direction*  already

< : . •»V> Ma Air Force coMUffidere to j .
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preliminary plans far the integration of additional military forces. 

One of the assumptions upon which these plans were to be hosed was 

that "arldit.'i rmal units will be allocated to the Air Forces for air de— 
9 

fense purposes by the CG, AAF or higher authority.'’

Toward the erd of 1946, ADC prepared a short term plan of its 

own for the period to January 1948 in which the area responsibility of 

the six air forces was outlined. Uni er this plan, air defense was 

to be provided by the assumption of control over all available forces 

in the area, regardless of command or service assignment, by the ADC air 
10 

forces. The plan had little effect, however, for there was no 

approval free higher authority. ADC informed its field cctsnamders 

that because of the lack of authorization and high level agreements 

the short tern plan could only be used us a guide in the preparation 

of the area defense plans.

This continued absence of authorization and clear cut respons

ibility plus the lack of any assigned force to speak of was apparently 

causing sone bitterness in ADC Headquarters, if the words of eno 

high ranking officer can be accepted as indicative. In a strong 

personal plea for action to Brigadier General Lincoln of the War 

Denertaent General Staff, Colonel John Carv, A-ting Assistant Chief 
11 

of Staff for Plans at ADC, declared:

”y purpose in forwarding this to you is to point out 
the present apparent complete lack of delineation by the War 
Department, of the responsibilities and authorities involved 
in the air defense of the United States. It appears to us, 
on the receiving end, that the War Department is afraid that 
another Pearl Burbot Eight conceivably oc-ur in the United 
States and although the Whr Department is unwilling to take
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of General btratcncyer' s for an increase in his am "orce, which was 

predated bv the poor showing of his forces in a maneuver held in the 
13

llorthwest in the spring of 1948. He asked an increase by one of two 

moans: direct assignnent of two SAC fighter wings, two TAG '.rings, and 

one fighter wing of the Caribbean Defense Cocsxtnd, or, if this was 

not possible, assignnent of a secondary mission of air defense to 

these units and deployment of then to locations better suited for
14

air defense. Washington turned both proposals down, but offered 

to direct SAC and TAG to train their forces in air defense. This 
15

action was carried through early in July. There is no indication 

that any great strides were made immediately in this direction, 

however. The resources of the other camnauds were too United 

and thev were too much occupied with their awn training to engage 

to any extent in air defense training.

The Air National Guard In Air Defense

On the sane day that Air Force Headquarters directed the

allocation of SAG and TAG forces to energenev air defense, it also
16 

provided for the use of the Air National Guards

In the event of war or national energency, initially 
all Air nn.nl. Guard Units will be available to the Air 
Defense Camnadar, and until other requirements develop which 
necessitate their employment elsewhere, you will have the full 
use thereof.

Notwithstanding the fact that there exists certain 
restrictions which Unit the control which the United States 
Air Force can exercise over the Air National Guard, you will 
mke plans to integrate the Air National Guard to the fullest 
extent possible in your Air Defense planning, training, and 
operations.
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Far an understandiAf t-is -rc.lee of cor.tr:! red 

which Lejjn increasingly important, as well as wn*t  the A5 ; •.

its state of readiness, it is nu ssary to c nsider the creati.r. a.;', 

organisation of the Alii sr.d ADC’s responsi.ility to it. Organ.zzti -. 

the <'\1 began or. 25 April 19. n authority w:-. <ive:. :.• "... .!:u- :~-
17*  

nor*  the ’Jatlcnal Guard Bureau - < stalls’-.-ent -f ar- ADG.

'Oder the original plan, the Al. • wau t . cr.sist of Siu units a . -

* 1 e seventy-"" fi; r.te; , . ■ .-. • ■ . it/-two aircr
16**

, 1 turning squadr ns*  Dist:.•••• i:r. to the states was .-. t:e rx t! 

tactical unit to each . an: ths reminder allotted

to a population ratio of ~.en between ths ages of eighteen and tnirty-i _.■■•*  

In this way ths populous eastern states received the greatest nunber of 

•■inito.

When organized, the fighter squadrons received F-U7 and P-51 fighter 

aircraft and the A£V< squadrons received a variety of World War II equip, .nt 

such w the SCH-527 and 3CH--7C search radar sets. As late as the end of

* Prior to .-.•'rid War -.-.ere were twenty-nine observation squ
. 1: * 1 .ti nal Guard, pr.-_ ily in infantry divisions, These s p:

:• f- "-ad lzed wit the re t of the 7uard at the outsat of the war and c . 
;*_■  t Pri'r to i .eat of Japan, General Marshall and other
.. .iry *s.l.'rs  tar *.'.e  ne : icr a post-wn- national guard and appoint■ i 

t. »tu4jr the pr. - ■> . This s'-i'ty resulted in a plan which was 
■4-pr •••• i t; the Secretary of ... n 13 October 19U5*  The Air fail -n*l  * ’

ar. utgrswtr. of tnis plan.
* * .rt’K.:iii- 1j.-. of UJh Fighter Squadron in Alaska later ir- 

ed the waler of fighter squadrons to »• verity-thrwa. Tid s stpadr
, .r. -i.a 198th at San Tuan, P..rt l ies and the 199th at Honolulu, Jaw;..I 

re never ir. lud-xi in .tir U. ...5e plans.
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191x9, these types plus the orc all AK/lPS-2 search sets were the main

stays of the ANG AC&W squadrons. In 1919, a few of the All/TPS-lFs 

aid All/CPS-Ss which were authorised, were beginning to arrive.

Organization by the states of Guard units began upon receipt 

of authority for establishment by the national bureau, on 30 June 191x6, 

the first unit of the ANG was given federal recognition - the 120th
20

Fighter Squadron at Denver, Colorado. By early 191x7, most of the 

fighter and ADfcW squadrons had been organised and federally recog- 
» 

sized.

The agency through which the AAF, and later USAF, discharged 

its responsibility to the ANG was the Air Defense Command. Just prior 

to the activation of the latter, it was given an interim mission which, 

as we have seen, assigned the duty of maintaining units of tho ANG 

and the Air Reserve in a trained and operational condition of readiness. 

This responsibility was obviously too broad for ADC to accomplish and 

early in June the mission was narrowed to discharging the responsibility 

of the AAF "with respect to organization, administration, training and 

maintenance of the Air National Guard and Air Reserve, subject to the
21 

policies from the Commanding General, AAF.” For the ANG, ADC actually 

had much less responsibility than this directive implied, however, AAF 

explained that the organisation., administration, and maintenance part of 

the mission pertained only to the Air Reserve. with the single except i» 

that any maintenance beyond the capabilities of the ANG would be handl£f 
22

by ADC. Other than this, therefore, ADC was left with the one duty cf 

supervising the training of the ANG.

* See Appendix I for a list of the ANG units organized and feder
ally recognized in February 19U7.
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ADC 5 a ; .' : . i - i ' . • < • ' . -I' j c r. ‘ J • . • ••

training :r«,.-rr. ..1. wu . by ’n*  hat 1 3

■ • j

ir£ ,<er5- " - i:’- . Zi - err. -ir.tr. ' '■

-,4i. .» an.- f • - • ■ .m AD^’s a.

. ■ • ... .. : . - ; • •. »

The training program ft • f was gemrd to the cor. ■■ t

Al ’ ■ ar - ,r « for,’1 • . . • f~' • -s ' • have * •'

... . ■

■ ’ J;’;’.: . » ’ i‘i. ■ in ■-!*  It lense. 1 . ■

years -.re and r.cre training tir.e «a:: to be devoted to air defe 

:• n.t until 1?51» that the training of AIS fighter squadrons rar» 

* ■ bt dev tea airwit exclusively t. air defense*

AM j iv.er encar.p:v?r.ts were neld in 191*7  and 194?*  Lr • in ' -.e

V - •• .:, a ■ ::ri::c: AH f ! t-.intr. - -.aneuver nas >.■•' d ■

■_ • ■■.at..’ A? XT .. ' -i'cr.;.

. .. train these years was far fr< r. <■ .r>;

’ ■' ■ . trie . 'f . ' -I ■ r ' nt *■ f ■> o I -•

' -• t«jt • I : nt. fi.-.iei -qufdi-jns

• • . r. ia .» .:. al- a: ■•.. . 1 ‘ d ir. - ■■ - ■_ -Adt

A; tr.-- tar-t in the utl.Laat.OJ '.f t;. i A., in a.;

was •.. .- .c.-..- ~,bi.i.:>*i  n ..r ..t..s wrjcr. nagatad the . 3 

an iMsadlai'-.. . . • - is M sr.&ll • «Si Mqpnt:
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Navy Forces Tn Air Defense

General Strateneyer had also wanted the use of Navy forces in 

an emergency and as early as May 19U6 had authorised the 1st and !*th  

Air Forces to make local agreements with Navy organisations for this 

purpose even though there was no guidance from Washington in this dir

ection. He followed this up in late summer with instructions to each 

of his other field commanders to contract agreements with Navy 

commands.

The l*th  Air Force pioneered the way, reaching an agreement of 
2?

sorts with Western Sea Frontier in 19W. Following this, similar 

discussions were conducted in other areas and agreements concluded in 

many cases. Lacking high level direction, none of these agreements 

were realistic, however, and at best were bare outlines of proposed 

action. General Stratemeyer continued to press for action to be taken 

on the Joint Chiefs of Staff level. Integration of Navy forces seemed 
26 

to him "impractical of accomplishment on {say other leveT/.*

The first high level attention paid to Air Force-Navy coop

eration in air defense with any concrete results was at the Key West 

conference of the Secretary of Defense with the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff held in the spring of 19ufi. In the functional statement result- 
27 

ing from thia meeting the Navy agreed!

To provide sea-based air defense and the sea-based 
means for coordinating control fcr defense against air 
attack, coordinating with the other services in natters of 
joint concern.

To provide naval (including naval air) forces as re
quired for the defense of the United States against air 
attack, in accordance with joint doctrines and procedures 
approved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
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Upon this statement uf !z. ‘xr,> -ere t '■■ . ■■ i . . •

agreements with Navy organizations for the use in e-wrf n._. air -

of their forces. In none of these agreements, conclude. 1 du m : one . er- 

iod covered by this study# were Navy commanders to give tr.s octree r — 

gree of assurance that Navy- £cr • •> would be forthcoming .;‘.c-. r.

Tha reason was that no guarantee r ..Id be given without authorization 

by the Joint. Chiefs of Staff. Unfortunately, the JCS a.rcr.v i 

and procedures" envisaged here never materialized.
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CHAPTER XI

1949 to 1951

Merger of Forces Under The 
Continental Air Costnand

The existence of the first post-war ADC as a major command end

ed on 1 December 1948 when it and the Tactical Air Command were reduced 

to operational commands and assigned to the newly created Continental 
1

Air Comand. General Stratemeyer took over the latter organization and

Major General Gordon P. Saville became conmander of ADC. ConAC assumed 

the air defense mission formerly held by ADC and the tactical support 

mission of TAG, and into this organization went the resources of both 
•B-

commands as well as some forces reassigned from SAC. Pooled under

ConAC were ten wings: the 4th, 33rd, and 56th from SAC; the 1st, 20th, 

and 31st from TAG; and the 14th, 5?nd, 78th, and 325th from ADC. Of 

these wings, eight were given air defense as a primary mission and

* ADC’3 commander was made responsible to the ConAC comander for 
air defense planning and for the conduct of the active air defense of 
the United States with the means made available by ConAC. The two TAG 
Air Forces, the 9th and 12th, and the four ADC Air Farces, the 1st, 
4th, 10th, and 14th, were assigned to ConAC and all units and stations 
formerly assigned to ADC and TAC were transferred to the Air Forces. 
It is to be noted that earlier, in mid-1948, an ADC reorganization 
and boundary relocation reduced its Air Forces from the original 
six to four. The 2nd and 11th Air Forces were inactivated. The 
four ADC Air Forces were, under ConAC, given responsibility for air 
defense until the Eastern and Western Air Defense Liaison Groups 
took over nominal responsibility for the conduct of air defense at 
the time of their activation, 1 March 1949. The tactical m its re
mained assigned to the Air Forces, however, for the time beiig. Full 
responsibility for air defense as well as the resources was gradually

13
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tactical support as a secondary miiii ,:i. The 20th and 31st, ‘..-r.-r TA' 

Wings, retained tactical support as their primary nissi-.n and werv 

air delense as a secondary wission.

Although this was r.ofc the x*an»  envisaged by leneral Sv. -.•■ - . ■ 

for -r Teasing hxs force when : rnd requested earlier ttv-

* other cowati units, V. „■ -■ rer had the sane ■'•<> O/

. eater forces available for air de-- r were -.ore than dr':- i —

• - tour wing- of ten squadrons ■ eight wi.u’i of twen-y-’.: -. .

..- ij ir-rreauR in the force which could be v.- d for air ';efentt n-

-. ? airs in the creation of C nAC. 3y uniting xost Oaitixie: ta. r .r 

ler cnc roof, a much greater force could be n&de available either for

air defense or for tactical support. As publicly announced, "Throng-;

r} /the Continental Air Ccrrard/ the Air Force Will be able to tr.r.v 

‘.re full weight of the combined units either to the Air Defense Comand

to the Tactical Air Cn-wand, as cireumstiux t>s way require."

Training Of The All

The ir-iiag-ci n of :<:z ' did r thing to lessen the < '.u.

. »vr.yKy air deferre. Tn 1^1:^, the iuiri’

■. - r ur i: f-nrai--• . rd. i . ' r ..]ut’r<.i:. - -u. i to \ ■rc:- ' v >'

, ~i - 1:d cf the total r? ■■ •.. . r tre-. - ‘ -n the 'I.. .

■? uji full r»al -n of this as shown by tv fact that bed! -f ♦.-■•

placed urv . th<- E-s:r .rr and VI t-rr. Air Defense "orce >
■ v. wore activated 1 Septe’i or 19119. For .» detail-4 as- .rt '•

■i -r defense • - • ■ . • - - ■ - . . ;1,,f AOCIiR # 1, Chapter 9>
V u,

SECRET



SECRET
ConAC emergency war plant. of 19ii? and ".955 counted heavily on the ASG 

as an augmentati n force.

In Its planning, ConAC b&lirvi i that the first encny attacks 

would probably come with little or no warning and would be saturati n 
6 

raids. To counter these blows, ConAC felt it imperative that its 

regular fighter forces be augmented ar. soon as possible with A1A1 

fighters. During all of 1?1$ and most of 1950, however, A1JG squadrons 

could not have been brought into action for several days and then only 

inef fee tively.

To increase the readiress time and the effectiveness of the ANG 

fighter forces, ConAC, which received the supervisory responsibility 

for the ANG and the Air Reserve formerly held by ADC, had two major 

problems to overcome, Hie first was the cumbersome mobilization pro

cedures. The Guard could be called into service only by Congressional 

authorization such as might be giver, if an attack occurred or by a
7*  

"call” issued by the President to the state governors. Both required 

considerable time. As ^ate at the end < f »91i9, it was estimated 

that from three days to two wee<c- was required to bring the AHO into 
8

service. This inordinate amount of time resulted partly frat the 

second problem, that of lacs of control over the Guard units, which 

was discussed earlier. The latter not oruy prevented ConAC from 

assuring that this for e was being effects.'ely trained, but also

• Such a call was authorized by an act of January 21, 1903. 
In 1953, this act again becomes iwwtart  sae Chapter TV, this 
study.

*
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General told General Webster that his sur^estion was impractical.

U
Among the reasons he gave were the followings

The state would be liable for damage to property, 
personal injury, and loss of life, incident to the 
operations of National Guard fighter aircraft while 
under the operational control of the Eastern Air De
fense Force.

The laws of the State of New York do not empower 
the Governor to employ the National Guard for operations 
of the character contemplated except under conditions 
where attack is imminent.

This ended General Webster’s efforts to gain operational control through 

local arrangement. Instead, he requested GonAC to propose passage of 

federal legislation providing for the integration of the AUG with the 
12 

air defense system.

General Whitehead had already made a suggestion of this nature 

a few weeks earlier. He asked USAF to obtain perm!s; ion from the 

National Guard Bureau to allow at least the ANG fighter squadrons 

located lithin the active defense net to be employed under ths 

operational control of the Eastern and Western Air Defense Forces
13

both for practice and actual air defense missions. The National 

Guard Bureau had no more authority than the states for granting 

operational control, however, and nothing cane of the request.

Following this, ConAC gave up in its efforts to place the 

Guard operationally under the Defense Forces and turned instead to 

securing as effective training as possible within the allowable 

limits. ConAC noted to EADF that since efforts in other directions 

had failed, an attest would now have to be made to provide increas

ed air defense training daring the sumer encampments and during
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weekend inactive-duty periods.

Early in 191.9, the Natio&ax Guard Bureau had apr -i xo yer- .• ANG 

units to participate in training with the air defense sy.‘ t?~
15

local ccfsnand^rs w uld agr- o to de so. It was not intil rl i—lb } • . - 

ever, t::at ConAC turned all o: - attention to this training near 

ConAC n.d considered this to be to ; imited and had sought a st andard 

nation-wide procedure, but also it wa_. : until early in 195d that a-’l 

.r thstates agreed to permit training of t:«ir Guard units i- :..s 

manner ■

In June 1950, ConAC directed its Defense Farces to est a? list a 

training program which would provide for participation of ANG units in 

training with the air defense system whenever local commanders would per

mit it, and to attemot to integrate ANG units into the air defense system 
16

fcr training during the surmer encampments. There is little information 

on the amount of training engaged in by AN3 units with the air defense 

system, but overall it was probably not extensive except for the saw: 

training periods. Also, the extent of training varied widely with the 

io: .tion of the ANG squadrons. Many squadrons, both fighter and AC&W, 

were located too far from regular air defense units to exer , -Se with 

then. The 10th Air Force, for example, reported that the only ASG 

iorces in its area so located that they could participate in trailing 

. ,t-. regular units were >ne fighter group and one AG1W aqua:.- . , ootn 
17

based in Michigan. A w AIK fighter s luadr• r.s participated the SAf- 

1 nAC oombei-interceptor training program known as “Big Kioto,0 in late 
18

.950. Under WAIF auspices, both fighter and AGaeK squadrr.ns t <x part 

in the air defense exercises held in the northwest in 19d° and 1950.
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Daring the siuaaer encampment periods, ANG fighter and AC&W 

squadrons worked very closely with the regular forces*  In the 1950 

sumner training, regular strike missions were flcwn by GonAC, ANG and 

even SAC forces bo that a well-rounded though brief training was pro

vided, The degree of proficiency continued to vary widely, however, 

Some AG&W units were so lacking in qualified personnel that they could 
19 

not operate effectively. Pilot gunnery proficiency in many of the 

fighter squadrons was nil because of the lack of a sufficient number 

of ratios for ANG use during the year*  Many pilots could fire 

gunnery only during the summer encampment and camera equipment was 
20 

usually insufficient to allow much camera gunnery.

Authority For Mobilization Of The ANG

The position of the Air National Guard in air defense was 

transformed overnight by the onslaught North Korea delivered upon its 

southern neighbors in the early morning hours of 25 June 195^ and by 

the immediate American reaction*  Because of the emergency situation, 

legislation was passed on June thirtieth which empowered the President 

on his own judgement, to order into active service for a period not 

to exceed twenty one months any member or unit of the military reserve 

components.

* This provision, part of Public Law 599 (62 Stat. 605, 50 
V.S.C., Sup Ulj 319), became Section 21 of the Selective Service Act 
of 19U8. The latter act was to expire on 9 July 1950 and a new act 
had been proposed prior to the outbreak of the Korean War under which 
the President could have ordered the reserve ccsponents into service 
only with Congressional authorization. Disagreements arose between 
the Souse and Senate over various points in this act and nothing was 
accomplished prior to the weekend of June 25th. When Congress again
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that no more than three aircraft per squadron could be made available 

for scramble within thirty minutes free, the tine an alert was re-
22 

ceived by a squadron.

To further shorten the tine required for bringing AUG units 

into action, ConAC pressed Washington for delegation of the aobiliza- 

tion authority, which Congress had provided the President, as far
23 

down as Defense Force level, under an emergency condition, which 

ConAC defined as an actual or inninent enemy air attack, the latter 

command wanted its Defence Forces to be able to immediately issue 

authoritative orders to any ANG squadron in its area. This could be 

accomplished only if the Defense Force commanders had the authority 

to federalize the ANG unit at the sane tine that they gave operations 

orders to then. ConAC was turned down, however, because the Secretary 
211 

of the Air Force had decided to retain this authority.

The question would perhaps have not been reopened, at least 

not as soon, had not it not been for a sudden turn of events in the 

Korean War. Early in November 1950, as United Hations’ forces were 

advancing in North Korea, several divisions of Communist Chinese 

troops attacked in a tremendous offensive. AH during November 

and December, U.N. forces were steadily pushed back with heavy 

losses. In the United States there was great fear that a general 

war was imminent. For example, Senator A. Willis Robertson, Dem

ocrat from Virginia, a aid on November 28, nI think the next three 

days will determine whether we are to be at war with China and 
25

Soviet Ruasia."
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approved. This expansion program, however, was phased over a consider

able period of time. July 1951 there was to be an increase of only 

six to nine interceptor squadrons over the twenty-three currently
30

possessed. With the outbreak of tie Korean War, ConAC felt that the 

nation could not afford to wait and asked that the air defense forces 
31 

be increased immediately.

The only immediate source of fighter strength was the ANG, 

and ConAC asked in July 1950 that twenty squadrons, which were located
32

within radar coverage, be called to active duty. This was to meet 

initial requirements only, ConAC noted, and additional squadrons would 

be requested later when more radar stations were added. ConAC 

emphasized that no interference with the previously scheduled increase 

in the regular air defense force was intended. This was purely an 

emergency measure.

As with the request for delegation of the mobilization auth

ority, USAF turned the first proposal down, pointing to the already 

approved plan for deployment cf ConAC’a squadrons and for an increase
33

of twelve squadrons during fiscal year 1951. As we have »'re?dy seen, 

the circumstances were suddenly altered early in November by the 

entrance of the Comunist Chinese into the Korean War and the con

sequent fear of a general conflict. On top of this was a weakening 

of the eastern defenses caused by the moveajnt of the 4th Fighter i£ng 

to the Far East Air Forces made necessary by the grave crisis in
34

Korea. The combination of factors caused General Whitehead to appeal 
35 

for help*
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.37 
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suggested the activation of a regular squadron. In part, this request 

was approved also. Besides the original fifteen AUG squadrons, which 

were to be federalized on 1 February 1951, USAF advused that six 

addi td -vial squadrons would be brought into service on 1 March for 
to

assignment to ADC. USAF at first said that another sixteen would 

be federalized on 1 April, but a few days later decided to defer 
Ijl 

this action pending authorization for additional Air Force build-up. 

These sixteen squadrons were to remain earmarked for ADC, however.
* 

The other twenty-one squadrons were federalized on the dates proposed. 

During this same period, the other AUG fighter squadrons in the con

tinental United States (not including the sixteen set aside for ADC) 

were also federalized and assigned to other commands.

AUG Radar Units In Air Defense

At the same tine that action was underway for readying the 

ANG fighter units for an emergency air defense role, plans were being 

made for the emergency employment of AN3 aircraft control and warning 

forces. One of the earliest of these plans was for the use of ANG 

AC&W units in a radar system envisaged by Headquarters USAF in a plan 

which was developed in the fall of 19li7, called SUPREMACY, This plan 

was drawn on a grand scale and proposed the deployment of 37h basic 

radar stations and fourteen control centers over a period of five 
to

•'ears. During peacetime, only partial manning of this system was to

* See Appendix II for a list of the twenty-one squadrons, 
their home stations, and the type aircraft possessed at the time 
of federalization.
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for the ANG areas. This plan for use of the ANG AC&W forces was dis

carded also, however, primarily because more and more personnel and 

equipment for the permanent system was received and because the ANG 

units were both chronically understrength and poorly equipped. This 

early scheme to set up eight areas and sub-divide these was itself 

dropped and the nation eventually was divided into eleven sectors all 

manned by regular personnel.

As with the filter forces, ANG AOiW units were brought into 

federal service during 1951. The Air Defense Command was assigned 

initially twenty-eight of these squadrons.

Provisions For Use Of Navy Forces

At the Key West conference of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, it 

will be recalled that the Navy agreed to provide forces for air defense 

in accordance with doctrines and procedures to be issued by the Joint 

Chiefs of Staff. Following the conference, the Chief of Naval Opera

tions issued an interim statement of policy on emergency employment 

of naval forces in air defense to act as a guide a psiicy was
U7 

established by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. The JCS failed to make a 

pronouncement on the subject, however, and the basic principles laid 

down at this time were to serve for many years to come.

* See Appendix HI for a list of these squadrons, their home 
stations, and the date of their assignment to ADC. The information 
available at ADC Headquarters shows the assignment of twenty-eight 
eq^ad-nn*  to this command, but it is not known whether this was the 
total number federalized.
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First, the CMC stressed that naval forces e raid be employed on 

an emergency basis only and that avallability would be leberr•■’r.ed o" the 

cognizant naval commander. Naval forces could be trained and ’repared 

for emergency air defense participation, tat no "routine and cantina . 

pea~'d.t ->■ operational corunitae: ‘ “ .-.aval forces to continental air 
48 

defense," was possible. The Fleets, he Sea Frontiers, the Na-ul Dis

tricts, the Naval Air Training Cosr.and including ths Naval Air ■ 

Training Corr.and, the Naval Airship Training "r.i Sxperir.ental 

and the Narine Corps Supporting Establishments and Air Reserve Train

ing Corr.and were all listed as sources of emergency forces. T. ' a 

Frontiers were established as the major direct link between the Navy 

and Air Force organizations. Interim procedures for emergency er.--.lcgr- 

r.ent should be established, the CNO continued, by mutual agreement 

between the Navy and appropriate Air Force commands. Training was the 

responsibility of the Navy commanders and joint Navy-Air Force train

ing was per.nissable at the option of Navy cor.-.andsrs.

because of Navy eorr.and structure and establish:-.-nt of the Sea 

Frontiers as the agencies res onsitle for making the arrangments for 

and directing participation in air defense, it was necessary that the 

Air Defense Forces, as the co-nand echelon most nearly equivalent to 

the Sea Frontiers, rake all agreements for use of Navy forces. Ths 

first agreement to be made fo-louing the CFO's policy statement was 

concluded on 2? Decen-er 154? etween u,e Eastern Sea Frontier (ESF) 

and the Eastern Air Defense Force. Under its terms, the ESF oorr.ander 

agreed to allocate Navy and Marine forces under his Jurisdichi •*,  wr.ioh

SECRET



SECRET
were not more urgently needed by the Navy, to the operational con*  r-' 

lt9
of the EADF commander in an emergency. These forces were to include 

fighters, antiaircraft artillery, shore-based radar, airborne early 

warning aircraft, radar picket ships, and electronic jaming deviser. 

So that naval forces would participate effectively, the ESF commander 

agreed to coordinate with the various commanders concerned to insure 

training of all elements in air defense operations. The agreement 

provided further that it was the responsibility of the local command.rr 

to see that their crews were familiar with air defense operating 

procedures.

After reaching the agreement, procedures for employment of 

naval fighters in air defense were worked out between the two com. , 

As established by these procedures, which were formally issued by 

EADF in the summer of 1950, when Navy support was required, the Ej” 

commander was to request allocation from the ESF commsnder. After 

allocation was made, EADF was to inform the Air Divisions concern/' ■*  

and the latter was to assume operational control of the Navy frreer 

their area. This control did not include authority to move Navy fig 

from one base to another. Bequests for deployment could be made, ' : 

the decision to do so was at the option of the Navy commander roc. y , 

At this time also, the procedures for integration of ar’’ai -• 

craft artillery wore established. The agreement with ESF had p. • 

that Navy antiaircraft fire was to be placed order the operation^ 

control of the commander of an Army antiaircraft defended area w“ - 

ever the two forces were interfering or supporting each qthi-r. I
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July 1950, KADP established that where as j£nSy Antiaircraft Operations 

Center existed, orders to release fire were to be issued by the AD'- 
50 

station through the AAOC to the Naval Antiaircraft Control Stati n. In 

areas where no AAOC was established, direct lines were to ran fr'-n the ;i 

SCI station to the naval AA Control Station. Navy AA units located within, 

an organized sir defense area andr.ot in communication with a GCI station, 

•..ere not to engage an aircraft unless it was in the process of c&nnitt- 

ing or had committed a hostile act. AA weapons aboard merchant vessels 

were not to engage aircraft under any circumstances.

An agreement similar to that made with ESP was concluded by 

HASP with the Western Sea Frontier (ISP) in May 1950. Under it, the 

WSF commander agreed to insure training of the forces in his area and to 

allocate these forces to emergency air defense if they were not needed 
51 

elsewhere. The forces in the western area were to be made available 

also for joint training with the air defense system when they could be 

released. The WSF commander added the note that this agreement was only 

an interim measure pending the issuance of directives from the Joint 

Chiefs of Staff. Neither this agreement nor the one with ESF provided 

for any specific corrdtnents of naval forces, laxly when a request for 

allocation was made would a commitment of available forces be given. 

This prevented advance planning for use of any specific Navy forces eith*  r 

by location or numbers.

The srrangr.-ents made by ;&:■ with the Navy for carrying out its 

vreer.cnt provided that in an emergency or for training, the VADr 

commander was to ask the Sea Frcntiai- co; , uider for allocate n of forces.
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When these were supplied, direct ccmunications between all lower 

y'-yjops of the two commands was automatically authorized for the pur

pose of integrating the Navy forces into the air defense system. Op- 

erational control was to be vested in the local Air Force operating 

activity. However, Navy and Marine GCI stations were to actually 

scramble and control fighter?1 whenever possible. As with ESF forces, 

operational control did not include movement authority. The >JSF 

cor-:ander stipulated that his approval was necessary for any deploy- 

nent of Navy forces.

By aid-1950, the Defense Forces had succeeded in establishing 

procedures for both emergency employment and for joint training in 

air defense with the Navy. During 1950 communications were established 

to a number of Navy fighter stations and by the end of the year scramble 

lines had been installed to the following basest Atlantic City NAS, 

New Jersey; Floyd Bennett NAS, New York; Quonset Point NAS, Rhode Islaid; 

Norfolk NAS, Virginia; Oceana NAS, Virginia; San Point NAS. Washington;
53 

Moffett NAS, El Toro MCAS, and San Diego NAS, California. Both EATF 

and WADF had received, since early 1950, periodic status reports from 

the respective Sea Frontiers on fighters, antiaircraft, and radar presi: t 
5b*  

in the United states.

In the spring of 1950, there were enough regular and reserve 

Navy fighters in ths United States to equal 120 squadrons of sixteen

* For an example of the reports sent to the Defense Forces, 
see reference note number fifty-four.
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55
to twenty aircraft each. These included tcth da; and all-weather con

ventional and jet types, jst this time, there were 357 Navy radar sets 

of various types and in various degrees of operation arcund the country. 

Finally, in eighteen coastal areas there was soma degree of naval anti

air raft capability. Because cl the continual movement of ships, the 

latter was very transitory in nature.

In both the eastern and western areas. '.'avy forces participated to 

a great extent during 1950 in joint training suer as the 5AC-ADC "Sig 

Photo” exercises. EADF negotiated a special agreement with El? in Sept

ember to place training on a regular basis. Sy the terns of agree

ment, EAD? made the ADC ACiW system available for training at the request 
56

of the Navy commanders. The Air Division oc~.and.er8 were authorized, to 

approve requests for training in "gig Photo" .missions, procedural famil

iarity exercises, and joint exercises.
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CHAPTER III 

1951 to 1953

The Second Post-War Air Defense Command

On 1 January 1951» the second post-war Air Defense Command was 

created. To this command went the air defense mission which had re

sided in ConAC since 1 December 191x8 and all the tactical forces and 

organizations assigned that mission. Supervisory responsibility over 

the Air National Guard and Air He serve, however, remained with ConAC. 

Lieutenant General Ennis Whitehead moved from ConAC to the command of 

ADC.
Included in the mission of the new ADC were responsibilities 

for ring an integrated air defense system which were quite similar 

to those gtven to the first ADC in 191x6, but by this time they acquired 

same weaning. ADC was charged with "the carrying cut of joint air de

fense training and joint air defense exercises and maneuvers...utilizing 

units of other components of the Department of Defense that may be 

available," and "establishment and maintenance of liaison with...other 

Air Fores commands for the purpose of coordinating joint matters per- 
1

twining to air defense....*  A month after ADC’s activation, USAF 

broadened these responsibilities with instructions to make arrangements 

for use in an emergency of all forces possessing an air defense cap- 
2 

ability.

33
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Agreements For Use Cf Other Co mend Forces

USAF specifically directed that contact be made with the lactic •-! 

Air Command, which had been restored to major ccrxtand status on 1 January 

1951; and it was to this organisation that ADC made the first overture:.. 

An agreement was signed with TAC on 21 April which provided in general 

terns for the use of that command's fighters and tactical control groups 

in an emergency. Under its terns, TAC agreed tc be responsible for 

providing ADC with information cn the location, canposition, and cap— 

abilities of its unite which were available*for  employment; to Insure 

that its forces could be employed as quickly as possible? to make plans 

for participation in air defense maneuvers; and to maintain adeouate
3

levels of ammunition and fuel. A clearly defined training responsibility 

was lacking. TAC agreed only to the statement that its forces should be 

trained for air defense employment whenever primary responsibilities 

allowed and to the requirement to plan for participation in air defense 

maneuvers. In an emergency, available TAC forces were to be placed nadir 

the operational control of ADC. The agreement was termed interim in the 

sense that it was applicable for the period from the beginning of an 

emergency to such time as TAC recalled its units. When the latter 

happened, it was expected that some other arrangements would be made, 

probably by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. For the purposes of the agree

ment, a condition of emergency was to exist automatically if an attack 

occurred or ap’uarcd imminent, or when declared by the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff or other competent authority, or by mutual agreement between the 

signatories.
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In the TAO agreement, as in all the others signed with Air Force 

commands during 1951, a reservation was attached which made dependability 

in an emergency very uncertain. This provision was that in an emergen y, 

availability of TAC forces °shall be in consonance with requirements 
u 

and commitments for execution of their assigned primary missions."

The agreement with TAG established only the concept and terrs 

for emergency employment in air defense. ADC thought at first that it 

could leave to the Defense Forces the entire job of working cut the 

plans and procedures for carrying out the agreements and immediately 

after the TAC commander's signature had been obtained, directed its
5 

field commanders to begin work on these details.

In carrying out ADC's instructions, representatives from Central 

and Eastern Air Defense Forces net jointly with TAC officials. In 

these talks, informal agreements for training, emergency, integration, 
6 

and even deployment of TAC fighters were reached. WADF went a step 

further and drew up an operations plan for emergency employment of TAC 
7 

units in its area.

No approval was given by ADC to these actions, however, and 

further development of operations plans on the Defense Force level 

languished. The reason ADC did not tell the field commanders to go 

ahead with their plans was, as will be seen, because of the realiza

tion that operations plais made on a regional level for use of the 

augmentation forces which happened to be in that area without regard 

to any overall priority might result in a waste of these forces.

* Ths Central Air Defense Force was activated on 1 March 193?.

SECRET



36
SECRET

Meanwhile, ADC had sent a similar agreement tc ’ ,'jtr .t r,ic Air 

Command. SAC Headquarters accepted all of the procedures ani spec; ibilt-.lc 

proposed including the somewhat mere definite training requirement to pre

pare plans for insuring "adequate unit training and adherence tc air 

def .-■■■ policies end procedures.' tut insisted upon additional reserva- 
8 

ticns. It was the desire of SAC, se war plans required early deploy

ment of fighters tc forward bases in an emergency, to have cosplets con

trol over the participation of its units in air defense. t t-..-. 

reason, *?.c  procedure w.ich TAC hart accepted w-.erehjr th '■ f- r- ■ "Cd 

co’-' andsr would determine the need for use of available fere.o t»as 

modified to a requirement for the Defense Force cowander to make his 
9 

request through the Commander of ADC. The reason for this change. was 

that SAC wished to make certain that its units scheduled for early move

ment overseas would not be deployed for air defense prior tc the issuance 
10

of SAC orders. Furthermore, in addition to the reservation carried in the 

TAC agreement that availability would depend upon the r< ’.uixer.crrt s <nd 

cor 'd.tr.ents of the primary mission, SAC spelled out its posit! cn wit h 

t’.e statement, that "all strategic Air co- iand Forces will lu n-. 

deploy:?;. to forward bases on the first day of hostilities.. . It 13 

specif! dl> recognized that d-plcy-ent Of x-~; .rf !. ;• 

support of the SAC war plan will take precedenca over dr i’fer.
11 

.. r.x .r- nti • ■

At first, SAC apparently had little expert ;t.c:. of . ' ■ ., 

participating in a.r defense, for when AX oskad for periodic .jt.rtua 

reports for t'ha purpose of preparing deployr-ent plarts, SAC r< ‘ : • 1. 

reminding ADC of the clause in the agroer.ent that dtployrnnt of its
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forces in support of its war plan would, take precedence over any air 
12

defense comrrtt.nent.n- ADC persisted, however, pleading that while there 

was a possibility that SAC forces would not be available there was also 
13

the chanoe that they could be used for a short time:

The possibility of your units assisting in air defense 
of this country even for Just a few days after the outbreak 
of hostilities, might well be the deciding factor in sur
vival of the nation.

GAC conceded the point and furnished ADC with the desired status 

reports.

After conclusion of the agreement with SAC in May, ADC directed 

its Defense Forces to make detailed arrangements for employment and 
it-

training of SAC forces. Similar activity to that with TAC was under

taken by the field commanders. WADF even produced another operations 

plnn. As before, no final approval was given by ADC to the Defense 

Force plans, however.

In mid-summer, ADC negotiated agreements with both the Air Train 

■ing Command and the Air Proving Ground C errand and in November reached 

an agreement with the Air Research and Development Command. Is TAC 

accord was used as a guide and each of these agreements was similar 

to it with the exception of a more definite training responsibility. 

These three ccmzmds agreed, as had SAC, to prepare orders and plans 

which would insure adequate training of their units in air defense
15 

policies and procedures.

♦ ARDC had no aircraft capable of performing in air defense. It 
did, however, have radar which ADC wished to use. See page 5tff, this 
chapter.
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Emerge.-: • y Employment Plax..

After studying at sone length the arrangements node t tn - >. - 

fense Forces for employing TAC and. SAC forces and comparing the fl,- - 

available from all of the other camends with the targets to be detenu 

ADC decided that to allow the rrloyaent of augmentation forces within 

each region simply because they were located in that area would be an 
16

uaeeouaaicBl 'use of this augmentation. Effective use required allocation 

on a basis of priority of targets, forces available for defense Of there 

targets, and the capability of these forces. This could only be accoa- 

plished by ADC Headquarters itself. For thia reason, late in October 

ADC informed the field corramders that it was preparing an overall 

operations plan which would allocate the fighters of other commands 
17*

on a national basis. These were to be issued monthly and each Defense 

Force was in turn to prepare detailed employment plans for the forces to

* A second function was added before the first operations order 
appeared, that of instructing the Defense Forces on operations for a 
particular ncnth (such ns alert and training requirements) and Of pro
viding other cccssands with n concept of ADC operations. The second 
operations order (2-52, 1 January 1952) included instructions (within 
the franeworlc of existing agreements) for tile emergency essployiaent of 
Havy and Air national Guard forces and also operating inotrustions to, 
and the status of, the Army Antiaircraft Cxanand forces. This .OBtoinatim 
of all elements in cne volume was continued to the end of 1952 when it 
was decided that the one document was too bulky far use. Beginning in 
19^3, three separate publications were Issued — one for the forces of 
Other Air Force cccsands, one for the ANG, and one for the ARAA.COM. A; 
ir. late 1952, it was decided that there wno not sufficient change e,'-h 
month to warrant the Issuance of a new operations order and st tlx lout 
ore for this year was Issued in October. ’.Hth the separation of th. tt r 
parts into separate publications, it was possible to carry this even fur
ther. One plan, with axaendnents os necessary, nerved for all of 1963*  
Entirely new plans were issued for 195s*-.
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supplies. As ouch air transport. «u> r-x.;iT !■

each cmiU aai the iddLiticml airlift needed ■■ ~ •■•■ -

by TAC tn ; airier i■ 1 t. . Sh Stotcrfei required for 1’1--' 1 -. • ■

operation wu to be mintilrei at readiness at all times at the h 

stat J• ... f each unit.

. .1 deploying aircraft w< r ’ > leave their hxae stations with 

f.ill :e.iat load of aHnunlti-n, 11' : > liule. For air-to-jp-: -..it

,tl n:>, :Le ®ur.l;. . ■ injtulx • ... . in >: _-ii - . -

/ ■ • ■ - • • • ■ 

liiitijn, the ADC radar suitlo;-s *r*:  tv store ■.•rystteia of dMignA'K <1 

re ies <>f tis>- . ..^entiitl :. n.its. Finally, u h ■ -criiind w;j r.

strutted to have its forces at the noses oi deployment- and ready !'•. - 

air defenr.e operations within twelve hours alter notiii atlon. mt r, 

ADC changed this requirement t. "will depart home station within six 
20

hours after notification, with a shorter delay if possible."

Inplt mentation of the plan was t.- be I'.’oaplit! e.i by req: . 

frcB the Cowkinder of ADC tc. ' • iVjnc.i ;s - f th- r .

« request was to be mads onl. tn I't.-rl ■ ~ --c

itwv ... ' • u'r. .ion of the Joint Chiefs of Staif cr other aoK^ ent 

luthrrlty, .*r  by aut'.isl agreu»?rr between eurtitute for train!:..' or

11:.; i ■ sx.
.t . 1 ■ be tho r-.yonaiblXlty of ih Def-nse F-:r.:e. to pre-

•, . . ■ v-.. ; -.-.-j. -jis lupplies f r the UTit?: al. xxted to their areas

. ,? uld r bring th-.-uclv- S'~ '• as umuniticn, fuel.

f , iu3& i.Jis.ulg. ilr-se items were tl be supplied a" ADC
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bases, and the Defense Forces were to coordinate with the other 

cocnr-nds to see that they were provided at bases not belonging to 

ADC. To assist in the training of other command forces, the Defense 

Forces were to send, indoctrination tears to the units scheduled for 

their areas to give lectures on air defense policies and procedures. 

Also, the Defense Forces were to provide and maintain a current file 

of all operational publications at the hose bases of the deploying, 

units.

As soon as ADC's plan appeared, SAC Headquarters forcibly 

objected to the proposed deployment of its units. The status reports 

which had been sent to ADC were not intended to be a commitment ox’
21 

the aircraft listed, SAC told ADC. SAC again brought up the clause 

in its greenent which stated that deploynent of fighter-escort forces 

in support of its war plan would take precedence over air defense, con 

eluding that because of a current shortage of aircraft no fighters
22 

could be considered for air defense for the time being:

It is considered essential by this ccrrmd that every 
escort fighter available to this conEand oust deploy imme
diately to the forward area to provide the mini ran accept
able escort support to planned early strike missions. In 
view of the paucity of our fighter escort forces, it is 
clearly apparent that no fighters assigned to SAC can be 
connitted to air defense tasks at this tine.

It is requested that subsequent operations plans of 
the 14-J1 series exclude the participation of SAC fighter 
units until such time as available SAC fighter forces ex
ceed initial requirenents for escort missions.

ADC considered the latter request but suggested a compromise 

solution, which SAC accepted. In future operations plans, SAC forces 

would be scheduled for deploynent only to nearby SAC bases. In this
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way, a defense of SAC bases would be provided and at the same tine the 

fighter escort forces would be immediately available for performance of 

their primary mission. ADC went on to point out that no positive cowcit- 

snent of forces was intended and that it was recognized that SAC fighters 

mi ght not be available, but "even remote possibilities of their enplcy- 
23 

meat by the Air Defense Command can not be overlooked."

At first, ADC provided in its plans only for deployment of other 

command fighters as the means of using these aircraft in an energency. 

Deployment required a number of hours; therefore considerable advare • 

warning of an attack was necessary for the plan to be carried out. Alt 

soon realized that a separate plan of action was needed to take care cf 

the possibility of enemy aircraft hitting the air defense system with 

little or nc warning. Beginning in March, ADC issued, along with its 

deployment plan, a plan for the use of the forces of the other conzsands 

for defense of the area in which they were based by operating from their 

home stations.

A complete in-place or local defense was impossible because of 

the lack of radar control capabilities in many areas where fighters of 

other commands were located. Included in the plan at this time, however, 

were the TAG fighters at Godman ABB, Kentucky; George ABB, California; 

Clevis ABB, New Mexico; and Dow ABB, Maine; and the ATRC aircraft at 

Tyndall AFB, Florida (using the ATRC radar at Tyndall ABB tied into the 
’ 2k

3s th Air Division ADCC). The aircraft at Clovis ABB were considered 

to be or. the opposite side of the target from the logical enemy appr.c.;h 

route and. were, therefore-, to move up to Kirtland ABB under this pion.
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responsible for notifying their subordinate units with the exception of 

the ATRC. The headquarters of the latter and its subordinate units were 

to be notified by ADC Headquarters and in addition the ATRC units were t 
27

be alerted by the Defense Forces.

TAC AL• raft On Alert

Upon establishing the in~pla.e utilization plan, Aik. approa-hed

the Tactical Air Command with the suggestion that it put suitably 1-*  
23

* TAC crews were to meet the requirements of paragraph If, ADC 
Regulation 55 2, 21 February 1952, whi n required forty hours flying 
tine in unit aircraft, three night sorties, three surecssful ground cj-> 
ti.lled interceptions, the ability t_> fly instruments, and possession of 
a urrent instrument card. In September, after TAC units had g>ue 
alert, the requirement for three ground controlled interceptions was 
•-•Hived for augmentation crews. $X)t, Diary, 5 Sep 195?7 TA? air raft 
•wre to be rated canbat ready in ac'Ordszre with paragraph 6 this regu 
lation which required the aircraft to be in coamissi -si and have all guns, 
the gunsight, the oxygen system, a VHF and UHF transmitter and receiver, 
and all flight and engine instnasMxts installed and operati sal.

cated forces on regular air defense alert. ADC proposed that at 

least two fighters he placed on a five minute readiness status during 

the period from one hour before sunrise to one hour after sunset at 

Dow AFB, Maine; Langley AFB, Virginia; Godman AFB, Kentucky; and George 

AFB, California. TAC accepted the proposal except for the unit at Langley 
29

AFB which. TAC said was too occupied with other activities. For two 

months, from 1 May to 1 July, alert was maintained, in so far as possible, 
30

at the three other bases. The unit at Dow AFB was withdrawn at the

end of two months, but the alert was continued at the remaining two 
31

bases until the first of September. At that time, these units were

also withdrawn because of a pilot shortage.

while TAC fighters were standing alert, ADC required the pilots 
32*  

and aircraft to s»et the same criteria established for its own force.
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If on aircraft or pilot did not meet the requirements, on alert was 

considered to be a training operation only.

Training Of Other Cogsaani units

The first year (1951), then, was taken up by negotiations 

with other eonmnds, experimentation with planning by Defense Forces, 

and the development of operations plans by ADC, It was not until 

after establishment of instructions and requirements by ADC in its 

operations plans- that any extensive or coordinated indoctrination 

and training of augmentation units could begin.

By April 1952, each Defense Force had reported initiation of 

inr!rytrir.atdon programs in accordance with ADC's instructions. WADF 

said that it had sent all pertinent regvla-*. >ns, casuhintcatijcs opera

ting instructions, photographs of the bases to be used, and the instru- 
33

ment landing procedures for each base to its Divasiosis, Te latter 

included these in a packet containing their own publications and other 

data of local interest and distributed then to the units of other 

c mands scheduled to cos® to the." areas. Fallowing this initial 

distribution, the Divisions sent al_ changes and revisions t; each 

ur.it. WADF also reported sending briefing teams to each unit periodi 

cally.
Similar programs were launched by TADF and SADF. CADF required 

its Divisions to give briefings at the home station sf each unit at 

least once every ninety days or whenever there was a large turnover of

• personnel or a major change of policy. By the first week of April, 

all .'augmentation units in the EADF orca had been given lectures and

SECRET



46 SECRET
35

a current file of air defense publications. EADF directed its stags

to give brieftags at intervals frequent enough to keep these forces 
36

current in all phases of air defense operations.

ADC suggested to the other major cctraandc in April that this 

indoctrination was not enough and that they allow their fighter units 

to engage in actual intercept training with the Air Division to which 
3f

they were to be sent in an emergency. At least ATRC and TAG were 

able to accept the proposal at this time, and the Defense Forces were 

dire .ted to carry out such training whenever possible. The Air Divi- 

. ions contacted the units scheduled for their areas and prepared for 
38 

receiving and training small detachments of then periodically. A 

great amount of practical training was na.de possible through this 

neons. For example, a detachment of the 140th Fighter-Boater Group, 

stationed at Clovis APB, Dew Mexico, which went to Williamson-Johnson 

Aircort, Duluth, Minnesota, was given briefings, visited a GCI station, 
39 

and engaged in several practice scrambles and intercepts-

Operation SIGI POST

■The first test of the augmentation plan in its entirety was 

provided, ta Operation SIGI POST, a nation-wide air defense exercise 

held from 24 to 28 July 1952. This exercise marked the first execu

tion _f the augmentation plan, and it was the first tine that forces 

Irsca the ether USA? ccsnnands participated to ary extent ta an exercise 

dcfixiera. Fnrtlcipattao and test of the augmentation forces wa-

* The extent, to which augaentntii® units took advantage or' this 
training is not known.
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one of the objectives of the exercise stated by General Chidlaw, 
bO

ADC's Conmander.

Our objectives were... to test the functioning of our 
augmentation plans which involve the use of fighter aircraft 
of other cccxnands. This was of great interest to us, both 
in the direct operational phase and in the proving out of 
previously i»ia plana for movement of these forces to their 
deployment bases, and the handling of the necessary support 
functions.

ADC forces vere augmented for this exercise by a total of

32b aircraft, lb? from TAC and 177 from ATRC. This entire force was 
bl

in place twelve hours after ADC issued the deployment order. Only 

two units reached their deployment bases in less than ten hours, with

ftii others requiring from ten to twelve hours. In addition to this 

time, an average of two hours was required by each unit after arrival 

at deployment bases before any of their aircraft were ready for scramble 

Over twelve hours were required, therefore, for augmentation aircraft 

to be ready for action.

Once in place, many units were hampered by lack of proper 

supplies. Sane units deployed to WADF did not receive airlift support 
b2

for thirty hours. At the most, only one or two sorties could be 

flown before support arrived. Gosse aircraft could not fly at all.

For example, at O'Hare AEB, Illinois, eight out of sixteen augmenta

tion F-Cls and five out of twelve F-8bs were cut of concission upon
43 

arrival and repair parts were not available locally.

Tn addition to support deficiencies, the indoctrination of 

augmentation units proved to have been inadequate. At O'Hare AI-3, 

for instance, it was necessary to spend over two hours in briefing
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44 
pilots be "orc they could be need, on alert. In other cases, pilots were 

unfamiliar with local terrain, did not knew recovery methods, and had net 

been briefed on air defense procedures or rules of enpngenent. Huneroor, 

minor irritants also cropped up which showed a lack of coordination be

tween the augmentation units and the airbases to which they deployed.

As ar example, at sone bases adaptors for different pressure oxygen 

systems were not on hand, and local maintenance personnel were unfamiliar 

with deployed equipment.

Despite these hindrances, augmentation aircraft flew a total *f  

t Jl sorties during the exercise and the overall contribution was con- 
45

sidered to have been significant. In at least one case, a raid upon

Chicago, it was felt that the forces of the other commands turned the 

tide of battle.

In the final analysis, Exercise SI (3! POST indicated that the aug

mentation plan was workable and that a great contribution could be made 

by the forces of other commands. It also revealed that much more careful 

planning and thorough indoctrination was necessary. ADC recognized that 

®>re intensive coordination at the lowest levels was necessary. As a 

result, ADC directed each Defense Force to re-indoctrinate all of the
46 

augmentation forces in their areas. Hie briefing teams to be sent out 

■,.er<- to include an operations officer or qualified flight leader, a con

i' „.ler, and a base supply sffi-er. ADC specified that the briefing teams 

were t. ir.cl’jdft landing procedures in their presentations and were io 

r‘.a-ni'h - .pie., of these procedures to all Of the units of other cosnands. 

... its ui'eratiplans issued after this exercise, ADC put in the exact
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fuel, oil, and asmunition requirements which were to be stockpiled, at 

each, deployment base- Each major coeznsni was encouraged to send as 

many aircraft as possible, in the future, to the deployment bases for 

training.

Training Of Navy Forces

At the sane tine that these preparations were underway, similar 

actions were being taken for the use of Navy forces in an emergency.

One important aspect of this was joint training. During 1951, Navy 

forces pn rti eipnted in all of the seven Defense Force-wide exercises 

(four in WADF, three in EADF). In many of these exercises, Navy fighters 

antiaircraft artillery, and radar took part as defender forces.

Generally, Navy and Marine radar stations controlled their own 

fighters. For example, in WADF Exercise 2-51 which was held in the 

first week of February, the El Toro Morine GCI station was assigned its 
k?

own area of responsibility and control of its fighters. This opera

tion proved very successful with the El Toro station running seventy- 

one intercepts of which fifty-five were completed. In another case, 

an EADF exercise held from 22 to 2k June, the Navy GCI station at Glen

view NAS, Illinois, controlling its own fighters, completed ten of 
48 

twelve intercepts attempted.

In 1952, coincident with the initiation of training of the forces 

of other USAF cosEands, increased emphasis was placed won the training 

of Navy forces. Especial attention was given to the Naval Reserve Train

ing Units which had heretofore been somewhat neglected. There were some
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twenty-five stations in the Unite! States having Reserve units on then. 

Hiese organizations were equipped primarily with conventional aircraft 

of the F-47 and F-51 class (FuFs, F8?s, FG-IDs), although a few had day 

Jets .'f the F-80 class (F2Hs, FHs, etc.). Most of the Reserve units couiri 
^•5 

nt?.:: the bulk of their aircraft operationally ready within twelve loirs.

T1’.' Davy Reserve ronponents were, of course, subject to the sane raobill- 

Mitl jn law as the Air Force Reserve.

Navy Reserve units in the coastal areas had participated in 

1: ;al sir defense training and in many of the exercises held during 

l‘/.l, but not until 1952 was there a concerted effort to thoroughly in

doctrinate these organizations and to integrate all of then into the air 

defense system. Included in this program was the establishing of close 

relations with the Reserve organizations, arranging for regular inter

cept training, installation of scramble lines to the Reserve stations 

if rone existed, and distribution of all pertinent air defense publica- 
50 

ticcs. ADC even made arrangements for the participation of Reserve 

units in the SAC-ADC "Rig Photo" exercises.

Most of the Navy Reserve units in the Central Air Defense Force 

area had never been contacted before and that command launched the most 

Intensive program of all. In -January 1952, CADF told its Divisions that 

"the goal must be conriete indoctrination of the Naval Reserve fliers
52

new and not just prior to any joint training." One cf the results of

* See Appendix V for a list of tie Navy regular and reserve 
u-vlr.-jris in the United States at the end of 1952.
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this program was a formal agreement between CADF’s 31st dir Division 

and the Reserve organizations at Minneapolis, Minnesota and Lincoln, 

Nebraska in which both Reserve cconanders pledged to train their units 

and to be prepared to integrate their forces into the air defense system 
53*  

in an emergency.

Mew Agreements With The Sea Frontiers

In the closing months of 1951, the Defense Forces negotiated 

new agreements with both Western and Eastern Sea Frontiers. I.o signi

ficant changes in concept or procedure were made; the purpose being 

to bring the agreements up to date by including the Latest command
5U

and boundary organizations. Hie new agreement with Eastern Sea Frontier 

was made Jointly by EADF and CADF and included the territory of both 

connands. So that the Navy would have to deal with only one cornand, 

the agreement provided that EADF would also represent CADF. The ESF 

commander was to subnit information on the status Of i'avy forces to 

both Defense Forces, however. EADF also renewed its training agreement 

with ESF in December 1951. Hie only changes were the inclusion of 

picket vessels and the authorization to Air Division commanders to approve 

recuests for any type training within the capabilities of the units con- 
55 ’

cerned. The previous agreement had listed specific types of training 

which could be approved.

* For a detailed account of the training provided Kaval Reserve 
units in the CADF, see History of CADF, 1 Jan to 30 Jun 1952> PP 33-120 
and 1 Jul to 31 Dec 3-952, pp 5o-75*
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Navy Policy On Air Defense

In September 1952, the Chief of Naval Operations, Admiral William 

Fechteler, issued a statement of policy on Navy participation in emer

gency air defense for the purpose of reaffirming and bringing up to date 

the previous statements of poli :y. Ho basic change was made or could 

be unde, as Admiral Fechteler pointed, out, until tne Joint Chiefs of
56 

Staff issued instructions!

...notwithstanding the fact that naval forces, surface and air, 
have participated in the past with elements of the Mr Defense 
Cearaand of the U. S. Air Force in exercises conducted to test 
the effectiveness of the present bility to defend the U. S. 
from air attach in simulated emergencies, there has been no 
specific allocation of Naval forces by the JCS for the express 
purpose of air defense of the continental U. S. Further, there 
is no JCS approved concept of how the air defense of the U. S. 
should be conducted nor does there exist any Jointly approved 
plan, for this purpose. Such plans as have been employed to 
support past exercises and any which represent themselves as 
governing for future use must be considered as purely interim 
in nature.

Admiral Fechteler stated, however, that despite this situation, 

the temporary employment of Naval forces which were shore-based or 

temporarily in port in air defense in an emergency was possible and 

a policy could be established for this purpose. In line with this, 

ne declared that it was his desire that Navy forces "provide maximum 

practicable assistance, consistent with primary missions, to appropriate 

Air Force agencies," and that Navy ccnnands "insure that these forces 

are trained and prepared to effectively reinforce or augment forces re- 
57

gularly assigned for sir defense of the U. S»” Shis did not mean, 

Admiral Fechteler Iterated, a routine and continuing coamltMMit of 

'avy for e?, V. air defense. Such a ’Otsnitssent could only be directed
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by the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

In cementing to Air Force Headquarters on Admiral Fechteler's 

statements, ADC pointed out that they only emphasized the temporary 

nature of the participation of Navy forces. "While this statement con

forms with current Department of Defense policy," ADC stated, "it 

guarantees nothing in air defense augmentation. Therefore, it is not 

practicable to consider the Navy's canability (except incidentally)
58 

in the development of current and future air defense plans." ADC 

requested that something be done to secure a JCS policy statement which 

would provide uninterrupted employment of Navy forces at least during 

the initial attack.

Augmentation Radar

The agreements made with other Air Fbrce commands during 1951 

provided for the use of their radar facilities as well as for their 

fighters. This was also true of the agreements mode by the Defense 

Forces with the Navy Sea Frontiers in 19^9 and 1950 and the renewal 

of these in 1951.

As shown earlier, little was accomplished during 1951 toward 

preparation for the use of other Air Force command forces beyond ex

ploratory contacts and planning. The Defense Forces had discussed 

the employment of the radar groups of TAG with this contnand, and WADF 

had included tactical control groups in its operation plan for TAC 

(which ADC rejected). CADF went a step beyond the other two Defense 

Forces in 1951 by asking a study of the ATHC radar at Keesler AFB,

SECRET



* SECRET
Mississippi and Tyndall AEB, Florida, and the APGC radar at Eglin AFB, 

59
Florida. CADF felt, after looking at these sets, that they were con- 

parable to ADC equipment and suggested immediate integration to ADC 

Headquarters. The latter responded by placing a requirement in its 

operations plans for ATRC and APGC to integrate their Keesler, Tyndall, 

and Eglia facilities into the 35th Air Division in an emergency.

The reason CADF was prompted to investigate these installations

:ts concern over the lack of any ADC radar in the southeastern 

corner of the United States. ADC.', developing its system from the tar

get outward and providing defense along the logical strike routes of 

the north and the coasts first, had deferred development of the defenses 

of the southeast. The 35th Air Division was activated on 1 July 1951, 

however, for this area (Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, north Carolina, 

Tennessee, and Mississippi) and ADC nlanned to place a number of radar 
60

sites in this sector as part of the "Mobile Radar Program." The latter 

was designed for the purpose of providing early warning for a number of 

3A~ bases axi to fill gaps in the coverage of the Permanent system. ADC 

th-.tight at first that this program would be implemented in 1952, but 

it was 1951 before the first of the Mobile sites in the 35th Air Divi

sion became operational (other than the ADCC at Dobbins APB, Georgia 
,61*  

which became operational in August 1952).

* Also in August, the 663rd AC&W Squadron, Cross Mountain, Tenne- 
;see. which had been under the control of EADF’s 30th Air Division, was 
transferred; to CADF. The 663rd was equipped with an AM/JPS-IO.
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In contrast to the lack of activity with respect to other Air 

Force coanend radars during 1951, Navy radar installations were employed 

in nearly all of the Defense Forces exercises. A different situation 

prevailed as to the latter, however, in that provision for training and 

temporary emergency use of Navy radar had been in force since the first 

agreements, and this activity was only an expansion of that which had 

begun in 1950. An we have seen, in many cases integration of Navy radar 

was highly successful during exercises an! much valuable training was 

accomplished.
Early in 1952, coincident with the general effort which crystal

lized at this time for acquiring the use of outside forces in an emer

gency, ADC attempted for the first time to determine exactly what radars 

of other contends and services existed, the characteristics of these 

sets, and the requirements for integration. To get this information, 

each Defense Force was asked to survey its area and the major commands 

were requested to report on such of their radar facilities as might 
62 

be used in emergency air defense. Neither query produced more than 

piecemeal information, however. A second request for information was 

sent to the Defense Forces in July which resulted in greatly expanded 
63 

lists of information.
EADF listed eight Navy stations with radar which ni^it be used 

6k*
in air defense, of which five were tied into its system. In all,

* The five stations were: the Fleet Training Center, Beavertail 
Jamestown, R.I.; NAS Atlantic City, N.J.; FTC Norfolk, Va.; NAS Glenview 
ill.; and the CIC Team Training Center, Boston, Mass.
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EADF reported, there were 135 Navy radar facilities in the eastern area. 

Other *>»n the eight nentioned none could not be used either because of 

their location (many of the Navy sets were sited for training purposes only), 

O’* lack of sufficient range, or inadequate canning and infrequent periods 
65

of operation. .lie mmiier of radar facilities of other USAF comnands in 

the eastern area was mere Limited. EADF listed the ARDC radars at Jasaes- 
66

town, Ohio, Verona, New York, and Cambridge, Massachusetts. The Jamestown 

radar, a TS-6, was tied into the AC1U net and plans were being made for 
67*

integrating the other two. As to the value of-these radars, ARDC pointed 

out that its facilities were not suitable for air defense, for they were 

used in research and test projects and were shut-down much of the time for 
69 

installation of special components.

WADF furnished a list of some twenty Navy installations (in the 

27th and 28th Air Division areas) which had radar on them, two ARDC bases 

'Holleman AFB and Kirtland AFB, New Mexico), and one Army facility (White 
69

Sands, New Mexico). No indication was given by WADF as to which of these 

radar facilities, if any, were tied into the AC&W net. Some of these 

radars would have had only limited value in air defense because of poor 

siting for air defense purposes and low ranges.

The Central Air Defense Force provided a list of fourteen Navy 

stations and six bases of other USAF cosnaands having radar facilities 
70

whl .h might be used in air defense. Of these, the ATRC radar at r.eesler 

AFB, Mississippi awl Tyndall AFB, Florida, the APGC radar at Eglin AFB,

■*  The equipment at Verona, New York, an AN/CPS-1 and an AH/CPS-5, 
was tied into the fJi&V system early in 1953 ♦

SECRET



SECRET 57

Florida, the Naval Reserve radar at Fargo, north Dakota and. Sioux 

Falls, South Dakota, and the Navy radar at Key ’Jest, Florida had heen 

tied, into the air defense system for emergency use by the end of 1952, 

and by early 1953, the TAC radar at Pope AFB, North Carolina, the Navy 

radar at Jacksonville NAS, Florida, and the Marine radar at Cherry Point 
71 

North Carolina were tied into the system.

Substitution of Mobile Sites For Augmentation Radar

Most of the other command and Navy radar facilities listed by 

CADF was located in the 35th Air Division. By the time of CADF's 

report (September), extensive investigations and plans for using out

side radars in the 35th had already been made, lacking any radar of 

its own, the 35th had aggressively sought the use of other command and 

Navy radar. As early as February 1952, this division had surveyed all 

of the radar facilities in its sector and in a report to CADF had listed 
72 

some twenty-four Navy and USAF stations having radar facilities. If 

agreements could be made for use of all of these radars, the 35th com

mander pointed out, the southeast would have complete radar coverage.

At this point, the possibility of using radar of the other 

ccenands or the Navy in place of some of the Mobile sites programed 

for the 35th Air Division occurred to CADF. With this in mind, CADF 

Headquarters representatives went to the division to determine exactly 

which of the facilities listed by its commander had adequate performance 
73 

for use in air defense. Coverage data wn.' not available on all of the 

stations listed, but from the informat^ n on hand the CADF officers 

concluded that the radar at four Navy stations and six USAF bases would
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meet air defense requirements. The Navy installations were: NAS Mayport, 

Florida (a detachment of Jacksonville HAS) which, had an SPS-6B search 

set and an M?S-U height finder; NAS Key West, Florida which had. an SX 

search set and an MPS-4: HAS Atlanta, Georgia which had an AN/TPS-ID;

and ’CAS Cherry Point, North Carolina equipped with three AN/QPS-5 search 

radai ;■ and three AS/MPS-Us. The (At Force bases were: TAC’s Pope AFB, 

Horth Carolina which had an AN/CPS-5 and. an AN/CPS-4 height finder and 

c’naw AFB, South Carolina equipped with an AN/CPS-5; ATRC's Tyndall AFB, 

Florida and Keesler AFB, Mississippi both of which were equipped with 

i variety of radar including an AN/CFS-6; and ARDC's Eglin AFB, Florida 

which bad a large number of radar sets including an AN/xPS-j.

On the basis of their findings, the CADF Headquarters officers 

visiting the 35th Air Division reported that there was a possibility of 

,-T Writing five of the Mobile sites planned for the 35th’s sector and 
71* 

using radar owned by other agencies in their place. Hie CADF officers 

estimated that if the plan proved feasible and was adopted, a saving of 

$r,000,000 could be made. The stations to be omitted were; M-113, Bull 

Island, South Carolina; H-11A, Mayport, Florida; M-116, Gulrock, North 

Carolina; M-117, Roanoke Rapids, North Carolina; and M-12U, Lemon 

Spr ings, North Carolina.

CADF followed up this preliminary study with directions to the

* Later, the location of nearly all of the Ifobile sites were to 
e -nar.grd. At the end of 1953, the three sites mentioned above which 

were eventually to be considered by ADC for replaceaent by other agency 
radar facilities, M-L14, M-116, and M-12-1, were programed for Fernandina 

■: h, Florida, Esglerard, North Carolina, and Aberdeen, North Carolina, 
-espectlveLy.
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35th to resurvey the radars which had been determined, adequate for

use in air defense. The 35th was asked to find out all the requirements 

for continuous operation in the air defense system, but was cautioned 

not to indicate to these agencies that any agreements had been made 
75

for such;

ng agreements which provide inter-service and inter- 
corsiBnd support between Air Defense Command and Navy and other 
rajor connands become effective during emergency only. Official 
agreements do not exist which provide such support during peace
ful conditions. It is important that 35th Air Division repre
sentatives selected to coordinate the integration of units... on 
a twenty-four hour augmentation basis during peaceful conditions 
do not represent the plan as one that has been authorized by 
inter-service and inter-coianand agreements. Hie prescribed ap
proach is that these representatives are collecting information 
from units of the Navy and other conmonds.

'Th-ia plan for replacement of Mobile sites remained entirely 

within CADF and no formal proposal for such was made to ADC Headquarters 

until the following year. During the remainder of 1952, CADF and the 

35th Air Division gathered information about the characteristics of the 

radars, the uses to which they were being put, and the requirements for 

integration and operation on a continuous basis. In addition, they be

gan negotiating with the controlling agencies for use of their radar. 

CADF secured agreement in June from Eastern Sea Frontier for use of 

the radars at Cherry Point, Mayport, and hey West on a basis 01 non—
76 

Interference with primary naval missions.”

While CADF was independently compiling the information needed 

for, and sounding out the various agencies on, the continuous use of 

their radar, the and Requirements Directorate at Headquarters 

ADC began giving consideration to the use of seme radar of other organ-
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izations in place of Mobile sites. In August, this office asked the Opera

tions and Training Directorate for all of the infonnation available on the 
77

radar of other commands and services. In planning the establishment of 

Mobile sites, F&B observed, the location of these facilities should be con

sidered. "Proper utilization of radars of other commands my enable us 
78 

to rw! t certain planned radars at a considerable saving in manpower."

The C&T Directorate did not agree with this idea, considering it unlikely 

of accomplishment. It replied to P1H that "it is not considered advisable 

to'’attes9t to operate their radar on a hour basis by augmenting with 

ADC personnel. It is unlikely that other coanand radar may be substituted 

for planned stations in that functions of these other commands will not 

be able to provide 21 hour operation regardless of personnel augmentation."

P&R persisted, however, pointing out their belief that the radar 

of other agencies would fall into two categories: those which sight be 

used in an emergency only, and those which, with personnel augmentation 
80 

by ADC, might be used on a continuous basis in place of some Mobile sites. 

O&T replied in mid-Cctober that if P&R could obtain written agreements which 

specifically permitted integration as envisaged, they would cooperate in 
81 

further planning. It was only at this time that the first results of 

the Defense Force suneys ordered earlier were available and this infor- 

mation was now forwarded to P&H. No formal action was taken by the latter 

on its plan until early in 1953, however.
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Readying AUG Fighter- Squadrons For Air Defense

All but sixteen Air National Guard fighter squadrons were 

federalized in the early months of 1951*  USAF planned at first to 

call these units up sometime in the following year for assignment to 

ADC. but in January 19^2, decided against the federalization of any 
82 

more Guard units. Early use of these squadrons in an emergency was 

possible, however, as a result of the mobilization authority delegated 

to ADC and passed on to the Eastern and Western Air Defense Forces at 

the beginning of 19b 1 and to CALF early the following year .

Shortly after're-delegating the mobilization authority to EADr 

and WADF, ADC instructed them tc prepare plans in coordination with 

ConAC which provided for indoctrination of the AUG squadrons in air 

defense prxedures in order to prepare these squadrons for immediate 

mobilization and for effective parti ipiti.n in air defense. Actual 

training of the AEG during 19^1 was the responsibility of ConAC, hut OU.
USAF directed that Ah'G training be primarily in air deiense.

WADF’s opcrati.na plan fc” Us t*.  AUG squadrons in its area, 

drawn up in July, instructed these zc te to rsa.uztair a ten day level 

of supplies ard .extain minima f fuel and amaunitizn on hand, directed 

th rm to prepare for <■ rbat operations and to keep abreast cf WADF 

directives, established the procedures for mobixitatian, and provided 
□5 

for ncothly briefings for the c;aaar.lers and pilots. EADF, which 

had responsibility for preparing plans for mobilizati *-n  of all of the

* See Append-x V, for a lift f the sixteen Slur squadrons.
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ANG squadrons on inactive status except the two in WADF's area, had by 

May drawn up similar plans and secured the approval of nearly all of 
86 

the state governors concerned.

A small number of the ANG squadrons not on active duty participated 

in at least three of the Defense Force exercises held in 1951- Io the 

WADF 'xerelse held in February, both the l^th and the 195th Squadrons
87 

took part, and in the April exercise, the 19^th participated. Three 

ANG squadrons in the eastern area, the 138th, lU6th, and Ibyth, tcok 

port in the EADF exercise conducted in June.

AUG Training

In December 1951, Air Force Headquarters modified the training 

and supervisory responsibility for the ANG. The Continental Air Ccszaand 

was still named as the one responsible for the actual training and inspec

tion of the ANG, but other cosnands were to provide assistance. The AUG 

units were to be assigned for emergency mobilisation to the major commands. 

Each of these contsands was to prepare, in coordination with ConAC, the 

dimmer active duty training directive for the units assigned to them and 

to assume operational control of these units during the summer training 
89 

periods. In addition, each command with units assigned to it for 

mobilization was to submit requirements for the yearly inactive duty 

training to ConAC and then the latter was to combine all of these re

quirements into an overall program.

Following this realignment of training responsibility, USAF 

assigned for emergency mobilisation all of the ANG fighter units, both
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those on active duty aid these still upder state control. In January 

1951, it will be recalled, Air Force Headquarters had given a blanket 

authorization to ADC to call up all AUG units in an emergency. USAF' 

now Dade specific raobilization assignments and allotted a majority 

of the units to other conraands. IJo change was to be nn.de, however, until 

the federalized units returned to state control. Up to tins time, all
90 

sixteen sAuadr<ns on Inactive status were assigned to ADC for mcbilizaticn.

After return of the federalized units, a total of or.ly six wings ^nineteen

) were to be assigned-to ADC. ®iis was t ■ bo increased very 

shortly, however, following a vigorous protest f-?m ADI.

In the neantlEe, ADC notified the Defense Forces of the change 

in training responsibility and cf the sixteen units having a n-'bilization 

assignment to thrm prior to the return of ail cf the equad-ons tc state 

, EADF was unde rests', rsible r ‘ tw.'lvs squadrons 1. rated in its 
9x

area. .ADF fob tw:, and WADF for two. GaDF had taken ever responsibility 

for on? Equadr.r. in i .s region earHr'*,  the x iut at Dallas, Texas, but 

it was only at this t me 'Jun ) xrat the st ®d squat, n, the_,16?th at 

Pe,-ia, Illxn- is, ®s assigned and plans Made for it by CADF.

In duly, while the first s’saner encashments held under the aegis 

cf the Defer.- ? Fines was underway, JSAF again altered the AHl training 

responsibility. Rather than vpers.-; -nal .octroi during the sucsaer en-

* All of the A»G AC&W units were to be to the Thotical
Air Zoerard for c^rgenry ncbilizatix. upon release f’-rn federal 
service.
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campment, the commands scheduled to receive ANG units in an emergency 

were to assume only supervisory responsibility over their assigned 
93

units. The training program for the sunnier encampment was still to 

be established by the major commands, but the yearly inactive duty pro

gram was to be prepared by ConAC from criteria furnished by the other 

ccnxnands.

ANG Mobilization Assignments

In February 1952, a month before USAF made the mobilization 

assijpments of the ANG, ADC had informed Washington that in its opinion 

no less than fifty-two ANG squadrons would be needed to provide adeouate 
9^ 

air defense. USAF was undecided about this proposal and pointed out 

that to give ADC what it wished would mean reducing drastically those
95

ANG units scheduled for the Tactical Air Command. Full Justification 

was requested and the suggestion made that perhaps ADC would be satisfied 

with something less than seventeen wings (which totalled fifty-two squadrons) 

possibly a total of eleven wings. ADC disagreed, reiterating the need for ‘ 
96 

seventeen wings:

With the atonic capability of the USSR increasing, it is 
possible in the near future to end or stalemate a war in one 
deadly mass air strike. To counter this threat the Air Defense 
Cncssand must have available all forces capable of an air defense 
role, at least for a short period of time on or after D-Day.

It is reiterated that in order to fill the gaps in the 
programmed regular squadron deployment, and to build defense 
in depth, 52 Air National Guard fighter squadrons with the 
p--inary mission of air defense is the minimsa acceptable number 
for the air defense mission.

It was not until October that a decision was made on the subject. 

A compromise was worked out whereby ADC would get fifty-two squadrons and
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TAC would not be deprived either. A permanent mobilization assignment 

Of nineteen squadrons with a fighter-intercept mission was made to ADC 

and an additional thirty-three squadrons were given a dual mission 
97*

and an initial mobilization assignment to ADC. The latter squadrons 

were to come to ADC for the initial phase of hostilities (considered 

t be a period of three months) and then were to be assigned to TAC. 

The squadrons with a single mission of fighter-intercept were, of course, 

to remain with ADC for as long as necessary. ADC had the same training 

responsibility for the dual mission squadrons as it had for these per

manently assigned.

The nineteen squadrons to be retained permanently included 

eleven which had been called to active duty and assigned to ADC and 

five from those not federalized. The otnex- three were squadrons which 

lad been feceraiized and assigned to another fcazzand. Of the t tai 

fiftv-two scuadrmas with an ADC nobi11zatior. assignment, thirty were 
98

in EABF, fourtc?n in CADF, and eight in WAIf.

Return of ARG Squsdrcns To Stare Control

In th? closing months of 195?, all of the- federalized ARG units 

< .nplcted their twenty- x:e months of act! ve duty and were returned t.

•tat • vozrrol. On 1 Bweaker, fourteen of the fighter squadrons assigned 

to ADC wer? released from active duty ani ju 1 December, the remaining

* The remaining eighteen ARG fighter squadrons in the continental 
Jniteu Stater were given a single fighter -bomoer miselon and a p.-rmanent 
mobilization a’.sigpnent to the Tactical Air Ccsnaand.
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six went back to the states. The organisation, itself, plus the per

sonnel who did not volunteer for extended active duty, were all that 

were returned to the states. The aircraft and equipment remained under 

federal -control. Upon returning to the states, the AUG units absorbed 

an auxilliary flight which had been created at the tine of federalization, 

and which had a small cadre of personnel and one or two administrative 
100

aircraft and trainers. The sixteen squadrons which had not teen called 

up distributed their aircraft among all of the squadrons and also tactical 

aircraft were supplied through Guard channels. As a restilt of this division 

of aircraft among all of the squadrons, for many months the AUG squadrons, 

■tnr~iTiding the aforementioned sixteen, had only a small number of aircraft.

* One of the squadrons assigned to ADC, the 116th, was transferred 
to Europe in August 1951. This squadron was also released at this time and 
was assigned to ADC for emergency mobilization on a permanent basis.
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CHAPTER IV

1953 to 195k

Assurance Of Support From Other Al - Force Contnandc

ADC had. never felt confident that the forces of any cthe Air 

Force command would actually be allocated in an emergency. There was 

nothing binding these other conssands to provide their f orces ex 'ept 

ADC’s agreement with them. Furthermore, these agreements had a large 

loophole in them, in the form of a reservation that availability of 

forces for air defense would depend upon primary mission requirements. 

Under the circumstances, ADC could not plan for future use of other- 

. Tcrand forces with any confidence that the plans would he carried, cet. 

For this reason, early in January 1953, the ADC Chief cf State, Major 

General Jarred V. Crabb, appealed to Washington to direct the major 

commands concerned to give ADC definite assurances that their forces
1

would be made available for emergency employment. Also, he warted 

these commands directed to train their forces for air defense and to 

have their units insseaiately available ’’or all-out emergency opera 

tio&s. If this were done, General Crabb oon-luded, "it will permit 

this command to prepare with considerably mere ai uracy plans for 
2 

present and future air defense operation?."

General Vandenberg, Air Force Chief of Staff, agreed with 

this argument and informed ADC that in March his Vice Chief, General 

Twining, had told each of the colanders'

67
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I feel the Air Force’s position will be untenable if 

an attack occurs without our bavins planned for employment 
>_ every available and potentially available aeons to counter
act it.

To this end, it is ny desire that a definite and continuing 
- mmiunent; of increasing proportions of any air defense neons 
available to you be made to the Air Defense System. Such com- 
’.'.itr>?nt should provide for the necessary training and I en- 

: ion that forces in your ccmand should start standing reg
ular alert as soon as their training status permits, as agreed 
between you end Ben Chidlaw.

With the way thus paved, ADC made new agreements with all of

. i_ .; e the Air Research and Development Cocnand. She

■ •: ■ c.V.y radax facilities to contribute to air defense and

.it tin 1'/>1 agreement was adequate to provide for their

x.i zti-' new agreements, the Air Training, Air Proving Ground, 

;.-.d Pu-'tiial Air Commands gave ADC unequivocal pledges that their forces 

...di be allocated, to emergency air defense, at least for the initial 

attack. The only reservation in any of the three agreements was in 

i.-jard to the length of time that their units could remain with ADC. 

Ead. of these conmnds stipulated that the duration would be the ’’short- 

• time consistent with air defense requirements and the primary mission 
5

JimandsV." 'Use second main change in the agreements with 

■ t rt-e wnands -was the establishment of a more definite training 

•js^'u 11 ..ity. Bach consand promised to "insure that the force?...

. :.vai.ubic7 are trained for the mission of air defense...."

15 • requirement of the Strategic Air Command for movement of 

Lt.. «•. f. rward bases early in an emergency did not permit it to

_•. r.alified pledges as had the other ccnxsands. Rather than
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any statement of specific allocation, SAC agreed only that "fighter 

units of SAC, by virtue of their organization and equipment, possess 
7

a capability in air defense." SAC promised to maintain a list of 

units which were available for emergency air defense, but injected its 

earlier reservation that availability would depend upon requirements 

of the pT-iffsary mission. SAC also agreed to insure that its units were 

trained for the mission of air defense, but "with the understanding 

that training for the primary mission of Strategic Air Command will, 
8 

of necessity, take precedence over air defense training."

ADC was not successful in securing provision for fighter alert 

errmitments in its agreements. Only the Air Proving Ground Command 

pledged itself to stand alert and this Command's aircraft were located 

at bases where alert would have been of little value- Me mnnitment 

was asked from the APGC for ADC felt that the former's research work, 
9 

upon which alert would have been a drain, was more important. The 

other commands refused on the grounds that it would have been too 

great a burden upon them at that time. TAC, whi'h had stood alert
10 

previously, was converting its units from conventional to jet fighters.

In the late susmer, ADC again asked the Tactical Air Command 

to assume an alert, this time in place of ADC squadrons taking gunnery 
11 

training at the Yuma, Arizona training center. TAC refused, however, 
u 

pi ewrH ng that so doing would raise its cosnaltraents to a prohibitive level.

while these agreements provided assurances from the other cosxoands 

of support in an emergency, they were, after all, only pledges between 

r-emnanrig. ADC wanted a specific requirement placed upon these comsnds
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by Air Force Headquarters both for ccmitment of force and for train

ing. In August, ADC asked USAF to include in the Air Force regulations 

•which provided the mission and responsibilities of the major conxnands 

concerned, the responsibility for providing forces to the operational 

control of ADC in an emergency and for training their forces for em- 
13

pl.ysJent in air defense. ADC suggested that the provision in the SAC 

regulation be qualified with the words "/forces that/... are not re

quired for immediate participation in strategic air operations...."

Air Force Headquarters accepted this proposal completely, even 

to the wording suggested by ADC. Changes were issued to the regulations 

for the Air Training Conraand, the Air Proving Ground Ccsrsand, the Air 

Pesearch and Development Command, end the Tactical Air Ccnasand in
15*

October which added to their responsibilities the following:

Upon notification by the Air Defense Command or higher 
authority that an air attack upon the United States is immi
nent, provide to the operational control of the Air Defense 
Command... forces that have an air defense capability and 
are located in or immediately adjacent to the continental 
United States.

Train all units that possess an air defense capability 
for employment in the air defense of the United States.
When appropriate, such units will be provide with auxilliary 
air defense equipment.

The SAC regulation, issued in March 195^, provided as a secondary re

sponsibility the came requirements as for the other ccwaands, but
lo 

with the qualifying statement suggested by ADC.

* A new regulation was issued for ADC on 5 April 195^ which in- 
luded responsibility for "preparation for the employment of forces and 

facilities from other Air Force coraaands assigned a secondary mission of 
sir defense or capable of contributing to air defense," and "preparation

■: the employment of such units of the Army and Kavy as my be made avail
able for the air defense of the United States." See reference note number 
fifteen.
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Aircraft At Factories For Air Defense

Leaving no stone unturned, ADC instituted a study early in 

1953 of the possibility of using Air Force aircraft awaiting delivery 

at factories in an emergency. A several months investigation by WADF 

of the plants in southern California proved that the plan, as first 
17 

envisaged, was not feasible. WADF found that the only comEunications 

available to the factories was the long distance telephone, that supplies 

needed for combat operations were not available, and that there were 

only a few Air Force pilots at the factories and these were not trained 

in air defense operations.

As an alternative, the 27th Air Division suggested that in an 

emergency, ADC pilots pick up suitable aircraft at the plants and put 

them into operation in the squadrons. ADC accepted this proposal and 

directed WADF to make agreements for this purpose with the Air Force 

ril ant, representatives at the North American, Lockheed, and Northrup 
18 

factories.

Operation TAIL WIND

The second great test of the augmentation plan came in July 

1953 when Operation TAIL WIND, the second nation-wide air defense 

exercise, was held. During this exercise, a total of 182 aircraft 
19 

were made available by ATRC, APGC, TAG, and SAC. The number was 

not as large as it might have been because of extensive conversion 

programs underway at this time plus heavy losses to overseas.

The deployment time averaged eight hours and twenty-two minutes, 

which was an improvement over the ten to twelve hours required the
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20 

previous year in Operation SIOT POST. Primarily, this reduction in 

tine was due to the deletion of several long flights made in the 1952 

exercise and to the higher speeds of Jet fighters used in TAIL WHJD, 

rather than to any improvement in methods. Much less time was required 

for briefing the deployed crews than in SI&i POST, however, indicating 

an improvement in the indoctrination effort during the year.

The crippling problem of lack of adequate support found in SIffil 

POST retained. Tn some cases in the 1953 exercise, support personnel 

and equipment did not arrive at the deployment bases for twenty-four 

hours. At many bases, deployed detachments did not have sufficient 

auxilliary power units, fueling units, and maintenance equipment and 
21 

personnel during this tine. The greatest delays in arrival of support 

were at bases in the western United States because of the distant loca

tion of TAG’S 18th Troop Carrier units -which supplied the augmentation 

forces at Ifemchis, Tennessee. In the future, this was not expected to 

be as much of a problem because the troop carrier forces moved to Ardmore 

Oklahoma in the latter part of 1953-

As one means of improving the supply for augmentation units, ADC 

onceived the idea of deploying aircraft to bases having like types of 
22 

fighters, as far as possible, where supplies would be available. This 

became one of the main considerations when the deployment plan for 195^- 

was devised. Another plan being considered for overcoming the supply 

problem was a pre-stocking of materiel at the deployment bases. Base 

surveys were to be conducted as soon as possible to determine the re- 

uxrements and formal authority for such requested from USAF.
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As of January 1954, a total cf 675 aircraft were designated as *
available in other commands for emergency air defense. ADC's plan 

for deployment of these aircraft in an emergency, issued early in 195&, ** 
scheduled the movement of thirty-nine detachments to twenty-seven bases.

Another change made in the 1951* deployment plan, in addition to the 

attempt to send aircraft to bases having the sane type, was the movement 

of all aircraft from one base to just one Defense Force area. Previously 

aircraft from one base, vush as Nellis AFB, Nevada, had been scheduled 

for two Defense Force regions. The reason for this change was to provide 

a single contact for the deploying units so that they would not be re

ceiving instructions from more than one agency.

In TAIL WIND direct alerting from ADC Headquarters to the tac

tical units deploying was tried and the comnunicatioxis tines were greatly 

reduced. Following the exercise, ADC worked out a plan with all the 

c sasnands except SAC which established on a definite basis a procedure 

whereby orders for either in-place utilization or deployment could be 
23 

given directly by ADC Headquarters to the tactical units. SAC Head- 

oanrters only was to be notified by ADC and then the former was to pass 
2U 

the order to its own units.

Radar For Other Costnand And aNG Aircraft

With the exception of a email number cf all-weather fighters in

* See Appendix VI for a listing of these aircraft, by type and 
by c-xasand.

* * The complete deployment plan is listed in Appendix VII.
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• 1 Air Training Cxzmanl and the Air Proving Ground Conrmnd, the aircraft 

of ether USAF ccrmnds were capable of operating only in daylight and• ■
good weather. Realizing that the enemy would probably attempt to stake 

an attack at night or in bad weather, ADC suggested that the day air- 

erat of the other remands and the Air National Guard be equipped with 

a lii'i -weight search radar which, while not waking all-weather’fighters 
?5 

..mt -f these aircraft, would at least give then increased capability.

_r a <*Ion,  ADC proposed that auxiliary armament such as the 2.75" or 

the A”- Wolf rockets he provided the fighters of other cotcraands and the 

ANG. ADj asked that both the radar and. the ornament be available in 

the field by July 1955. Air Force Headquarters approved these reauire- 
26

sent*  ajfl advised ADC that the I955 date could probably be net.

Nyty fighters In Air Defense

During the first six EKisthS of 1953, the Defense Forces and the 
A 27

Navy Frontiers again rewrote their joint agreements for air defense. 

'The prltary purpose of this second, revision was to include the statements 

p^lijfy laid down by the Chief of Naval Operations in the fall of 1952.

Although the CKO had made no basic changes in policy, he had stated that 

'.oapars^y employment of shore-lased units or units tenporarily ashore was 

p.- sitoe and that it was his pclicy that such forces should provide as 

much nasi stance as was congwtiile with primary missions. The UNO's 

specify statements were inclu&d in the new agreements and as a result 

the ageements became fairly ’•®L1 standardized. Ar.other purpose of the 

revisl® was to bring the agresnents up to date by including the changes 

in Defase Faroe boundaries nake in February 1953-
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During 1953, a high degree os' cooperation, within the francwork, 

of Navy policy, was attained with local and regional Navy commands. One 

outstanding example was the offer early in the year of a Naval Reserve 

squadron to deploy in an emergency from its home station to a base 

where it could be used mere effectively. Prior to a change in Air 

Defense Force boundaries in February 1953, the commander of a squadron 

at Denver ’JAS had approached WADF and with the latter had made informal 

plans for the movement of his unit to Great Falls AFB, Montana in an 

emergency. Following the reorganization of ADC which placed Colorado 

within the area of CADF, the latter made definite plana for deploying 
28 

this reserve squadron to Great Falls.

Of the twenty-four F3F fighters in this squadron, the cotomander 

estimated that at least twenty could be made available within twenty- 
29 

four hours. The squadron coozarder made it clear that availability 

would depend upon requirements imposed by higher Navy authority and that 

h'.s squadron could serve as an augmenting force at most for only a 

few days. Regardless, ADC considered this offer an important one, for 

It was the first such action cf its Kind by a Navy unit. ADC told 
30 

■ ADF to do everything possible to rake the plan a success:

For the first time, a Naval unit has considered automatic 
deployment for emergency air defense purposes. The continuation 
and expansion of this plan to include Naval units from other 
21 bases may well depend upon the adequacy of our support at the 
deployment bases.

Fro® this point, relations with the Denver squadron were left in the 
*

hands of CADF. Before the close of the fiscal year, one training trip

* For a more detailed a:count cf this subject see History cf 
CADF, 1 Jan to 30 Jun 1953, P 5U?ff-
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had been made ‘ > heat. Falls by the Navy crgmi ration.

Also in the spring of 1953, negotiations were begun by EADF 

and CADF -with Eastern Sea Frontier to establish a definite policy and 

procedure for deployment of Navy figr.ters from remote locations to 

rit’ . :. a . A deployment agreement was rcapleted on 9 October and 

sad.- i~t f tie KSF air defense ecment. For the first time, the* 
. . —■ i . ~.:r depr :y—ent, >r reieplcyme.-.*  •.? the Navy tented it, was

estao.l :--l. lt.e ZS? .nmnder , vh _r author 1 tat ion for deploy- 

. t irvi be blamed, pledged » :■ ensure tne iasaediate temporary

- available Navy ird Mar.. • ..rpi flgh'ers, when requested, to

n;eas denigrated by Ccrxaa'uei ~ of Central ar.d Eastern Air Defense 

..»a, and t keep each informed cf the l:atuc cf available forces.

When the fighters were move! to naval stations, support was to be furnished 

. the Havy. The Air For e war t -. provide as much support ar. necessary 

ax it;-, bases when Navy fighters were moved onto then. Airlift of support 

personnel and equipment was to be furnished primarily by the Navy, but the 

Air Force was to assist if necessary.

Navy forces participated extensively in the nation-wide air defense 

-x»t TAIL WIND. A total cf 2?O Navy an.i Marine fighters frost nineteen 

£cations took part in the exercise which was actually more than from ether 
32

A'” For e •"mnards. In addition; three Navy radars were integrated into 

me air defense net. Air .-aft fre® ore Marine squadron van deployed for

* As dei'ired in this agreejaer.* , deployed meant located at home 
ai:- statfft-. Redeployed meant located at other than home air station.
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the exercise. This resulted, in an outstanding example of interservice 

and intern onsmand cooperation for air defense. Aircraft from the 2nd 

Marine Air Wing moved from its home station at Cherry Point, North 

Carolina to TAC’s Pope AFB, Horth Carolina and was controlled by the 

TAC radar which was tied into the ABC AC&W net.

At the end of 1953 > there was a total of 1252 Havy fighters 

(61h in the eastern area, 266 in CADF, and 372 in the western area) 
* 

on hand which could have been made available for air defense. Of the 

total, less than half were jet fighters. Only forty-two of the jets 

and seventy-seven of the conventional aircraft were equipped for all- 

weather operations.

Augmentation Radar In Place Of Mobile Sites

By May 1953> CADF had completed an extensive investigation of 

the radar facilities in the 35th Air Division belonging to outside 

agencies in connection with its plan for using some of these facilities 

in place of Mobile radar sites. CADF had finally settled upon three 

Mobile sites in this area which it felt could be eliminated by the 

Joint use of radar facilities already in existence. The object was 

a saving of money. Although additional personnel, equipment, and 

buildings would have to be furnished by ADC, CADF calculated these 

savings at a large amount. On forwarding a formal proposal for this 

substitution at this time, Major General Delmar T. Spivey pointed

♦ See Appendix VI for a listing of the Havy fighters present 
in the United States at the end of the year.
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v at that his study represented hot only a thorough investigation of the 

equipment and "base facilities, but also negotiation with the local per

sonnel concerned. CADF and 35th Air Division officers had visited each 

station, he continued, and “according to all of them there are not any 
33 

prrh'.c’'. which can not be readily overcome at the working level." General 

Stive - luded that it was his belief "that it would be a good thing 

f ar the Air Force to be able to state to »t we have done all that we

si •• .ja to comply with directives - xicerniog better utilir-.tion -f 
&

■wer, equipment, and Monetary saving:."

CADF proposed that M-11U, planned for Fefnaxudina. Beach, Florida, 

be repla.nl by the Navy radar at NAS Jacktinville, Florida; M-llo, planned 

f_.~ Engle hard, North Carolina, be replaced by the Marine radar at. Cherry 

Pint, North Carolina: and M-124, planned for Aberdeen, north Carolina, 
35 

he replaced by the TAC facilities at Pepe AFB, North Carolina. Each 

these radar facilities of other agencies, CADF explained, were adequate 

fi 7 air defense operations, gave coverage similar to that planned for 

the Mobile sites they would rei>lace} were located on bases having suffi-

Lent housing and messing for ary additional ADC personnel needed, had 

.■r,-- f. .my new >xnstrurticn necessary, and could be used for air defense 

■ it: jut serious interference with their yriwa.’y missions.

For full tune operations, CADF determined that one AN/TPS-1D 

•73. r. radar and one AI</TPS-1CD height finder would be needed at both 

-r/ry p. lnt iKAS and Pope AFB, but sc additional radar would be necessary 

■it Jacksonville NAS. Thea*  radar sets would cost a total of $307,95**  

a '-tiding to CADF's figures, but the radar progressed for the three Mobile
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sites would cost $2,162,883, making a net saving of $1,854,929 on radar 

alone. CADF estimated that nearly another million dollars could be 

saved on construction. A total of $442,000 would be needed for addi

tional facilities at the two Navy stations and one Air Force base, but 

the cost of construction and real estate for the three Mobile sites 

would amount to $1,400,000 which meant a saving of $958,000. Finally, 

CADF estimated that three additional officers and ten airmen would be 

needed at Jacksonville, six radar maintenance technicians at Cherry 

Point, and six officers and fifty-eight airmen at Pope. The three Mobile 

sites would require a total of twenty-four officers and 261 airmen, for 

a net saving of fifteen officers and 18? airmen. In monetary terms, 

this meant a saving of $1,266,000 per year. In all, CADF calculated 

that replacement of the Mobile sites by the facilities suggested would 

save $4,028,929 the first year.

CADF’s proposal arrived in Colorado Springs at Just about the 

time that thinking had crystallized and action was to be taken on this 

subject at ADC Headquarters and therefore fitted in very nicely with 

the latter's plans. General Smith, ADC’s Vice Commander, replied to 

General Spivey that ”it is gratifying to know that you and your staff 

have arrived at the same conclusion and recammendaticns that we have 

here.... Your study comes at a most opportune time tin' s my staff is 

in the process of preparing a letter to Headquarters USAF on this 
36 

subject." General Bergquist, Deputy for Operations for ADC, also 

agreed with General Spivey’s contention that an attempt should be made 

to integrate these outside facilities in order to achieve the most
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effective use of manpower and equipment, but felt that the savings envisaged 

37
in CADF’s study were too optimistic. General Bergquist pointed out that 

the rndnr could not be included in the net saving because ADC did not in

tend to delete these stations from its system, but planned to relocate 

them in other areas. Secondly, he felt that more people would be needed 

that CADF had figured, but that most of the support personnel could be 

saved. Hie latter accounted for about half of the total complement of an 

ADC AC:?.’ organization.

In the last week of May, General Smith proposed to Washington that 

authority be obtained which would enable ADC to use radars of other commands 

and services in place of Mobile sites which were planned for locations near 

to existing radar installations, if all the necessary requirements could be 

met. General Smith made it clear that ADC did not want to delete the Mobile 

sites replaced by other facilities, but wished to relocate them in other high 

priority areas. ’’This headquarters is firmly convinced," he concluded, "that 

wf... proper cooperation such an arrangement is workable with no detriment to 

■ ar- Air Defense capability and little or no inconvenience to other ccessands 
38 

ard services.”

'? USAF accepted ADC's proposal entirely. The only immediate action 

that higher headquarters could take, however, was to direct the other Air 

; .-jSEsands to enter into agreements with ADC for this purpose. Use

•’ 'iavy facilities cd a continuous basis would have to await agreement 

by the Naw. In July, Air Force Headquarters told each major cccrsand 
39 

ften. erred-:
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..-the Comnander ADC, has been granted authority by this 
Hq to consummate the necessary agreements with your Head
quarters, whereby ADC will assume operational control of 
radars of your Ccmand that possess an air defense capability. 
It is desired that your Cccrand cooperate fully with ADC 
in reaching detailed agreements that will establish mutually 
acceptable procedures permitting your radars to perform both 
missions.

Prior to receiving this dispensation and in anticipation of it,

ADC directed each of its Defense Force cccnsmders to survey their areas

to determine if any radars belonging to other agencies could be used in 
40

place of any of the Mobile sites. Both WADF and EADF reported that

no Mobile sites planned for their areas could be replaced. EADF said

that no radars of other ccmonds or the Army Antiaircraft Coinaand were 
41

located near to any of the Mobile site locations. Two Navy radars

at Portsmouth, Hew Hampshire were near to the site programmed for Ft.

Dearborn, New Hampshire, but the Navy sets vere for navigation and gun

laying could not provide adequate surveillance information. WADF

explained that the Navy radars in its area were not properly sited for 
42

air defense purposes end offered little in coverage. Antiaircraft 

radars were better located, but were subject to redeployment and WADF 

felt that radars replacing Mobile sites should be permanent installa

tions. No radar facilities of other Air Force commands in the WADF 

area duplicated the coverage of any Mobile site.

On looking again, CADF found another facility which could be 

used in place of a Mobile station. This was the TAC radar at Alexandria 

AFB, Louisiana. CADF recommended that ADC site M-125, programed for 

Esler Field, which was adjacent to Alexandria AFB, be moved onto the
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latter. Because the radar at Alexandria AFB, an AD/CP3-1, was old. end 

in poor working condition, CADF proposed that ADC furnish the equipment 

planned for M-125.

Upon receipt of directions from USAF to rule an agreement with 

HX for Joint use, of radar facilities, each of the major commands con- 

.ontaated ADC Headquarters. The latter, on the basis of the re

ports from the Defense Forces, told all except the Tactical Air Cormnd 

*!: r :.t least for the present, none of their installations was needed 

e... for emergency use and*that  no additional agreements would be 

m-oeasary. TAG was asked to direct one of its Air Forces to vork cut 

arrangements with CADF for the use of the facilities at Pope AFB and 

Alexandria AFB.

It was to be April 1951, however, before an agreement was reached 

for the Joint use of TAG facilities. In the meantime, a number of changes 

in sites were made. CADF learned in December that TAC's 5O?th Control 

Group was deploying AC&W sauadrons to: Camo Mackall, ilorth Carolina 
lb 

'near Pepe AFB); Shaw AFB, South Carolina; and Sobins AFB, Georgia, 

xh'n cf these squadrons was to be equipped with an AIJ/MPS-7 search set 

and an Au/K’S-lfe height finder as primary equipment and an AS/TFS-ID

• ar. AK/dPS- ICE) as back up radars. Because of this development, CADF 

.. posed, that Mobile cite ’<-124 be replaced by the Camp Mackall facility 

> .tend of the Pope AFB radar as originally suggested, and in addition 

rr emended the replacement of two other Mobile sites. CADF proposed 

-..at * ■ Shaw AFB radar be used in place of site SM-159 which was pro- 

— ktzI for Aiken, South Carolina and the Robins AFB facility be used
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in place of site SJ4-1U8 which was planned for Dublin, Georgia, 

CADF’s plan, for using Alexandria AFB had alsr to be altered

for the TAG unit there was to be deployed overseas. Because consider

able savings in construction costs would accrue by locating the Mobile 

site on the base, M-125 was prograsrxd for relocation on Alexandria AFB.

On the basis of site survey reports, early in April 195’- ADC 

approved in principle the use Of the facilities at Camp Mackall and 

Robins AFB, but rejected the Shaw AFB ra-iar as not providing adequate 
w

'overage. The installations at Corp Mackall and R • iai AFB, .'DC 

advised, would be augmented by an AXl/TPS-ID and an AIl/TPS- xOD supplied 

by ABC for emergency use when TAG radar was in place ar.d for primary 

use when the TAC organisation was on maneuver. ADC was to still use 

the original site numbers for these stations in order to provide f .r 

their portions of the stations.

An agreement was consummated between TAG’S Dtb Air For'? uni

CADF on 15 April 195^ which provided that the ?th Air K r-.’ would

perform the air defense mission at these state within th’ .•nr:::g

and equipment capabilities of assigned units, -. a natinuous basis, 
W

except during maneuvers and maintenance periods. The 9th Air Force

was to notify CADF thirty lays in advance of any redeployment, if

possible. Operational control of all TAG units c ;ml :ca by the ogreo-

zoat was to rennin under the 9th Air Force. Aisinistoutlve support 

for all CADF personnel stationed on 9th Air For’c bases was to be 

supplied by the latter. For its part, CADF wu *c  provide personnel, 

errmn-,-!cntJn-n equipment, and wire circuits for the necessary liaison
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with the 35th Air Division, and to rr.-nride radar, associa-ei c-aaaunioatlms. 

security, and personnel for operation and maintenance when any 9th Air 

Force units were redeployed. 'ADF was also to pay any additional ccs- 

incurred by construction required to implement the agreement. The de

tailed operational plans and requirements were to be worked out by the 

j5t A. Duvieion and the 507th Tactical Control Group.

while this activity was progres-lng toward a successful conclusion, 

.’IX. was attempting to get a rinilar canal tment ftor the use cf T'-.vy radar

■i< Jllties. In August 1953, ADC a^in asked Headquarters USAF to obtain 

formal agreement from the Navy for the joint use of the racar at Jack

sonville HAS, Florida (in ulaee of M-11M and at Cherry Point MCAS, Forth 
h9

arolina (in place of M-116). Several souths elapsed before USAF was 

able to secure such an agreement, however, and in the meantime ADC dis-

-.vered that the 1-farine radar at Cherry Point did not provide the necessary 
50

coverage after all. In the first week of May 195^, ADC advised USAF of 

its findings and asked that no further negotiations be conducted with the 

Favy for the use of this radar and that construction of M-U6 at Engle- 

hard, Berth Carolina be approved as previously programmed. Air Force 

headquarters replied on 13 May that a conference had already been held 

with the Navy and an agreement reached. A formal agreement for joint 

use of facilities was being processed through channels. In view of this 

anc the fact that at both Cherry Point and Cecil Field (Jacksonville) 

AN/3PS-8 radars were programmed, USAF did not approve ADC*s  proposal to 

go ahead with M-116 at Englehard. ADC iterated that Cherry Point was un

satisfactory for air defense requirements because surrounding buildings

SECRET



SECRET 85

and trees interfered with performance of the radar nd the base was

located too far south and inland to provide the required seaward and 
52

overlap coverage. A fj™.-! answer to this question had not been nude

by the tine of the conclusion of this study.

Augnentation Radar Available In Baergency

In November 1953, ADC asked each Defense Force for a report on 

the radars of other cosnands and services which were tied into their 

system and available for emergency augmentation. CADF reported a 

total of twelve radar installations of other commands, all of which were 

located in the 33rd and 35th Air Divisions, and seven Navy radars, all 
53*  

located in the 35th Air Divisions except one in the 29th Air Division. 

EADF listed one radar of another USAF connend (ARDC radar at Verona, 

New York) and five Navy radar facilities, four of which were along the 
5h»*  

east coast and one in Ulincis. VADF listed no radars, explaining 
55***  

that:

Past surveys of radars of other comands and services 
conducted by this headquarters revealed that our radar coverage 
cannot be augmented reliably by their use. Also, the primary

* In addition, there was one Army Antiaircraft radar in the 
CADF area, at FHswdrth AF3, South Dakota. For further information on 
the integration of ARAACOM radar into the air defense system, see ADC 
Study Ho. 1 , "Amy Antiaircraft in Air Defense." All of the CADF aug
nentation radar available at this time is listed in Appendix VIII.

* * EADF listed eleven radars of the ARAACOM in addition. All 
of the EADF au®aentation radars are listed in Appendix VHI.

* ** Fight ARAACOM radars tied into the WADF systen at this tine 
are listed in Appendix VUI.
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mission of these radars, together with the manning, makes it 
impossible to tie them into our system without personnel aug
mentation. For these reasons, this headquarters has no aug
mentation radar units presently committed by agreements.

■fliiG Pilots On Active Duty

Back in May 1952, Major General George Finch, Deputy for Air 

National Guard Affairs at Headquarters USAF, suggested to Lieutenant 

General Leon Johnson, Commander of the Continental Air Command, the 

placing of a few AUG pilots On active duty at certain ANG bases to 
56 

stand regular alert and engage in intercept missions. General Jo’mson 

passed the idea along to General Chidlaw nt ADC who completely endorsed 

it. A .month later, Major General William Hall, Commander of the Uth 

Air Force, made the alternate suggestion of using AUG pilots and. air

craft for intercepts, but only in an inactive status daring training 
57 

periods. ADC liked the latter proposal best for it required no addi

tional personnel spaces as would active duty for AUG pilots, but sent 
53 

both suggestions to Air Force Headquarters.

USAF would not consider the use of AUG pilots and aircraft in 

an inactive status because of the legal problems involved in such matters 

as active duty pay and government liability for accidents and damages, 

it concluded that "if ANG personnel are to be utilized in the performs::-e 

t" tne Air Defense German 3 mission, they should be ordered to active 
59

i..ry under existing authority." Discussion cf the two proposals con

tinued throughout the remainder cf the year with ADC standing by its 

tenti-jji that active duty for AUG pilots was unsatisfactory if nr. aili- 
60

tional manpower spaces were allocated. At the end of November, USAF

SECRET



SECRET
promised to make the spaces available. For the last half of Fiscal

Year 1953, ten additional officer spaces were to be provided so as to 

test an ANG alert augmentation at two bases. If the test proved success

ful, USAF agreed to authorize seventy-five additional officer spaces for 

Fiscal Year 195^ so as to place aircraft on alert at fifteen ANG bases 

and 150 spaces for Fiscal Year 1955 in order to increase the alert to 
61

30 bases. ADC was agreeable to this and immediately began prepara

tions to get the test started.

By the end of December, ADC had selected the 138th Fighter-Inter

ceptor Squadron at Syracuse, New York and the 19^th Fighter-Bomber Squadron 
62 

at Hayward, California for the test. ADC informed the National Guard 

Bureau that five pilots were to be placed on active duty at each of these 

bases to maintain a two-ship five minute alert from one hour before sunrise 

to one hour after sunset. The alert was to run until 3° June 1953 as a 

test of the possibility of establishing an ANG alert regularly. The NGB 

replied that there would be a delay of from sixty to ninety days while 
63 

volunteers were secured and the plan coordinated with the two states.

While this was being done, the two Defense Forces installed the 

communications required, supplied complete files of operational direc

tives, and attempted through lectures to acquaint the squadrons with 
64 

all air defense operations and procedures. By 1 March, all prepara

tions had been completed and two aircraft went on alert at each squad

ron under the operational and administrative control of the divisions 

in which they were located (the 28th and 32nd).

By early June, ADC had concluded that use of the ANG in this
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these F-9^ squadrons, which required placing radar observers on active 

duty as well as pilots, ADC now wished to alter its original plan. ADC 

wanted to start the alert by 1 April 195^ which was the beginning of the 

yearly period when an attack was considered acre likely than at any other 

tine. By this date, three of the fifteen squadrons previously selected 

would have F-9^s. In order to place five radar observers on active duty 

at each of the three squadrons, ADC asked USAF to provide fifteen addi

tional spaces over the seventy-five requested earlier for Fiscal Year 
70

195^- ADC did not expect the five two-nan crews to provide any more 

than limited operation, preferring to wait until the following year 

when the AUG squadrons had gained sone experience before instituting 

full tine alert.

ADC had originally asked for 150 spaces for Fiscal Year 1955 to 

expand the alert augmentation to thirty locations, but with the conver

sion of some AUG squadrons to all-weather aircraft, ADC decided that it 

would be acre advantageous to restrict the augmentation to a lesser 

number of bases in this year and use the extra spaces for radar observers. 

With the addition of only one more space (to 151), ADC figured that it 

could put two fighters at six squadrons equipped with F-9^s on twenty- 

four hour operation and two aircraft at eleven day fighter squadrons on 

daylight alert. ADC's plan was to put eight two-nan crews on duty at 

each of the all-weather squadron locations and five pilots, as before, 

st each of the day fighter squadron bases. By Fiscal Year 1955, two 

acre of the first fifteen squadrons were to have F-9*»s,  and ADC planned 

to add one more squadron equipped with these aircraft plus one day Jet
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squadron.

Air Force Headquarters approved the request for ninety spaces 
71 

for Fiscal Year 195~ ar.i for 161 spaces for Fiscal Year 1955. The 

h'a+ional Guard Bureau agreed to the establishment of operations at fifteen 

loce*  in 1951*,  but delayed the starting date beyond that desired by 

tip'. At first, the Guard Bureau advised that sone units could be placed

* A few -.henges vere made in the AI7G locations. For the revised 
list of fifteen ASG bases, see nfcf£rjttfi*.nate number seventy-two.

si aeti”e duty in May, but advised later that operations could not begin 

ut,t :. June because of delays in receipt of aircraft and equipment aau 
72*  

delays in coordination with the agencies concerned.

The Guard Bureau was pessimistic about operating F-9h aircraft in 

tier than daylight and good weather before Fiscal Year 1957*  The ABG 

was short of electronic equipment and the people to maintain this equip

ment, but scat important of all, it was not having any success in securing 

radar observers. At the end of October 1953? the AHG had only two appli- 
73 

cants for radar observer training. The Guard Bureau felt that the diffi

culty in recruiting was caused by the fact that there was very few career 

nr: spec t a for radar observers in the ASG after leaving active flying, and 
7^

because of the long training period required. Very few people would leave 

their civilian occupations for the ten Booths required for training.

This inability to get radar observers was of particular concern 

to ADC in that all of its six permanently assigned AHG wings were to be 
75 

equipped with two-place aircraft. By the end of the year, ADC had pro- 

p <ed a number cf solutions to USAF among which was a rec ceaendat less to 

assign B-25K aircraft to the AHG squadrons for their use in training for- 
76 

aer navigators and bombardiers as radar observers.
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Lapse Of ASG Mobilization Anthority

Tfae legislation passed i mediately after the beginning of the 

Korean Mar and extended in mid-1951, ■which empowered. the President to 

order the reserve components of the military services into active service 

expired on 1 July 1953- After lapse of this authority, ADC was still 

to get its mobilization-assigned AIIG squadrons in an emergency, but only 

after Congressional authorization or through a Presidential "cull" to 

the states concerned. The latter, provided by an act of January 1903, 

would bring the Guard into service in a militia status. These were the 

means available for calling up the AI?G, it will be recalled, when the 

Continental Air Cosnand began agitating for a faster mobilization method.

As had ConAC earlier, ADC considered these means of mobilizing 

the AHG too slow. In order to use the AUG in meeting the first attack, 

immediate mobilization was necessary. Though at mid-1953 fl16 fighter 

strength of the ANG was very low, within a year it was to be an important 

force having over 1200 aircraft. ADC urged that new legislation be 

passed which would give authority to use this strength immediately in 

an emergency. Early in 1953 USAF had indicated that it was seeking a 

renewal of the mobilization legislation or a new act, but in July ad

vised that it had. decided not to press for an AUG law because of a 

Presidential proposal to include the AUG in an overall act dealing with 

all reserve forces, and because of the low capability of the ANG at 
77 78

that time. ADC requested reconsideration:

Full benefits from the increase in ASG capability can be 
realized only if this Command is given authority to direct 
immediate use of that capability. It is strongly urged that 
the decision not to press for current legislation be recon
sidered and the proposal for such action be reinstated.
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Air Force Headquarters agreed that such authority was needed, 

advising that it was attempting to solve the problem by trying to get 

the Presidential authority to "rail” the Guard into service delegate! 

to the Air Defense Cotnand, nothing ever cane of this, however; UGAF 

rep-■ • tnat the proposal did not get out of the Office of the Secre- 
79 

tary D-fense. At the end of 1953, the latter was preparing a bill 
30 

which included the reserves of all three services.

AUG Training

During 1953» the -ntinental Air ‘'errand r-ei’ir.ueu to to roup n- 

s.'tie ‘ r the training f the AUG except for the tv-■ were ae*.  ' .*7  

period in the sinner when the other commands having AUG units assigned to 

them for mobilization supervised the training of their assigned units. 

ADC established the training program for the summer encanpment of the 

fifty-two fighter squadrons assigned and further assisted in the train 

ing by sending liaison teams- to the encampment sites. ADC requirements 

we-e also included in the yearly inactive duty training directives written 

by 'nr.A'.

For 195h» ADC pltumed tc further improve the training f its 

units tn air defense and to establish clcrer relation^ with then ty 

aving t e Defense For es held semi-annual coaferenres with the A.”, 

••TBandcra and the C-.txAC Aii Instructors and by requiring the Divio_ n • 
81 

t offer periodic orientation tours to both. One of the defi'ier . 

’ . the AUG training, ADC felt, as that few Air Instructors were faniliir 

wither defense operations. ADC planned also to request the Guard 

Bureau to require the AUG wings to participate in the air defense exercises
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33 fer as possible. Previously, participation bad been by invitation 

only. To clear up the confusion in the training of the dual-sdssion 

units (fighter-interceptor and fighter-bomber), ADC planned to write 

the flying training annexes to the ConAC directives rather than to 

simply cubnit remi’irerv-ntB. Uiese annexe.-, would emphasize intercept 

t-raining. Finally, it was hoped that authorisation could be secured 

for additional personnel to assign to the AKG prograr: in the Air Defense 

Command. Writing in November 1953? Major J. B. Guynes, the officer 

handling AUG affairs at ADC Headquarters, explained the need for mere 

people:

There is still much to be done in establishing better 
liaison and providing more active assistance to the Guard. 
One of our greatest limitations is the lack of people. No 
authorization exists at any level within ADC for personnel 
to handle ANG affairs. Too often we find that the Guard 
program in the Defense Forces and Air Divisions is an addi
tional duty of an officer who is already overloaded.

The ASG AC&W units, when released from federal service in 1953, 

were given a mobilization assignment to the Tactical Air Command. 

Responsibility for training these units was shared between the latter 

command and ConAC. late in 1953, ConAC asked ADC to allow the All'.' 

units to train at ADC AC&W sites during the summer encampments, to
S3 

which ADC agreed.

In all there were eighteen ANG AC&W squadrons and flights, 
84*  

each of which was being equipped with AU/lPS-lDs and AI'/TPS-lODs.

* For a list of these squadrons, see reference note number 
eighty-four.
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In September, CADF suggested that ADC sec.rc an initial mobilization

85 
assignment of these units for use as supplemental radar in an emergency.

After some study, ADC agreed and presented the proposal to Air Force Head

quarters. Although approval was expected -- ADC felt that TAC would not 

need these units imediately after the opening of hostilities — it had 

not b ■ ■. received by early 195'*.

Assignment To ADC Of All AC ' llgqter Sp introns

We have seen that in the fall of 195?» Air For: ■ Headquarters 

ns;igned seventeen ZC:i wings (fifty-two sqn-idr r?s) t ; Ai»' i.:e in 

an emergency. Of these wings, six were'given a fighter-inter;ejt ni»B±; 

and were to be retained for as long as needed after mobilization by AD:.

The other eleven wings were given a dual mission and were to be retained 

by ADC for ninety days after mobilization, at which tine they were to 

be assigned to TAC. In addition to these seventeen wings, there were 

six fighter-bonber wings (eighteen squadrsns) in the continental United 

States, all of which had an Initial mobilization to TAP.

At a USAF conference in late 1952 on the use of the Al’G, ADC

^given to TACconsidered requesting authority to use the six wings and

a few "disireet inquiries on the subject were node." ADC found that

TAC wanted to keep these wings and the natter was dropped for the time 

‘ elrg. further attempt was rada until the fall of 1$^3*  One <f the 

r-^ai-ns for delay waft a desire nut to interfere with th*  effort being 

TBd*  * . *t  USAF to 1' : urr a •: augmentation ■-saitaoeut from the other 
3?

i-re.-". Tn September, a*ter  a fairly ft*finit»  eoamitswnt front the 

ct'.er .'umcr. !.• had been establish-!, the ree:«D«.ia.ticn was made that 

the six TA1?. ARC wings be given a dual mission and a mrbilfsatlon assign-
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rent to ADC on the sane basis as the other dual mission wings , i.e. 

33
retention for the first ninety days after attack. On 'November 

twenty-first, USAF granted this request, noting that "it is under

stood that these plus eleven other dual mission wings are available 

to world wide TAG forces if defense mission is not paramount at initial 
89

phase of war." For the first time since early 1951> all the 

fighter squadrons in the continental United States were available for 

use in air defense.

ADC now reassigned these wings to the Defense Forces for mobili

sation. EADF received two located in its area (the 121st and 122nd) 

and CADF the remaining four (the 132nd, 136th, 137th, and IbOth). With 

assignment of these wings, EADF now had a total of fourteen wings in 

its area, CADF had six, and WADF had three. This did not in every case 

include all the squadrons of each wing, for ADC further assigned all 

of the AUG wings and squadrons to the Air Divisions on a geographical 
*# 

basis. Squadrons were assigned to the Air Division in which they 

were located regardless of whether their parent wing was located in 
90 

and assigned to another Air Division. To illustrate, the 1^2nd 

Fighter-Interceptor Wing was in WADF’s 2?th Air Division and was 

assigned to that Division. One of its squadrons, the 186th, was loca

ted in CADF’s 29th Air Division and so was assigned to the latter 

Division.

* For the location of the six wings and their assigned squadrons 
see reference note number eighty-ei^it.

* * See Appendix X for the mobilisation assignment of all twenty- 
three AKG wings.
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Air T: v 3t Bctfcsr 'hngr

A final area. in which ADC sought emergency air defense &17? - ' ■ 

■was the Mr T-crrz'" Reserve fighter-bcrj e win . Until the 1st*-.  r .—'. 

o’* 1953, these wings ral few al: - raft that ADC had not given t'-.
91

such a-tention. In late however, they were being equipj-l w.

J- were pr.-.vansex to rece ••” ?-3hs in Fiscal Year - f ■ and -■ .

At ‘he end of the year, there were six Reserve fighter boater vines In 
92*

. . e and three more • .ydul--i fcr orgx ration later. ADT

:: sure hw to use these wings, rrovever, because wo were located cc

< ’iier'’ there- vere t-.\; ...’ _ —l.m. otk! inc Otnrrs were 1 .at -1

. re there were both AxT and AJIG squadrons available. Deploy 

netit an emergency was not consliered satisfactory and so ADC felt 

t- i+ ..• of the personnel and aircraft as replacements was possibly the 

.ans-.-'-cr. At any rate, in December, ADC directed the Defense Forces to 

investigate the wings located in their areas and to decide upon the feasl- 
93 

clllty of using them in emergency air defense.

* See reference note nunfrer ninety- two fcr a list cf these Reserve 
wings;-’
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STATION LIST - AIR NATIONAL GUARD

Appendix I

February 1947

■ TfG HEADQUARTERS AND HEADQUARTERS SQUADRONS

AUTH DATE OF
ORGANIZATION

DATS
]AT,«y

RECOfScIZEDWING AIR FORCE

1 1
r J

STATES IHCWDED
STATION OF
WING EQ

■,1st First Nev N.H., Vt., 
Mass.,Corn!.,R.I.

Logan Fid, 
Boston Mass.

30 Sep 46 15 Oct 46

52nd First N-T., N.J., Del. New York,N.I.

53rd Eleventh Pa., Hi., Va., D.C. Harrisburg, Pa. 6 Aug k6

54ti Fourteenth N.C.,S.C.,Ga., Atlanta,
Fla.,Tenn.,Ala.,Miss.(Marietta, Ga.)

3 Jul U6 2 Ont 46

55th Eleventh Ohio, Ky.,W.Va., 
Ind.

Coluabus, Ohio 5 Nov U6

56th Second Ill.,Mich.,Wise. Chicago, Ill. 8 Oct U6

yr th Second Minh., low*,  Mo., 
S.D., U.D.

Lunbert Fid
St. Louis, Mo.

10 Jun 46 3 Jul 46

58th Tenth Texas, La., Ark., 
Okla., N.M.

Dallas, Texas 21 Oct 46

59th Second Wyo., Colo., Ken., 
Neb.

Buckley Fid
Denver, Colo.

1 Jun 46 3 Jul 46

60th Fourth Wash., Ore., Idaho, 
Mont.

Seattle, Washington

flat Fourth Cal., (N. of 35° 47 
Nev., Utah.

')San Francisco, 
Call foraia

62nd Fourth Cal., (5. 35°fc7’) 
Artz-

Los Angeles, 
Ct.lif jrnla

15 Aug 46 14 Sep 46

Source: Letter, ADC to CGg, 1st, 2d, 
Air Defense Cormnd," 10 Feb

4 th, 10th, 11th, 
19U?, 1st Incl, J

14th AFs, "Station List, 
iec IF, Part II.
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.5y > -TO WAHNINf Gr.J.iP Eft

FATE
AUZH DATE OF FEDERAL,. 1
ORGANIZATION HKCOCZE?■' 1T1 AS FCPCE bJCAIlCW

■ .•> First Logan Fid, Boston, Vase. 15 Aug 46 16 Oc t 46
152 5?d First New Tort, N.Y.

*3 ',3d Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa
4 u'tth Ftumeenth Marietta. AAB, Atlanta '•- 8 Jul 46 6 Oct 4'.'

J 55 - Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
1»Z 56 th Se.and Chicago,. Ill 8 Oct 46
1 " 57th Eecc-il St. Lear *,  Mo, 22 Sep 46
;■ 5 5ft th Tenth Dallas, Texas
:?9 59th Ser end Deaver, Colo 1 Nov 46
■ 6G 6Oth Fourta Sea. tie, .4esh
;< ■ 61st Fourth San Francisco, Cal*.
LfsS 6M. Pourta Lob Angeles, Cal.

„: ' ’RAFT : <WI!R0L AND WAKNT7G SQJASROWS
!£i i wlBi- Am FurlCE » AF i-N

102 151 51st First Providence, F.I
103 151 51st First Hartford, Conn. 1 Jul 46
ICT 1'2 52d First Buffalo, N. 1
108 152 52d First New York, N. 7.
~ ■• o -53 53d Eleventh Philadelphia, pa
1 i 153 531 Eleventh ’Washington, B- C 13 Aug 46
117 >4th Po_r -eenth BI’TSj.r'guaa. Aiabeiaa
1’3 1=4 '•4’L Ft; irtc enth Jh&rlotte, R. C.
12? 175 55tn Eleventh Indianapolis, indiara 16 O't 46
^23 155 5"tt Eleventh Cleveland, Ohio
V ’ 1;6 ■56 tr Sect'dd Detroit Michigan 11 Oct 46
I--, 1?6 56th Second Milwaukee, Wise
13? l-‘t 57th Sscjnd St. Paul, Mirai.

157 Set end Sioux City Iowa 12 Sep 'a6
15S 5&t.j Penta New Orleans, La.

3 -a 158 58 th Tenth Hcuetoa, Texas
■ -..' i"9 r.9tb S.'.'on'. Denver, Colorado

59th Second Deaver, voiorado
1U? ’60 60t..‘ Fturth. Portia;-'’, Oreg n 28 Sep 46 JO Aug 46
‘M bi? 6cth Fourttz Seattle, Washington

«e : ■! ‘ ■ ..1'7 Sacrsj&iztu, Sal
Un 161 t’.;t ■-U _r .1. Sax, F;an< iac .., ’al .
ill 16? Foarth Los Angeles, Cal

4 t 160 . .d r - b ti? Los Ang-’-e?, Cal

.nt-v "z nA'k.i','i£aF‘T!3 
'• >£ Wl’W ..Id K.3 £ IOCAKIGK— .. ... —

101 15 J 51st First Bos con, Mass. 17 *3fct  46
-> 152 5« First New York, 5 Y
-11 V, s <->d :'lr:ver th Philadelphia, Fa- 1 Jun 46
116 154 54th Fmm teenth Marietta AAB Atlas ca, Ga. 8 J il 46
121 155 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
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DATE
ASTH DATE OF

AIRCRAFT :C:n?.CL SQUADRONS

CFG GP WING AU? FORCE LOCATION ORGANIZATION

126 156 56th Second Chicago, Ill. 8 Oct 46
131 157 57th Second St. Louis, Mo. 22 Sep 46
^31* 158 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
137 159 59th Second Denver, Colorado
141 160 60th Fourth Seattle, Washington
144 161 61st Fourth San Francisco, Cal.
147 162 62d Fourth Los Angeles, Cal.

AAF COfMJNICATION SQUADRONS
LOCATIONORG WING AIR FORCE

101 51st First Boston, Mass.
106 5 2d First New York, N.Y.
101 53d Eleventh Harrisburg, Pa. 1 Jun 1*6
lt>* 54 th Fourteenth Atlanta, (Marietta) Ga. 8 Jul 1*6  9 Sep 1*6
105 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
106 56 th Second Chicago, Ill. 8 Oct 1*6
107 57th Second Lambert Fid, St. Louis, Mo. 21 Jun 1*6  23 Sep 46
108 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
109 59th Second Denver, Colorado
110 60th Fourth Seattle, Washington
1L1 61st Fourth San Francisco, Calif.
112 62d Fourth Los Angeles, Calif.

SIGNAL LIGHT CONSTRUCTION COMPANIES
ORG WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

101 51st First Boston, Mass.
102 5 2d First New York, N.Y-
103 53d Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
101* 54th Fourteenth Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Ga. 8 Jul 46 6 Oct 46
105 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
106 56th Second Chicago, Illinois 8 Oct 46
107 57th Second Lambert Fid, St. Louis, Mo. 21 Jun 46 23 Sep 46
108 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
109 59th Second Denver, Colorado
110 60th Fourth Seattle, Washington
111 61st Fourth San Francisco, Calif.
112 621 Fourth Los Angeles, Calif.

RADAR CALIBRATION DETACHMENTS
ORG GP WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

101 151 51st First Boston, Mass.
102 152 52d First Nev York, N. Y.
103 153 53a Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
10k 15b 54th Fourteenth Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Ga. 8 Jul 46 2 Oct 46
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8 Oct 46

luv'AP CAL'iBRATICN DETACHMENTS
AUTH DATE OF
ORGANIZATIONCFG GP WiHG AIR FORCE LOCATION

105 155 5>th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
.06 1>6 56th Second Chicago, Ill. 8 Oct 46
107 1*7 57th Second St. Louis, Mo. 7 Oct 46
.06 1>8 *8th Tenth Dallas, Texas

109 159 '■9tF Second Denver, Colorado
119 16c 60th Fourth Seattle, Washington
111 161 61st Fourth San Francisco, Calif.
aa 162 621 Fourth Los Angeles, Calif.

AIR SERVICE GROUPS (LIGHT BOMB)
CHF LET wing AIR FORCE LOCATION1 ■ '
206 HQ •52d First Hew fork, H. Y.
206 A 5 2d First Hew York, H. Y.
20t B 5 2d First New York, H. Y.
?C'. C ' Att 217 AS GP Ftr ) Birmingham, Alabama 1 Nov 46
206 T- , Att 221 AS GP Ftr) Cleveland, Ohio 5 Nov 46

- A. HQ *34 Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
211 A 53-3 Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
211 B 53d Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
211 7 «Ant 236 AS qp Ftr) Hew Orleans, La. 1 Sep 46
?11 D < Att 246 AS GP Ftr) Los Angeles, Calif. 15 Aug 46
226 HQ 56th 3e< ond Chicago, Ill. 7 Oct 46
226 A 56th Second Chicago, Ill. 7 Oct 46
226 B 56th Second Chicago, Ill. 7 Oct 46
226 C : Art 227 AS & Ftr) Romulus AAF Detroit, Mich. 9 Jul 46
'-26 S ‘Att 231 AS C? Ftr) Roseerans Fid, St louis, Mo .21 Jun 46

AIR SERVICE GBO'JPS (FIGHTER)
OFG DET HUG AIR FORCE LOCATION

198 C 54t^ Fourteenth San -Juan, P R. 1 Sep 46
199 C 61st Fourth Honolulu, T. H. 1 Sen 46
?0r Hq 51«t First Portland (Sanford) Me. 1 Dec 46
1-11 A 51st Fi rs t Po-tland ;Sanford) Me. 1 Dec 46
201 B 5 let First Manchester, N. H. 7 Oct 46
201 *lst First Municipal Apt, Burlington,Vt 1 Jul 46
202 HQ ~ Ix’t* First Logan Fid, Boston, Mass. 15 Aug 46
202 A plst. First ” w
2C2 B 51st First Springfield, Jfess 17 Oct 46

C ..Att 207 Firf-t Axbancy, N. Y-
AS GP

203 HQ 51st First Hartford, Conn. 17 Jul 46
203 A 51st First Bradley Fid,Windsor LocksConn 1 Jul 40
203 -B 51»t First Providence, R. I
207 BQ 5« First Buffalo, N. Y.
20? A 52d First Buffalo, H. Y.

29 Sep 46
22 Aug 46

14 Aug 46
22 Oct 46
23 Aug 46

7 Aug 46

100
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SECRET
AIR SERVICE GROUPS (FIGHTER)

CFG DET WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

t

AUTE DAIS OF
ORGANIZATION

101

DATE
FEDERALLY
RECOgCZED

6 Sep 46

C07 B 5 2d First Rochester, N. I.
207 C 52d First Syracuse, N. Y.
208 Hq 5 2d First Newark, N. J-
203 A 5 2d First Newark, N. J.
208 B 52d First Trenton, N. J. 28 Oct 46
208 C 5 2d First New Castle Apt,Wilmington,Del. 10 Jun 46
212 Hq 53d Eleventh Pittsburgh, Pa.
212 A 53d Eleventh Pittsburgh, Pa. 28 Sep 46
212 B 53d Eleventh Reading, Pa.
212 C 53d Eleventh Scranton, Pa. 23 Sep 46
213 Hq 53d Eleventh Andrews Fid, Wash., D. C- 2 Oct 46
213 A - 53d Eleventh Andrews Fid, Wash., D. C. 2 Oct 46
213 B 53d Eleventh Baltimore, Md. 6 Aug 46
213 C 53d Eleventh Richmond, Va.
216 Hq 54th Fourteenth Atlanta (Marietta) Ga. 21 Oct 46
216 A 54th Fourteenth Atlanta (Marietta) Ga. 8 Jul 46
216 B 54th Fourteenth Columbia, S. C. 28 Sep 46
216 C 54th Fourteenth Savannah, Ga. 10 Oct 46
21? Hq 54th Fourteenth Birmingham, Ala. 15 Nov 46
217 A 54th Fourteenth Meridian, Miss. 9 Jul 46
21? B 54th Fourteenth Mobile, Ala. 15 Nov 46
217 C (Att 216 AS GP) Miami, Fla.
218 Hq 54th Fourteenth Nashville, Tenn. 20 Sep 46
218 A 54th Fourteenth Nasvllle, Tenn. 20 Sep 46
218 B 54th Fourteenth Memphis, Tenn. 1 Nov 46
218 C 54th Fourteenth Charlotte, N. C.
221 Hq 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
221 A 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
221 B 55th Eleventh Dayton, Ohio
221 C 55th Eleventh Toledo, Ohio 5 Nov 46
222 Hq 55th Eleventh Indianapolis, Ind.
222 A 55th Eleventh Indianapolis, Ind-
222 B 55th Eleventh Fort Wayne, Ind.
'^22 C (Att 240 AS G?) AAB, Lincoln, Nebr. 1 Jul 46
223 Hq 55th Eleventh Louisville, Ky 22 Jul 46
223 A 55th Eleventh Louisville, Xy 22 Jul 46
223 3 55th Eleventh Charlestown, W. Va.
22^ Hq 56th Second Detroit, Michigan 11 Oct 46
227 A 56th Second Detroit, Michigan 11 Oct 46
227 B 56 th Second Grand Rapids, Mich. 10 Sep 46
22T C (Att 242 ASG?) Butte, Mont.
228 Hq 56th Second Milwaukee, Wise.
228 A 56th Second Milwaukee, Wise.

. 228 B 56th Second Madison, Wise.
-■ 228 C 1J Att 237 AS S’) Albuquerque, N. M.

231 Hq 57th Second St. Louis, Mo.
231 A 57th Second St- Joseph, Mo. 21 Jun 46
231 B 57th Second Peoria, Ill.

(Att 226 AS GP 56th Wins) LB

2 Oct 46
2 Oct 46

13 Oct 46

12 Sep 46

26 Jul

SECRET
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SECRET
AR SERVICE GROUPS (FIOTTER)

102
DATE
FEDERALLY
RECOCTIZED

AUTE DATE OF 
ORGANIZATIONRG DET WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

?31 C (Att 226 AS GP LB) Springfield, Ill.
23? Hq 57th Second Des Moines, Iowa
232 A 57th Second Mun Apt, Des Moines, Iowa 10 ;Fun 116 6 Sep 46
23? B 57th Second Sioux City, Iowa 12 E5ep Ir6

232 C 57th Second Sioux Falls, Iowa 20 Sep 46
?33 Hq 57th Second St. Paul, Minn.
233 A 57th Second Holman Fid,St. Paul, Minn. 26 ;Ful I>6 14 Sep 46
?33 B 57th Second Fargo, N. D.
2.33 C 57th Second Duluth, Minn.
236 Hq 56th Tenth Dallas, Texas

A 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
236 B 58th Tenth Houston, Texas
236 C 58th Tenth San Antonio, Texas
237 Hq 58th Tenth Tulsa, Okla. 7 Nov 46
23? A 58 th Tenth Tulsa, Okla. 7 46
a • B 58th Tenth Little Rock, Ark. 15 Jun 56 24 Aug 46
23” C 53th Tenth Oklahoma City, Okla. 7 Nov 46
240 Bq 59th Second Denver, Colo. 3 Sep 46
240 A 59th Second Buckley Fid, Denver, Colo. 27 Jun 46 30 Jun 46
240 B 59th Second Mun Apt, Cheyenne, Wyo. 17 Jun 46 11 Aug 46
240 C 59th Second Mun Apt, Wichita, Kans. 27 Aug 46 7 Sep 46
242 Hq 6 Oth Fourth Portland, Ore 28 Sep 46
242 A 60th Fourth Portland, Ore. 26 Jun 46 30 Aug 46
242 B 60th Fourth Snokane, ’Wash.
242 C 60th Fourth Gowen Fid, Boise, Idaho 26 Jul 46 13 Oct 46
244 Hq Fourth Oakland, Calif.
244 A 61st Fourth Oakland, Calif.
244 B 61st Fourth Reno, Nev.
244 C 61st Fourth Mun Apt, Salt Lake City, Utah 27 Sep 46
246 Hq 624 Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 15 Aug 46 29 Sen 46
246 A 624 Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 12 Sep 46 29 Sep 46
246 B 624 Fourth Son Bernardino, Calif. 12 Ger 46
246 c 624 Fourth Tucson, Arizona 25 Oct 46

LIGHT BOMB GROUP HEADQUARTERS
GRG GP WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

165 5sr First New York, N. Y.
111 534 Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
126 56th Second Chicago, Ill. 8 Oct 46

SECRET

ORG GP WHIG AIR FORCE LOCATION
135
103

1(55 
in 53d

First 
Eleventh

New York, N. Y.
Philadelphia, Pa.

106, 106 54th Fourteenth 
fAtt 117 Ftr Gp)

Birmingham, Ala. 1 Nov 46

107 126 
(Att

56th
127 Ftr

Second 
Op)

Romulus AAF, Romulus, Mich. 9 Jul 46

108 126 56 th Second Chicago, Hl. 7 Oct 46
112
114

106
106

66th 
52d

Eleventh 
First

Cleveland, Ohio 5 Nov 46

29 Sep 46



SECRET
LIGHT BOMBARDMENT SQUADRONS

OP.G G? WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

103

AUTH DATE OF 
ORGANIZATION

DATE
Rkj tKKtT-T.Y
RECOGNIZEE

115 111 624 Fourth Van Nuys Apt, Los Angeles, Cal. 15 Aug 46 8 Oct h6
(Att 146 Ftr Gp)

117 111 534 Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
122 111 58th Tenth Mun Apt, New Orleans, La. 1 Sep 46
168 126 56th Second Chicago, Ill
180 126 57th Second Rosecrans Fid, St. Joseph,Mo. 21 Jun 45 22 Aug 46

(Att 131 Ftr Gp)

UTILITY FLIGHTS LICET BOMBARDMENT SQUADRONS
ORG GP WING AIR FORCE LOCATION

(Att 146 Ftr Op)

102 106 5 2d First Nev York, N.Y.
103 111 534 Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
106 in 534 Fourteenth Birmingham, Ala. 1 Nov 46

(Att 117 Ftr Sq)
107 126 56th Second Romulus AAF, Detroit, Mich. 9 Jul 46 29 Sep 46

(Att 127 Ftr Gp)
108 126 56th Second Chicago, hi - 7 Oct 46

106 55th Eleventh Cleveland, Ohio 5 Nov 46
114 106 52d First New York, N. Y.
115 111 624 Fourth Van Nuys Apt, Los Angeles, Cal. 15 Aug 46 14 Sep 46

117
122

111
111

53d
58th

Eleventh 
Tenth

Philadelphia, Pa.
Mun Apt, New Orleans, La. 1 Sep 46

168 126 56th Second Chicago, Ill.
180 126 57th Second 

(Att 131 Ftr Gp)
Rosecrans Eld,St. Joseph, Mo. 21 Jun 46 22 Aug 46

FIGHTER SOUP HEADQUARTERS
ORG WING AIR FORCE

101 51st First
102 51st First
103 51st First
10? 5 2d First
108 524 First
112 53d Eleventh
113 534 Eleventh
116 54th Fourteenth
117 54th Fourteenth
118 54th Fourteenth
121 55th Eleventh
122 55th Eleventh
123 55th Eleventh
127 . 56th Secon4
128 \ 56th Second

LOCATION

Portland (Sanford) Me.
Logan Apt, Boston, Mass.
Hartford, Conn.
Buffalo, N. Y.
Newark, N. J.
Pittsburgh, Pa.
Andrews Fid, Washington, D. C.
Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Ga.
Birmingham, Ala.
Nashville, Tenn.
Columbus, Ohio 
Indianapolis, Ind. 
Louisville, Ky
Romulus AAF, Detroit, Mich.
Milwaukee, Wise.

1 Dec 46
22 Oct 46

7 Aug 46
30 Sep
1 Jul

46
46

15 Aug 46

2 Oct 46 2 Oct 46
8 Jul 46 9 Sep 46
1 Dec 46

20 Sep 46
5 Nov 46

22 Jul 46
9 Jul 46 29 Sep 46

SECRET



SECRET 104

FKSTER (3800? EEABglJn-SS CCBT'D
AUIH DATS OF 
ORGANIZATION

DATE

CRG hug AIR FORCE locate* RECOOnZeS

131 57th Sec oxi Lambert Fid St. Louis, Mo. 10 Jun 46 15 Jul 46
■L32 57th Second Mun Apt, Des Moires, Iowa 10 Jun 46 23 Aug 46
133 57th Second Holmn Fid, St. Paul, Minn.
136 58th Tenth Deilas, Texas
137 58th Tenth Till gRj Oklaiioasa 7 Nov 46
i4o 59th Second Buckley Fid, Denver, Colo. 3 Sep 46 1 Oct 46
142 60th Fourth Portland, Oregon 26 Jun 46 30 Aug 46
144 61st Fourth Oakland• Calif.
146 62rd Fourth Van Nuys Apt, Los Angeles,Cal. 15 Aug 46 14 Sep 46

FIGHTER SQUADRONS
CRG &> WHIG AIR FORCE LOCATION

101 102 51st First Login Fid, Boston, Mass. 23 Aug 46
10b 113 53rd Eleventh Mun Apt, Baltimore, Md 6 Aug 46 17 Aug 46
105 118 54th Fourteenth Nashville, Tenn. 20 Sep 46
109 133 57th Second Holman Fid,St. Paul,Minn. 26 Jul 46 14 Sep 46
no 131 57th Second Ismhert Fid, St. Joseph, Mo 21 Jun 46 23 Sep 46
111 136 58th Tenth Houston, Tex-
113 122 55th Eleventh Indianapolis, Ind.
116 142 60th Fourth Snokane, Wash.
118 103 51st First Bradley Fid, Hartford,Conn. 1 Jul 46 7 Aug 46
119 108 52nd First Newark, N. J- 28 Oct 46
120 140 59*̂  Second Buckley Eld, Denver, Colo. 2? Jun 46 30 Jun 46
121 113 53rd Eleventh Andrews Fid, Washington, D. C. 2 Oct 46 2 Oct 46
123 142 60th Fourth Portland, Oregon 26 Jun 46 30 Aug 46
124 132 57th Second Mun Apt, Des Moines, Iowa 10 Jun 46 23 Aug 46
125 137 58th Tenth Tulsa, Oklahoma 7 Nov 46
126 128 56th Second Billy Mitchel Fid, Mil Wise
127 140 59th Second Mun Apt, Wichita, Kans. 27 Aug 46 7 Sep 46
128 116 54th Fourteenth Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Go. 8 Jul 46 20 Aug 46
131 102 51st First Springfield, Mass. 17 Oct 46
132 101 51st First Portland, (Sanford) Me. 1 Dec 46
133 101 51st First Manchester, N. H. 7 Oct 46
134 101 51st First Mun Apt. Burlington, VT 1 Jul 46 14 Aug 46
136 107 52nd First Buffalo, N. Y.
137 107 52nd First Rochester, N. Y.
138 107 5 2nd First Syracuse, N. Y.
139 107 52nd First Albany, N. Y.
141 108 52nd First Trenton, N. J.
142 108 52nd First New Castle Apt,New Castle, Del. 1 Jun 46 6 Sep 46
146 112 53rd Eleventh Pittsburgh, Pa. 1 Jun 46
147 112 53rd Eleventh Reading, Pa.
148 112 53rd Eleventh Scranton, Pa. 1 Jun 46
149 113 53rd Eleventh Richnond, Va.
152 103 51st First Providence, R. I-
153 117 54th Fourteenth Key Fid, Meridian, Miss. 9 Jul 46 12 Sep 46
154 137 58th Tenth Little Rock, Ark. 27 May 46 24 Aug 46
155 118 54th Fourteenth Memphis, Tenn. 1 Nov 46

SECRET



SECRET 105
. SCPAIF.INS CCIJT D DATS

S’ WING AIR FORCE LOCATION
AUTH DATE OF FEDERALLY
ORGANIZATION RECOGNIZED

156 118 54th Fourteenth Morris Fid, Charlotte, N.C.
157 116 54th Fourteenth Columbia, S. C. 28 Sen 46
153 116 54th Fourteenth Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Ga. 10 Oct 46 13 Oct 46
159 xle 54th Fourteenth Miami, Fla.
L&O 117 54 th Fourteenth Mobile, Ala. 15 Nov 46
16a 121 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
163 122 55th Eleventh Fort Wayne, Ind..
it^ 121 55th Eleventh Dayton, Ohio
165 123 55th Eleventh Louisville, Ky. 29 Aug 46
166 121 55th Eleventh Toledo, Ohio 5 Nov 46
167 12- 55th Eleventh Charleston, W. Va
169 127 56th Second Peoria, Ill.

•Atch 126 LB GP)
170 128 56th Sec cad Springfield, Ill.

»Atch 126 LB uP'i5T- 127 56th Second Detroit, Mich. 11 Oct 46
x7< 127 56th Second Grand Rapids, Mich. 10 Sep 46
173 140 59th Second AAB, Lincoln, Neb. 1 Jui 46 26 Jul 46
174 132 57th Second AAB, Sioux City, Iowa 12 Sep 46
175 132 57 th Second Sioux Falls, S. D. 20 Sep 46
176 123 56th Second Madison, Wise.
178 133 57th Second Fargo, N. D
179 135 57th Second Duluth, Minn.
181 1.36 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
18a 136 58th Tenth San Antonio, Texas
185 137 58th Tenth Okla City, Okla- 7 Nov 46
186 142 60th Fourth Butte, Mont
187 140 59th Second Mun Abt, Cheyenne, Wyo. 12 Jun 46 11 Aug 46
188 137 58th ■Tenth Aibuauerque, New Mexico
190 142 60th Fourth Gowen Fid, Boice, Idaho 26 Jul 46 13 Oct 46
191 144 61st Fourth Mun Apt, Salt Lake City,Utah 27 Sep 46
19? 144 61st Fourth Reno, Nevada
194 144 61st Fourth Oakland, Calif.
t-95 146 62nd Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 12 Sep 46 29 Sep 46
i9o 146 62nd Fourth San Bernardino, Calif. 12 Sep 46
IT 146 62nd Fourth Luke Fid. Phoenix, Ariz. 25 Oct 46
x98 54 th Fourteenth San Juan, P.R. 1 Sep 46
-99 61st Fourth Honolulu, T-H. 1 Sep 46

’iT.’LITT PL GETS FIGHTER SQUADRONS
OR. 3' WILL /jr Force LOCATION

101 102 51st First Logan Fid, Boston, Mass 23 Aug 46
tO4 11’ 53rd Eleventh Mun Apt, Baltimore, Mi 6 Aug 46
105 113 54th Fourteenth Nashville, Tenn. 20 Sep 46
'.09 133 J■»57tb Second Holman Fid, St. Paul,Minn. 26 Jul 46 15 Sep 46
110 131 ''57th Sccord Lambert Fid, St. Joseph,Mo. 21 Jun 46 23 Sep 46
111 136 58th Tenth Houston, Tex.
113 122 55th Eleventh Indianapolis, Ind.
116 142 60th Fourth Spokane, Wash

SECRET



SECRET 106

' ..LIIY FLIGHTS, FIGHTER SQUADRONS COHT'D DATE
AUTH DATE OF FEDERALLY

CHG GP wing AIR FORCE LOCATION ORGANIZATION RECOCTIZED

118 103 51st First Bradley Fid. Windsor Locks ।Conn- 1 Jul 46 7 Aug 46
119 108 52nd First Newark, N. J. 28 Oct 46
120 140 59th Second Buckley Fid, Denver, Colo. 27 Jun 46 30 Jun 46
121 113 53rd Eleventh Andrews Fid, Washington,D.C 2 Oct 46 2 Oct 46
123 142 60th Fourth Portland, Oregon 26 Jun 46 30 Aug 46
124 132 57th Second Mun Apt, Des Moines, Iowa 10 Jun 46 23 Aug 46
125 137 58th Tenth Tulsa, Okla. 7 Nov 46
126 128 56th Second Milwaukee, Wise.
12? 140 59th Second Mun Apt, Wichita, Kans. 27 Aug 46 7 Sep 46
123 116 54 th Fourteenth Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Ca. 8 Jul 46 20 Aug 46
131 102 51st First Springfield, Mass. 17 Oct 46
132 101 51st First Portland,(Sanford) Me. 1 Dec 46
133 101 51st First Manchester, N. B. 7 Oct 46
13U 101 51st First Mun Ant. Burlington, Vt. 1 Jul 46 14 Aug 46
iy- 10? 52nd First Buffalo, N. Y.
13” 107 52nd First Rochester, N. Y.
138 107 52nd First Syracuse, N. Y.
139 107 52nd First Albany, N. Y.
141 108 52nd First Trenton, IJ. J.
142 108 52nd First New Castle Apt,New Castle Del. 1 Jun 46 6 Sep 46
146 112 53rd Eleventh Pittsburgh, Pa. 1 Jun 46
147 112 53rd Eleventh Reading, Pa.
148 112 53rd Eleventh Scranton, Pa. 1 Jun 46
149 113 53rd Eleventh Richmond, Va.
152 103 51st First Providence, R. I.
153 117 54th Fourteenth Key Fid, Meridian, Miss. 9 Jul 46 12 Sep 46
154 137 58th Tenth Little Rock, Ark. 27 May 46 24 Aug 46
155 118 54th Fourteenth Memphis, Tenn. 1 Nov 46
156 118 54th Fourteenth Charlotte, N. C.
157 116 54th Fourteenth Columbia, S. C. 28 Sen 46
158 116 54th Fourteenth Marietta, AAB, Atlanta, Ga. 10 Oct 46 13 Oct 46
159 116 54 th Fourteenth Miami, Fla.
16o 117 54th Fourteenth Mobile, Ala. 15 Nov 46
162 121 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
16.3 122 55th Eleventh Fort Wayne, Ind.
164 121 55th Eleventh Dayton, Ohio
165 123 55th Eleventh Louisville, Ky 29 Aug 46
166 121 55th Eleventh Toledo, Ohio 5 Nov 46
167 123 55th Eleventh Charleston, W. Va.
169 127 56th Second Peoria, Hl.

(Atch 126 LB GF)
170 128 56 th Second Springfield, Ill.

(Atch 126 LB G?)
171 127 56th Second Detroit, Mich. 11 Oct 46
172 127 56th Second Grand Rapids, Mich. 10 Sep 46
173 140 59th Second AAB, Lincoln, Neb. 1 Jul 46 26 Jul 46
174 132 57th Second Sioux City, Iowa 12 Sep 46
175 132 57th Second Sioux Falls, S. D. 20 Sep 46
176 128 56th Second Madison, Wise.
178 133 57th Second Fargo, N. D.

SECRET



SECRET 107
VTX1TY FLIGHTS, FIGSS?. SyiAESCNS CCTT'D LATE

ALTS DATE CF FEDERALLY
•?G G? WI5G AIR PCESE LOCATION CEGANIZATIOS RBCOtgIZZD

-79 133 57th Second Duluth, Minn.
±81 136 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
185 137 58th Tenth Okla City, Okla 7 Nov 46
186 142 6 Oth Fourth Butte, Mont.
187- 140 59th Second Mun Apt, Cheyenne, Wyo 17 Jun 46 11 Aug 46
188 137 58th Tenth Albuquerque, N. Mexico

13 Oct 46L9G 142 60th Fourth Gowen Fid, Boise, Idaho 26 Jul 46
191 114. 61st Fourth Mun Apt, Salt Lake City,Utah 27 Sep 46
192 144 61st Fourth Reno, Nevada

144 61st Fourth Oakland, Calif.
195 146 62nd Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 12 Sep 46 29 Sep 46
196 146 62nd Fourth San Bernardino, Calif. 12 Sep 46
197 146 62nd Fourth Tucson, Arizona 25 Oct 46
196 54 th Fourteenth San Juan, P.R. 1 Sep 46
199 61st Fourth Honolulu, T.H. 1 Sep 46
x?T 136 58th Tenth San Antonio, Texas

ENGINEER AVIATION WITS
op.g H~; wing (ware atchd to) air force location

152 Hq & 
Serv

52nd First

First
First

New York, N. Y.

Boston, Hass.
Buffalo, N. Y.

52nd
52nd

51st101 152
102 152

153 Hq i
Serv

103 153
105 153

53?d

53rd
53rd 55th

Eleventh

Eleventh
Eleventh

Phi la., Pa.

Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Columbus, Ohio

156 Hq & 
Serv

106 156
10? 156

56th

56th
56th 57th

Second

Second
Second

Chicago, Ill.

Detroit, Mich 11 Oct 46 
St. Louis, Mo.

109 156 56th 59th Second Denver, Colo.

161 Hq & 
Serv

110 161

61st

61st 60th

Fourth

Fourth

San Francisco, Calif.

Portland, Oregon, 28 Sep 46
ill 161
112 161

61st
61st 62nd

Fourth
Fourth

Oak!and, Calif.
Los Angeles, Calif.

104 Sep 
Co.

108 Sep 
Co *

54 th

53th

Fourteenth

Tenth

Marietta, AAB, 21 Oct 46 
Atlanta, Ga.

Dallas, Texas.

SECRET



SECRET 108

WEATHER STATIONS (TYPE A)
AUTE DATE OF 
ORGANIZATION

DATE 
FEDERALLY

OKG WING AIR FORCE STATION RECOGNIZED

101 51st First Boston, Mass. 23 Aug 16
102 52nd First New York, N. Y.
103 53rd Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
Id; 53rd Eleventh Baltimore, Nd. 6 Aug 16
105 5k th Fourteenth Nashville, Tenn. 20 Sep 16
106 5k th Fourteenth Birmingham, Ala. 1 Nov k6
107 56th Second Romulus AAFld, Detroit, Mich.9 Jul 16 29 Sep 16
108 56th Second Chicago, Ill.
109 57th Second St. Paul, Minn. 26 Jul 16
110 57th Second Lambert Fid, St. Louis,Mo. 21 Jun 16 23 Sep 16
111 58th Tenth Houston, Texas
112 55th Eleventh Cleveland, Ohio 5 Nov 16
113 55th Eleventh Indianapolis, Ind
111 52nd First New York, N. Y.
115 62nd Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 15 Aug 16 8 Oct 16
11* 60th Fourth Spokane, Wash.
117 53rd Eleventh Philadelphia, Pa.
118 51st First Bradley Fid,Windsor Locks CJonn. 1 Jul 16 7 Aug 16
119 52nd First Newark, N. J. 28 Oct 16
120 59th Second Buckley Fid, Denver, Colo. 2? Jun 16 30 Jun 16
121 53rd Eleventh Washington, D. C. 13 Aug 16
122 58th Tenth New Orleans, La. 1 Sep 16
123 60th Fourth Portland, Oregon 26 Jun 16 30 Aug 16
12k 57th Second Mun Apt, Des Moines, Iowa 10 Jun 16 23 Aug 16
125 58th Tenth Tulsa, Okla. 7 Nov 16
126 56th Second Milwaukee, Wise.
127 59th Second Mun Apt, Wichita, Kans. 27 Aug 16 7 Sep 16
128 51th Fourteenth Marietta AAB, Atlanta, Ge. 8 Jul 16 9 Sep 16
131 51st First Springfield, Mass. 17 Oct 16
132 51st First Portland, (Sanford) Me. 1 Dec 16
133 51st First Manchester, N.H. 7 Oct 16
13k 51st First Mun Apt, Burlington, Vt. 1 Jul 16 11 Aug 16
136 52nd First Buffalo, N. Y.
137 52nd First Rochester, N. Y.
138 52nd First Syracuse, N. Y.
139 52nd First Albany, 3. Y.
ill 52nd First Trenton, N. J.
112 52nd First New Castle Apt, Wilmington,, Del. 10 Jun 16 6 Sep 16
116 53rd Eleventh Pittsburgh, Pa. 28 Sep 16
117 53rd Eleventh Reading, Pa.
118 53rd Eleventh Scranton, Pa. 28 Sep 16
119 53rd Eleventh Richmond, Va.
152 51st First Providence, R. I.
153 5kth Fourteenth Key Fid, Meridian, Mies. 9 Jul 16 12 Sep 16
15k 58th Tenth Little Rock, Ark. 15 Jun 16 21 Aug 16
155 5kt£ Fourteenth Memphis, Tenn. 1 Nov 16
156 5kth Fourteenth Charlotte, N. C.
157 5k th Fourteenth Columbia, S. C. 28 Sen 16
158 5kth Fourteenth Savannah, Ga. 10 Oct 16 13 Oct 16
159 5k th Fourteenth Miami, Fla.
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SECRET 139

..LATHER STATIONS (TYPE A) CONT'D □A3
ADIS DATE OF -ZB3.CLI

ORG WING AB? FORCE STATICS CBGAHU^TICK H3CCG7I~

160 54 th Fourteenth Mobile, Ala. 15 Nov k6
162 55th Eleventh Columbus, Ohio
163 55th Eleventh Fort Wayne, Ind.
164 55th Eleventh Dayton, Ohio
165 55th Eleventh Louisville, Ky 22 Jul 46
166 55th Eleventh Toledo, Ohio 5 Nov 46
16? 55th Eleventh Charlestown, W. Va.
163 56th Second Chicago, Ill.
169 5bth Second Peoria, Ill.
170 56th Second Springfield, Hl.
171 56th Second Detroit, Mich. 11 Oct 46
172 56th Second Grand Rapids, Mich. 10 Sep 46
173 59th Second AAB, Lincoln, Neb. 1 Jul 46 26 Jul 46
1?4 57th Second Sioux City, Iowa 12 Sep 46
175 57th Second Sioux Falls, S. D.
r’-' 56th Second Madison, Wise.
178 57th Second Fargo, N. D.
179 57th Second Duluth, Minn.
180 57th Second St. Joseph, Mo. 22 Sep 46
181 58th Tenth Dallas, Texas
182 58th Tenth San Antonio, Tex.
185 58th Tenth Okla City, Okla. 7 Nov 46
186 60th Fourth Butte, Mont.
187 59th Second Mun Apt, Cheyenne, Wyo. 17 Jun 46 11 Aug 46
188 58th Tenth Albuquerque, N. Mexico
190 60th Fourth Boise, Idaho 26 Jul 46
191 61st Fourth Mun Apt, Salt Lake City, Utah 27 Sep 46
192 6lst Fourth Reno, Nevada
194 61st Fourth Oakland, Calif.
195 62nd Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 12 Sep 46 29 Sep 46
196 62nd Fourth San Bernardino, Calif. 12 Sep 46 29 Sep 46
197 62nd Fourth Tucson, Ariz. 25 Oct 46
198 54th Fourteenth San Juan, P.R. 1 Sep 46
199 61st Fourth Honolulu, T.H. 1 Sep 46

ORG W&'G AIR FORCE • LOCATION

51 51st First Boston, Mass
52 52nd First New York, N. Y.
53 53rd Eleventh Scranton, Pa
5* 54 th Fourteenth Atlanta, Ga. 14 Sep 46
55 55th Eleventh Colunhus, Ohio
56 56th Second Chicago, Hl.
57 57th Second Tnnibert Fid, St. Louis, Mo.
58-w 58th Tenth Dallas, Tex.
59 59th Second Denver, Colo.
60 60th Fourth Spokane, Wash.
61 61st Fourth San Francisco, Calif.
62 62nd Fourth Los Angeles, Calif. 27 Sep 46
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SECRET Appendix II

FEDERALIZED AIR NATIONAL GUARD FIGHTER SQUADRONS 
ASSIGNED TO THE AIR DEFENSE COMMAND

1. Squadrons Federalized on 1 February 1951:
TYPE

3QDN HOME STATION AIRCRAFT

113th Ftr Sq Stout Fid., Indianapolis, Ind. F-51
116th Ftr Sq Geiger Fid-, Spokane, Wash. F-84
118th Ftr Sq Bradley Fid., Windsor Locks, Conn. F-47
121st Ftr Sq Andrews AFB, Washington, D. C. F-84C
123rd Ftr Sq Portland Apt., Ore. F-51
132nd Ftr Sq Dow AFB, Bangor, Maine F-80C
133rd Ftr Sq Grenier AFB, Manchester, N. H. F-5W/U7D
134th Ftr Sq Burlington Mun. Apt., Vt. F-h7D
142nd Ftr Sq New Castle Cty. Apt., Del. F-8UC
118th Ftr Sq Reading Mun. Apt., Pa. F-51A7
163rd Ftr Sq Baer Fid., Pt. Wayne, Ind. F-51
166th Ftr Sq Lockbourne ArB, Columbus, Ohio F-84
172nd Ftr Sq Kellogg Fid., Battle Creek, Mich. F-51
176th Ftr Sq Truax Fid., Madison, Wise. F-51
188th Ftr Sq Kirtland AFB, Albuquerque, N. M. F-51

11. Squadrons Federalized on 1 March 1951:

105th Ftr Sq Berry Eld., Nashville, Tenn. F-47D/N
109th Ftr Sq Holman Fid., St. Paul, Minn. F-51
126th Ftr Sq Mitchell Fid., Milwaukee, Wise. F-80A
136th Ftr Sq Niagara Mun. Apt., N. Y. F-4-7D
175th Ftr Sq
179th Ftr Sq

Mun. Apt., Sioux Falls, S. D. 
Mun. Apt., Duluth, Minn. F-51

SOURCE: ADC, GO #13, 6 February 1951; ADC, GO #21, 2 Mar 1951; ADCHR #1 
pp- 130-331-

110
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SECRET III

AIR NATIONAL GUARD AIRCRAFT CCN2RCL AE WARMING 
SQUADRONS ASSISED TO TEE AIR DEFENCE COMCAST

DATE GF ASOITZimHOMS STATION

lh?th AC&W Sq 
118th AC&W Sq
119th AC&W Sq

Los Angeles, Calif. 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
Denver, Colorado

12 May 1951
12 May 1951
12 May 1951
12 May 1951138th AC&W Sq

130th AC&W Sq Salt Lake City, Utah - 1 Jun 1951
132nd AC&W Sq St. Paul, Hinn. 1 Jun 1951
137th AC Sq Denver, Colo. 1 Jun 1951
139th AC Sq Denver, Colo. 1 Jun 1951

105 th AC&W Sq Newark, N. J. 1 Sep 1951
106 th AC Sq Nev York, N. Y. 1 Sep 1951
107 th AC&W Sq Buffalo, H. X. 1 Sep 1951
108th AC&W Sq Nev York, N. Y. 1 Sep 1951

126 th AC Sq Chicago, Ill. 16 Sep 1951
127 th AC&W Sq Detroit, Mich. 16 Sen 1951
123th AC&W Sq Milwaukee, Wise. 16 Sep 1951

120th AC&W Sq Little Rock, Ark. 20 Oct 1951
131th AC Sq La Porte, Texas 20 Oct 1951
135th AC&W Sq Nev Orleans, La. 20 Oct 1951
136th AC&W Sq Beaumont, Texas 20 Oct 1951

125th AC&W Sq St. Louis, Mo. 16 Nov 1951

111th AC&W Sq New Cumberland, Pa. 16 Jan 1952
112th AC&W Sq State College, Pa. 16 Jan 1952
U3th AC Sq Washington, D. C. 16 Jan 1952

U5th AC&W Sq Birmingham, Calif. 20 Jan 1952

119th AC&W Sq Knoxville, Tenn. 23 Jan 1952
111 th AC Sq Alameda, Calif. 28 Jan 1952
115th AC&W Sq San Francisco, Calif- 28 Jan 1952
116th AC&W Sq Sacramento, Calif. 28 Jan 1952

Source: Assignment Dates frcsn ADC GOs 39, 25 May 1951; Ul, 31 May 1951;
63, 26 Aug 1951; 65, 13 Sep 1951; 71, 23 Oct 1951; 76, 21 Nov 1951; 
and 1, 11 Jan 1952. Home Stations from letter USAF to ADC, "ANG 
AC&W Groups Being Ordered Into Active Military Service," 9 Apr 1951 
(ERF 36*0-
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ADC’S PLAS FOB EJGBGSiCY DEPIOIHERT 

OF MAJOR USAF CCMttKD FORCES
ALLOCATED TO AIR DEFENSE - DEC 1951

go. & Type Acft Hooe Bose

SAC 12 F-3U Turner AFB, Ge.
12 F-8U Turner AFB

Deploynent Base

McGuire AFB, H. J.
Hunter AFB, Ga.

TAC 13 F-47 Turner AFB Burlington AFB, Vt.
13 F-4? Turner AFB Presque Isle AFB, Me.- 16 F-84 Alexandria AFB, La. Wold-Chanberlain AFB, Minn
16 F-84 Alexandria AFB Rapid City AFB, S. D.
9 F-51 Cheyenne, Wyo. Duluth, Minn.
7 F-51 Bucklev NAS. Colo. Duluth. Minn.

12 F-51 Salt Lake City. Utah Larson AFB, Wash.
16 F-51 George AFB, Calif. McChord AFB, Wash.
16 F-51 George AFB George AFB
12 F-51 George AFB Geiger Fid, Wash.
16 F-51 George AFB Hamilton AFB, Calif.

AGRC 12 F-94 Tyndall AFB,, Fla. Selfridge AFB, Mich
12 F-9h
8 F-86

16 F-80
16 F-SC
16 F-8O
16 F-8O

Tyndall AFB 
Nellis AFB, 
Bellis AFB 
Kellis AFB
Kellis AFB
Kellis AFB

Kev.
O’Hare AFB, Ill.
George AFB
George AFB
Larson AFB
Paine Fid., Wash.
McChord AFB

19 F-84
19 F-84
18 F-51

Luke AFB, Arizona
Luke AFB
Luke AFB

Castle AFB, Calif.
Travis AFB, Calif.
Kirtland AFB, N. M.

Source: ADC, Operations Plan Serial Hunter 14-51, 1 Dec 1951, Annex A.
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STATUS OF USAF, NAVY, AND ANG 

FIGHTER FORCES AS OF
15 DECEMBER 1952

Appendix y

I. AUGMENTATION FORCES

The following listing of aircraft, by command, indicates the assigned 
potential and the combat ready aircraft and aircrews made available by other 
USAF coasnands as of the 15th of December 1952 for support of the air defense 
mission in the event of hostilities.

a. Strategic Air Command

Assigned Available

65

The return of the 31st Fighter- Escort Wing to Turner AFB is responsible 
for the increase in F-SUG's assigned and available.

* b. Tactical Air Command

Assigned Type Available

2U1 F-51 133
U9 F-b? 24

290 TOTAL 157

TAC will provide air:Lift in support of fighter deployment.

c . Air Training Command

Assigned Type Available

69 F-51 13
59 F-8O 2h

209 F-8U 57
13^ F-86 60

F-9^

d . Air National Guard

The following sixteen ANG fighter units, each with a capability of 12 
combat ready F-51H 's, are programmed for air defense. These units my be 
called into active military service by the air defense forces and pass to 
their operational control. Estimated readiness time for these units is 
U - 8 hours:

Source: ADC, R&R, O&T-F to Mgt. Anal., "Monthly Catbat Readiness Commentary," 
16 December 1952-
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UNIT

101st Ftr Sq, SE
119th Ftr Sq, SE
131st Ftr Sq, SE
152nd Ftr Sq, SE
137th Ftr Sq, SE
138th Ftr Sq, SE
139th Ftr Sq, SE
101th Ftr Sq, SE
116th Ftr Sq, SE
117th Ftr Sq, SE
162nd Ftr Sq, SE
161th Ftr Sq, SE
191th Ftr Sq, SE
195th Ftr Sq, SE
169th Ftr Sq, SE
181st Ftr Sq, Jet

STATION

Logan Inti Aprt, East Boston, Mass.
Mun Aprt, Newark, New Jersey
Barnes Aprt, Westfield., Mass.
Theodore F. Greene Aprt, Hillsgrove, R. I.
Westchester Co. Aprt, White Plains, N. Y.
Hancock Fid, Syracuse, N. Y.
Schenectady Co Aprt, Schenectady, N. Y.
Harbor Fid, Baltimore, Md-
Gtr Pittsburgh Aprt, Corapolis, Pa.
Gtr Pittsburgh Aprt, Corapolis, Pa.
Dayton Mun Aprt, Vandalia, Ohio
thin Aprt, Mansfield, Ohio 
Mun Aprt, Hayward, Calif. 
Metropolitan Aprt, Van Nuys, Calif.
Mun Aprt, Peoria, Ill.
Hensley Fid, Dallas, Tex.

II. NAVY FORCES

a. Eastern Sea Frontier

The regular and reserve navy aircraft within the EADF area are as indi
cated below. Availability of these aircraft my be limited by the primary 
naval mission:

Location No. aircraft Est time airborne Type Aircraft

Oceana, Va. 15 Unknown F9F-2
31 Unknown 51U-2
51 Unknown F8F-2

Atlantic City 9 Unknown F2H-2
6 Unknown F3D-2

22 Unknown F1H-5N Al
Akron, Ohio 16 Unknown F0F-1
Anna Costia, D. C. 31 Unknown J8F-1
Columbus, Ohio 2? , Unknown F6F-5
Glenview, Ill. 11 Unknown F2H-1

17 Unknown F8F-1
Grosseile, Mich. 7 Unknown FE-1
Nev York, N. Y. 31 Unknown F6F-5
Niagara Falls 17 Unknown F0F-2
Norfolk, Va. 18 Unknown F0F-2
Squantum, Mass. 11 Unknown FbF-5
Willow Grove. Pa. 3° Unknown F6F-5

TOTAL 392 of which only 22 are Al Filters
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Increase is due to receipt of the first comprehensive report of facilities 
received to date.

Naval Air Reserve aircraft within the CADF area are as indicated. Avail
ability of these aircraft may be limited by the primary naval mission:

Location Do. aircraft Est time airborne Type aircraft

Minneapolis 23 23 A/C - 12 hrs. F$F-5, Non Al
Lincoln (NAS) 2 2 A/C - 30 min. F6F, Non Al

2 2 A/C - 2 hrs. F8F, Non Al
Dallas (HAS) 32 10 A/C - 3 hrs.

23 A/C - 12 hrs.
FG1D, Non Al

32 A/C - 21 hrs.
St. Louis. !-fo. (DAS) 16 1 A/C - 12 hrs.

16 A/C - 21 hrs.
FSFl, Non Al

Olathe, Kans. (NAS) 8 2 A/C - 2 hrs.
8 A/C - 72 hrs.

F8F, Non Al

2 2 A/C - 2 hrs. FJ, Non Al
New Orleans (NAS) 12 6 A/C - 1 hrs.

12 A?C - 21 hrs.
FELD, Non Al

Miami (USMC) 16 16 A/c - 10 hrs. FG1D, Non Al
Chamblee, Ga. (NARTU) 10 5 A/C - 12 hrs.

10 A/C - 21 hrs.
FG1D, Ron Al

Birmingham, Ala. (NAS) 8 1 A/C - 2 hrs.
8 A/C - 21 hrs.

F8F2, Non Al

Jacksonville, Fla. (NARTU) 8 1 A/C - 10 min.
8 A/C - 2 hrs.

F8F9, Non Al

Memphis, Tenn. (NAS) 10 6 A/C - 12 hrs.
10 A/C - 21 hrs.

F6F, Non Al

1 1 A/C - 12 hrs. F8F2, Non Al

Total aircraft within 1 hours - 10; Total aircraft within 12 hours - 107;
Total aircraft within 21 hours - 153-

b. Western Sea Frontier

The naval and marine regular and reserve aircraft within the WADF area are 
us'indicated below. Availability of the aircraft may be limited by the primary 
naval mission:

Est time airborneDo. aircraftLocation Type aircraft

San Diego 13 1 hrs. F9F-5, Non Al Ftr
Miramar H 1 hrs. F9F-5, Non Al Ftr
El Toro 20 1 hrs. 510-1, Non Al Ftr

17 1 hrs. F1U-5, Non Al Ftr
8 1 hrs. f6f-5N, Al Ftr

31 1 hrs. F9F-2, Non Al Ftr
11 1 hrs. F7F-3N, Al Ftr

• 12 1 hrs. F3D2, Non Al Ftr
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Location No. aircraft Sst time airborne Type aircraft

Los Alamitos 1U k hrs. F6f, Non Al Ftr
U 4 hrs. F6F-5, Non Al Ftr
li. U hrs. F2H, Non Al Ftr

Alameda ^5 k hrs. F9F-5, Non Al Ftr
3 h hrs. F9F-2, Non Al Ftr

18 4 hrs. FG1D, Non Al Ftr
4 U hrs. fkU-k, Hon Al Ftr

Moffett 16 k hrs. FUU-5H, Al Ftr
9 U hrs. F2H-3, Non Al Ftr

Denver Ik U hrs. FSF-2, Non Al Ftr
Oakland 32 U hrs. f6F, Non Al Ftr

2 U hrs. F6F-5, Non Al Ftr
Seattle 33 k hrs- F8F-1, Non Al Ftr
Spokane 10 k hrs. F8F-2, Non Al Ftr

Total within U hrs: 330 Non Al 
35 ai

TOTAL 365
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STATUS CF AIR NATIONAL GUARD, NAVY, AND OTHER 
MAJOR USAF COMMAND AIRCRAFT AS OF 15 JAN 1951

Assigned Type Available

I. USAF

A. SAC

B. TAC

C. ATE®

170

211

155
223
231

55
112
865 TOTAL

F-81G

F-86F

T-33 
F-81 
F-86F 
F-9^C 
F-86D

132

103

4- F-81F 2
9 F-81E&G 3
1 F-86F 2
1 F-86D 2
5 F-89D 1
8 F-91B U

3? TOTAL if

II.ANG A total of twenty-three wings (seventy squadrons) were 
assigned for emergency mobilization to ADC.

Source: ADC, Statement of Effectiveness, Jan 1951, PP- 22-23-

57
109
80 

5f5 TOTAL

F-84
F-51 
F-80

3 
28?

28 
315

Conzsander's readiness estimate: fifty percent of the air
craft available could have been airborned within three hours 
and the remaining fifty percent within twenty-four hours-

III.NAVY
Total A/C 
Possessed Jet a/w

Time to become 
Airborne

A. ESF 614 211 3 Jet
46 Conv.

No indication

B. CADF
Area

266 22 12 Jet 85 -4 hrs.
184 - 12 hrs.
266 - 21 hrs.

C. USF 372 284 27 Jet
31 Conv.

315 - 4 hrs.
372 - 12 hrs.
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ADC'S PLAN DEPLOYMENT
OF MAJOR USAF COMMAND FORCES 

ALLOCATED TO AIR DEFENSE - FEB I95U

Unit Ac ft Home Base Deployment

SAC U2nd ADiv F-84G Bergstrom AFB, Tex. One-fourth - Bergstrom AFB 
One-fourth - Walker AFB, 

N.M.
One-fourth - Smoky Hill AFB, 

Kans.
One-fourth - Offutt AFB, 

Neb.

1+Oth ADiv F-ShG Turner AFB, Ga. One-third - Turner AFB 
One-third - Lockbourne AFB, 

Ohio
One-third - Hunter AFB, Ga.

TAC 21st Ftr
Bmr Wg

U79th Ftr
Snr Wg

George AFB, 
Calif.

George AFB

George AFB

George AFB

366th Ftr 
Bet Wg

F-86F Alexandria AFB, 
La.

One-third. - Shaw AFB, S.C.
One-third - Tinker AFB, 

Okla.
One-third - lake Charles AFB 

La.

1105th Ftr
Hnr Wg

F-86F Langley AFB, 
Va.

Langley AFB

ATRC 3625th Fly 
Tng Wg

F-86D Tyndall AFB, 
Fla.

Tyndall AFB

X

3595th Fly
Tng Wg

F-86 Nellis AFB, 
Nev.

One-ninth - Hamilton AFB, 
Calif.

One-ninth - Hamilton AFB
One-ninth - Castle AFB, 

Calif.
One-ninth - Larson AFB, 

Wash.
One-ninth - Paine AFB, 

Wash.
One-ninth - Yuma AFB, Aris. 
One-ninth - JfcChord AFB, 

Wash.

Source: ADC, Operations Plan Serial Number H-5H, 20 Feb 195^, Annex B.
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Unit Ac ft Hone Base Deployment

ATRC 3595th Fly 
(Contd) Tng Wg

F-86 Nellis AFB One-ninth - Portland Apt., 
Ore.

One-ninth - Mather AFB, 
Calif.

3595th Fly 
Tng Wg

T-33 Nellis AFB One-ntnth - - AFB. Aril.
One-ninth - McChcrd AFB
One-ninth - Port 1 ani Apt. 
One-ninth - Mather AFB 
One-ninth - Har.ltor. AFB 
One-ninth - Hamilton. AFB 
One-ninth - Castle AFB 
One-ninth - Larsen AFB 
One-ninth - Paine AFB

3600th Fly
Tng Wg

F-8U" Luke AFB 16 - Ellsworth AFB. S.D.
16 - Great Falls AFB, Mont.
Remainder - Luke AFB

3555th Fly 
Tng Wg

F-86D Perrin AFB, 
Texas

One-third - Scott AFBr Ill. 
One-third - O'Hare Apt., 

Ill.
One-third - Youngstown AFB, 

Ohio

3&U5th Fly 
Tng Wg

T-33 Laughlin AFB One-sixth - Great Falls AFB 
Montana

One-sixth - Minneapcl.s Apt.
Minn.

One-sixth - Kirtland AFB, N.M.
One-sixth - Truax AFB, Wise.
One-sixth - Kinross AFB, Mich.
One-sixth - Wurtsmith AFB, Mi<h

3550th Fly 
Tng Wg

F-9W Moody AFB, Ga. One-half - Wurtsaith AFB
One-half - Griffiss AFB, N.Y.

3550th Fly 
Tng Wg

F-8?D Moody AFB, Ga. All - Moody AFB

APQC 3200th Air Eglin AFB, Conbat All - Eglin AFB
Force Op
Test Cen

Fla. Acft.
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AVAILABILITY OF AUCMEHTATIOH 
AS OF 1 DECEMBER 1953

RADARS

I. Tactical Air Command.

Type Func-
Unit Location Radar tion

When
Used

Reports 
To

726th 
TC Gp

Pope -AFB, 
k. C.

Hone TACC Active
Air Def

35th ADiv
ADCC and P-U2

727th
TC Sq

Shaw AFB, 
S. C.

MPS-5
TPS-1D

GCI Active
Air Def

TACC

Det #1 Myrtle Beach.
s. c.

, TPS-1D EW Active
Air Def

TACC

Det #2 Conder. >
S. C.

TPS-1D
TPS-10A

EW Active
Air Def

TACO

728th 
TC Sq

Pone AFB, 
H. C.

cps-4
CPS-5

GCI Active
Air Def

TACC

Det #1 Laurinburg, 
K. C.

TPS-ID
TPS-1QD

EW Active
Air Def

TACC

Det #2 Goldsboro, 
IJ. c.

TPS-ID 
TPS-10D

EW Active
Air Def

TACC

629th
AC&W Sq

Alexandria AFB, UPS-1 
La.

GCI Exercises 
and Haer- 
gencies

35th ADiv 
ADCC

II, Air Research and Development Ctaanand.

Rome Air Verona, FPS-3 ADDC Ener- 32nd ADiv
Dev. K. Y. EPS-5 gencies ADCC
Center

III. Air Training Command-

326th Tyndall AFB CPS-6 ADDC Exercises 35 th ADiv
Fly Tag Fla. CPS-5 ®d Eaer- ADCC
Wg CPS-U ancles

Scarce: ADC, Operations Ilan Serial Dumber U-5**,  20 Feb 195^, Appendicer.
1, 2, 3, k, 5 ani 6 to Annex F.
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Unit Location

SECRET
Type Func-
Radar tion

When 
Used

Reports **’’■*'
To

3380th 
Test 
Tag Wg

Keesler AFB, 
Miss.

CPS-1
CPS-1

EW Exercises 
and liner- 
gene les

Eglin AFB 
GCI

3555th 
Tng Wg

Perrin AFB, 
Tex.

FPS-3 ADDC Baergencies 
and Backup

P-78

IV. AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND

3206th Eglin AFB, 
Supt Wg Fla.
(Test)

JPS-3
CPS-5 
CPS-h

GCI Exercises 
and Bner- 
geneies

Tyndall AFB 
ADDC

V. Army Antiaircraft Command

179th 
AAOD

Norfolk, 
Va.

3 TPS-LD
12 M-33

EW 2h hr. P-5o thru 
AAOC

513th 
AAOD

Swartmore, 
Pa.

h TPS-LD 
16 M-33

EW 21 hr. P-51 thru 
AAOC

517th
AAOD

Broughton, 
Pa.

3 TPS-LD
12 M-33

EW 21 hr. P-63 thru
AAOC

181st 
AAOD

Ft Brady, 
Mich.

U TPS-LD 
15 T-9

EW 21 hr. P-66 thru 
AAOC

503rd 
AAOD

Washington, 
D. C.

6 TPS-1D 
21 M-33

EW 21 hr- P-55 thru
AAOC

586 th 
AAOD

Catonsville, 
Md.

3 TPS-1D
12 M-33

EW 21 hr. P-55 thru
AAOC

515th 
AAOD

Ft Banks, 
Mass.

3 TPS-LD 
12 M-33

EW 2h hr. P-10 thru 
AAOC

511th 
AAOD

Chicago, 
Ill.

5 TPS-LD
20 M-33

EW 21 hr. P-31 thru 
AAOC

502nd 
AAOD

Selfridge AFB, 
Mich.

1 TPS-LD 
16 M-33

EW 21 hr. P-20 thru
AAOC

511th 
AAOD

Ft Wads
worth, N.Y.

10 TPS-1D
UO M-33

EW 2U hr. P-9 thru 
AAOC

56 th 
AAOD

Ft Niagara, 
N.Y.

2 TPS-1D
8 M-33

EW 21 hr. P-21 thru 
AAOC
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Sky Bn S. D.

•Jnit Location
Type 
Radar

Func
tion

When 
Used.

Reports 
To

512th
AAOD

Ft Lawton, 
Pash.

3 TPS-1D 
12 M-33

EW 24 hr. P-1 thru 
AAOC

501st 
AAOD

Caznp Hanford, 
Wash.

4 TPS-1D 
16 M-33

EW 24 hr. P-40 thru 
AAOC

518th 
AAOD

Ft Barry, 
Calif.

4 TPS-1D 
16 M-33

EW 24 hr. P-38 thru
AAOC

35th 
AAOD

Ft MacArthur, 
Calif.

3 TPS-1D 
12 M-33

EW 24 hr. P-39 thru 
AAOC

10th
Sky Bn

Fairchild AFB, 
Wash.

4 TPS-1D EW 24 hr. P-43 and 
p-4o

466th
Sky Bn

March AFB, 
Calif.

4 TPS-1D EW 24 hr. P-39

459th 
Sky Bn

Travis AFB, 
Calif.

4 TPS-1D EW 24 hr. P-58

52nd
Sky Bn

Castle AFB, 
Calif.

4 TPS-1D EW 24 hr. P-58

531st Ellsworth AFB, 4 TPS-1D EW 24 hr. P-M

VI. Navy

Mayport 
Navy Aux 
Landing 
Fid

Maypcrt, 
Fla

SPS-6B 
mps-4

GCI Emergencies 
and Exercises

35th ADiv 
ADC?

Msmchis !
NARTU 
NAS

Memphis, 
Tenn.

TPS-1B GCI Emergencies 
and Exercises

35th ADiv 
ADCC

Atlanta 
NARTU 
NAS

2nd Mar- 
Jne Air 
Is

Chamblee, 
Ga-

Ohe cry Point, 
N.C.

TPS-ID

None

GCI Emergencies 
and Exercises

35th ADiv
ADCC

Mart- 
acron-1

Cherry Point, 
N.C.

None TACO
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Unit Location

Type
Rader

Func
tion

When
Used

Reports 
To

MCGIS-
5

Cherry Point, 
N.C.

CPS-5
CPS-U

GCI 16 hr- per 
day Emer
gencies 
Exercises

TACC 
(Cherry Pt)

MCGIS- 
6

Edenton, 
N.C.

TPS-1B GCI 16 hr per 
day Emer
gencies 
Exercises

TACC

MCGIS- 
7

Camp LeJuene, 
N.C.

CPS-5 
CPS-U GCI

16 hr. per 
day Emer
gencies 
Exercises

TACC

Navy 
Res 
Tng 
Cen

Fargo, N-D- SRA EW Emergencies 
and Backup

P-29

Nav
Radr
Fhc

Jamestown, 
R.I.

sx
SK
SR
SP-1M

GCI Emergencies 
and Backup

P-U5
P-10

Fleet
Tng Cen

Newport, 
R.I.

sps-Sb 
SP-1M

EW Emergencies 
and Backup

P-U5

Atlan- Atlantic 
tic City City, N.J. 
NAS

SPS-6B 
MPS-4

GCI Fknergencies 
and Backup

P-51*

Fleet
Tng Cen

Norfolk, 
Va.

SX
SPS-6A

EW Emergencies 
and Backup

P-56

CIC Glenview.
School Ill.
NAS 
Glenview

TPS-1B
SX
SP-1M

EW Emergencies 
and Backup

P-31
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AIR NATIONAL GUARD
ASSIGNED AIS) PROGRAMED AIRCRAFT

2nd Qtr Uth Qtr hth. Qtr
Kings & FY 5h FY 51* FI 56
S t -’’-dr. ns Location No. A/C So. a/c No. A./G

Fl-inter Interceptor:

. -'5t FI Wg Bangor, Me.
lJ2nd FI Sq Bangor, Me.
’ bth FI Sq Burlington, Vt.
! ;rd FI Sq Manchester, N. H.

13 F-51H
13 F-51H

25 F-94A/B
25 F-9UA/B
23 F-51D

23 F-9*»A  E
23 F-?+A B
23 F-9U/318 F-51D

FI Wg Boston, Mass.
1 t FI Sq Boston, Mass. 13 F-51H 25 F-9WB 23 F-TU- '

' st FI Sq Westfield., Mass. 13 F-51H 25 F-9UA/B 23 F-9**A  ?

•;i Fl ; Niagara Fhlls, N.Y.
1 tii FI Sq Niagara Ralls, N.Y. 13 F-51H 25 F-9-JA/B 23 F-94A, B
ij.’t: FI Sq White Plains, N.Y. 13 F-51H 25 F-9^A/B 23 F-9W1
1 • 3th FI Sq Syracuse, N.Y. 13 F-51H 25 F-<Aa/B 23 F-9U/B
’>th FT Sq Schenectady, N.Y. 13 F-51S 21 F-51H 23 F-9^A/B

.: . FI Ug Milwaukee, Wise.
1? ’ h FI Sq Milwaukee, Wise. 18 F-51D 25 F-86A 23 F-36A
176th FI Sq Madison, Wise. 18 F-51D 25 F-80A 23 F-S.-A

133rd FI Vs St. Paul, Minn.
IcJth FT Sq St. Paul, Minn. 18 F-51D 23 F-51D 23 F-9*A.  B
75 :•> Fl Sq Sioux Falls, S.D. 18 F-51D 23 F-51X> 23 F->A/B
.'"th FI Sq Fargo, N.D. 18 F-51D 23 F-51D 23 F-9UA/B
179th PI Sq Duluth, Minn. 13 F-51D 23 F-51D 23 F-9UA/B

2 42.1 Fl W; Spokane, Wash.
lit tn FI Sq Spokane, Wash. 13 F-51D 25 F-86A 23 F-06A
’ 3rd FI Sq Portland, Ore. 16 F-86A 25 F-86-A 23 F-36A
I "/-th FI So Great Falls, Mont. 18 F-51D 25 F-8eA 23 F-& A
l?Qth FI Sq Boise, Ida. 18 F-51D 25 F-86A 23 F-86A

F r Eohbcr (Dual Mission):

.. .rd FR Wg Windsor Locks, Conn.
11 'th FT. Sq Windsor Locks 20 F-SbD 20 F-BUD 17 F-34D
l',2nd FB Sq Providence, R.I. 20 F-84D 20 F-8UD 17 F-81»D

’■> *1  FB t'g Newark, ". J.
: 1. HI. EB Sq Newark, N- J- 13 F-51H 25 F-86A 23 F-86A

1st FB Sq Fort Dix, II. J. 13 F-51H 25 F-86A 23 F-8jA

USAF, "Programed Assignment of Aircraft to Air National Guard 
Units for FY 1??U, 1955, 195o," 12 Hov 1953 (HRF 361)

SECRET



SECRET
Wings &
Squadrons Location

2nd Qtr 
FY 54

4th Qtr 
FY 54

4th Qtr 
FY 56

Wo. A/C rio. A/C Wo.

Fil ter Bomber (Dual Mission):

111th FB Wg Philadelphia, Pa.
103rd FB Sq Philadelphia 18 F-51D 22 F-84E 25 F-&SF

7th FB Sq Philadelphia 18 F-51D 22 F-84E 25 F-86F

112th FB Wg 
146th FB Sq

Harrisburg, Pa.
Coraopolis, Pa. 13 F-51K 22 F-84E 25 F-86F

*47 th FB Sq Coraopolis, Pa. 13 F-5LH 22 F-84E 25 F-86F
148th FB Sq Beading, Pa. 18 F-51D 23 F-51D 25 F-86F

113th FB Wg
121st FB 3q

Andrews AFB. Nd.
Andrews AFB 14 F-84E 22 P-84E 25 F-?Z-F

lOtth FB Sq Baltimore, Md. 13 F-51H 22 F-34E 25 f-36f
142nd FB Sq Wilmington, Del. 14 F-84E 22 F-34E 25 F-xF

Hot:-. FB Wg 
123th FB Sq

Marietta, Ga.
Marietta 20 F-84D 20 F-84D 17 F-84D

157th FB Sq Eastover, S. C. 13 F-51H 21 F-51H 24 F-86E
158th FB Sq Savannah. Ga. 20 F-84D 20 F-84D 17 F-34D
159th FB Sq Jacksonville, Fla. 13 F-51H 21 F-51H 24 F-86E

123rd FB Wg
165th 'IB Sc

Louisville, Ky. 
Louisville 18 F-51D 23 F-51D 23 F-86A

1,56th FB Sq Charlotte, JJ.C. 18 F-51D 25 F-86A 23 F-86A
lb"th FB Sq Charleston, W. Va 18 F-51D 23 F-51D 25 F-8bF

x26th FB Wg 
108th FB Sq

Chicago, Ill. 
Chicago 18 F-5LD 17 F-86E 24 F-o-E

168tix PH Sq Chicago 18 F-51D 23 F-51D 24 F-86E
16'?th FB Sc Peoria, HI. 13 F-51H 23 F-5LD 25 F-86F
170th Fl Sq Springfield. Hl. 11 F-86E 17 F-86E 25 F-36F

l$?ti- FB Wg 
107th FB Sq

Detroit, Mich. 
Detroit 11 F-86E 17 F-86E 25 F-86E

mat FB Sq Detroit 11 F-86E 17 F-86e 25 F-86e
172nd 'B Sq Battle Creek, Mich. 11 F-86e 17 F-86e 25 F-86E

Jilt th FB Wg 
191st FB Sq

Hayward, Calif.
Salt Lake City, Ut. 13 F-5LH 25 F-86a 23 f-86a

192nd *3  Sq Rene, Bev, 13 F-51H 23 F-51D 25 F-86F
194th TO Sq Hayward, Calif. 13 F-51H 21 F-51H 23 F-86A

i46th re Wg
115th FB Sq

Van Buys, Calif.
Van Buys 13 F-5iH 14 F-86F 25 F-86F

195th FB Sq Van Buys 13 F-51H 14 f-36f 25 F-oaF
19oth FB Sq Ontario, Calif. 13 F-51H 21 F-51H 25 F-36F
197th FB Sq Phoenix. Aris.
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Wings Sc.
Squadrons

2nd Qtr 
n 5b

bth Qtr 
FI 5b

bth Qtr 
FI 9$

Location Ho. A/C- Ho. A/C Ko. A/C

Fighter Bomber (Dual Mission):

121st FB Wg Columbus, Ohio
112th FB Sq Canton, Ohio
162nd FB Sq Dayton, Ohio
16bth FB Sq Mansfield, Ohio
166th FB Sq Columbus, Ohio

122nd FB Wg Indianapolis, Ind.
113th FB Sq Indianapolis
±63rd FB Sq Ft. Wayne, Ind.

132nd FB Wg Dec Moines, Iowa
121th FB Sq Des Moines
173rd FB Sq Lincoln, Neb.
l?bth FB Sq Sergeant Bluffs, la.

136th FB Wg Dallas, Tex.
111th FB Sq Houston, Tex.
181st FB Sq Dallas, Tex.
182nd FB Sq San Antonio, Tex.

137th FB Wg Okla City, Okla.
125th FB Sq Tulsa, Okla.
127th FB Sq Wichita, Kans.
185th FB Sq Okla City, Okla.

ibOth FB Wg Denver, Colo.
120th FB Sq Denver
187th FB Sq Cheyenne, Wyo.
188th FB Sq Albuquerque, N.M.

13 F-512 23 F-51D 2b F-8bE
13 F-51H 23 F-51D 2b F-8bE
11 f-Boa 22 F-StE 2b F-5bE
11 f-8oa 22 F-8bE 2b F-8bE

13 F-51D 23 F-51D 2b F-8bE
lb F-8bE 22 F-8bE 2b F-obE

F-BOA 18 F-80A ~ 22 F-84F
11 f-Boa 13 F-3QA 22 F-3bF
11 f-3oa 18 F-80A 22 F-8bF

13 F-30B lb F- SOB 2b F-3bE
13 F-8CB lit F-30B 2b F-8bE
18 F-51D 23 F-51D 22 F-8bF

13 F-8QB lb F-8CB 2b F-3bE
13 F-80B lb F-80B 2b F-3bE
13 F-SOB lb F-80B 2b F-3bE

13 F-80B lb F-8OB 25 F-SOB
13 F-80B lb F-80B 25 F-86F
13 F-SGB lb F-80B 25 F-86f
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MOBILIZATION ASSIQSME8T OF 
AH? SATIOUAL GUARD FIGHTS?. WINGS AND SQUADRONS 

JANUARY 1954

1. 25 th Air Division (Defense), McChord AFB, Washington

a. 142nd Fighter Interceptor Wing (less the 186th FI Sq)

2 26th Air Division (Defense), Roslyn, Nev York

a. 103rd Fighter Bomber Wing
t>. 108th Fighter Banter Wing
c. 111th Fighter Bomber Wing
d. 113th Fighter Bomber Wing
e. 137th Fighter Interceptor Squadron
f. 148th Fighter Bomber Squadron

■ , 27th Air Division (Defense), Horten AFB, California

a. 146th Fighter Bomber Wing (less the 197th FB Sq)

4. 28th Air Division (Defense), Hamilton AFB, California

a. 144th Fighter Bomber Wing (less the 191st FB Sq)

5- 29th Air Division (Defense), Great Palls AFB, Montana

a. 186th Fighter Interceptor Squadron

6. 30th Air Division (Defense), Willow Run, Michigan

a. 112th Fighter Bomber Wing (less the 148th EB Sq)
o. 121st Fighter Bomber Wing
c. 122nd Fighter Bomber Wing
a. 123rd Fighter Boraber Wing (less the 156th FB Sq)
e. 126th Fighter Bomber Wing (less the 169th and 170th FB Sq)
f. 127th Figsiter Bomber Wing
g. 128th Fighter Interceptor Wing

7, 31st Air Division (Defense), Ft. Snelling, Minnesota

a. 132nd Fighter Bomber Wing
b. 133rd Fighter Interceptor Wing
c. 169th Fighter Bcsabcr Squadron
d. 170th Filter Batter Squadron

Source: ADC to USAF, "Mobilization Assignments of ASG Fighter Wings 
26 Jan 1954 (Doc 107 ).
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3. 32nd Air Division (Defense), Hancock Field, Syracuse, New York

a. 101st Fighter Interceptor Wing
b. 102nd Fighter Interceptor Wing
c. 107th Fighter Interceptor Wing (less the 137th FI Sq)

9. 33rd Air Division (Defense), Tinker AFB, Oklahoma

a. 136th lighter Bomber Wing
b. 137th Fighter Bomber Wing

10. 31 th Air Division (Defense), Kirtland AFB, Hew Mexico

a. l^Oth Fighter Bomber Wing
b. 191st Fighter Bomber Squadron
c. 197th Fighter Bomber Squadron

11. 35th Air Division (Defense), Dobbins AFB, Georgia

a. 116 th Fighter Bomber Wing
h. 15otb Fighter Bomber Squadron.
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REKRENCE NOTES

Documents cited in this study are available in the Headquarters 
ADC Historical Directorate', the Headquarters USAF Historical Division, 
or in the files of ADC lower-echelon units. Use document location is 
shown by the following abbreviations:

DOC indicates that the document is a supporting 
document to this study only and is located at the Head
quarters ADC Historical Directorate and the Headquarters 
USAF Historical Division.

ADCHR #____ , Doc (#1 covers period to June 1951,
$2 to December 1951, etc.), indicates that the document 
has been used as a supporting document to a previous 
Headquarters ADC Historical Report, as shown, and is 
located at the Headquarters ADC Historical Directorate 
and the Headquarters USAF Historical Division.

ADC Unit, Semi-annual Period, Doc , e.g., WADF, 1951A 
Doc 235. ("A" refers to the period 1 January to 30 June, 
"B" to 1 July to 31 December.), indicates that the docu
ment has been used as a supporting document in an ADC 
lower-echelon unit and is located in the particular unit’s 
files, at the Headquarters ADC Historical Directorate, 
and at the Head quarters USAF Historical Division.

HRF____ . indicates that document has not been used in
a previous history and is located only in the Headquarters 
ADC Historical Directorate’s Historical Reference Files.
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CHAPTER OBE

1. AAF to ADC, "Interin Mission,” 12 Mar 19+6 (ADCHR yl, Doc 7.-

2. Hist of ADC, Mar 19^6 to Mar 19^7, P 8.

3. As in n 1.

As in n 2, p 6.

5» As in n 2, p 6.

6. AAF to ADC, "Investment of Conmor.d Responsibilities of the 
Land, Sea, and Air Forces in Event of an Air Invasion," 10 Jun l>+t 
(ADCHR #1, Doc 8).

7. ADC to AAF, "Responsibility of the Air Defens; Coamand,"
13 Sep 19U6 (ADCHR >1, Doc 9).

8. ADC to AAF, "Mission of the Air Defense Carsand,’’ 5 Ar, 
l$fe6, with 1 Incl and 1 Ind (DOC 1).

9. ADC to 1st, 2nu, Uth, 10th, 11th, jand lUth AEs, "Air Jef 
of the Continental United States, ” 12 Aug 19+b (DOC 2.

10. As in n 2, pp 23-2U.

11. Col J- B. Cary, Actg A C/S A-5 ADC to 3rig Gen ?. A. \ - 
Ch Strat & Pol Go, Plans &. Opns Div, War Dept Gen Staff, 7 .uv 1.++ • 
(DOC 3).

12. USAF to ADC, SAC & TAC, "Coordination, of Air ’>■ ?. ’Tin- ’, 
Stratetic Air Ccsmand, and. Tactical Air Cotssand Cjcr . — tn-’ 1; —• : c.*
Conditions," 1? Dec 19>+7 (ADCHR yl, Doc 10).

13. ADCHR #1, p 117-

1U. As in n 13-

15. USAF to ADC, "Joint Training in Air Defense," ■ - «“ - ?'i 
(ADCHR #0, Doc 52).

16. USAF to ADC, "Air Defense," 17 Dec 197  (ADCIiR „1, Doc -7 •*

17. As in n 2, p U6.

18. Presentation or. ARG by Maj Gen Kenneth F. Crater a: USAi7 
Headquarters, ca. Jan 19^9, P 1 (10th AF, 1 Dec 19^3 to 30 Jun 1^.9, 
App V, #1).
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10. 1st Ind, ConAC to USAF, 22 Hov 19^9, incl to AUG Study, 16 

. >nO (®F 35' . -

20. As in n 13, p 2.

21. AAF to ADI, "Tnterin Mission," 5 Jun 19^6 (DOC 1).

. . As in n 3, 1st Ind, AAF to ADC, 19 Sep 19^3.

. As in n 13, p 10.

Irth AF, 1 Jan 19^9 to 30 lev 19U8, p 100.

25*  As in n 2, p 30.

2 . Ar. in n 13, P 238.

. Finctional Agreement of the Key West Conference, :ixr , 
GRF 50.1).

chafger two

1. USAF to ConAC, "Kstablishaent of the Continental Air Corranl 
D**i  omtlcn of Mr Defense Connejod and Tactical Air Corananl as Opera- 

'.oral Air Consnnfls," 19 Dav 1§U8 (HRF 502).

?. ADCUR >1, p 119-

3» As in n e.

4. USAF Press Release, 18 Gov 1^8 (HRF 502.2)

CrnAC to USAF, "Enploynent of Air national Guard Fighter Air- 
• 1: Air Defense Missions,” 22 Dec 19^9 (DOC 5).

!>• Ab in r. r.

?. Jfaj Gen ’lirl F. Hausauer, C/S tn the Gov of the State f U*  1'. 
'• ’■.».• Robert -..Vhcter, CG EADF, 9 Jan 1950 (DOC 6).

’. rv . r i: Sheet, "ahg," 27 De- 19^9 (DOC 7).

?. 'Arjr>, '<a-.it rhead to IVers, '■ - incl to AUG Gtv-iv,
J IffiF .

" . .-I’d - ' A5, nf H. "Utillzatioti of AiKI Units in Air 
.»' . c,’ ' '/ 1'*  ' (DOC • ).

11. SWF to C.-aiAC, "anplcyni'iit of AUG Filter Units in Active Air 
. Jan • - (DOC 9). '
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12. As in n 11.

13. As in n 5*
14. ConAC to EADF, "Employment of Air F.atiosal Guard Aircraft 

in Air Defense Mission," 9 Jun 1950, with 1 incl (DOC 10).

15. As in n 14, incl., NGB to AGs all states, Hawaii, Puerto 
Rico, and the D.C., "Channels for Control of Operations for Training 
AUG Units in Preparation for Readiness for their Federal Mission," 
3 Jan 1949.

16. As in n 14.

1”. 10th AF to ConAC, "Employment of AUG Aircraft in Air Defense 
Missions," 8 Jul 1950 (DOC 11).

18. - EADF, 1 Jan to 31 Dec 1950, pp 195-106.

19. ConAC, "AUG Study," 16 Jan 1950, p 7 (HRF 355).

20. As in n 19, pp 15-16; 10th AF, 195OB, p 279.

21. ConAC to EADF, "Planning Information Required to Integrate 
AUG Units into the Regular Air Defense System," 27 Sep 1950, (DOC 12).

22. EADF to ConAC, "Planning Information Required to Integrate 
AUG Units into the Regular Air Defense System," with 2 incls, 31 Oct 1950 
(DOC 13).

23. USAF to ConAC, "Emergency Employment of AUG Filter Squadrons 
2 Nov 1950 (DOC 14); 2nd Ind, ConAC to USAF, 5 Dec 1950 to ConAC to USAF, 
"Use of AUG Fighter Units in Air Defense," 27 Sep 1950 (DOC 15).

24. As in n 23, USAF to ConAC.

25- Facts on File Yearbook, 1950, X, 363.

26. TWX, USAF to ADC, 22 Jan 1951 (ADCHR #2., Doc 63); USAF to 
ADC, "Use of ANG Units for Air Defense," 22 Jan 1951, with 2 incls 
(ADCHR Doc 64).

27. TWX, ADC to EADF, WADF, 2? Jon 1951 (ADCHR #2, Doc 66).

28. As in n 26.

29. ADCHR #1, pp 126-129.

30. ConAC to USAF, "Use of AUG Units in the Air Defense of the 
. United States," 6 Dec 1950, with 1 incl (ADCHR #1, Doc 92)-
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31. ConAC to USAF, "Air Defense Augrsentation," 15 Jul 195°, with 

1 Ind and 2 Incls (ADCHR #1, Doc 91).

32. As in n 31.

33. As in n 31, 1st Ind, USAF to ConAC, 1 Aug 195C.

34. As in n 29, p 128.

35. As in n 30*

36. As in n 30, 1st Incl.

37. As in n 30> 1st Incl.

38. ConAC, Memorandum for the Record, "Planning Committee Meeting, 
7 Dee 1950,” (DOC 16).

39. TWX, ConAC to USAF, 29 Dec 1950 (DOC 17).

40. ADC, Planning Comittee Report #1-51, 22 Jan 1951 (HRF 902).

Ul. As in n ho, PCJR #2-51, 29 Jan 1951.

42. USAF to ADC, "Aircraft Control and Warning Plan for the United 
States," 19 Jan 1948 (HRF 204).

43. ADC to USAF, "Reorganization of Air Rational Guard Aircraft 
Control and Warning Units," 20 Apr 1948, with 4 Inds and 2 Incls. (DOC 18).

44. As in fn 29, p 56.

45. As in n 44, pp 71-73*

46. Memo, "The USAF Plan for the M-Day Enployment of the ARG AC&W 
Grows," ca. Jar. 1949 (DOC 19); Meno, "Surrnry Pertaining to ADC Activities, ‘ 
12 Jal 1'49, np 2-3 (HRF 13).

47. "Interim Statement of the Policy of the Chief of Kaval Operations 
Concerning liue’-gency deployment of IJaval Forces and Facilities in Air Defense 
of the United States,” n«d. (ADCHR „'l, Doc 18?)*

48. As in n 4?.

4 •. EADF one ESF, "Joint Agreement for the Air Defense of the 
Un cl Slates," 29 Dee 1049 (ADCHR ,1, Doc 133).

.‘A . EADF and ESF, "Rules of Engagement for Antiaircraft Artillery,"
*1 Jul I960 (EADF, 1 Jan to 31 Dec 1950, Doc 48).
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51. WADF and WSF, "Bilateral Agreement for the Air Defense of 
the Western United States," May 1950 (ADCHR yl, Doc 188).

52. WADF to WSF, "Emergency Integration of Naval and Marine 
Air Defense Capabilities," 6 Jul 1950, with 1 Incl (ADCHR ,/2, Doc

53. ConAC to USAF, "Present U. 3. Navy Air Defense Availability," 
9 Oct 1950 (ADCHR #2, Doc h8).

5^. WSF to Distribution, "Supply of Data to the Air Defense 
Force," 3 Nov 1950 (DOC 20).

55. ConAC, Memo, Col Charles R. Bond to Gen Thatcher, "Potential 
Navy Air Defense Capabilities," 10 Apr 1950 (ADCHR ;/2, Doc 51 )> Navy and 
Marine Radar Stations - West U.S., 6 Jul 1950 (DOC 21).

56. EADF and ESF, "Joint Agreement for the Training of Navy and 
Marine Corps Units in the Air Defense of the Eastern United States,' 
25 Sep 1950 (ADCHR #1, Doc 190).

CHAPTER turct:

1. AFR 23-9, ."Crganization-Air Canaands and Air Forces, Air 
Defense Command," 15 Nov 1950 (HRF 5031).*

2. ADC to SAC, "Air Defense Capability," 19 Mar 1951 (DOC 22); 
Current Planning Activities, Planning Cocaaittee Report 95-51, 5 Mor 1951-

3. TAC and ADC, "Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense of tile 
Continental United States," 21 Apr 1951 (DOC 23).

h. As in n 3> Sec V, b»

5. ADC to WADF, "Utilization of Thetical Air Cosxoand Forces in 
the Air Defense of the United States," 29 Mar 1951 <DOC 24); ADC to rlADJ, 
"Utilization of Tactical Air Command Forces in the Air Defense of the 
United States," 29 Mar 1951 (DOC 25).

6. 1st Ind, CADF to ADC, 29 Jun 1951 to ADC to CADI, "Utilization 
of Tactical Air Command Forces in the Air Defence of the Unite? States, 
23 May 1951 (DOC 26); EADF to ADC, "Utilization of TAC Forces in rlaergencies 
17 Jul 1951 (ADCHR #2, Doc 58).

7. WADF Operations Plan Serial I!o. 5-51, 10 Sep 1951 («ADF, 
1951B, Doc 308).

8. SAC and ADC, "Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense of lie 
Continental United States,” 23 ’-fay 1951 (DOC 27); ADC to SAC, Mutual 
Agreement for the Air Defease of the Continental United States," 29 
Bar 1951 (ADCHR y2, Doc 5M-
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9. R&R, PiR to O&T, DO, VC, 10 May 1951 (DOC 28).

10. As in n 9-

11. As in n 8, SAC and ADC Mutual Agreement, Sec VII, (a).

12. T«, ADC to SAC, SAC, 6 Oct 1951 (DOC 29); T.iX, SAC to ADC, 
Dec (DOC 30).

1:, SK, ADC to SAC, 11 Dec 1951 (ADCHH J2, Doc 59).

14. R&H, P&R to O&T, 26 Jun 1951 (AGC 381); WADF Operation Plan 
Serial Jo. 3-51, 11 Sep 1951 (’••'ADF, 19513, Doc 3O8).

15. AUK and ADC, "Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense of the 
‘r-.tlnental United States," 9 Aug 1951, Sec V, b., (3) (ADCHR .2. Doc ■ ; «. 

A? and ADC. "Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense of the Continental 
United States," 23 Aug 1%1, Sec V, b., (3) (DOC 31); ARDC and A3K, \ ‘-----
Agreement for the Air Defense of the Continental United States,” 23 Eovemoer 
1951, Sec V, b., (3) (DOC 32).

16. CADF to ADC, "Utilization of Tactical Air Command Forces in 
the Air Defense of the United States," 28 Sep 1951, with 2 Inds (ADCER „”2, 
(Doc 62); ADC to WADF, "Operations Pions 5-51 and 8-51," 15 Jan 1952 (WADE, 
1951B, Doc 309).

I?. As in n 16, 1st Ind, ADC to CADF, 3° Oct 1951 to CADF to ADC; 
ADC to WADF, "ADC Operations Plan, Serial Ho. 1U-51," 1 Dec 1951 (WADF, 
1951B, Doc 310).

(AGC).
13. ADC, Operations Plan Serial Ho. 14-51, 1 Dec 1951, Annes A

19. As in n 18; ADC to 2ADF, "ADC Operations Order 6-52,” 12 Mar 
1952 (EADF, 1952A, Doc 353).

20. ADC, Operations Order Serial Wo. 7-52, 1 Apr 52, App. 1, Annex A, 
p ■; (AGC Files).

21. SAC to ADC, "ADC Operations Plan Serial Mo. 15-51," 29 Dec 1951, 
vith 1 Ind (ADCHR ft, Doc 68).

22. As in n 21.

23. As in n 21, 1st Ind, ADC to SAC.

ADC, Operations Order Serial I5b. 6-52, 1 Mar 1952, Appendix
A {inu 59); ADC to EADF, "In-Place Utilization of Augmentation Forces," 

>’j 1952 (ADCUR ft, Doc 72).
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25. R8R, O&T-F to DO, "Plan for In-Place Utilization of Aug

mentation Forces," 7 Feb 1952 (ADCHR #3, Doc 73).

26. ADC to ATRC, "Utilization of Augmentation Forces," 7 May 
1952 (ADCHR $3, Doc 7U); ADC to CADF, "Integration of Augmentation 
Forces," 27 May 1952 (ADCHR #3, Doc 75).

27. As in n 26, ADC to CADF.

28. ADC to TAC, "Use of TAC Fighter Forces in the Air Defense 
Rolej" 6 Feb 1952, with 3 Inds and 1 Incl (ADCHR y2, Doc 59)-

29. As in n 28, 1st Ind, TAC to ADC, 29 Feb 1952; 3rd Ind, 
TAC to ADC, 29 Mar 1952.

30. ADC, Operations Order Serial' No. 8-52, Amend. 1, 2 Jfay 
1952 (HRF 59).

31. ADC, Operations Order Serial No. 12-52, 1 Jul 1, ‘ ’ 
(HRF 59); ADC, Diary #15+,  18 Aug 1952 (HRF 901).*

32. ADC to EADF, "Alert Connitments for TAC Aircraft,” 16 
Apr 1952 (ADCHR #3, Doc 71).

33. WADF to 25th, 27th, 28th, 29th, and 3Uth Air Divs, "Air 
Defense Indoctrination," 8 Apr 1952 (WADF, 1952A, Doc 19®); See also 
WADF to 3Uth Air Div, "WADF Operations Order 3-52," 13 Feb 1952 (WADF, 
1952A, Doc 196).

3h. CADF Letter Ho. 50-5, "Briefing of Deployment Units of 
Other Major CcEraands,” 18 Apr 1952 (CADF, 1952A, Doc h7).

35. EADF to ADC, "Mutual Agreements for Air Defense of Con
tinental United States,” ¥ Apr 1952 (EADF, 1952A, Doc 38);  EADF, 1952A, 
p 14h.

*

36. EADF, Operations Order Ho. 17-52, 12 Hoy 1952 (EADF, 1952B, 
Doc 433).

37- ADC to ATRC, "Training for Air Defense Mission,” 9 Apr 
1952 (ADCHR #3, Doc 76).

38. 3^th Air Div to WADF, "Training of Other Major Cuaaind 
Units for Defense Mission," 8 May 1952 (WADF, 1952A, Doc 203;; 32nd 
Air Div to TAC, "Training for Air Defense Mission," 6 Jun 1952 (ADCHR 
„?3, Doc 77); 31st Air Div to lUOth Fighter-Boaber Group, "Training of 
Units in Other Cccxnnnds for Air Defense Mission," 2h Jun 1952 (CADF, 
1952A, Doc 1+8).

39. CADF, 1952A, p 98*

1+0. ADC, Report of Exercise Sign Post, 12 Sep 1952, p 2, 
(ADCHR yh, Doc b).
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4?. As in n 40, p 83.

-3. R&R, O&T-F to Mgt Anal, "Aufjacntation Forces During Sign 
Post,” 4 Aug 1952 (ADCHR J4, Doc 19).

44. As in 43*

45- As in n 40, p B4.

48. ADC, Operations Order Serial No. 18-52, 10 Oct 1952, Amend 
1 (HE?

47. WADF, Report of Exercise 2-51 (Feb 1951), p 35 (HRF oO?5).

48. EADF, Report of Exercise, 22-24 Jun 1951, 23 Aug 1951 (no 
pagination) 'HRF t'U. ).

49. Report cf "aval Air Reserve Units with Aircraft Assigned 
ithir. ,’ADF, 25 Jfer 1952 (CADF, 1952A, Doc 38); EADF to ADC, "Rami Ur 

Defense Capabilities," 1 Jul 1952 (EADF 1952A, Doc 365).

EADF to Air Divs, "Augmentation of EADF by Naval Reserve 
units," 8 Apr 1952 (EADF, 1952A, Doc 367); CADF to 35th Air Div, "Naval 
Air Reserve Units Within CADF,” 7 Dec 1951 (CADF 1951B, Doc 289): CADF to 
31st Air Div, "Naval Air Reserve Activities Within CADF," 6 Dee 1951 
'CADF. 1951B, Dex? 287); CADF to 33rd Air Div, "Naval Air Reserve Units 
Within CADF," 7 Dec 1951 (CADF, 19513, Doc 288).

51. SAC to ADC, 
Interception Maneuvers,"

"Naval Reserve Unit Participation in SAC-ADC 
5 Nov 1951 (DOC 33).

52. CADF to 31st Air Div, "Naval Air Reserve Activities Within 
CADF,” 7 Jan 1952 (CADF, 1952A, Doc 38) .

r>j. 31st Air Division and NAS Lincoln and NAS Minneapolis, 
"J -.Int Agreement for Exploiting the Air Defense Capabilities of Navy 
E'-SWts in the Air Defense of the 31st Air Division Sector," 30 Cui 
1?T2 (31si Air Div, 1952A, Attachment 28).

Al. ;SF and WADF, “Bilateral Agreement for the Air Defense of 
~ .? •'stern Ur.ltcu States," 2j Nov 1951 (WADF, 19513, Doc 313); SSF and 
'If-- . "Joint Agreement for the Air Defense of the Eastern and Central 

-- . States," I’ Dec 1951 (EADF, 1951B, Doc 1057).

55. ESF and EADF, "Joint Agreement for the Training cf Navy, 
. Ln. ’ Air Force ’.’nits in tie Air Defense of tr.e Eastern United 

Jta.e..' .? Dee 1951 (EADF, 1$51B, Doc 10o3j.

. CN to Distribution, "Responsibilities and Functions of 
Niv.y’ C'TX&rdcrs with Regard to Air Defense of the United States Under 
feerssuy I'.r.UUcns," (CPNAV Instruction 003320.3), 23 Sep 1952 (DOC 34).
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57*  As in n 56-

5S. 1st Ind, ADC to USAF, 25 Rov 1952 to USAF to ADC, "Chief 
of iJaval Operations Function Letter (OP’IAV Instruction 003320.3,:, 
?9 Oct 1952 (ADCHR „4, Doc 12).

59. CADF, 1951S, P I2-*

60. ADC, Chart, "Excerpts iron Air Defense Mobile Radar and 
Radar Extension Program," 28 Sep 1951 (HRF 20?.1).

61. ADC, Program, 15 Feb 1954 (HRF 906).

62. Interview with Maj P. W. Brownfield, ADC O&T, 11 May 1954.

63. ADC to EADF, "Integration of Radar of Other Major CecrsndB," 
16 Jul 1952 (DOC 35).

64>. As in n 19, EADF to ADC, "IfeVal Air Defense Capabilities,’1 
1 Jul 1952.

65. As in n 49; EADF to ADC; EADF to ADC, "Integration of Radar 
of Other Major Commands," 28 Oct 1952, -with 1 Incl (DOC 36).

66. EADF, "List of Augmentation Radar Facilities," 29 Aug 1952 
(DOC 37).

67. EADF to ADC, "Utilization of Air Res carol and Development 
Command Facilities in an Emergency," 22 Apr 1952 (EADF, 1952A, Doc 3ol); 
32nd Air Div, 16 Feb-30 Jun 1953, PP 132-133-

68. ARDC to ADC, ”ARDC Participation in Air Defense of the 
Continental United States," 8 May 1952, with 1 Ind (DOC 38).

69. 1st Ind, WADF to ADC, 2 Sep 1952 with 5 Inels, to ADC tc 
WADF, “Integration of Radar of Other Major UOBnands,” 16 Jul1952 , 
(DOC 39); WADF to ADC, "Integration of Radar of Other Crxaaands," - '■ - dv 
1952,'with 2 Incls (DOC 40).

70. CADF to ADC, "Integration of Radar of Other Major Constant s,’’ 
4 Sep 1952, with 3 Incls (DOC 41); CADF to ADC, ’’Integration cf Badar cf 
Other Major Cocmnds,” 15 Nov 1952 (DOC 42).

71. 31st Air Div, 1952B, p 222; 35th Air Div, 1953A, pp 9-10; 
CADF, 1952B, p 87-

72. Col IS. C. Woodbury, CG 35th Air Div to Maj Gen G. R. Achesen, 
CC CADF, 1 Feb 1952 (DOC 43)-

73. CADF, Report of Staff Visit to 35th Air Div, 20 Feb 1952 
(CADF, 1952A, Doc 68).
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74. As in n 73*

75. CADF to 35th Air Div, "A’jcnentation of IJavy and Major Ccmand 
Radar Units," 20 Mxr 1952 (CADF, 1952A, Doc 69).

76. ESF to CADF. EADF, "U. S. Davy Installations; survey of," 
18 Jun 1952 (EADF, 1952A', Doc 372-2).

7". MR, PSR to 0&T, "Radars of Other Cornnands and Services," 
21 Aug 1952, consent 1 of 4 included (DOC 44).

78. As in n 77, comment 1.

79. As in n 77, O&T to PAR, 25 Sep 1952, concent 2.

80. As in n 7?, P4R to ORT, 1 Oct 1952, coment 3«

81. As in n 77. 0?T to PAR, 17 Oct 1952, ccanaent 4.

\ ADC, Planning Conaittee Report, .J2-51, 29 Jan 1951, PCR .3-52, 
17 Jan 1952 (HRF 9O6).

83. ADC to WADF, "Use of AI3G Fighter Units for Air Defense," 19 Mar 
1951 (ADCHR ,J2, Dee 65): ADC to WADF, "Use of AUG Fighter Units for Air 
Dcvmae," 20 Jul 1951 (WADF, 19513, Doc 312).

84. USAF to ConAC, "Mission of the ARG Fighter Squadrons in the 
United States," 14 Feb 1951 (DOC 45).

85. WADF, Operation Plan Serial Do. 4-51, 17 Jul 1951 (WADF, 19513, 
Dre 36, Appendix 1).

86. EADF to ADC, "Use of ABG Fighter Units for Air Defense of the 
United States," 10 May 1951 (ADCHR fe, Doc 67); EADF, 19513, PP 313-316■

87. WADF, ”eport of Exercise 2-51 (1-4 Feb 1951), PP 8-10, (HRF 60.5): 
WADF, Report of Exercise 3-51 (7-9 Apr 1951), P 18 (HRF 6O.7>.

88. EADF, Report of Exercise (22-24 Jun 1951), PP 1-^ (60.8).

89. USAF to ADC, "Fiscal Year 1953 Air Reserve Program", 19 Dec 
19-1 (ADCHR ;«3, Doc 91).

90. USAF to ADC, "Mobilization Assignment of Air Rational Guard 
Units," Mar 1952 'ADCHR -3, 3oc 94).

ADC to EADF, "Mobilisation Assignment of AUG Units," 12 Jun 
< LWF. Doc 4341; ADC t'*  WADF, "Mobilization Assifjsoent of Air

Ratiosal Guard Units," 12 Jun 1952 (ADCHR #3, Doc 95); CADF, 1952B, p U7-
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,92. As in n 91, CADF 1952B; 33rd Air Div to CADF, "Meeting 

with 181st FIS, Texas Air Rational Guard," 24 Jun 1952 (CADF, 1952A, 
Doc 61).

93. R&R, DCS/O to C/S, "national Guard Pilots, 23 Jan 1953 
(DOC 46); ADC, Diary #143, 1 Aug 1952 (3RF 901).

94. ADC to USAF, "Air National Guard Fighter Squadron Program,“ 
9 Feb 1952, with 2 Inds (ADCHR #3, Doc 93).

95. As in n 94, 1st Ind, USAF to ADC, 3 Mar 1952.

96. As inn 94, 2nd Ind, ADC to USAF, 21 Mar 1952.

97. USAF to ADC, "Mission of ANG Fighter Units," 6 Oct 1952, 
with 1 Ind (ADCHR #4, Doc 14).

98. ADC to EADF, "Mobilization Assignment. of Air TPitdcnal Guard 
Units," 31 Dec 1952 (EADF, 1952B, Doc 440); ADC to CADF, "Mobilization 
Assignment of Air National Guard Units," 31 Dec 1952 (CADF, 19525, 
Doc 34).

99. ADC, GO#45, 1 Oct 1952 (ADCHR A, Doc ?); ADC, GO#49, 
23 Oct 1952 (ADCHR #4, Doc 7).

100. Interview with Cant V. A. Winder, ADC 04T, 16 Jon 1953-

CHAPTER IV

1. ADC to USAF, "Coamitment of Augmentation Forces," 2 Jan 
1953 (ADCHR .5, Doc 90).

2. As in n 1.

3. Vandenberg to Chidlaw, 3 Mar 1953, with 1 Ind (ADCHR #5, 
Doc 91)-

4. APGC and ADC, "Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense ox’ the 
Continental United States," 3 Apr 1953 (ADCHR #5, Dec 92); ATRC and ADC, 
"Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense of the Continental United States, 
25 Apr 1953 (ADCHR ;/5, Doc 93); Incl, "Report of iAC-ADC Augmentation 
Conference," to ADC to TAC, "Air Defense Augmentation from HAC, Zi Jun 
1953 (ADCHR /5, Doc 94).

5. As in n 4, APGC Agreement, Sec VI; ATRC Agreement, Sec VI. 
’AC Agreement Report, par 2.

6, As in a 4, APGC Agreement, Sec IV; ATRC Agreement, See IV; 
TAC Agreement Report, par 3, b. (6).
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7. SAC and ADC, "Mutual Agreement for the Air Defense of the 

Continental United States," 4 Apr 1953, Sec III (ADCHR #5, Doc 95).

8. As in n 7, Sec IV.

9. Interview with Maj B. E. McKenzie, ADC Oil, 7 Oct 1953-

10. TAC to ADC, "ADC Augmentation Forces," 17 Feb 1953 (ADCHR !cj, 
Dex: 96).

11. RScR, O&T-C to O&T-A, “Botes for DO Staff Meeting," 25 Aug 1953 
(DOC 4?}.

12. TAO to ADC, "Air Defense Conmnd Gunnery draining Augmentation," 
11 1953 (DOC 48).

I’-. ADC ■' USAF, "Cxaraitmmt ol .Tupnentation Forces for Air Defence," 
3 Aug 1953 (DOC 49).

14. As in n 13-*

15. AFR 23-0A, Change, "Organization-Field, Air Training Caanand," 
20 Oct 1953 (DOC 50); AIR 23-8A, Change, "Organisation-Field, Air Research 
and Development Command," 20 Oct 1953 (DOC 51); ASR 23-10A, Change, "Organiza
tion-Field, Tactical Air Conrnnd,” 20 Oct 1953 (DOC 52); AFR 23-14A, Change, 
"Organization-Field, Air Proving Ground Ccraand," 20 Oct 1953 (DOC 53); AFR 
23-9, "Organization-Field, Air Defense Command,” 5 Apr 1954 (DOC 54).

16. AFR 23-12, "Organization-Field, Strategic Air Command," 25 Mar 
195^ (DOC 55).

17. 2?th Air Div to WADF, "Use of Air Force Aircraft at Plants as 
an Air Defense Augmentation Force," 27 Oct 1953, with 2 Inds (DOC 56): ADC, 
DCSZO Project Reports, 1 Feb 1954» P 15 (HRF 908).

18. As in n 17, 2nd Ind, ADC to WADF, 24 Nov 1953.

19. ADC, Operation Tail Wind Final Report, 15 Oct 1953, P 65 
;ADCHR ?6, Doc 4-2).

20. As in n 19, p 64.

21. As in n 19, p 67: SAC to ADC, Transmittal of Mission Sumary 
Reports," 29 Aug 1953, with 2 Incis (DOC 57).

. ’. Interview with Maj B. E. McKenzie, ADC O&T, 24 May 1954.

“3. ADC, Operations Plan Serial So. 4-54, 20 Feb 1954, p 7 
3?
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24. As in n 23; TWX, SAC to ADC, 5 >7ov 1953 (DOC 58).

2>. ADC to USA?, "Increasing the Kill Effectiveness of Augments. - 
tion Aircraft," 1 Sep 1953 > with 1 Ind (DOC 59).

26. As in n 25, 1st Ind, USAF to ADC, 23 Sep 1953-

27. WSF and WADF, "Bilateral Agreement for the Ail' Defense of 
the Western Continental United States," 15 &P- 1953 (DOC 60); ESF and 
EADF and CADF, "Joint Agreement for the Air Defense of the Eastern and 
Central United States," (CADF, 1953^, Appendix 8).

28. RAR, O&T-F to DCS/o, "Use of IJaval Forces at Denver for 
Air Defense," 15 Apr 1953 (ADCHR #5, Doc 97).

29. CO HAS Denver to Comdr WSF, "Employment of Saval Air Reserve 
Forces at U.S. "aval Air Station, Denver, Colorado," 19 Apr 1953 (DOC 61).

30. CADF to ADC, "Deployment of Naval Reserve Unit at Denver," 
15 Apr 1953 (ADCHR ft, Doc 98).

31. Incl, "Redeployment of IJaval Fighter lype Aircraft for the 
Air Defense of the Central and Eastern United States," 9 Oct 1953 to 
CADF to ADC, "Redeployment of Naval Aircraft for Air Defense,” 27 Oct • 
1953 (DOC 62).

32. As in n 19, PP 14-16.

33. Maj Gen D. T. Spivey, Comdr CADF to ’feij Gen F. H. Smith, Jr., 
VC ADC, 12 May 1953 (DOC 63).

3U. As in n 33.

35. CADF, Staff Study, "Elimination of M-sites in 35th Air 
Division (Defense," 11 May 1953 (DOC 64).

36. Maj Gen F. R. Smith to Maj Gen D. T. Spivey, 21 May 1953 
(DOC 65).

37. RtR, DCS/O to VC, "Elimination of M-Sites in 35th Air 
Division (Defense)," 21 May 1953 (DOC 66).

38. ADC to USAF, "Employment of Radars of Other Commands and 
Services in Support of the Air Defense Mission," 23 May 1953 (DOC 67).

39. USAF to ATRC, "Employment of Radars of Your Commend in 
Support of the Air Defense Mission," with 1 Ind, 10 Jul 1953 (DOC 68); 
USAF to APGC, "Employment of Radars of Your Command in Support of the 
Air Defense Mission," with 2 Inds, 10 Jul 1953 (DOC 69).
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UO. ADC to 2ADF, "Radars of Other Connands and. Services in Lieu 

of ’M’ Site Radars," with 1 Ind, 6 Jun 1953, (DOC 70); ADC to CADF, 
"Utilisation of Radars of Other Conuends and Services in Lieu of *M ’ Site 
Radars," 3 Jun 1953 (DOC 71); ADC to WADF, "Radars of Other Commands rind 
Services in Lieu of 'M‘ Site Radars," with 1 Ind, b Jun 1953 (DOC 72).

Ul. As in n 40, 1st Ind, EADF to ADC, 2b Jun 1953 to ADC to BAD., 
"Radars of Other Commands and Sex-vices in Lieu of ’M1 Site Radars," 6 Jun 
1953.

42. As in n ho, 1st Ind, WADF to ADC, 9 Jul 1953 to ADC to WADF, 
"Radars of Other Coxwnds and Service:, in Lieu of Site Radars," 6 Jun 
1953-

43. CADF to ADC, "Utilization of Other Connands and Services in 
Lieu of ’M’ Site Radars," 3 Sep 1953 (DOC 73)•

Uu. As ir. n 39, 2nd Ind, ADC to APGC, 15 Sep 1953 to USAF to APuC, 
"tin: 1 v/jcmt of Radars of Your Cosssind in Support of the Air Defense Mission," 
10 Jul’ 1953; 1st Ind, ADC to ATRC, 19 Aug 1953 to ATRC to ADC, "Enrployiaent 
of ATRC Radar Facilities in Support of the Air Defense Mission," 5 Aug 1953 
(DOC ?d); 1st Ind, ADC to ARDC, 9 Sep 1953 to ARDC to ADC, "ARDC Support of 
the ADC Mission," 29 Jun 1953 (DOC 75).

L5. Brig Gen K. P. Bergquist, ADC DCS/O^to Maj Gen D. T. Spivey, 
Icnrir CADF, 21 Aug 1953 (DOC ?6).

W>. CADF to ADC, "Utilization of TAC Radars in Lieu of Certain 
ADC Programed Mobile Sites," with 1 Ind, 16 Dec 1953 (DOC 77).

U7. As in n 46, 1st Ind, ADC to CADF, 5 Apr 195^.

48. Incl, "Joint Agreement - ninth AF and CADF," 15 Apr 195^- to 
CADF to ADC, "Utilization of TAC Radars in Lieu Of Certain ADC I and II 
Phase. Sites," 27 Apr 195^ (DOC 78).

L9. ADC to USAF, "Bnployaent of Radars of Other Commands and 
Services in Support of the Air Defense Mission," 22 Aug 1953 (DOC 79).

SO. ADC to USAF, "Utilization of Marine Corps Radar at Cherry 
Point, U.C. in lieu of M-116, Englehard, H.C.," 18 May 195^ (DOC 80).

51. TMX, USAF to ADC, 13 May 195^ (DOC 81).

52. As in n 50.

53. CADF to ADC, "Augmentation Radars of Other Commands or Cervices,” 
: In'-., 14 De- 1953 (DOC 82).
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