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Figure 1
Regional Location Map
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Areas of Potential Effect

Source:  Aerial (SanGIS, 2014); Zoning (SanGIS 10/2016)
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Demolition APE
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Figure 4

Plan View - New Construction APE
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Page __.l_ of _s._ "Resource Name or#: (Assigned by recorder) Building 1175. Trayis AFB 
P1. Other Identifier: Readiness crew facility; Molehole; SAC Tanker Alert 
*P2. Location: o Not for Publication 1111 Unrestricted "a. County Solano 

and (P2c, P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.) 
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad Date T _; R __ ; _ ~ of_~ of Sec_; ___ B.M. 

c. Address Travis Air Force Base City Fairfield, CA Zip 
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/or linear resources) Zone _, mE/ mN 
e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate) Building 1175 is 

located towards the eastern side of Travis AFB, directly south of the SAC Alert Apron. 
*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and 

boundaries) Building 1175 is a Strategic Air Command (SAC) readiness crew facility 
for a maximum of 70 men. The structure was designed in 1958 and 1959 and was completed 
by 1960. The building is two-stories, one of which is below ground and composed of 
reinforced concrete blocks, resting on a reinforced (see cont. sheet) 

*P4.Resources Present: 181 Building 0 Structure 0 Object 0 Site 0 District 0 Element of District 0 Other (Isolates, etc.) 
P5b. Description of Photo: (view, date, accession#) Building 1175. readiness crew facility. facing N 
(Roll 1. Frame 9) 

*PG. Date Constructed/Age and Source: 181 Historic o Prehistoric 0 Both---1958-1960; Real Property 
Cards; architecture/engineering plans 
....------------------------------------. "P7. Owner and Address: 

P5a. Photograph or Drawing (Photograph required for buildings, structures, and objects.) U.S. Air Force 
"PS. Recorded by: (Name, 
affiliation, and address)K. Weitze, 
J. Buysse Geo-Marine. 
Inc., 550 East 15th St .. 
Plano. TX 75074 
"PS.Date Recorded: 8 /27 /96 
"P10. Survey Type: (Describe) _ 

Reconnaissance survey. 
Section 110 of NliPA 

"P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey 
report and other sources, or enter 
"none.") "Travis 
AFB.Fairfield. 
California. Inventory of 
Cold War Properties." by 
Karen J. Weitze for Geo
Marine. · Inc.. Aug. 1996 

"Attachments: DNONE 181Location Map 181Continuation Sheet 181Building, Structure, and Object Record 

DArchaeological Record DDistrict Record DLinear Feature Record DMilling Station Record DRock Art Record 

DArtifact Record DPhotograph Record 0 Other (List): 

DPR 523A (1/95) "Required information 



*NRHP Status Code __ .......,..__ ___________ _ 

Page _2_ of ~ *Resource Name or# (Assigned by recorder) Building 1175. Trayis AF 
81. Historic Name: Readiness crew facility i Molehole i SAC Tanker Alert 

82. Common Name:-------------------------------------
83. Original Use: 84. Present Use: __ _.sl..!Oa.uml.1'e..._ _______ _ 
•es. 
*BG. Construction History: (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations) The original design of 
Building 1175 was dated April 1958; this design was revised for Travis AFB in Jan 1959. 
The building was accepted as completed in 1960. More recently, Building 1175 has 
undergone addition to the southwest facade, the addition of parking pads at the 
southeastern corner, modernization of the interior, and, in 1988, a contractor logistic 
support facility was added to the site. 

*87. Moved? 181No DYes DUnknown Date: Original Location: ________ _ 
•es. Related Features: 

89a. Architect: Leo A. paly Company. Omaha. and Earl & Wright. Inc. . San Francisco 
b. Builder: 

*810. Significance: Theme Cold War Buildings i USAF Area Travis AFB 
Period of Significance 1958-1960 Property Type Crew facility Applicable Criteria 
(Discuss importance in terms of historical or architectural context as defined by theme, period, and geographic scope. Also 
address integrity.) Building 1175 is a readiness crew facility for a maximum of 70 men; 

it was designed by the Leo A. Daly Company of Omaha, Nebraska. There was a design 
evolution from the right-angled alert apron to the 45-degree angle {also called 
herringbone or Christmas tree) alert apron. While 67 were planned for construction, 
fewer than that were actually built out. Right-angled apron configurations were either 
redesigned or were assigned to tanker alert. Christmas trees were uniformly assigned 
to bomber alert. At Travis AFB, the first of the two configurations, the right-angled, 
was kept and assigned to a tanker alert function. {see continuation sheet) 
Bll. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes 

and codes) HP34-readiness crew facility 
*812. References: Real Property Cards. architecture I 

engineering plans. Travis AFB i see "Travis 
AFB.Fairfield. California. Inventory of Cold War 
Properties." by Karen J. Weitze 
813. Remarks: 

*814. Evaluator: K. J. Weitze for Geo-Marine. Inc .. 
550 East 15th St .. Plano. TX 75074 
•Date of Evaluation: _ __,8._./._.2.._7......._/..._9_,.6 _________ _ 

(This space reserved for official comments.) 

DPR 5238 (1/95) 

....-------------------.., 
(Sketch Map with north arrow required.) 

*Required information 



r-----------------
c .,, 
:JJ 
(J1 
N 
w c... -... -CD 
~ 

• :JJ 
111 
.a c :;· 
111 
c. 
:;· 
O' 
3 
Ill .. cs· 
::I 

California 

_]iaM_(::oup.!Y_ __ ) 
Solano County 

. '--

'i 

Travis 
Dock 
Annex 

··Suisun Channel 

( 

Southern Pacific Railroad 

Waler System 
Annex No. 2 
(Cypress Lakes 
Golf Course) 

~~~~~-<12>-~~-

A 0 I 2 3 mi 

- I 0 4.5 km 
w j 

Outer Marker ID 
Annex 

"' c;· 
0 ;;· 
0 

" 
"' 

TVOR 
0 Annex 

0 I ( I ~ Brown Road 

/ 

~ 
.~o 

q,~ 

_,~ 

7 --j 
/, 

'?"' 

'--

~ -.· 
---

g:\1114·089\lravis\ligures\001 .fh 

.,, 
Ill 

cc 
111 

~ 
0 .... 

·r 
• :JJ 

111 
(II 
0 
c .. 
0 
111 

z 
Ill 
3 
111 

0 .. 
'It 

~ 
"' "' .c· 
::J 
CD 
a. 
O'" 
< ... 
CD 
0 
0 
a. 
~ 



Page _L of __s__ *Resource Name or# (Assigned by recorder) Building 1175. Trayis AFB 
Cold War properties at Trayis AFB. Fairfield. California (Weitze 1996); Building 1175 
is located in lower left. below the SAC Alert Apron. 
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- I 

o .. -=::::::::2~00 ..... 400c:====~600m 
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Page _..i_ of _L *Resource Name or# (Assigned by recorder) Building 1175. Trayis AFB 

*Recorded by: K.J. Weitze *Date 8/27 /96 l!il Continuation 0 Update 

P3a. (continued from Primary Record) 
concrete slab foundation. The structure is supporting a steel roof and is insulated 
in two inches of gypsum with five-ply build-up sheathing. Measuring 108' by 78', with 
two off-sets of 10'11" and 85'5" by 5', the readiness crew facility features six 
unsheltered tunnel entrances to the underground story and seven entrances to the 
aboveground story, articulating all facades in groups of 3/3/3/4. The underground 
story is configured entirely as two- and three-men bedrooms, with officers' and 
airmens' latrines and a mechanical room. The above story includes control and security 
rooms, offices, and officers' and airmens' lounges and dining quarters. Building 1175 
has been substantially modified. 

BlO. (continued from Building, Structure, Object Record) 
The building has since undergone extensive alterations since its completion in 1960, 

including additions to the southwest facade, addition of parking pads at the southeast 
corner, modernization of the interior, and the addition of a logistic support facility. 
The use of Building 1175 has since been taken over by the U.S. Navy as a readiness crew 
facility; it has been extensively modified and thus the integrity of the structure has 
been greatly reduced. The structure is interpreted as not eligible for listing on the 
NRHP. 

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required information 



Cultural Resources Survey Report: 
 
Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation for Various Buildings and Structures at 
Travis Air Force Base, TACAMO Facility, Fairfield, California 
 
Dr. David Sproul 
NAVFAC SW 
Cultural Resources ENV CORE (Code EV23) 
1220 Pacific Highway, San Diego, CA 92132 
619-532-2819 
David.sproul@navy.mil 
 
SUMMMARY: Based on field survey results and evaluation of relevant historic themes and contexts, 
none of the buildings or structures associated with the proposed undertaking are recommended 
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 
 
I.  Description of Undertaking 
 
The United States Department of the Navy (Navy) proposes to replace and relocate the existing Take 
Charge and Move Out (TACAMO) facilities located at Travis Air Force Base (Travis AFB) in Fairfield, 
California. The Proposed Action includes the demolition of the following existing TACAMO facilities 
(except buildings 1164, 1177, and 1179):  
 

Facility Number Description Build Date 
1162 LOX Storage 1957 
1165 ECP Overhead Cover 1957 
1167 Guard Shack 1997 
1168 Guard Shack 1997 
1171 Avionics Shop 1989 
1174 Gymnasium 1989 
1175 Operations 1957 
1176 Training/Records Storage 1974 
1178 Security ECP 1990 
1180 Hazardous Materials Storage 1993 
1181 Electric Power Station 1995 
1191 Recreation Pavilion 1957 
1193 Tennis Court 1957 
1894 Basketball Court 1957 

 
 
II.  Project APE 
 
Travis AFB is located 7 miles north of the city of Fairfield, in Solano County, California. The Base 
occupies approximately 5,128 acres near Interstate 80, between Sacramento and San Francisco.  The 



existing TACAMO facilities are located in the southeast portion of the Base, north of Perimeter Road 
(Figure 1). The site of the Proposed Action is in the northeast portion of the Base at the airfield. 
Vandenberg Drive is located south and east of the site, Napa Street is located to the north, and Airlift 
Drive is located to the west. The Proposed Action would occur within the portion of the property 
bounded by the road network described above. 
 

 
1 Project Area and APE 
 
 
III. Historic Context 
 
TACAMO (Take Charge and Move Out) is a United States military system of survivable 
communications links designed to be used in nuclear warfare to maintain communications between 
the decision-makers (the National Command Authority) and the triad of strategic nuclear weapon 
nuclear weapons delivery systems. Its primary mission is to receive, verify and retransmit Emergency 
Action Messages (EAMs) to US strategic forces. It does this by maintaining the ability to communicate 
on virtually every radio frequency band from very low frequency (VLF) up through super high 
frequency (SHF) using a variety of modulations, encryptions and networks. This airborne 
communications capability largely replaced the land-based extremely low frequency (ELF) broadcast 
sites that became vulnerable to nuclear strike. Originally conceived in 1961, the TACAMO system has 
evolved into a multi-based arm of U.S. nuclear strategy. There are several components to the current 



TACAMO system. The main part is the airborne portion, the U.S. Navy's Strategic Communications 
Wing One (STRATCOMWING ONE), a U.S. Strategic Command (USSTRATCOM) organization based at 
Naval Air Facility Tinker at Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma. STRATCOMWING ONE consists of three 
Fleet Air Reconnaissance Squadrons (VQ-3, VQ-4 and VQ-7) equipped with Boeing IDS E-6B Mercury 
TACAMO aircraft. VQ-3 has a complement of 78 officers and 454 enlisted personnel. Since 1992, it 
has operated under Navy Strategic Communications Wing 1 at Tinker Air Force Base. It forward 
deploys aircraft to fly operational patrols out of Travis Air Force Base, California. The heart and soul of 
TACAMO is the technologies applied to airborne communications in the event of nuclear war. 
TACAMO components have moved to and from various U.S. military locations during the last 50 
years. 
 
The TACAMO alert force complex located at Travis AFB is comprised of a fenced inner compound that 
houses the main alert facility, fitness room, maintenance facility, security entry control point, 
MILSTAR antenna, as well as the aircraft parking ramp. The outer compound includes privately owned 
vehicle parking, security facility, ground support equipment (GSE) rework shop, and aircraft spares 
storage. Building 1175, the main alert facility, was built in 1957 as a strategic bomber and tanker alert 
crew readiness facility. The TACAMO squadron has been operating from this facility since 1988. 
 
The TACAMO operation provides around-the-clock base operating support and includes an airfield, 
back shop maintenance, and refueling, deicing, and liquid oxygen (LOX) utilization capabilities. The 
TACAMO operation supports up to three E-6B Mercury aircrafts which are on alert 24/7 to ensure 
survivable, endurable, and reliable communications from the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of Defense to the Nation’s Nuclear TRIAD. The TACAMO facilities provide 24 hour/365 day 
support to alert aircraft and aircrew and include: a Command Center and Communications Center to 
provide hardened aircrew alerting; berthing and shower facilities for alert aircrew and maintenance 
crew; food preparation and dining area; physical security for alert aircrafts and aircrew; maintenance 
support, including servicing, spare parts and support equipment; lounge, fitness, briefing and mission 
planning space; alert vehicles; and spare parts storage, aircraft and Individual Material Readiness List 
(IMRL) maintenance spaces, training spaces, and offices for detachment personnel. 
The TACAMO squadron’s mission is to provide survivable, reliable, and endurable communications 
between the President of the United States and the nation’s nuclear force. The mission serves two 
primary roles: (1) to provide a U.S. Strategic Command Airborne Command Post (ABNCP) and, (2) to 
relay Emergency Action Messages (EAM) to the nuclear powered, ballistic missile carrying 
submarines, bombers and ICBMs (TRIAD). The ABNCP ensures that there is an aircraft “on alert” and 
ready to communicate EAMs to the TRIAD from the air should ground-based command centers 
become inoperable. As of 1991, “on alert” means ready in the air or on the ground.  
 
IV. Evaluation Criteria 
 
The inventory and evaluation of TACAMO buildings, structures, objects, and districts at Travis AFB 
presented in this report was conducted through application of the significance criteria of the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) program. 
 
As established in NPS Bulletin 15, “How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation,” 
eligibility for listing in the NRHP rests on the twin factors of significance and integrity. A property 
must have both significance and integrity to be considered eligible. Loss of integrity, if sufficiently 



great, will overwhelm historical significance a property may possess and render it ineligible. Likewise, 
a property may retain integrity, but if it lacks significance, it is ineligible for listing. 
 
Historic significance is judged by applying the NRHP criteria.  The NRHP guidelines direct that a 
historic resource’s “quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering 
and culture” be determined by meeting at least one of the four main criteria. Properties may be 
significant at the local, state, or national level under the following NRHP criteria: 
 

Criterion A: association with events or trends significant in the broad patterns of our 
history; 

Criterion B: association with the lives of significant individuals; 
Criterion C: a property that embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 

method of construction, represents the work of a master, or that possesses 
high artistic values; 

Criterion D: has yielded, or is likely to yield information important to history or prehistory 
 
In general, Criterion D is used to evaluate prehistoric sites and archaeological resources. Although 
buildings and structures can occasionally be recognized for the important information they might 
yield regarding historic construction or technologies, the buildings within the study area for this 
project are of building types that are generally very well documented in primary and secondary 
sources, and are not themselves the primary source of this information.  
 
The evaluation process requires application of the significance criteria followed by analysis regarding 
historic integrity. Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. Assessment of 
integrity includes review of extant physical features of resources that are historically significant and 
of resources that are not historically significant. The assessment of the latter group illustrates that 
the physical features of those resources have been considered in the conclusions regarding NRHP 
eligibility. As noted above, a resource must have both significance and integrity to be considered 
eligible. A resource may retain integrity, but if it lacks significance, it is ineligible for listing. 
 
There are seven factors of integrity: location, design, setting, workmanship, materials, feeling, and 
association, and these seven can be roughly grouped into three types. Location and setting relate to 
the relationship between the property and its environment. Design, materials, and workmanship of 
historic properties relate to their construction methods and architectural / engineering details.  
Feeling and association are the least objective of the seven aspects and pertain to the overall ability 
of the property to convey a sense of historical time and place. As noted by the National Park Service 
guidelines, assessment of integrity can sometimes be a subjective judgment, but it is always 
grounded in an understanding of a property’s physical features and how they relate to its significance 
in terms of where, why and when a property is significant. Only those properties that retain most of 
these aspects of integrity – and also have historic significance – are eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
 
V. Summary of Findings 
 
Dr. David Sproul, Historian with Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest surveyed the 
structures proposed for demolition on November 16, 2017 for the purposes of evaluating their 
potential eligibility for inclusion in the NRHP. None of the fourteen buildings and structures 



inventoried for this report met the standards for NRHP eligibility as established in NPS Bulletin 15, 
“How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation.” The detailed evaluation of each building 
or structure is presented below. 
 
In summary, the buildings and structures evaluated in this letter report are not recommended eligible 
for listing in the NRHP. The history of the TACAMO facility support buildings during the Cold War 
illustrates that none of the components of the TACAMO facility had direct or important associations 
with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  While the technology associated with the TACAMO 
program could be considered significant under Cold War themes, the technology is not the subject of 
evaluation for this undertaking.  The TACAMO program did not originate at TAFB and will continue to 
exist after the proposed undertaking just as it existed before its relocation to Travis AFB.  
 
In the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons 
and aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, the buildings 
and structures currently used to support the TACAMO program did not play a significant role in the 
themes of the Cold War. None of these facilities played an important role in the technological 
advancements associated with TACAMO or that that were historically significant during the Cold War, 
nor did they play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas. The facilities at Travis AFB 
performed utilitarian functions in support of TACAMO operations: crew readiness staging, storage, 
recreation, and security.  While the facilities at Travis AFB were associated with the TACAMO program 
during its time at Travis AFB, Bulletin 15 indicates that “mere association with historic event or trends 
is not enough, in and of itself, to qualify under Criterion A: the property’s specific association must be 
considered important as well.”     
 
While most of the buildings at TACAMO possess integrity to their date of construction, they do not 
meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because they have no 
direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or an 
historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  The buildings and structures at Travis 
AFB that supported TACAMO operations, moreover, do not exemplify an important type, period, or 
method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion C) nor are they likely to reveal important 
historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  These buildings and structures played a 
utilitarian role in the TACAMO program, storing, maintaining, and transiting technologically 
sophisticated aircraft that were the focus of the TACAMO program; however, the buildings’ uses were 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of such aircraft or to the 
TACAMO program – functions that might have qualified the buildings for listing on the NRHP.  



VI. Results of Field Investigation 
 
Building 1162 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1957, Building 1162 is the liquid oxygen (LOX) storage structure. It is a three sided, CMU 
structure with a mild slope metal shed roof. 
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1162 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 1162 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1162 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  While Building 1162 possesses integrity to its date of construction, 
it does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has 
no direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or 
an historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1162 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 



Buildings 1165 and 1178 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1990, Buildings 1165 and 1178 are the TACAMO facility Security Entry Control Point and 
Overhead Walkway Cover. Building 1165 is a metal frame and shed-roof cover for pedestrian 
entrance into the TACAMO facility. Building 1178 is a metal frame and siding structure with flat metal 
shed roof. It houses security personnel and equipment for monitoring pedestrian and vehicular 
entrance into the TACAMO facility. 
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Buildings 
1165 and 1178 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Buildings 1165 and 1178 
did not play an important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant 
during the Cold War, nor did they play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; 
rather, Buildings 1165 and 1178 performed functions in support of operations similar to those 
undertaken at other air stations and Naval facilities around the nation.  While Buildings 1165 and 
1178 possess integrity to their date of construction, they do not meet the criteria for listing in the 
NRHP within the context of the Cold War because they have no direct or important associations with 
significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or an historically significant individual of 
that era (NRHP Criterion B).  These buildings, moreover, do not exemplify an important type, period, 
or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion C) nor are they likely to reveal 
important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  Buildings 1165 and 1178 
played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the buildings’ uses are not historically 
significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – functions that 
might have qualified the buildings for listing on the NRHP. 



Buildings 1167 and 1168 

 
 
 
Description 
Built in 1990, Buildings 1167 and 1168 are the TACAMO facility Security Entry Control Point and 
Overhead Walkway Cover. Buildings 1167 and 1168 are wood frame, flat roof temporary/mobile 
guard shacks for housing airplane apron access control personnel. 
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Buildings 
1167 and 1168 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Buildings 1167 and 1168 
did not play an important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant 
during the Cold War, nor did they play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; 
rather, Buildings 1167 and 1168 performed functions in support of operations similar to those 
undertaken at other air stations and Naval facilities around the nation.  While Buildings 1167 and 
1168 possess integrity to their date of construction, they do not meet the criteria for listing in the 
NRHP within the context of the Cold War because they have no direct or important associations with 
significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or an historically significant individual of 
that era (NRHP Criterion B).  These buildings, moreover, do not exemplify an important type, period, 
or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion C) nor are they likely to reveal 
important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  Buildings 1167 and 1168 
played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the buildings’ uses are not historically 
significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – functions that 
might have qualified the buildings for listing on the NRHP. 
 



Building 1171 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1989, Building 1171 is SHP Avionics building. It is a prefabricated metal shed structure with a 
mild slope metal shed roof and metal roll-up door for equipment access. 
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1171 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 1171 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1171 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  While Building 1171 possesses integrity to its date of construction, 
it does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has 
no direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or 
an historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1171 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 
 



Building 1174 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1989, Building 1174 is the gymnasium. It is a prefabricated metal shed structure with a mild 
slope metal shed roof and metal roll-up door for equipment access. 
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1174 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 1174 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1174 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  While Building 1174 possesses integrity to its date of construction, 
it does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has 
no direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or 
an historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1174 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 
 



Building 1175 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1957, Building 1175 is the TACAMO facility Operations and Crew Readiness building. It is a 
single story CMU structure that includes a storage basement and a mild slope metal shed roof.  
 
Significance 
Building 1175 was previously evaluated and determined not eligible for the NRHP. (Karen J. Weitze, 
“Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Inventory of Cold War Properties.” Plano, TX: Geo-Marine, 
Inc., 1996) 
 
No new information has been revealed that would alter the 1996 determination of non-eligibility for 
Building 1175. Building 1175 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 
1175 did not play an important role in the technological advancements that were historically 
significant during the Cold War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations 
overseas; rather, Building 1175 performed functions in support of operations similar to those 
undertaken at other air stations and Naval facilities around the nation.  While Building 1175 
possesses integrity to its date of construction, it does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP 
within the context of the Cold War because it has no direct or important associations with significant 
events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or an historically significant individual of that era 
(NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not exemplify an important type, period, or 
method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion C) nor is it likely to reveal important 
historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  Building 1175 played a utilitarian role in 
the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are not historically significant to the 
research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – functions that might have 
qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 
 



Building 1176 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1974, Building 1176 was originally designated Building 1174 and served as the family visitation 
center for the readiness crew. It was designated Building number 1176 when the Navy acquired real 
estate control of the building in 2008. It is currently the training and records storage building. It is a 
prefabricated metal shed structure with a mild slope metal shed roof, double metal entry door, and 
metal roll-up door for equipment access. 
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1176 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War.  Building 1176 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1176 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  While Building 1176 possesses integrity to its date of construction, 
it does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has 
no direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or 
an historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1176 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 



Building 1180 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1993, Building 1180 is the hazardous materials storage building. It is a steel reinforced metal 
shed with a flat metal roof and locked dual doors. 
 
Significance 
Built outside the Cold War-era period of significance, Building 1180 is not eligible for listing on the 
NRHP under Criteria Consideration G because it does not possess exceptional significance for a 
structure less than 50 years of age and is not associated with any known historic themes or contexts 
for the period after 1991. 
 
Building 1181 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1995, Building 1181 is the Electric Power Station building. It is metal-framed stucco shed with 
a moderately pitched metal roof and locked dual doors. 
 
Significance 
Built outside the Cold War-era period of significance, Building 1181 is not eligible for listing on the 
NRHP under Criteria Consideration G because it does not possess exceptional significance for a 
structure less than 50 years of age and is not associated with any known historic themes or contexts 
for the period after 1991. 



Building 1191 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1957, Building 1191 is the TACAMO facility Operations and Crew Readiness building’s break 
and outdoor lunch area shade structure. It is a four-post metal sun/weather shade partially attached 
to Building 1175.  
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1191 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 1191 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1191 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  While Building 1191 possesses integrity to its date of construction, 
it does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has 
no direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or 
an historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1191 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 



Building 1193 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1957, Building 1193 is the TACAMO facility tennis court. It is a standard hard court concrete 
surface bounded by a chain link fence.  
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1193 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 1193 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1193 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  Building 1193 does not possess integrity to its date of construction 
as it has been resurfaced numerous times during the 50 years since its original construction. It does 
not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has no 
direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or an 
historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1193 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 
 



 
Building 1894 

 
 
Description 
Built in 1957, Building 1894 is the TACAMO facility basketball court. It is a standard hard court 
concrete surface bounded by a chain link fence.  
 
Significance 
The history of the TACAMO facility during the Cold War illustrates that none of the components of 
the facility had direct or important associations with historically significant Cold War-era themes.  In 
the context of the Cold War era, which focused on weapons research and development, weapons and 
aircraft testing and evaluation, early warning systems and electronic warfare, strategic nuclear 
capabilities, intercontinental and anti-ballistic missile installations, or man in space sites, Building 
1894 did not play a significant role in the themes of the Cold War. Building 1894 did not play an 
important role in the technological advancements that were historically significant during the Cold 
War, nor did it play a historically significant role in Naval operations overseas; rather, Building 1894 
performed functions in support of operations similar to those undertaken at other air stations and 
Naval facilities around the nation.  Building 1894 does not possess integrity to its date of construction 
as it has been resurfaced numerous times during the 50 years since its original construction. It does 
not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP within the context of the Cold War because it has no 
direct or important associations with significant events or trends of that era (NRHP Criterion A) or an 
historically significant individual of that era (NRHP Criterion B).  This building, moreover, does not 
exemplify an important type, period, or method of construction of the Cold War era (NRHP Criterion 
C) nor is it likely to reveal important historical information about that period (NRHP Criterion D).  
Building 1894 played a utilitarian role in the operation of TACAMO; however, the building’s uses are 
not historically significant to the research, design, testing and evaluation of the TACAMO program – 
functions that might have qualified the building for listing on the NRHP. 
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 Reply in Reference To: USAF_2018_0726_001 
 

Brian L. Sassaman 
Flight Chief, Installation Management  
411 Airmen Drive 
Travis Air Force Base, CA 94535 
 
Re: Section 106 Consultation for P205 Alert Force Complex Development, Travis Air Force 
Base, Solano County  
 
Dear Mr. Sassaman: 
 
The United States Air Force (USAF) is initiating consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding their effort to comply with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (54 U.S.C. 306108), as amended, and its implementing 
regulation found at 36 CFR Part 800. Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.3(g), the SHPO accepts 
the USAF’s expedited consultation request. 
 
The USAF are proposing to develop and construct the P205 Alert Force Complex at Travis Air 
Force Base. The undertaking includes the demolition of fourteen facilities associated with the 
current Alert Force Complex and the following components within the construction and 
demolition project areas: 
 

• Installation of security features including fencing, barriers, gates and other Anti-
Terrorism and Force Protection implements; 

• Construction of sidewalks, roads, parking facilities and introduction of landscaping 
features; 

• Water, sewer, gas and fire protection systems installation inclusive of trenching less 
than three feet in depth; and 

• Backfilling of basements and subfloors and utility capping in demolition area. 
 
Constructed between 1957 and 1995, the 14 elements slated for demolition identified as 
Facilities 1162, 1165,1167, 1168, 1171, 1174,1175,1176,1178,1180,1181,1191,1193 and 1894 
are comprised of guard shacks, athletic courts and a gymnasium, hazardous material storage 
and general operational support structures. Archeological sensitivity studies of the project area 
suggest a low possibility of encountering subsurface historic properties during project 
implementation. USAF documentation notes that National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
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eligible properties within the Air Defense Command Alert and Readiness Area and U.S. Army 
Nike Missile assembly shops are visible from the project area.  
 
The USAF is requesting the SHPO’s concurrence with its area of potential effects (APE) 
definition, their determination that the 14 facilities subject to demolition do not meet NRHP 
eligibility requirements and with their finding of no adverse effect to historic properties. After 
reviewing the information provided in support of these conclusions, the SHPO has the 
following comments: 
 

1) Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.4(a)(1), the SHPO has no objection to the 
USAF’s definition of the APE.  
 

2) The SHPO concurs that the 14 facilities associated with the undertaking are 
not eligible for NRHP inclusion. 
 

3) The SHPO concurs that a finding of no adverse effect to historic properties 
pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.5(d)(1) is appropriate. Be advised that under 
certain circumstances, such as an unanticipated discovery or a change in 
project description, the USAF may have future responsibilities for this 
undertaking under 36 CFR Part 800. 

 
If you have any questions or concerns, contact Historian Ed Carroll at (916) 445-7006 or 
Ed.Carroll@parks.ca.gov. 

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Julianne Polanco 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
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