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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY
(INSTALLATIONS AND ENVIRONMENT)
1000 NAVY PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20350-1000

14 May 2004

MEMORANDUM FOR DIRECTOR, OSD BRAC OFFICE
SUBJECT: Department of the Navy Comments on ISG Meeting Minutes

Per the DUSD (I&E) tasking memo of 6 May, the following comments are
provided on the two sets of minutes for ISG meetings held on 9 and 23 April 2004:

9 April attendees
Page 2, 7™ bullet under Others — Delete one “Mr.” before “David Steensma.”

9 April minutes :
Page 1, paragraph 3, line 11 — Do not agree with the wording “fundamentally
disagreed with the one score plan approach.” Recommend rewording the
sentence by striking the noted language and changing “questioning” to
“qQuestioned.”

Page 1, paragraph 4, line 7 - Recommend replacing “and that” with “since” for
correctness.

Page 2, paragraph 1, line 1 — Place a period after “operations” and start a new
sentence with “Future” for clarity.

Page 2, paragraph 1, line 5 — Place the word “the” before “facilities” for
completeness. '

Page 2, paragraph 2, lines 3-5 - Replace words * inappropriate because it would
effectively alter intelligence “force-structure”, and that is not the job of BRAC”
with the words “outside the scope of BRAC.”

23 April minutes

Page 1, paragraph 3, 1% bullet — I am concerned that there is confusion on what
was actually decided. Some members believe that the Services were to work the
platform issues independent of the E&T sub-groups.

Pagel, paragraph 3, 2" bullet — There is also uncertainty with the reporting of the
groups mentioned above. Some members believe the decision was for the groups
to report directly to the ISG.
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Page 1, paragraph 3, 5" bullet - I believe that a review of C12 was eliminated. It
is unclear, however, where the analysis of C12 training will occur (Services or
JCSG)

Page 3, paragraph 2, line 5 — Change the word “utility” to “ability” for
correctness.

Page 3, paragraph 3, lines 5-6 — Recommend rewording the sentence for
correctness as follows, “Mr. Potochney proceeded to explain the JPAT approach
to categorize environmental data collected in Data Call 1 into ten resource areas
(e.g. air quality, dredging, and noise).” '

Page 3, paragraph 4, line 7 — Add the words “to current use” before the word
“regardless” for correctness.

Should you have any questions on these comments, I am available to discuss at your

convenience.

Anne Rathmell Davis
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy
(Infrastructure Strategy & Analysis)
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