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CUSHIONING THE RIDE DOWN THE BUDGET ESCALATOR

U.S. forces. Today, fully 50 percent
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SGT Tom Hall, an aircraft mechanic at
the Springfield, Missouri, National Guard
Aviation Classification and Repair Depot
(AVCRAD), works on a C-7 Caribou in for
repairs. AVCRADs have the responsibility
for major repairs on the Army Guard’s
aircraft. Photo, Belinda Reilly. Design,
Johnson Design Group.
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In the FY87 Defense Authorization
Act, report language was added to the
' National Guard military construction
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of the combat units for land warfare
are in the reserve components. Re-
serve units perform important mis-
sions and support functions on a
daily basis. ]
“Their priority for manning, train-
ing and equipment modernization is
not based on their peacetime status
as forces ‘in reserve,’ but on the
basis of their direct integration into
the nation’s operational plans and
missions. In many cases, the se-

“H2INg and motivating an army, but lacked the
“fgage in a battle,
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100 full for Guardsmen? Not yet, according to
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of the total Army and Air Force military
construction budget. This language
was a response, in part, to our contin-
ued pleas that the backlog of major
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