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Chairman’s Corner:
Comments from the Chair,
Time marches on or maybe stumbles on! A quick summer has come and gone, there is a nip in the air and the
autumn leaves are beautiful. I can tell by looking at them up close, they have all been deposited on our lawn and
back yard! The first heavy, wet snow fall of the season happened a couple weeks back, while the mountain ash and
maple trees were still leafed out, and dumped several large limbs on the ground. Ah, the advantages of living in the
Mile High City. Hope your autumn has started "equally well!"
President Mike Welch has relayed the important specifics of how well your Association is up and running in his
message, be sure to read it. I hope by now you have a new 2018 calendar in hand (those of you who still use one and
not your smart phone) and have properly reserved the occasion of our October 11-14 Reunion in Fairborn, OH
accordingly.
I personally feel that the 2018 Reunion and the placement of the Troop Carrier/Tactical Airlift Memorial at the U.S.
Air Force Museum marks a significant milestone and culmination of a dream that even in the minds of Sam
McGowan and the small founding "band of brothers" back in south Texas at the first Reunion might have considered
beyond their reach. The birth, growth and health of the TC/TAA since that time shows the respect and camaraderie
with which each and every one of you holds for that period of your lives. Regardless of the specialty code career
field under which you labored, that period of your service as a trash hauler, hopefully represents the "mountain top"
of life experiences for you. Ya done good, stand tall and be proud of what you have accomplished.
May the upcoming holidays exceed your wildest expectations for you and your loved ones; stay safe and we'll see
you all in Fairborn, God willing and the creek don't rise.
Chairman
(George Dockery)

President’s Address:
Hey Troop Carrier and Tac Airlifters. The fall weather is starting to show its true colors back in the Central and
Eastern time zones, but still rather hot here on the Left Coast. Hope this message finds everybody’s health in tip top
shape.
We continue to lose some old timers or as we should say – “Veteran Members.” We sure do not want this
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organization getting into the long tooth mode like some of the other military organizations. Membership is up as we
now have 355 members – we are shooting for 400 by the time we meet October 2018 in Fairborn, Ohio. We now
have 98 Ten-Year Members and 67 Life Members. Speaking of Membership, if you are a regular two-year member,
your dues are probably due to our Treasurer, Ralph Bemis. Please renew as soon as possible as our Secretary, P.J.
Daigle is starting to send out late dues notices. 10-Year Members – if you joined in 2007 you are due to renew –
why not go for the gold and up it to LIFE?
Speaking about our October 11 – 14 Fairborn Reunion – Ray Snedegar, Jack Brankamp, and new member Brent
Richburg and I have wrapped up the final touches on the reunion. It will be held at the Holiday Inn and cost $109 a
night. You will be able to register directly with the hotel starting in November 2017. The highlight of the week will
be when we dedicate our Troop Carrier Tactical Airlift Memorial to the U.S. Air Force Museum on October
13. This is a must attend event – hope everybody has earmarked this historic event on your calendar.
Concerning the Memorial – we are almost there as we are now at 96% donated towards our $32,850 goal and 83%
donated when we replace the $5,000 funds from the general account. We recently had a $2,000 donation from the
“The Rock Chapter” at the Professional Loadmaster Association (PLA) Reunion in Little Rock, AR. Everybody
give a big shout out to “The Rock Chapter” – THANK YOU VERY MUCH.
Thanks goes to Ed Merck, our Web Master for all the changes he has made to it. The membership list is both
numerical and alphabetical so it makes it easier to find one of your brothers. The video on the main page is a great
improvement and we look forward to him being at the 2018 event so he can do some more of his magic.
Looking forward to seeing everybody in 360 days in Fairborn, Ohio – Load Clear.
Mike Welch
President

Treasurer’s Report: We currently have $28,332.67 in the bank of which $15,054.14 is in the memorial
fund. We currently owe $14,100 on the memorial plus a $2,300 maintenance fee and are $1,345.86 short
of our $32,850 goal. This figure does not allow for the $5,000 in administrative funds that were placed in
the fund for seed money. Our true goal is $37,850 of which we are currently $6,345.86 short. (Note –
there have been additional contributions to the memorial fund since Ralph made his report, including a
$1,000 donation from Ora Conlon.)

Page 2

The Airlifter Volume XXXII

TC/TAA member Tom Stalvey has been chosen as the Marietta Georgia "Home Town Hero" by Alcova Mortgage.
Alcova selects one state each month in which they review the bio of applicants and award the selected person. Tom
was selected from a list of 62 veterans after being nominated by Erik Waterman, Branch Partner. Tom served with
the 62nd TAS at Sewart AFB for two years before going to the 29th TAS based at Clark AB Philippines. Tom's first
shuttle in country began on 01/30/1968 (first night of TET). In the next 18 months he went on to be involved in just
about every major battle through 1968 and July 1969. He was with Major Billie Mills at Kham Duc, Colonel Bill
Coleman (Commander of the 29th) in the A Shau Valley at A Loi and in Khe Sanh for 25 missions with many
different crews both in landing roles and airdrop missions. Tom received the DFC, six Air Metals, two Presidential
Unit Citations among others for his contribution in Vietnam. On hand for the event were Tom's son Brett, his
brother Louis and his brother in-law James Barefoot who drove down from Virginia. Several TC/TAA members
were there as well including Major General (Ret) Bob Patterson, Frank (Muff) Millen, Logan Carriker who's cousin
is a member of the TC/TAA, Logan worked at Lockheed building C-130's, and Roger and Janet Greuel of Brooks
Georgia along with approximately 20 supporters. Although Tom grew up in North Carolina he has made his home
in the Atlanta area since 1971. Tom also has a daughter, Carol, who is married to an Army warrant officer living in
the D.C. area.
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FOUR VIETNAM VETERANS TO RECEIVE(D) SILVER STARS FOR 1972
RESCUE
(Courtesy of Stars and Stripes)

Silver Star

Stars and Stripes | 18 Apr 2017 | by Nikki Wentling

WASHINGTON -- The four-man Army crew of a UH-1H "Huey" chased a burning C-130 transport plane as it
crashed near Saigon in 1972, hovered over the wreckage and pulled five men onto their helicopter. They did this
while taking -- and returning -- fire.
And they all survived.
On Tuesday -- 45 years later, to the day -- the Huey crew will receive Silver Stars, the military's third-highest
decoration, for their action.
Robert Monette, who was the helicopter pilot that day, said the medals were "unexpected, and very, very humbling."
"We did these sorts of things in the air cavalry all the time, the difference this time being it was recognized and
documented," said Robert Frank, the air mission commander on the Huey. "Heroic things were done every day.
Sometimes somebody would see it, other times they wouldn't."
Monette, a chief warrant officer, Frank, a captain, Spc. John Deslouriers and Spc. Leonard "Bruce" Shearer were on
a reconnaissance mission when they spotted the C-130 Hercules, its right wing flaming. It had been struck by
ground fire while on a supply run to An Loc in southern Vietnam.
The Huey crew watched as the aircraft crashed into a marsh. The Vietnam bureau of Stars and Stripes reported at the
time that the C-130 "burrowed into the muck... broke in two and whooshed up a whirlwind of debris and flames."
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"We didn't think anybody would be able to survive that," Frank said.
But the crew flew closer and saw survivors.
Shearer jumped out of the helicopter multiple times to drag the airmen from the burning C-130, Monette said.
Deslouriers, the Huey's gunner, fired shots from a M16 rifle into a tree line, where the North Vietnamese were
returning fire. Two Cobra helicopters also fired at the North Vietnamese.
"We were running on fumes," Monette said. "We were critically low on fuel. But we weren't going any place until
we had the guys on board."
Shearer helped five of the C-130 crewmembers on board, and Frank called for another helicopter to rescue the last
two.
The four members of the Huey crew, who now live in different states -- Monette in Alabama, Deslouriers in Texas,
Shearer in Arizona and Frank in Kansas, will reunite Tuesday in Little Rock, Arkansas, to receive their medals.
Retired Maj. Jack Shields commanded the four men as part of the Army's 9th Cavalry Regiment. He said he had the
idea to secure medals for them in 2005, when the Huey crew and the men they rescued first reunited.
The April 18, 1972 mission was Frank's last in combat on that tour. A few days afterward, he returned to the United
States, and he didn't learn the names of the survivors until 2005.
Before he left, he submitted handwritten recommendations to the Army for Shearer and Deslouriers to receive
awards for that day. He assumed they were "lost in the shuffle."
In the years following the 2005 reunion, Shields attempted to apply for the medals -- this time including Frank and
Monette in the request.
"We talked about it several times, and some other folks had tried," Shields said. "The biggest roadblock we had to
overcome was it was so long ago."
Shields, who lives in Maumelle, Arkansas, finally contacted his congressman's office last year for help.
Thomas McNabb, military liaison for Rep. French Hill, R-Ark., worked to get the medals approved, providing a
packet of historical information to the Defense Department and letters of support from retired Air Force leadership.
Hill will present the medals Tuesday.
"Relieved is a good word for it," Shields said. "We wanted to get an award for these guys, and it finally came to
pass. I'm just glad to see it happen."
Shields guessed a large crowd would gather for the medals presentation in Little Rock, which is home to the Air
Force base that trains C-130 aircrews. At least a few of the seven survivors from the 1972 crash, or their families,
are expected to be there.
After the war, Monette, Deslouriers, Shearer and Frank stayed in touch with one another. After the 2005 reunion,
they also kept track of the C-130 survivors. Six of the survivors were American, and one was part of the Vietnamese
air force.
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"They never made a Mayday call. By all accounts, no one knew they had been shot down," Monette said. "So,
there's seven people who were able to continue with their lives. They came home, got married, had children, had
grandchildren."
Robert Kirkpatrick, the navigator on the C-130, once wrote a letter to Monette, thanking him for saving his life,
Monette said.
"It's been heartwarming to know you made a difference in someone's life, and you get to meet them," Frank said.
"Sometimes, you just never know that."

Robert Monette, Robert Frank, +Leonard Shearer and John Deslouriers received Silver Stars for their 1972 rescue
mission during the Vietnam War
Note – These heroes are TC/TAA members.

_________________________________________________________________________________

Two (Three) Birds = One Herkybird
By Carl Penaranda
The title refers to a damaged C-130B, Hercules, tactical airlifter, serial number 58-0734 that was assigned to, and
when reconstructed returned to the 463rd Troop Carrier Wing’s, 774th Troop Carrier Squadron, in the 60s.
“Herkybird” was the nickname given the C-130 by its personnel. Its reconstruction highlighted the ingenuity of
Troop Carrier personnel to salvage one of their own aircraft and extend its service life. “Troop Carrier” identified
tactical (a.k.a., combat airlift) units in WW II and continued until 1967, when they were given the descriptive title,
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“Tactical Airlift”. In 1991, they were again retitled, this time with a non-descriptive title, “Airlift” which now
includes tactical and strategic airlift units.
As a Troop Carrier unit, the 463rd belonged to the USAF’s Tactical Air Command --- both organizations since
inactivated. In addition to supporting contingency, joint field exercises, humanitarian, and training commitments, a
responsibility of TAC was providing USAF Forces in Europe, Pacific Air Forces, and Southern Command with
airlift support; a responsibility shared by all CONUS based C-130 units.
58-0734 was assigned (1959) to the 774th TCS and damaged (1961) at Spangdahlem AB, Germany. Historically,
only two C-130Bs (itself, and 58-0745 (assigned to the 463rd’s 772nd TCS) are mentioned in its reconstruction, but
there was a third C-130B, 59-1534 (damaged at Ramstein AB, Germany) assigned to the 463 rd’s 773rd TCS. 591534 was supporting President Kennedy’s first overseas trip to Europe and elsewhere as President.
Someone at Evreux-Fauville AB, France, came up with the idea of using 463 rd’s three damaged C-130Bs to make
one good Herkybird. Evreux was where C-130s were stationed when supporting USAFE. 58-0745 was damaged at
Evreux when undergoing refueling. A major obstacle was to get it to Spangdahlem, to be mated with 58-0734.
Jan 1962, Evreux’s 317th TCW C-130A aircraft maintenance personnel, towed it through French and German
towns,* passing the Arch of Triumph and down the Champs Elysee in Paris enroute to Spangdahlem. The trip took
/*four days and covered a distance of 600 miles.
+*+

B/elgium’s Sabena Airlines aircraft maintenance personnel began 58-0743’s reconstruction, Feb 1962. Components
/used came from these sources: nose from 772nd’s 58-0745; fuselage and wings from 773rd’s 59-1534; and tail
structure from 58-0734. 58-0745 and 59-1534 wer;e previously written-off by the Air Force; serial number 58-0734
was retained for aircraft identification.
58-0734 was returned to the 774th TCS in Apr 1963. During 1970-72, it was one of 12 C-130Bs transferred to the
Air Weather Service (AWS) for aerial weather reconnaissance and converted to a WC-130. After AWS, it was
reconverted to its C-130B configuration. After its reconversion it was transferred to Air Force Reserve and Air
National Guard airlift units until 1991, when it was sent to the Aircraft Maintenance and Regeneration Center
(a.k.a., Boneyard), Davis-Monthan AFB, AZ. In 1997 it was retrieved from storage, restored, and sold (1998) to the
South African Air Force as a Foreign Military Sales.
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On Dec 14, 2013, it transported the body
of Nelson Mandela, South Africa’s first
black President, to his hometown for
burial.

.

As of July 2016 it was still flying with the South African Air Force. The 317 th TCW was reactivated, July 2017, as
the 317th Airlift Wing at Dyess AFB, TX.
Editor’s note – Back in the 80s when I was working on my book about the C-130 troop carrier mission, I was
contacted by and talked at length to Art Hempen, a veteran C-130 pilot and 322nd Air Division maintenance officer,
who was the OIC in charge of the move of the front fuselage from Evreux to Spangdhalem. He sent me several
documents and the photographs taken during the move, which I had copied. I have the negatives of the copies
(somewhere.) Hempen originally suggested simply towing the fuselage but was initially overruled by his superiors.
Several other possible means of moving the fuselage were considered, including picking it up with two CH-54
helicopters and even using balloons. After looking at the various suggestions, Col. Charles W. Howe, the 322nd Air
Division commander and a fixture in troop carrier history, approved the towing procedure and monitored the entire
operation. However, Art didn’t mention the third airplane and I only learned of it recently from some 463rd and
322nd veterans. The personnel involved in the move were from the 317 th Consolidated Aircraft Maintenance
Squadron at Evreux. (The 317th TCW was inactive at the time and its former units were directly under 322 nd AD.
Memorial Fund
Thanks to several generous donations from members, family members of deceased members and a recent large
donation from the Little Rock Chapter of the Professional Loadmasters Association, and another from Ora Conlon,
we are within less than $300.00 of the initial goal for the funds needed for the Dayton memorial. However, the
memorial fund includes $5,000 “seed money” from the association general fund so even when the $32,850 goal is
reached, we’ll still be accepting memorial fund contributions to offset the association funds. Send your donation to
Ralph Bemis, Treasurer, 248 Valley View Drive, Kerrville, Texas 78028. We can also take donations by Pay Pal and
credit card. Info is at www.troopcarrier.org/memorialfund.html. Because we are recognized by the IRS as a wartime
veterans organization, all contributions are fully tax deductible.
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The following article comes courtesy of Montclair University.
LIFELINE TO KHE SANH:
THE 109TH QUARTERMASTER COMPANY (AIR DELIVERY)
� 1996 by Peter Brush
In 1993 a monument was dedicated in Arlington National Cemetery to the Marines who fought at Khe Sanh,
arguably the longest and most bitterly contested battle of the Vietnam War. This formally acknowledged the
enduring relationship between Khe Sanh and the Marine Corps. However, it was not only Marines who faced the
North Vietnamese Army; the defense of Khe Sanh was very much both a joint and combined effort.
The first American troops at Khe Sanh worn the Green Berets of the Army Special Forces. The first Marine unit of
any size was 1st Battalion, 1st Marines, arriving in April 1966. That summer members of Naval Mobile
Construction Battalion 10 (Seabees) improved the existing airstrip with aluminum matting. By January 1968, Khe
Sanh Combat Base was the home of the 26th Marine Regiment (Reinforced). Detachments of four Seabee battalions
maintained the airstrip. Besides elements of the 5th Special Forces Group, various Army units provided artillery and
communications support. US Air Force detachments operated the aerial port and provided other combat support
services. The last infantry battalion to arrive before Tet was the South Vietnamese 37th Ranger Battalion.
The combination of air support and firepower provided the key to the defense of Khe Sanh. Before the siege was
officially declared over, almost 90,000 tons of bombs were dropped by aircraft of the US Air Force, Navy, and
Marines, as well as planes of the South Vietnamese Air Force. 1 To the forces on the ground, however, air support
meant more than the massive numbers of B-52 and tactical bomber sorties. Aerial supply was crucial to the defense
of Khe Sanh. This article details how the US Army 109th Quartermaster Company (Air Delivery) came to play a
vital role in the defense of the Khe Sanh Combat Base.
The 109th Quartermaster Company (109th QM) had its beginnings in 1914 when its direct predecessor was
organized as a unit of the Regular Army. After serving in New Guinea in World War II, it was inactivated on
Okinawa in 1946; reactivated during the Korean War; and finally, in 1955, assumed the unit designation it carried in
Vietnam and was assigned to Fort Lee, Virginia. Practically all the men of the 109th QM at this time were either
jump qualified or completing the jump qualification course at Fort Bragg, North Carolina. 2 Many of the NCOs
were veterans of airborne combat operations in World War II and Korea. The unit’s first sergeant, Master Sergeant
Thurman L. Weaks was involved in parachute operations from the very beginning. In 1941 Weaks was one of 41
men selected by the Army to test the possibilities of parachuting soldiers into the battle zone. 3 Later, some veterans
of the 109th participated in the delivery of supplies to French forces in the Plain of Jars during the First Indochina
War. 4 According to First Sergeant Ferald D. Adams, the 109th QM was the first company put on alert for the
Cuban missile crisis. During this period the unit moved from Fort Lee, Virginia, to Opa Locka, Florida. 5
The mission of the 109th QM was to provide parachute packing, temporary storage, and rigging of supplies and
equipment for aerial drop by aircraft of all services. In addition the 109th was to render technical assistance in the
recovery and evacuation of the unit’s air drop equipment. At full strength the unit would be capable of preparing 200
tons per day of material for delivery by free, high velocity, or low velocity drop techniques. The 109th QM was
prepared to assist in the loading and ejecting of supplies from aircraft in flight, and to assist other units engaged in
similar missions. 6
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During the early part of 1965 about one dozen personnel of the 109th QM were sent on temporary duty to Eglin Air
Force Base in Florida. This contingent supported Air Force personnel in the development of an air delivery
technique called the low-altitude parachute extraction system (LAPES). 7 This system required cargo planes to fly a
few feet above ground level. A drogue parachute was released, pulling the palletized cargo out of the aircraft and
onto the drop zone. A related system was the ground proximity extraction system (GPES) in which the cargo was
yanked from the aircraft by a hook which snagged a cable traversing the runway.
In September 1965 the 109th QM was stationed at Fort Campbell, Kentucky under the operational control of the
101st Airborne Division. Morale was high; most personnel were volunteers. The company did not participate in
regular exercises or maneuvers. 8 The primary mission was in support of US Air Force crew training, and consisted
of rigging heavy drop loads, assisting in loading these materials onto C-130 aircraft, providing personnel to fly with
the aircraft, and recovering the loads and equipment from the drop zones. LAPES/GPES training continued and was
conducted during hours of darkness. One officer of the 109th QM feels this was due to the secret nature of the
LAPES system while another held that LAPES was still an unauthorized system: public disclosure during a training
accident was to be avoided. 9 During the first six months of 1966 the 109th QM completed almost 600 training
missions. These exercises ceased in June 1966 when the 109th QM received overseas movement orders.
In July 1966, the main body of the 109th left Fort Campbell by commercial aircraft. On July 23, the unit embarked
onboard the USNS General John N. Pope at Tacoma, Washington. A separate detachment, acting as an advanced
party, left Fort Campbell Army Airfield on August 2 aboard an Air Force C-130. These twenty soldiers arrived at
Cam Ranh Bay and began preparations for the arrival of the main body and equipment. The main body arrived at
Cam Ranh Bay on August 12 1966. It established a position on the Cam Ranh Peninsula about four miles north of
the airfield in the vicinity of the 6th Convalescent Center. By November the establishment of its operational area
was complete. The 109th QM was responsible for the maintenance and storage of approximately 5,000 cargo
parachutes to be used in support of a variety of contingency plans. Additionally, the 109th QM had adopted
materials from the Air Force to support LAPES-type missions in Vietnam. A number of kits to accomplish these
missions were also maintained. 10
While the 109th QM was establishing itself in Vietnam, events transpired further north which would guide future
missions. The summer and fall of 1966 saw the buildup of large North Vietnamese Army (NVA) units in the area
along the Demilitarized Zone (DMZ). In response, the commander of US forces in Vietnam, General William C.
Westmoreland, ordered Marine units northward to meet this threat. Positions were established just south of the DMZ
to act as blocking forces to impede NVA infiltration. Khe Sanh was the western anchor of this defensive line.
General Westmoreland made his feelings quite clear when he stated, "There is no more important airfield in
Vietnam from a tactical standpoint than Khe Sanh." 11 The original airstrip was a 1,500 foot runway built by the
French. This was later extended and improved by engineers who installed World War II-era steel matting. Navy
Seabees were ordered to undertake a crash program to upgrade the base’s airstrip. The mission of the first large
Marine unit at Khe Sanh was directly linked to the airfield; indeed, the work of the Seabees was delayed by the
arrival of this Marine security force. In October 1966, Seabees closed the airstrip and installed 1,385 bundles of
AM-2 aluminum runway matting. 12
The 109th QM was now fully operational. During November air drops in support of combat operations were made
that included over 100 tons of aircraft fuel and almost 20 tons of combat rations. These were heavy drop missions.
During an emergency resupply mission in December over 40 tons of supplies were delivered. Two personnel of the
109th QM parachuted in with the supplies to act as recovery supervisors. 13 In February 1967, the 109th QM
parachuted supplies to the 196th Light Infantry and 173rd Airborne Brigades during Operation Junction City. Again,
109th QM personnel parachuted in to assist in recovering loads.14 During 1967, having given rigging and air
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delivery training to Army of the Republic of Vietnam personnel, several men from the 109th QM received
authorization from the Vietnamese government to wear their parachute badge on their uniforms.
In the north, Khe Sanh was proving difficult to resupply. Military commanders endeavored to keep on hand a fifteen
day stock of all classes of supplies. During December and January one senior Marine commander reported there
were only six days when the weather was good enough for aerial resupply. Rations and fuel occasionally were
reduced to less than one day’s supply. Rain made road travel almost impossible. 15
In April 1967, NVA sappers cut the only highway to Khe Sanh from the east to prevent overland reinforcements. An
enemy regiment moved into Hills 861 and 881 northwest of the base and constructed fortified positions. The North
Vietnamese planned to launch a regimental-sized ground assault from the west and seize the airfield. Marine attacks
on April 28 drove the enemy from their hill positions before they could launch their own offensive to overrun the
combat base. In the bitter fighting that followed the Marines lost 155 killed and 425 wounded. NVA losses were 940
confirmed killed. 16 These "Hill Fights" illustrated the seriousness with which both sides viewed the area around
Khe Sanh.
The 109th QM began experiencing problems inherent in Westmoreland’s policy of limiting the tours of duty for
Army personnel in Vietnam to twelve months. In July 1967, Major Albert B. Lanier assumed command. Within one
month, the 109th QM lost over 75% of its men through rotational losses, including all its experienced warrant
officers. Nevertheless, the unit was able to deliver "ever increasing air drop support to units throughout the Republic
of Vietnam without confusion or interruption."
In August 1967, LAPES test drops were conducted, even though the system was still considered to be in an
experimental stage. Major Lanier instituted changes that improved the efficacy of the LAPES technique. 17 Given
this capability, the fortunes of the 109th QM and the Marines at Khe Sanh were about to converge.
The airfield at Khe Sanh was in poor condition in spite of the efforts of the Seabees. C-130 cargo planes had a
landing weight of almost sixty tons. Rainfall had saturated the ground. When a heavily-laden C-130 landed, water
was forced up from the soggy ground. This process created voids. The runway had collapsed in a number of places.
On August 17 1967, the runway was closed for repairs. Seabees removed the metal surface, laid down a base of
crushed rock, coated it with asphalt, and replanked the surface. Given that Khe Sanh was dependent on aerial supply
due to its isolated location, it was essential that the airstrip be returned to operational status as quickly as possible.
During early September, the 109th QM, using LAPES techniques, accomplished an emergency resupply of over 550
tons of construction materials for the Marines at Khe Sanh, including the asphalt and aluminum planking. Army
riggers were assisted by the Marine Corps Air Delivery Platoon, a 33-man unit whose members were graduates of
Army parachute school at Fort Benning plus parachute rigging school at Fort Lee. The Marines used an M-48 tank
to drag the seven-ton LAPES loads from the extraction zone to where they were needed. 18
These materials were delivered by the USAF 315th Air Division. General Westmoreland was a paratrooper by
specialization and had long been supportive of innovative air delivery techniques. The 109th QM responded by
delivering supplies using LAPES and Container Delivery System (CDS) techniques on twenty-seven of thirty days
during the period from the end of September to the end of October. In addition to the Marines at Khe Sanh, the
109th QM also dropped supplies to the nearby Special Forces camp at Lang Vei as well as a 1st Cavalry Division
position on Hill 63 near An Truong. 19
On September 3 1967, the unit dispatched 53 riggers with LAPES and CDS equipment to Da Nang Air Base. The
mission of this detachment was in direct support of the Marines at Khe Sanh. A small number of Marines at Da
Nang provided manpower for the labor intensive air delivery missions. They loaded supplies by hand into containers
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and palletized supplies in order that Army riggers, who did the bulk of the work, could prepare the loads for aerial
delivery.
On October 15 a C-130 crashed at Khe Sanh, resulting in the death of Specialist Fourth Class Charles L. Baney of
the 109th QM. Baney was on board the aircraft as an inspector to insure the proper rigging of the loaded supplies. 20
By the end of 1967 American intelligence sources learned that large numbers of North Vietnamese Army forces
were deploying in the area around Khe Sanh. One enemy unit was the 304th NVA Division which had fought the
French at Dien Bien Phu. This force included infantry, artillery, and tanks. General Westmoreland estimated its size
at between fifteen and twenty thousand men. 21
This buildup of enemy forces caused the US command to conclude that reinforcing Khe Sanh was the only feasible
alternative to abandoning it. Westmoreland ruled out abandonment because to do so would cooperate with the
Communist plan to seize the two northern provinces of South Vietnam. Additionally, with enemy infiltration
impeded by the fortified allied positions along the DMZ, a presence at Khe Sanh blocked the ability of the North
Vietnamese to circumvent the DMZ barrier and bring the war into the populated coastal plain. Most of
Westmoreland’s advisors concurred with his decision to reinforce Khe Sanh. The only ones who did not were
French officers who had been involved with Dien Bien Phu. 22
In fact, General Westmoreland wanted to fight the North Vietnamese. The area around Khe Sanh was relatively
unpopulated by civilians. This would allow lavish and unrestricted use of US firepower and further the US strategy
of attrition by killing large numbers of enemy soldiers. Khe Sanh would be reinforced on a limited basis for two
reasons: limited and gradual reinforcement would not scare off the North Vietnamese, and only as many Marines
would be brought in as could be resupplied by air. By January the allied force at Khe Sanh totaled about 6,000 men.
23 On January 21, the siege of Khe Sanh began.
At approximately 0530 hours that morning Communist gunners scored a hit on the main ammunition dump. 98
percent of the dump’s contents, 1,500 tons of munitions, was destroyed in the ensuing explosions. This caused an
immediate request for "tactical emergency air supply," the designation for the highest aircraft priority. 24
Available US aircraft included C-130’s (20 ton payload), C-123’s (8 ton payload), and C-7A’s (3 ton payload). The
C-130’s were the logical choice to quickly replenish ammunition stocks. However, the fact that shrapnel from the
ammunition dump explosion covered half the runway precluded their use. C-123’s delivered 130 tons of supplies in
the next 36 hours, even flying and unloading at night by the light of Marine artillery flares. By January 23 the
runway was cleared of debris, permitting the return of the C-130’s. In a single day (January 27), Air Force C-130’s
delivered 310 tons of cargo. The emergency caused by the ammunition explosion was over. 25 Both sides began to
settle in for a fight of indeterminable duration.
Enemy gunners continued to fire rockets, mortars, and artillery into the combat base. As with the Marines on the
ground, so too with air transport crews: life was very dangerous. On February 11 a Marine KC-130 was hit by
enemy fire on its approach run. The pilot managed to land the aircraft, which finally burst into flames. Six men
burned to death. Additionally, through February 10, seven Air Force C-130’s were hit by gunfire or shrapnel. A C130 struck by enemy fire on February 11 spent two days on the runway before it could be flown out of Khe Sanh.
Upon arrival in Da Nang mechanics counted 242 holes in this aircraft.
Air Force commanders felt the C-130’s, at $2.5 million each, were too valuable to risk unnecessarily. C-123’s and
C-7A’s lost enough speed upon landing to allow them to make a 90-degree turn that led to the unloading area. C130’s required a longer roll after landing, forcing them to proceed to the end of the runway and turn around before
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proceeding to the unloading area. This situation gave enemy gunners a considerable amount of time in which to
target them. Consequently, the use of C-130’s was severely restricted. During the period February 12 through the
end of March, Air Force C-130’s landed at the Marine base on only four days.
The smaller C-123’s and C-7A’s proved unable to deliver a sufficient volume of supplies. Enemy gunners and bad
weather simply would not permit a sufficient number of landings of these aircraft. In order to survive, the Marines
would have to be supplied in the same manner as the French at Dien Bien Phu -- by parachute. C-123 and C-7A
airlandings would continue because some cargo could be delivered by no other means. This category included
incoming passengers, medical supplies, special munitions, and the evacuation of casualties.
Bulk cargo such as ammunition, rations, and fuel would be delivered using the container delivery system. A ton of
supplies was prepared by riggers as described below. A C-130 could transport 14 to 16 of these loads. At a height of
600 feet over the drop zone the restraints holding the loads were cut. The pilot raised the nose of the plane and
applied power to the engines. The cargo moved rearward on floor rollers and then out of the plane. A small
parachute was attached to the aircraft’s anchor line cable. This cable deployed the large cargo parachute that carried
the bundle to the ground.
Riggers of the 109th QM often flew with the cargo planes to ensure proper delivery. Several personnel landed at
Khe Sanh in order to retrieve parachutes and other drop materials for future use.
The normal source of supplies for the Marines at Khe Sanh was Da Nang. However, as the situation worsened, it
became clear that Da Nang alone lacked the rigging and dropping capabilities necessary to sustain the beleaguered
base. Resupply missions originated at Da Nang, Tan Son Nhut, Cam Ranh Bay, Tuy Hoa, and Nha Trang. The
majority of C-130 flights originated at Cam Ranh Bay, headquarters of the 109th QM. 26
The riggers of the 109th QM geared up to meet the challenge posed by events at Khe Sanh. Initially, riggers at Cam
Ranh Bay worked three days and two nights continuously without rest. This was followed by shifts consisting of 24
hours on duty followed by a six hours rest break.
Tractor trailer drivers received loads from the supply depot. These were delivered to the "Rigger Line." Fork lifts
transported the material from the trucks into Rigger Line tents. Energy absorption material was placed on pallets.
These pallets were placed on a platform, which was positioned on conveyor rollers. A layer of plywood went on the
prepared pallet. This was topped off by the supplies. Netting secured the cargo to the pallet. The parachute was then
attached to the finished load. The entire process was like a "drive through car wash." The rigger line moved quite
quickly. Each rigger had a particular function; each man had to be ready to accomplish his task as the load rolled
into his area. Prepared loads went back onto trucks, were hauled to the runway area, and loaded onto waiting
aircraft. The rigging of ammunition mandated that the process be accomplished within the confines of the
ammunition supply point. 27
It was exhausting work at the point of origin. Sometimes it was also dangerous business at the point of delivery.
Aircraft were fired upon as they made their approaches and departure. Transports on the ground were shelled in
attempts to destroy them. Men doing the work of unloading and retrieval were harassed by shelling and recoilless
rifle fire. Each morning the Marines swept the drop zone for enemy mines and snipers.
Occasionally pallets landed in nearby trees or minefields, adding difficulty to the retrieval effort. On February 21 a
LAPES-loaded C-130 inadvertently bit the ground. The load extracted prematurely and broke apart, killing one man
and injuring another. Three weeks later, a load platform deplaned. The parachute was cut free prematurely, allowing
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the malfunctioning load to overshoot the runway and crash into a bunker. One man was killed. One week later a
container drop landed in a bunker area, causing five casualties.
These loads were not dropped within the main base perimeter. To do so would necessitate the complete closing of
the airstrip during drops. An additional concern was injury to equipment and personnel from falling loads. The area
chosen for the drop zone (DZ) was a 300-yard-square area one thousand yards beyond the end of the runway.
The security of the DZ was a critical concern of the Marines. As it was situated beyond the base perimeter it was
abandoned to the enemy each night. Engineers swept the area each morning for enemy mines. Bundles were not left
overnight for fear the North Vietnamese would booby trap them. Supplies were parachuted into this DZ with good
accuracy. Still, some drops missed the DZ and drifted into enemy territory. These loads were destroyed by airstrikes
or Marine artillery to prevent their utilization by the enemy. Bulky equipment was difficult to handle quickly due to
shortages of forklifts and truck transportation.
The constant enemy shelling forced the Marines to dig underground for protection. To further this move, the
Marines requested an emergency supply of large timbers for bunker construction. Because of the size and handling
difficulties involved, low level extraction was chosen over airland or container delivery.
On February 16 a C-130 loaded with timbers flew down the long axis of the Khe Sanh runway. The pilot maintained
an airspeed of 130 knots at an altitude of five feet. A parachute, constrained to a 48" diameter, was attached to the
load and projected out the rear of the cargo door. Upon reaching a precisely calculated point, a crew member fired
an electrical device that allowed the parachute to open to a diameter of 28 feet. This sudden force broke the
restraints attaching the timber load to the floor of the aircraft. The plane continued, essentially flying out from
underneath the palletized timbers, which coasted to a stop close to the proposed bunker construction sites. This was
the successful execution of a LAPES mission as perfected by the 109th QM. A total of 52 LAPES deliveries were
made during the siege of Khe Sanh.
LAPES was a good solution to the problems posed by the precision delivery of bulky cargo loads. Larger scale use
of LAPES was not possible due to the lack of sufficient LAPES components in the airlift supply system.
Additionally, Marine commanders expressed concern over damage to the runway by the heavy LAPES pallets.
Within the next month it became evident that LAPES’ deliveries were indeed destructive to the runway surface.
Gouges were made in the planking by the pallets. Some of the metal sections were bent to an extent they could not
be repaired. Although in lessening frequency, LAPES deliveries continued until April 2. The shortage of
components such as electrical firing devices for the parachutes and special steel pallets caused logistics specialists to
turn to the ground proximity extraction system (GPES).
During the mid-1960s, GPES was felt to be inferior to LAPES because it required heavy ground equipment at the
point of delivery. It was deemed suitable for the particular situation at Khe Sanh because the loads came to rest in a
precise spot with no danger of runaway pallets. It would reduce damage to the metal runway material. While GPES
gear was rushed from the United States, air crews practiced the delivery technique at Naha Air Base in Okinawa.
On March 30 a C-130 began rolling down the runway at Khe Sanh. Attached to the cargo pallet was a boom with a
hook at the free end. The rear cargo door was open. The airplane rolled across the arresting cable which traversed
the runway and was moored to the ground at each end. The cable rose, engaged the hook, and yanked the cargo out
of the plane. The pilot applied power and took off. In all, 15 loads of cargo, mostly construction materials, were
delivered to Khe Sanh using GPES. Air crews appreciated the safety aspects of the cable extraction system. The
cargo could not be released either too late or too soon, there was no parachute to malfunction, and the loads were
easier to recover quickly. A single set per flight of GPES hooks, bands, and clevises were easily thrown aboard the
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next plane that landed. LAPES parachutes had to be stripped from the individual cargo loads, bundled up, and
placed on the next aircraft in a more time consuming process.
The 109th QM deployed personnel to Khe Sanh to assist in this equipment recovery process. Often cargo recovery
personnel, working under enemy fire, would cut the rigging straps rather than taking the time to unhook and release
the D-rings. The team from the 109th QM, consisting of one officer and one NCO, tried to discouraged recovery
personnel cutting the equipment. They also sorted it and prepared serviceable items for reuse. Damaged materials
were sent to the parachute repair facility at Cam Ranh Bay. There the 623rd Quartermaster Company (Aerial
Equipment Repair), working with the 109th QM, kept the Rigger Line up and running. 28
American logistics personnel showed impressive ingenuity and versatility in accomplishing the airlift to Khe Sanh.
The combination of airland, container drop, parachute and ground extraction delivery techniques meant the garrison
could hold out indefinitely. Large-scale Communist infantry movements were constantly disrupted by allied air and
artillery firepower.
During the period from January 21 until April 8, 1968, Air Force C-130’s made 273 landings at Khe Sanh, 496
container drops, 52 LAPES and 15 GPES deliveries. These accounted for over 90 percent of the 12,430 tons of
supplies delivered by the Air Force. Over 8,000 tons of the total amount were delivered by parachuting, As early as
March 15 the number of supply drops into Khe Sanh exceeded the total for all of Vietnam up to that time. 29
On April 1, Army airmobile units working in concert with Marine infantry and engineers began Operation
PEGASUS to reestablish the overland supply link to Khe Sanh. This force linked up with the base on April 6.
Salvage work began, including retrieval of ground proximity extraction gear and parachutes. The Marine logistics
support area was allowed to deteriorate. By July the base has dismantled and abandoned.
The Marines who had been at Khe Sanh went on operations elsewhere. Mobile Army assets created for PEGASUS
gave the US command the opportunity to venture into the A Shau Valley. In nine days the combination of Air Force
C-130’s and riggers of the 109th QM delivered 2,300 tons of supplies in 165 drops. On April 30, 380 tons were
dropped, greatly exceeding the March 18 single-day airdrop maximum at Khe Sanh. 30
And so it went for the Army riggers in Vietnam. The Da Nang platoon of the 109th QM rigged 350 tons of fuel,
rations, and ammunition for the 1971 invasion of Laos. Another air delivery unit aided in dropping 4,853 tons of
supplies in 369 sorties into An Loc during the 1972 Easter Offensive. 31 Like Khe Sanh before it, the defenders at
An Loc held their ground.
Air Force and Army leaders never embraced extraction delivery methods with much enthusiasm. Indeed, Army
commanders in the US withheld their approval of these systems. It was General Westmoreland who ensured that the
capability would be available for use in Vietnam. Except in special circumstances, airdrop delivery was considered
superior to extraction. Problems associated with airdrop included loads damaged or lost and the need to recover and
return parachutes. When practical, delivery by helicopter was favored over delivery by parachute. 32
But Khe Sanh was a special case. The advent of cheap surface-to-air missiles means the situation will not repeat
itself. Before 1968 the Communists had never concentrated their forces to the degree they did at Khe Sanh. The base
garrisoned a large number of US personnel. The siege lasted eleven weeks. It would have been impossible to
resupply the base solely by using slow-moving helicopters. Once encircled by the North Vietnamese, there was
nothing the Marines could do except dig in and fight. Certainly there was no quick way out. The overland supply
was cut again in mid-1967. Assuming no interference from the enemy, engineers estimated it would take two weeks
to repair this land link. 33
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Supply levels at Khe Sanh are better described as adequate for survival rather than abundant. The Marines
sometimes went weeks without hot meals (defined as heated C-rations). Rations were frequently limited to two
meals per man per day, and one report puts the ration at one meal per day for several days. 34 As the encirclement
affected eating patterns, so too did it determine the nature of Marine artillery fires. Initially, the Marines tried to
prevent Communist forces from getting too close to the base. Constant, overwhelming volumes of artillery could
have blocked infiltration toward the base. It was not possible to air deliver this volume of artillery shells.
Consequently, Marine intelligence recommended that the enemy be allowed to move in close to the base and pursue
their siege tactics. This would provide more concentrated targets for the shells available to the Marine artillerymen.
35
It would not have been possible to evacuate the American garrison overland. As General Phillip Davidson points out
in Vietnam at War, "A single reinforced marine regiment cannot fight its way on foot through two or three NVA
divisions when the latter have the initiative, superior numbers, and every terrain advantage." Emergency evacuation
by air would have resulted in a sacrifice of half the garrison. 36
In January 1972, the 109th QM was inactivated while still in Vietnam. 37 During the 1972 invasion the South
Vietnamese were forced to relinquish the area around Khe Sanh to the North Vietnamese. The Communists
eventually constructed positions at the site of the former Marine base; even the airstrip was reestablished for their
use. This feat was something the NVA was unable to accomplish during the American presence in Vietnam. The
flexibility, technical expertise, and untiring efforts of aircrews and logistics personnel such as the 109th
Quartermaster Company (Air Delivery) enabled the Marines to successfully resist the Communists’ best efforts: the
ongoing attacks against the Khe Sanh Combat Base during the period January through April, 1968.
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The Resurrection of Tactical Air Command and Military Airlift Command
by Daniel Haulman
September 26 and October 1, 2016 were very historic dates in the history of the Air Force. After more than 24
years, Tactical Air Command and Military Airlift Command, two of the most historic of the Air Force’s major
commands, became active again. This is the story of how they went away, and how they came back.
In the summer of 1992, as the Cold War ended, the leadership of the United States Air Force undertook an
organizational revolution, to streamline itself and to save federal dollars. It inactivated five of its major commands:
Strategic Air Command (SAC), Tactical Air Command (TAC), Military Airlift Command (MAC), Air Force
Logistics Command (AFLC), and Air Force Systems Command (AFSC). In their places, it activated three new
major commands: Air Combat Command (ACC), Air Mobility Command (AMC), and Air Force Materiel
Command (AFMC). The three new commands were not redesignations of any of the five commands they replaced.
They were starting from scratch in 1992, with no years of service and no honors. While they had some of the same
personnel, aircraft, bases and functions of the old commands, they were not lineally connected with any of them.
All five of the inactivating major commands, each with more than 40 years of active service, was placed on the
shelf, with the possibility that one day the Air Force might activate them again.
The inactivations and activations came in two stages. First, Strategic Air Command, Tactical Air Command,
and Military Airlift Command were inactivated on Jun 1, 1992, while Air Combat Command and Air Mobility
Command were activated. Air Combat Command received the fighters of Tactical Air Command and the bombers
and missiles of Strategic Air Command, while Air Mobility Command received the transports of Military Airlift
Command and the tankers of Strategic Air Command. One month later, Air Force Logistics Command and Air
Force Systems Command were inactivated, while Air Force Materiel Command was activated. Air Force Materiel
Command assumed the functions of the two inactivating commands, but the new command was not the
redesignation of either of them.
The revolutionary changes of 1992 had merits. By dropping five major commands and establishing three
new ones to take over their functions, the Air Force reduced its number of major commands by two. The move was
expected to improve the administration of the Air Force and to save enormous amounts of money. But there was a
problem in the transition. Although Air Combat Command had absorbed resources and functions of Strategic Air
Command and Tactical Air Command, it was not a redesignation of either. Still, it was inexplicably directed to use
the emblem of Tactical Air Command, as it were the Tactical Air Command transformed into the Air Combat
Command. If that is what the leadership wanted, it could have merely redesignated Tactical Air Command as Air
Combat Command, instead of ending the first and starting the second. From a lineage and honors history
perspective, Tactical Air Command had no connection with Air Combat Command, despite their use of the same
Page 17

The Airlifter Volume XXXII
emblem. The same problem emerged with Air Mobility Command. Although it had absorbed resources and
functions of Strategic Air Command and Military Airlift Command, and had no lineal connection with either of
those inactivated commands, it was directed to use the emblem of Military Airlift Command, as if it were the
Military Airlift Command transformed into the Air Mobility Command. If that is what the leadership wanted, it
could have merely redesignated Military Airlift Command as Air Mobility Command, instead of ending the first and
starting the second.
From a lineage and honors perspective, Military Airlift Command had no connection with Air Mobility
Command, despite their use of the same emblem. There should have been two options. One was to let the new
commands have new emblems, since they were not redesignations of the old commands whose emblems they got,
but brand new commands with no previous heritage. The other option was to simply redesignate Tactical Air
Command as Air Combat Command and Military Airlift Command as Air Mobility Command. There was reason
not to go that way. Strategic Air Command would have been the only one of the three major commands to be
inactivated on June 1, 1992. No one wanted to offend the veterans of Strategic Air Command by keeping Tactical
Air Command and Military Airlift Command, even if they were redesignated under different names. If SAC was
going away, TAC and MAC were also going away. What happened instead was a sort of cross between the two
alternatives. The Air Force leadership did not favor Tactical Air Command and Military Airlift Command over
Strategic Air Command, so it inactivated all three of them. Yet by directing Air Combat Command to use the
Tactical Air Command emblem and Air Mobility Command to use the Military Airlift Command emblem the Air
Force leadership inadvertently made it appear that the Air Force was discarding only Strategic Air Command on
June 1, 1992.
A month later, the same mistake was made. Air Force Materiel Command might have inherited the functions
of Air Force Systems Command and Air Force Logistics Command, but it was a new organization entirely. Both
Air Force Systems Command and Air Force Logistics Command were inactivated on July 1, 1992, while Air Force
Materiel Command was activated, but Air Force Materiel Command was directed to use the emblem of the Air
Force Logistics Command, which made it appear that Air Force Logistics Command was remaining active while Air
Force Systems Command was going away. If Air Force Material Command was not the redesignation of either Air
Force Logistics Command nor of Air Force Systems Command, but an entirely new command starting from scratch,
it should have had its own emblem. The alternative would have been to simply redesignate Air Force Logistics
Command as Air Force Materiel Command, since the emblem of one was to be the emblem of the other. But that
would have meant choosing Air Force Logistics Command over Air Force Systems Command, and the Air Force
did not want to do that. As a result, it inactivated both of the commands whose functions were being taken over by
the new Air Force Materiel Command.
Despite the Air Force’s intent not to choose one of the older commands over the other, that is exactly what
appeared to have happened when Air Force Materiel Command was directed to use the emblem of Air Force
Logistics Command. Air Force Materiel Command was not a merger of the two older commands. Air Force
Logistics Command and Air Force Systems Command could not be consolidated, since they had been active at the
same time. Either a choice had to be made between them, or both had to go away as Air Force Materiel Command
was activated. Air Force Material Command thought it was a combination of Air Force Logistics Command and Air
Force Systems Command, but it was neither. Despite that fact, Air Force Materiel Command began with the
emblem of Air Force Logistics Command.
The use of the emblem of one organization by another organization violated heraldic policy, yet that is what
was happening. In three cases, one command was using the emblem of another command with which it had no
lineal connection. One way to correct the error was to consolidate Tactical Air Command with Air Combat
Command, Military Airlift Command with Air Mobility Command, and Air Force Logistics Command with Air
Force Materiel Command. That would involve the merger of three pairs of major commands. Such a move would
justify Air Combat Command’s use of the Tactical Air Command emblem, Air Mobility Command’s use of the
Military Airlift Command’s emblem, and Air Force Materiel Command’s use of the Air Force Logistics Command
emblem. No one wanted to do that at first, for fear of offending the veterans of the other commands inactivated in
1992: Strategic Air Command and Air Force Systems Command.
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In 2009, the story changed. Strategic Air Command, which had been inactivated in 1992, was redesignated as
Air Force Global Strike Command and activated again. It eventually got back the bombers and missiles it had at
first lost to Air Combat Command, if not the tankers it had lost to Air Mobility Command. With Strategic Air
Command back, there was no longer any reason to not bring back Tactical Air Command and Military Airlift
Command back too, by consolidating them Air Combat Command and Air Mobility Command. After the return of
Strategic Air Command as Air Force Global Strike Command, historians at the Air Force Historical Research
Agency, recommended the consolidation of Tactical Air Command with Air Combat Command and Military Airlift
Command with Air Mobility Command. In each case, consolidation would in effect merge two commands into one.
There were five good reasons to do so:
1. The consolidations would justify the Air Combat Command’s use of the Tactical Air Command emblem
and Air Mobility Command’s use of the Military Airlift Command’s emblem.
2. The consolidations would increase the years of service of both Air Combat Command and Air Mobility
Command by more than 40 years, allowing them to trace their heritages to the 1940s instead of 1992.
3. The consolidations would increase the number of honors of Air Combat Command and Air Mobility
Command by giving them also the honors of the older commands that would be merging with them.
4. The missions of Tactical Air Command and Air Combat Command were similar, if not identical, and the
missions of Military Airlift Command and Air Mobility Command were also similar, even if the former did not have
tankers.
5. Because Strategic Air Command was back, there was every reason to bring also bring back Tactical Air
Command and Military Airlift Command, too.
Although it took seven more years for the consolidations to go forward, they happened in one crucial week in
2016. Between September 26 and October 1, Tactical Air Command was consolidated with Air Combat Command
and Military Airlift Command was consolidated with Air Mobility Command. The mergers of the two pairs of
commands has all advantages and no disadvantages. Bringing back Tactical Air Command and Military Airlift
Command not only greatly enhances the heritages of Air Combat Command and Air Mobility Command, but also
the heritage of the Air Force. We should rejoice that the old Strategic Air Command, Tactical Air Command, and
Military Airlift Command, all of which died in 1992, are alive again in Air Force Global Strike Command, Air
Combat Command, and Air Mobility Command.
Daniel Haulman, PhD Chief,
Organizational Histories Branch Air Force Historical Research Agency
Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama
11 October 2016
Editors Note – Now, the question is: Will they put the combat airlift mission back in TAC where it belongs?
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