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Figure 1-1: GIMDP Study Area
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Construction of additional hangars to accommodate the
bed-down of up to 67 rotary aircraft, plus up to 9 Special
Operations CV-22 aircraft that would be co-located with
the ACE;

Construction of  helicopter ramp space and
landing/departure pads;

Chapter 4: Notional Dovelopment Plan

Guam integrated M

Development on the North Ramp at Andersen AFB is
proposed to accommodate both the Air Force Fighter Town
facilities and the USMC ACE bed-down (Fig. 4-2). As noted
above, the Fighter Town area is anticipated to include over 40
hardened aircraft shelters, along with support and
administrative facilities. The hardened shelters are proposed
to generate ESQD arcs, allowing aircraft to retain their
ordnance while in the shelters. Final design of the Fighter
Town area has not been completed

As shown in Figure 4-2, the ACE bed-down area is proposed
on land adjacent to the Fighter Town area. Major elements of
the otional plan include:

Retention of the existing HSC-25 hangar;

is assumed that long-rang
Detachment of 4 aircraft woul

INTEGRATED MILITARY
DEVELOPMENT PLAN

down area) provides flexibility o Totare DOD
fixed wing jet operations at Andersen AFB.

Construction of additional hangars to the
bed-down of up to 67 rotary aircraft, plus up to 9 Special
Operations CV-22 aircraft that would be co-located with
the ACE;

Construction ~ of  helicopter ramp  space  and
landing/departure pads;

Construction of a new Crash Fire Rescue facility with a
control tower for visual inspection/control of rotary
operations; and

ACE, avoiding the need to construct new.

Development of up to 70 acres to accommodate other
facility requirements for support of the ACE operations on
the North Ramp, including limited QOL facilies such as a
gymnasium, dining facility, and mini-base exchange (BX).

Ve woun Y e
operating surfaces. It

Andersen AFB to be the site of rotational jet aircraft

44







ACE

1st Marine Air Wing HQ

Marine Wing Headquarters Squadron 1

Marine Air Control Group 18 HQ

Marine Medium Helicopter Squadron |

Marine Wing Control Squadron 18

Marine Air Control Squadron 4

Marine Air Support Squadron 2

Marine Tactical Air Control Squadron 18

Stinger Battery

Marine Wing Support Group 17 HQ

Marine Wing Support Squadron Det

/

Table: 2-2 Additional Force Unit Level Details

Service
UsMC

Major Element

Unit s

CE

7th Communications Bn

3rd Intelligence Bn

11T MEF Headquarters Group

111 MEF Band

5% Air Naval Gunfire Liaison Company

Force Reconnaissance Elements

Installation ggggort

3rd Marine Division HQ

3 Marine Division HQ Bn

12th Marine Artillery Regiment HQ

ACE

1st Marine Air Wing HQ

Marine Wing Headquarters Squadron 1

Marine Medium Helioo%er %uadron !
larine Air Control U]

Marine Wing Control Squadron 18

Marine Air Control Squadron 4

Marine Air Support Squadron 2.

Marine Tactical Air Control Squadron 18

Stinger Battery

Marine Wing Support Group 17 H

Marine Wing Support Squadron Det
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31st Marine Expeditionary Unit 2000 Marines
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\ i) plus r snal |Sept. 2004 on 120 day
B-52 B . Heavy Bomber 5\ ranyin ik ratation
/ y bomber Crem\x /De,r bomber plus maint

81 Bﬁml\ Long range, multi-role heavy bombe

Carrier Ainefing 70 planes
3|31st Marine Expeditionary Unit 2000 Marines
Destroyer (DDG) Guided missle destroyer (eg, USS O'Kane) 26 officers; 330 enlisted
Battleship (FFG) Guided missle frigate (eg, USS Rueben James) 19 officers; 198 enlisted
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Encroachment
Encroachment

Posture the Marine Corps for the Future

- As we prepare for an unpredictable future, we must continue to assess the potential future
T h m t f t h f I I security envirc and the chall of tomorrow’s battlefields. Our solid belief is that a
e l I I Ove e n O eS e O rC eS WI forward deployed expeditionary force, consistently engaged and postured for rapid response, is
as critical for national security in the future as it is today. The Marine Corps, with its inherent
- - advantages as an expeditionary force, can be rapidly employed in key areas of the globe despite
ad d reSS e n C ro aC h l I I e n t I SS u eS faC I n g challenges to U.S. access. Our sea-based posture will allow us to continue conducting security

cooperation activities with a variety of allies and partners around the world to mitigate sources of

discontent and deter conflict. We must increase our capacity to conduct security cooperation

M a r i n e S O n O k i n awa operations without compromising our ability to engage in a major regional conflict.
.

Realignment in the Pacific: Defense Policy Review Initiative (DPRI)

The Defense Policy Review Initiative was established in 2002 by the United States and Japan as
a means to review each nation’s security and defense issues. One of the key outcomes of this
process was an agreement to move approximately 8,000 Marines from Okinawa to Guam. The
movement of these forces will address encroachment issues facing Marines on Okinawa.
Moreover, the relocation Will alford New OppOTTUNITIES T0 engage WIth our partners i Asia,
conduct multilateral training on American soil, and be better positioned to support a broad range
of contingencies that may confront the region. Furthermore, the political agreements brokered
by the Office of the Secretary of Defense provide for a long term presence of Marines on
Okinawa as well as substantial financial support by the Government of Japan.
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Figure 1-1: GIMDP Study Area
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