Meigs Field —
Terrorism Response Plans — An Expert Speaks

“Meigs Field gave
us capabilities

t hat were not
avai | abl e i n nost
other cities.”

-- Former anti-terrorism
planner, U.S. Army

The following sequence of e-mails was
received by the Friends of Meigs Field,
unsolicited, starting on September 25,
2001, two weeks after the terrorist
attacks on New York City, Washington,
DC, and Pennsylvania.

They illustrate the important role Meigs
Field plays (and has played for over a
decade) in preparing against urban
disaster in downtown Chicago, whether
natural or man-made.




[Original e-mail, received 9/25/2001, by Friends of Meigs Field, details withheld
by request]:

Dear Fri ends;

This may get a little involved, but bear with ne. I was a
[technician in the U S. Arny] at Ft. Bragg from[1981] to
[1986] .

While there, those of us in the [.] section, of one of the
eventual |y four platoons, used to about weekly have an exercise
we referred to as "Playing When..." It was an exercise in
terrorismdi saster managenent. We would pick a major city,
decide on nost likely terrorist targets, and devel op the

avi ati on and equi pnent assets stagi ng plan.

Qur plan for WIC [World Trade Center] just happened to be the
area known as Sheep Meadow, the place the Black Hawks happen to
be currently flying out of, and in case you haven't noticed,
there is also a TSW7A portable control tower there. Qur plans
i ncluded everything, a full IFR airfield, police and fire

t el ephone nunmbers and TAC frequencies, hospital |ocations, ER
phone nunbers, helipad di nensi ons and communi cati on frequenci es.

Every bit of information we could imagine air or ground units
needi ng, to include contact numbers for public utilities, went
in to our plan. It usually took us only a day to devel op these
pl ans. After five years of playing this gane we got pretty good
at it.

In light of the recent disasters, can sonebody take a wild guess
and figure out what our plan for Chicago | ooked |ike?

Meigs Field gave us capabilities that were not avail able in nost
other cities. Only Phoenix and LA had better accessibility from
the air. Mdst inportantly was a runway near the city center for
i nporting heavy equi pnent.

Pl ease relay the follow ng sentinments to [Chicago’'s Mayor

Ri chard Dal ey]: "Go ahead [...] Shut down Meigs, if you dare.
But you can d**n well expect me to say '|I told you so.' WHEN,
not if, but WHEN it happens to Chicago."

[Name withheld by request]




Follow-up e-mail reply, received 9/26/2001.

[ ]

| don't renmenber the exact details of our plan for Chicago,
since this was over 15 years ago.

Qbvi ously we didn't plan on zealots using airliners either. W
di d expect bonbs simlar to the one used in Cklahoma City, just
much larger. | believe we figured the Sears Tower as one of
the prime targets in Chicago.

In this situation, we would have flown our equi pnent into Migs
on C-130s and installed an NDB [non-directional beacon]
approach, GCA [ground control approach] radar, portable control
tower, and a tactical flight operations center. W would also
have brought in two conpani es of engineers, also by C- 130 or
light-load C-5s (C-141s can't operate on runway that short).

The MEDEVAC air units fromFt. Canpbell and the National Guard
woul d have nmet us there, along with avail abl e Coast Guard
units. The full plan called for within 24 hours after the

di saster having an entire battalion of engineers, a field
surgi cal hospital, a heavy-lift helicopter unit, a MEDEVAC C-
130, a field ness unit (got to have food!) with water treatnent
capabilities, all on a full ITFR [instrument flight rules]
capabl e airport.

The flight-ops center has the capability to tie in to severa
| and |ines and has progranmabl e phones not to nention HF, FM

VHF and UHF radi os. Dispatch of engineers and nedical units
woul d be handl ed through the ops center.

[...]

[Name withheld by request]




