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DESCRIPTION 
Close Fort Lee. Relocate the Combined Annr Support Commrrnd 
Headquarters and the Quartemaster School to Fort Eustis. Realign the 
,\viation Logistics School to Fort Ruc~~K,  AL. Realign the Anny LOgistics 
Management Cdlege to Fort Monroe, VA Realign the Aviation Test Activity to 
Redstone Arsenal, AL. Enclave DECA at Fort. Lee. Realign the combat 
support milituy police company to Frot Knox, no construction. 
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IMPACT SUMMARY 

.................... 

O&M 77 
MILCON 557 
OTHER - 70 
TOTAL 705 - 

........................................*- -...........-- .. 
PAYBACK PERIOD m ~ n s ~  30. - 

OPERATIONAL - BRAC 93 Commission rejected own recommendrtion to close Ft Lee 
- Collocates training schools LAW rtliocring strategy 
- Maintains current port facilities at Ft Eustis 
- Mointotns Over-the-shore (01s) at Ft Story - Must move Aviation Log and Aviation Test activities out of Euslis 

RELOCATES ARMY LOG MGT COLLEGE TO MONRO~ BREAK EVEN xLI- 

MILITARY CNILUN 

RSONNEL: REDUCTIONS 212 I 390 I 
1 

I ENVIRONMENTAL: No significant limitations I I ECONOMIC: 4% direct and'indirect job loss from total civilian employment of 466 K I I OTHER SERVICEID00 FACTORS: H o m e  to M. Defense Conmissary Agency I I ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED I 
Close Eustis and realign Trans School and 7th Grp (Land) 
to Lee and 7th Grp AmQhib to Little Creek. Cost = S 687 M 
1 Payback = 8 yrs. 
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SECTION l 

SCENARIO DEVELOPMENT 



L 

a. OPTION NUMBER: b. CANDIDATE INSTALLATION: c. DATE: 
TS 8-1A Fort Let 12/5/94 
d. INSTALLATION CATEGORY: Training Schools 
c SCENARIO DESCRIPTION I SUMMARY: 

Close Fort Lee except maintain a Reserve Component (RC) enclave. Move CASCOM BAquartcrs and 
the Quartmnaster School to Fort Eustis. Relocatc Aviation Logistics training to Fort Rucker and the 
Aviation Testing Activity to Redstone Arsenal. Enclavc DeCA at Fort Lee. Realign the Combat Support 
MP Company to Fort b o x ,  no constnaction. 

1 I 

f. INSTALLATIONS IN SCENARIO: 
INSTALLATION STRATEGY (C~E/OAIN~E/DEACTIVATE)  COMPLETION 

NAME YEAR 
Fort Lee, VA Close except maintain a Rc~ervt enclave. 1998 
Fort Eustis, VA Gains CASCOM and Quartermaster School 1998 
Fort Rucker, AL Gains Aviation Logistics School 1997 
Redstone Arsenal, AL Gains Aviation Test Activity 1997 

1 

g MAJOR ACTNITIES AND/OR ORGANIZATIONS AFFECTED (OR P O T r n l L Y  m w ) :  
UIC/SRC DESCRIPTION: PERSONNEL STRENGTH: STRATEGY: 

~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ A F / o T H E R  DESTINATI4 3N)YEA.R 
(See Attached) (See Attached) (See Attached) 

I 

TABS FORM A-1 (AUG 94) 



UIC/SRC DESCRIPTION: PERSONNEL STRENGTB: STRATEGY: 
oFF/WoF/E~rv/NAFK)THER DESTINAfl [ON/YEAR 

h. REMARKS 
Option differs fiom the option briefed to the SecArmy becam the personnel migration to Fort Rucker 
changed slightly. Also made several insigxuficant number discrepancy changes noted by Army Audit 
Agency. This option was defkrred from fiutha study due to cost. 

The growth spmfiod in this alternative at Fort Eustis, Fort Rudrer, and Redstone Arsenal can be 
accommodated with little or no adverse impact to the existing infrastrucfure of the sunounding 
communities. 

A Reserve Components enclave was maintained at Fort Lee for 80 Div and 3 10 TAA, co~nprised of 44 mil 
and 9 civ. DeCA was also maintained as part of the Fort Lee enclave. 

TABS FORM A-1 (AUG 94) 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMAS as of 16 MAY 9 4  

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

A m y  Base = FORT LEE 
Srn Codt: = 51 48.1 
Station = FT LEE, VA (FORT LEE) 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
UIC Rgt/Unbr B r  Paren t  U n i t  . - -  - ?PC ACTCO 

, - .  , V O L I V ~  U I I , L  bource EDATE FY FY FY FY FY F Y  FY 
DODAAC Compo MDEP CCNUb' 1 , -  , r ~ ,  1996 1907 1992 i%+ '00P 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

1 ' )  ,)I I :NIT: TOE UNITS 

WC7HAA 00 0016 CS CO FLD SVS GS FWD 42414L000300 R OFF:  3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
FC 31121 SMM 19941016 UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
W26RSH USNS FC1095 VL: 82 80 80 80 80 80 80 

UCBLAA 00 0109 QM CO POL PL&TML OP 10417L000300 U OFF: 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
FC 34602 SMM 19941016 WF:, 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
U80FU1 1 USSQ FC1095 ENL: 148 145 145 145 145 145 145 

dCBTAA 00 0054 QM CO GRREG 10497L000100 U u r r :  3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
FC 34543 SMR 19941016 WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
U81DME 1 U5SQ FC1095 ENL: 154 150 150 150 150 150 150 

UCTEAA 00 0392 AG BNDARMY 12113L000100 R OFF: 0 n 0 0 0 0 0 
TC 30420 SMS 19991001 WOF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
U26AGC 1 QBND ENL: 39 39 39 39 39 39 39 

UEV2AA 00 0267 QM CO PETROLEUM OP 10417L000300 U OFF: 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
FC 34602 SMM 19941016 WOF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
U26AGM 1 U5SQ FC1095 ENL: 147 145 145 145 145 145 145 

UFQYAA 00 0240 QM HHCPOL PL&TML OP BN 10416L000300 U OFF: 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 
FC 34520 SMM 19941016 UOF: 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
U26RSG 1 U ~ S Q  ~ ~ 1 1 0 5  ENL: 54 49 49 49 49 (10 '.c 

WhE2AA Iti Ub49 QM HHCPETR3LEUM GRP 1 0 b ~ ~ ~ 0 0 0 1 0 O U O F F :  18 18 18 18 18 18 18 
FC 34513 SMM 19941016 UOF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
U81 R7B 1 USSQ FC1095 ENL: 72 70 70 70 70 70 70 

UHMDAA 00 0555 MP CO CBT SPT 19477LOOOlOO M OFF: 5 5 5 5 5 .  5 5 
FC 33579 S M  19951016 WF: 0 0 0 0 0 .  0 0 
U26BB 1 1 USSP ENL: 141 743 172 172 172 172 172 
- - - - - - - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

TOTAL OFF: 48 48 48 48 48 48 48 
TOTAL UOF: 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 

TOE UhlITS TOTALENL: 837 821 850 850 850 850 850 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

TYPE UNIT: TDA UNITS 

U03F!A U03F CTR ENGR HOU SPT OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CE 56151 SPT ELE FT LEE DAR UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 MPTY ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC: 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 

WOKE27 WOKE AGY USA LEGAL SERVICE OFF: 1' 1 1 1 1 1 1 
SE 46041 WOKE USA TRIAL DEFENSE SERVICE TAD UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 FAJA SF0495 ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

UOUO-A UOUO GARUSAG & FT LEE R OFF: - 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TC 61110 SMSTAD 19991001 WOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
U26AEK 1 TA92 ENL: 13 0 -3  -3  -3  -3  -3 

USC: 487 484 469 467 460 460 460 

UOU002 UOUO GARUSAG & FT LEE OFF: 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 
TC 46551 UOUO HHC USA GARRISON, FT LEE TAR WOF : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 . VTRD TC0295- ENL: 162 162 162 162 162 162 162 
USC: 233 233 233 233 233 233 233 

UOY607 UOY6 HQ ATCOM 
XB 46032 SPT ELE FT LEE OAR 

1 AOSM 

Printed: 09/02/94 
ASTPFLAT: 0813 1 194 

3 F F  : I I 1 1 
WF : 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 
ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMAS as of 16 MAY 94 

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

Army Base = FORT LEE 
StnCode = 51484 
Station = FT LEE, VA (FORT LEE) 
.................................................................................................................. .................................................................................................................. 
U I C  R g t / U n b r  B r  P a r e n t  U n i t  SRC ACTCO 
A s g t  TPSN 3 e r i v a t i v e  U n l  t S b u i . ~ ?  :;AYE F k F Y - \ ,  - v 

$ 0 -  - - 4 ?.m, 

'" F Y  
DODAAC Compo a -  - P P , ,  , I  1995 1996 1397 1998 I Y Y Y  LUOO ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

W l D > O W  WID5  SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
T C  66111 WID5 CO W QMB PP TAD WOF: 0 0 f? n d n 'I 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 

U1D50Z WID5 SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF: 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 
TC 6 6 1 1  1 WID5 HHC 2 3 0  QMB PP TAD UOF : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 3 5  3 5  3 5  3 5  3 5  3 5  35 
USC: 1 4  1 4  1 4  1 4  1 4  1 4  1 4  

WID533 WID5 SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TC 6 6 1 1 1  WID5 USA QM SCH FIELD DET  TAR UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

W1D53A WID5 SCHUSA QMC R TCH OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TC 6 6 1 1 1  WID5 CO A QMS PP TAD UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 6 8  68 68 68 68 68 68 
USC : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

U l D 5 3 B  U l 0 5  SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TC 6 6 1 1 1  WID5 CO B QMS PP TAD UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 2 2  22 2 2  2 2  2 2  2 2  2 2  
USC : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

U1D53C U 1 0 5  SCHUSA OMC & SCH OFF: 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 
TC 661 11 WID5 CO C QMS PP TAD UOF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 78 70 78 78 78 78 78 
USC: 1 0  1 0  10 10 10 10 10 

U1053N U l D S  SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TC 6611 1 U1D5 NCOA OMS PP TAD UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 84 86 84 04 84 84 84 
USC : 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

U1D53P U1D5 SCHUSA QMC 8 SCH OFF: 1 5  1 5  1 5  1 5  1 5  1 5  1 5  
TC 66111 WID5 CO P QMS PP TAD W F  : 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 1 4 5  145 1 4 5  1 4 5  '145 1 4 5  1 4 5  
USC: 4 1  41 4 1  4 1  4 1  4 1  4 1  

WlD53T WID5 SCHUSA QMC 8 SCH OFF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
T C  6 6 1 1 1  WID5 CO T QMS PP TAD UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 
USC : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

U1D53V U1D5 SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF: 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 
TC 66111 WID5 CO V QMS PP TAD W F :  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 1 0 0  1 0 0  1 0 0  1 0 0  1 0 0  1 0 0  1 0 0  
USC : 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 

WID532 U1DS SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF: 213 23 2 3  2 3  23 2 3  2 3  
TC 6 6 1 1 1  U1D5 HHC 2 3 0  QMB SCH PP TAD UOF : 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 46 46 46 46 46 46 46 
USC: 33 33 33 33 33 33 33 

U1DSZA MID5 SCHUSA QMC & SCH OFF : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
TC 6 6 1 1 1  U l D S  23 QM BDE T A0 WOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
USC : 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

W1DSZB ldlD5 SCHUSA QMC & SCH . OFF: 4 L I, 4 4 4 4 
TC 6 6 1  1 1  MID5 2 6 6  QM BN TAD WOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 1 1  1 1  1 1  1 1  I1 1 1  1 1  
USC : 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

Printed: 09/02/94 
ASIPFLAT: 0813 1 194 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMAS as of 16 MAY 94 

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

Army Base = FORT LEE 
Stn Code = 51484 
Station = Fl' LEE, VA WORT LEE) 
.................................................................................................................. --------.---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
UIC Rgt/Unbr Br Parent Un i t  SQC ACTCO 
Asgt TPSN D e r i v a t i v e  U n i t  Source iun I L , ,  I s  , .  , I , , , , , .  

DODAAC CornPo MDEP CCNUM 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ -------- .----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  

U3XT-A U3XT CTRI ISA I C: R c' LEE  R OFF:  148 235 235 235 235 235 235 
TC 56151 SMSTAD 19991001 UOF: 36 36 36 36 36 36 
W26AE H 1 FPFK ENL: 86 128 122 122 122 122 122 

USC: 284 443 441 434 434 434 434 

U3XT05 W3XT CTRUSA LC & F T  LEE OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TC 56151 W3XT MAIN1 OFF EX B TAD WOF : 0 0 0 0 

1 MPTB TC0295 ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

W3XT06 W3XT CTRUSA LC 8 FT LEE OFF : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TC 56151 W3XT S AND S OFF EX A TAD UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 MPTB TC0295 ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

W3YT!A W3YT HQ USA TRAOOC OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 f? 
TC 46031 COMBAT DEVELOPMENT ENGR - EAST DAR WOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 XMGH ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

W47Bw U47B HQS DECA R OFF: 12 13 11 10 10 10 10 
DF 36951 S M  19961001 WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 JDFC ENL : 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

U49020 U490 CTRD FAS I ND I ANAPOL I S A OFF: 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 
DF 46421 U490 DAO FORT LEE TAD 19931101 WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 JDFC DF0195 ENL: 22 11 11 11 11 11 11 
USC : 0 109 109 109 109 109 109 

W49Q13 W49a GRPRC TRN 1ST ARMY OFF: 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 
FC 46031 W499 RTTl LEE TAD WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 TRAP FC2095 ENL: 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 

U49Q25 U499 GRPRC TRN 1ST ARMY OFF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
FC 46031 WG9Q RTTZ LEE TAD WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 TRAP FC2095 ENL: 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

U4AE06 WGAE CTRANALY CTR OFF: 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
TC 56151 W4AE USATRAC-LEE TAD WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
U8 1 GAA 1 VTRD TC0295 ENL: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

USC: 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 

U4JX!H W4JX ACTTC MGT ENGR 
TC 46031 TMA LEE DAR 

1 QMRD 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
WF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

U4MS05 W4MS US ARMY RES SPT GRP OFF: 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 
FC 66141 W4MS RG LEE RCS1 FT LEE VA TAD WOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
W81 XC7 1 ARFT FC2095 ENL: 4 6  16 16 16 16 16 16 

USC: 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 

U4PC!A W4PC AGY USA FORCE INT SPT 
SF 46401 CSS DOCUMENTATION DEV/MPR RaMT DAR 

1 FAOB 

OFF: 0 6 6 6 6 6 6 
WF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 10 10 10 10 10 10 
USC : 0 48 48 48 48 48 48 

W4QS!A W4QS AGY USA CONTRACT SPT OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
SB 57041 USA PROCUREMENT, RESEARCH 8 AN DAR WF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 FARD ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC: 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 

W4QSOl U4QS AGY USA CONTRACT SPT OFF: 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
S8 57041 W4QS PROCUREMENT OFFICE TAR UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
U81R3J 1 FARD SB0395 ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

USC : 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

Printed: 09/02/94 
ASIPFL,AT: 0813 1 I94 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE OhZY 
SAMAS as of 16 MAY 94 

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

Army Base = F'ORT LEE 
StnCode = 51484 
Station = FI' LEE, VA (FORT LEE) 
----_------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---__------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
U I C  R g t / U n b r  Br P a r e n t  U n i t  SRC ACTCO 
Asgt TPSN D e r i v a t i v e  U n i t  Source EDATE F Y  FY FY FY c v  , -\, L i t  

30DAP C C O ~ ~ O  MDEP CCNUM 1005 loo& 1007 1998 1999 2000 --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  -----------_-___-_____ _ _ - _  ______-------------------------------------------------4--------------------------- --------------------- 
- - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

TOTAL OFF: 0 0 0 I I 0 0 0 
TOTAL WOF: 0 0 0 I1 0 0 0 

T R A W E S  T"Tfll ENL: 2753 2812 7Q77 3 0 7 9  3 0 7 9  3079 
TOTAL USC: 0 2 1 I 1 1 1 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . .  - - .  - - -  _ _ _ _ _ _  

TYPE UNIT: OTHER TENANTS 

! OUOO 1 
D F 

DEFENSE INVEST SVC 

US POSTAL S E R V I C E  
DA I 

AAFES 

RED CROSS 

aOU00 1 COWTRACT SUPPORT 
cn 

iJOU002 CONCESSIONS 
CN 

iJOU003 COLLEGES 
CL COLLEGE EXTENSION PROGRAMS DAI 

DCAAQB DEFENSE COMSY AGENCY 
D F DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY DA I 

DCEC38 DEFENSE CCMSY AGENCY 
D F FORT LEE CCMSY DA I 

DCEC60 DEFENSE CmSY AGENCY 
DF EAST CST SCV CTR 

Printed: 09/02/94 
AS1PFLA.T: 08/3 1 /94 

OFF: 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 
UOF: 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 
USC : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OTH: 525 525 525 525 525 525 525 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OTH: 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 d 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OTH: 353 353 328 328 328 325 325 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
WF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OTH: 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OTH: 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 

a 

O f F : . 2 0  20 16 16 16 15 15 
UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL: 15 14 13 12 12 12 12 
USC: 337 338 343 344 344 345 345 

OFF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
USC: 77 n n n n n n 

OFF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC: 169 169 169 169 169 169 169 
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FQD- nwyTcr 4 r T TCW nw-r x7 

SAMAS as of 16 MAY 94 
ACTIVE ARMY 

ASIP STATION REPORT : TRAM)(1 

Army Base = MlRT LEE 
Stn Code = 51484 
Station = FT LEE, VA (FORT LEE) 

.................................................................................................................. 
UIC Rgt/Unbr Br Parent Uni t  SRC ACTCO 
Asgt TPSN Derivative Uni t  Source ED ATE FY Fv FY FY FY FY FY 
- w -  ., ,- C O ~ O  MDtP LLNUM I Y Y *  I Y Y >  I Y Y O  I Y Y I  I Y Y O  I Y Y Y  LUUU ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- .................................................................................................................. 

U2SD ! B CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
CE AREA OFC - FT LEE - a  7 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C! n 0 o o o 

E ~ L :  CI n n n n n 0 
use: 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 

U3XT#A U3XT CTRUSA LC 8 FT LEE OFF: 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 
TC 56151 U3XTAA USA LC CTR (AGR) O A I  UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 MPTB ENL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

U3XT=A U3XT CTRUSA LC 8 FT LEE OFF: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
TC 56151 NO#-ADDITIVE AUTHORIZATIONS TADDAI UOF : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 MPTB TC0295 ENL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
- - - - - - - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

TOTAL OFF: 57 61 55 55 55 54 54 

OTHER TENANTS 
TOTAL WOF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
TOTAL ENL: 60 57 55 53 53 53 53 
TOTALUSC: 635 636 641 642 642 643 643 
TOTALOTH: 1945 1945 1920 1920 '920 1917 1917 - - - -_-----------_----------------------------------------------------------------------------- . - - -----------------  

-------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---------------_-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
TOTAL OFF : 1139 1370 1291 1290 1289 1288 1288 
TOTALUOF: 69 123 123 121 117 117 117 
TOTALENL: 5893 5928 5738 6164 6010 6010 6010 

INSTALLATION TOTALS TOTAL MIL: 7101 7421 7152 1575 7416 7415 7415 
TOTAL USC: 3408 3692 3600 3566 3484 3485 3485 
TOTALOTH: 1945 1945 1920 1920 1920 1917 1917 
T O T A t C I V :  5353 5637 5520 5486 5604 5402 5402 
TOTAL POP: 12454 13058 12672 13061 12320 12817 12817 .................................................................................................................. .................................................................................................................. 

Supported Population (Ail- -Services) 

Active: 
Dependents of  Active: 

Reserve Component : 
Dependents of Reserve Conponent: 
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09/19/94 
HQRPLANS 

MC UIC SRC -- ------ -------- 
TC WOW-A 
HS W2K1NA 
HS W2K1-A 
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NF TG1002 
DF DCEC37 
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CM @OW21 
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CM @OW18 
CM @Ow17 
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09/19/94 
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MC UIC SRC -- ------ --------- 
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EAGLE MAINTENA 
GRACE INDlSTRI 
EMERY RIDDLE A 
FLORIDA INST T 
ST LEO COLLEGE 
BURGER KING ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 

62 3 82 147 1181 313 1494 1641 
ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 

F o r t  E u s t i s  -- 5121 5 Ver 4.20 
MAJOR UNIT Z -- GARRISON 

FY 2000 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOT,4L 
RS UNW BR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL  CIV CIV CIV PO' 

WOW CTRTRANS&FT 31 19 285 335 690 0 
W2K1 ACrUSA MED DEP 0 0 1 1 0 0 
W2K1 ACTUSA MED DEP 80 1 155 236 352 0 
WOW CTRTRANS & FT 1 0  0 1 0 0 
WOW GARHQ USA FT M 0 0 7 7 0 0 

DPCA NAF 0 0 0 0 0 340 
DEFENSE COMSY 0 0 0 0 71 19 
AAFES 0 0 0 0 0 100 
COASTAL GW SV 0 0 0 0 0 2 
CONTRACT SUPPO 0 0 0 0 0 1 
COHTRACTSUPPO 0 0 0 0 0 6 
CONTRACT SUPPO 0 0 0 0 0 32 
CONTRACT SUPPO 0 0 0 0 0 38 
CONTRACT SUPW 0 0 0 0 0 5 
COCHRAN CONST 0 0 0 0 0 9 
HUTCH I NSON 0 0 0 0 0 2 
FED COMsl INC 0 0 0 0 0 19 
ENVIRO.REST0. 0 0 0 0 0 2 
MSAINC, EDUC 0 0 0 0 0 7 
CONTRACT SUPFO 0 0 0 0 0 17 
ANALYTICAL SVC 0 0 0 0 0 5 
BASOPSCOKTRAC 0 0 0 0 0 83 
MRA'SPROFSE 0 0 0 0 0 57 
NWASI/NORTHROP 0 0 0 0 0 322 
AAFES 0 0 0 0 0 414 ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ 

112 20 448 580 1113 1480 
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For t  Lee -- 5131 5 
MAJOR UNIT A -- QM SCH 
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V e r  4.20 
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0701 AIRFORCE 
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NCO A C A M m  - 

WID5 s a r u s A Q M C & S  
QUARTERMASTER 
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TOTAL 
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F o r t  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4.;!0 

MAJOR UNIT B -- LOGISTICS CTR 
FY 1996 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAI. 
RSUNUIBR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL  CIV CIV CIV POP -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----..- 



W3XT CTRUSA LC 8 FT 237 36 122 395 441 0 441 €36 
W3XT CTRUSA LC & FT 18 1 2 21 0 0 0 2 1 

----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
255 37 124 416 441 0 441 €57 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 
Fort  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4.20 
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FY 1996 
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MC UIC SRC RSUNUMBR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CXV POF -- ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
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TC I907/Y LOGISTICSffiT 416 0 3 419 5Q8 0 548 967 
TC W1 El =A W1E1 SCH 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 8 ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 

490 0 17 507 643 0 643 1150 
0911 9/94 ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 
HQRPlANS Fort  Lee -- 51315 Ver 4.20 

MAJOR UNIT D -- QM GRP 
FY 1996 

CA TOTAL 
MC UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL -- ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ 
FC WHE2AA 10602L000 00 0049 @l HHCPETROLEUM G 18 1 70 89 
FC WCBLAA 10417LOOO 00 0109 QM CO POL PL&TML 4 1 145 150 
FC WCBTAA 10497L000 00 0054 QM CO GRREG 3 0 150 153 
FC WN2AA 1041 7L000 00 0267 QM CO PETROLEUM 0 4 1 145 150 
FC WC7HAA 42414L000 00 0016 CS CO FLD SVS GS 3 0 8 0 8 3  
FC WFQYAA 10416LOOO 00 0240 QM HHCPOL PL&TML 11 3 49 63 
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DF DCEC60 
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TC W X ! H  
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----- ----- ------ ------ 
43 6 639 688 
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Fort  Lee -- 5131 5 

MAJOR UNIT Y -- TENANTS 
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W3EC FTSFTS 80DIV-T 
W3BD CTRUSAISSSC DE 
W03F CTR ENGR HOU S 
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DEFENSE COmIS 
AIR FORCE 
DEFENSE COMSY 
DEFENSE COMSY 
COLLEGES 

W490 CTRDFAS INDIA 
H47B HQS DECA 
W3YT HQ USA TRAOOC 
W3Q2 CMD OPER TEST 
W3P8 AGYSA TROOP S 
W3LD RGN3RD USACIDC 
W3LD RGN3RO USACIOC 
W3E9 CTRUSA TNG SPT 
W4QS AGY USA COKTRA 
W4QS AGY USA CONTRA 
W4K AGY USA FORCE 
W4MS US ArZMY RES SP 
WX ACrrC MGT ENGR 
WQAE CTRANALY CTR 
W49Q GRPRC TRN 1ST 

OFF 
----- - 

0 
4 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
0 

39 
0 
0 
0 
7 
0 

16 
0 
2 

11 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
0 
6 

11 
0 
4 
2 

WOF 
.---- - 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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1 
0 
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0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TOTAL 
ENL MIL 
.----- ------ 

0 0 
0 4 
0 1 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
9 13 
1 1 
3 3 

167 207 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
9 16 
0 0 

13 29 
0 0 

11 13 
4 15 
0 0 
2 4 
0 0 
0 1 
2 2 
0 0 
0 4 
0 0 

10 16 
16 27 
0 0 
2 6 
4 6 

US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
CIV CIV CIV POP 

------ ------ ------ ------- 
0 0 0 698 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

US OTHER TOTAL 
CIV CIV CIV 

------ ------ ------ - 
16 0 16 
41 0 41 

5 0 5 
0 60 60 
0 3 3 
7 0 7 
2 0 2 
1 0 1 
0 0 0 
9 0 9 
0 0 0 

398 0 398 
19 0 19 
16 0 16 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

169 0 169 
343 0 343 

0 11 11 
1 09 0 109 

0 0 0 
5 0 5 
2 0 2 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
1 0 1 
5 0 5 
3 0 3 

18 0 18 
48 0 48 
15 0 15 
1 0 1 

28 0 28 
0 0 0 

TOTA , 
POP 

.---- -- 
16 
,15 
6 
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3 
7 
2 
1 
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3 
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'1 9 
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1 ti9 
3'2 
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1 ;!2 
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5 
6 
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1 
3 
5 
7 

18 
t i4 
4.2 
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t4 
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W49Q GRPRC TRN 1ST 9 0 18 27 0 0 0 27 
CORPSOFENGIN 0 0 0 0 27 0 27 27 

WOKE AGY USA LEGAL 1 0  0 1 0 0 0 1 ---- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
123 2 271 396 1288 74 1362 1758 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 
F o r t  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4.20 

W R  UNIT Z -- GARRISON 
I? 1996 

CA 
MC UIC SRC RS UNLM BR DESCRIPTION -- ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- 
TC WOUOAA WOUO GMUSAG& FT L 
FC W A A  19477L000 00 0555 MP CO CBT SPT 
NF TQ1001 NON-APPROPRIAT 
TC K T E A A  121 13LOOO 00 0392 AG BNDARMY 
DF DCEC38 DEFENSE COMSY 
AX IOU003 AAFES 
CM @OU001 COHTRACT SUPW 
HS W2l.M-A W2LM ACTUSA MED DEP 

OFF ----- 
16 
5 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

79 

ENL ------ 
1 59 
172 

0 
39 
1 
0 
0 

168 

TOTAL 
MIL ------ 

176 
177 

0 
40 

1 
0 
0 

248 

US OTHER 
CIV CIV ------ ------ 

702 0 
0 0 
0 993 
0 0 

77 0 
0 525 
0 328 

320 0 

TOTAL 
CIV ------ 

702 
0 

993 
0 

77 
52 5 
328 
320 

TOT 4L 
FO' ---- --- 

i 378 
177 
'393 
40 
78 

52 5 
,328 
568 ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ----,--- 

100 3 539 642 1099 1846 2945 3!587 
ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Databiise 

F o r t  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4 20 
MAJOR UNIT A -- QM SCH 

FY 2000 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
MC UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POI' --------- -- ---- -- -------------- - 

WlD5 SCHUSAQMC&S 
AIR FORCE 

0345 AIR FORCE 
0701 AIRFORCE 

QUARTEWTER 
WID5 SCHUSA QMC & S 

QUARTERMASTER 
NCO ACADEMY - ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -----.-- 

285 69 4435 4789 136 0 136 41125 
ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Databz ,se 

Fort  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4.20 
MAJOR UNIT B -- LOGISTICS CTR 

FY 2000 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
MC UIC SRC RS UNW BR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POF -- ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
TC W3XT-A W3XT CTRUSA LC & FT 237 36 122 395 434 0 434 e29 
TC W3XT=A W3XT CTRUSA LC & FT 18 1 2 21 0 0 0 21 ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 

255 37 124 416 434 0 434 850 
09/19/94 ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 
HQRPlANs F o r t  Lee -- 5131 5 Vet  4.20 

MAJOR UNIT C -- ALMC 
FY 2000 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
MC UIC SRC RSUMMBR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP -- ------ --I------ -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
TC W1 E l  -A WlEl SCH 66 0 14 80 20 0 20 130 
TC 1907/Y LOGISTICS MGT 414 0 3 417 525 0 525 902 
TC W1 El =A WlEl SCH 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 8 ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 

488 0 17 505 545 0 545 1050 
ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Databa se 

F o r t  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4. ,EO 
MAJOR UNIT D -- QM GRP 

FY 2000 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
K UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION OFF WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV FOP -- ------ --_------ -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ - - - - - I . -  

FC WHE2AA 10602L000 00 0049 QM HHCPETROLEUM G 18 1 70 89 0 0 0 1 j9 



FC W H A A  42414L000 00 0016 CS CO FLD SVS GS 3 0 80 83 
FC WCBLAA 1041 7LOOO 00 0109 QM CO #K PUTML 4 1 145 150 
FC WCBTAA 10497L000 00 0054 QM CO GRREG 3 0 150 153 
FC WN2AA 10417L000 00 0267 QM CO PETROLELM 0 4 1 145 150 
FC WFQYAA 10416LOOO 00 0240 Ql HHCPOL PL&TML 11 3 49 63 

MC UIC -- ------ - 
DF !OUOOl 
PS IOU002 
RX #oUOOl 
CN mu002 
FC W3EE08 
FC W3EE ! K 
FC W3EC32 
CL mu003 
DF DCAAQB 
DF DCEC60 
AF FHGF 
NA N48995 
CE WO3F!A 
SE WOKE27 
XB WOY607 
AE W27P77 
CE W2SD!B 
MD W36L41 
CZ W3BDAA 
TC W3E9 !A 
CB W3LW3 
CB W3LDP5 
TS W3P8AA 
SF W34206 
TC W3YT!A 
DF W47BAA 
DF W49020 
FC W49Q13 
FC W49Q25 
TC MAE06 
TC W X ! H  
FC W4MS05 
SF W4PC!A 
SB W ! A  
SB W4QSO1 
TC WUU!A 

MC UIC -- ----- 
TC WOUOAA 
AX ! m 3  
HS WLM-A 
FC WlMDAA 
TC WCTEAA 
CM m 0 1  
DF DCEC38 
NF TQ1001 

----- ----- ------ ------ 
43 6 639 688 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT 
Fort  Lee -- 5131 5 

MAJOR UNIT Y -- TENANTS 
FY 2000 

0 0 0 83 
0 0 0 'I50 
0 0 0 '153 
0 0 0 '150 
0 0 0 63 ------ ------ ------ 
0 0 0 (i88 

Database 
Ver 4,20 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION OFF M)F ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POI' 

.-------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
DEFENSEINVEST 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2 
USPOSiALSERV 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 7 
RED CROSS 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
CONCESSIONS 0 0 0 0 0 60 60 60 

W3EE FTSFTS 310 TAA 4 0 9 13 0 0 0 13 
W3EE FTSFTS310TAA 0 0 1 1 9 0 9 10 
W3EC FTSFTS 80DIV-T 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 3 

COLLEGES 0 0 0 0 0 11 11 11 
DEFENSE CUFSY 15 0 12 27 345 0 345 972 
DEFENSE CUFSY 0 0 0 0 169 0 169 169 
AIR FORCE 7 0 8 15 0 0 0 15 
DEFENSE PRINT1 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 16 

WO3F CTR ENGR HOU S 0 0 0 0 19 0 19 19 
WOKE AGY USA LEGAL 1 0  0 1 0 0 0 1 
WOY6 HQ ATCUM 1 0  0 1 5 0 5 6 
W27P MGRFT BELVOIR 4 0 0 4 41 0 41 45 

CORPS OF ENGIN 0 0 0 0 27 0 27 27 
W36L F A W  HEALTH 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 
W3BD CTRUSAISSSC DE 39 1 167 207 397 0 397 604 
W3E9 CTRUSA TNG SPT 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 5 
W3LD RGN3RD USACIDC 0 0 2 2 1 0 1 3 
W3LD RGN3RD USACIDC 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 
W3P8 AGWSA TROOP S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
W3Q2 CMD OPER TEST 2 0 2 4 2 0 2 6 
W3M HQ USA TRADOC 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 5 
W47B HQS DECA 10 0 4 14 0 0 0 14 
W490 CTRDFAS INDIA 2 0 11 13 109 0 109 1?2 
W49Q GRPRC TRN 1ST 9 0 18 27 0 0 0 ?7 
W49Q GRPRC TRN 1ST 2 0 4 6 0 0 0 6 
MAE CTRANALY CTR 4 0 2 6 28 0 28 34 
W4JX ACTTC K T  ENGR 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 
W4klS USARMYRESSP 11 0 16 27 15 0 15 42 
W4PC AGY USA FORCE 6 0 10 16 48 0 48 1% 
W4QS AGY USA COKTRA 0 0 0 0 18 0 18 ' 1  8 
W4QS AGY USA COKTRA 4 0 0 4 3 0 3 7 
W U  ACTCIVPERSAC 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 ' I  6 ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------.- 

121 2 269 392 1289 74 1363 17!i5 
ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 

Fort  Lee -- 5131 5 Ver 4.;!0 
MAJOR UNIT Z -- GARRISON 

P/ 2000 

CA 
SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION --------- -- ---- -- -------------- 

M)UO GARUSAG & FT L 
AAFES 

WLM ACTUSA PIED DEP 
19477LOOO 00 0555 MP CO CBT SPT 
121 13lOOO 00 0392 AG BNDAMY 

CONTRACT sum 
DEFENSE m y  
NON-APPROPRIAT 

OFF ----- 
16 
0 

79 
5 
0 
0 
0 
0 ----- 

1 00 

ENL ------ 
1 59 

0 
168 
172 
39 
0 
1 
0 ------ 

539 

TOTAL 
MIL ------ 

176 
0 

248 
177 
40 
0 
1 
0 ------ 

642 

US OTHER TOTAL 
CIV CIV CIV ------ ------ ------ 

693 0 693 
0 525 525 

320 0 320 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 325 325 

77 0 77 
0 993 993 ------ ------ ------ 

1090 1843 2933 

TOTAL. 
POP ------ - 

8f9 
52'5 
9 8  
177 
4 0 

325 
78 

99 3 ------ - 
357 5 

09/19/94 ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 
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COBRA MODEL INPUT DATA 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I 995 

Department :ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS6-1A) 
Scenario Fi  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS&l A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN ONE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Model Year One : FY 1996 

Model does Time-Phasi ng of Constructi on/Shutdown: Yes 

Base Name --------- 
FORT EUSTIS, VA 
FORT MONROE, VA 
FORT LEE, VA 
FORT RUCKER, AL 
BASE X, US 
REDSTONE ARSENAL, 
FORT KNOX, KY 

Strategy: --------- 
Real igment 
Realignment 
Deactivates i n  FY 1999 
Realignment 
Real igment 
Real i g m n t  
Real igment 

Sutnnary : -------- 
CLOSE FORT LEE. MOVE CASCOM HEADQUARTERS AND M E  QM SCHOOL TO FORT EUSTIS. 
REALIGN THE AVIATION LOG CENTER TO FORT RUCKER. REALIGN ALMC TO FORT MONROE. 
REALIGN THE AV TEST ACT TO REDSTONE. ENCLAVE DECA AT LEE. REALIGN THE CBT 
SUPPORT (MP) TO KNOX, NO CONSTRUCTION. 

INPUT SCREEN TWO - DISTANCE TABLE 

From Base: ---------- 
FORT EUSTIS, VA 
FORT EUSTIS, VA 
FORT EUSTIS, VA 
FORT W R O E ,  VA 
FORT LEE, VA 
FORT LEE, VA 

To Base: -------- 
FORT LEE, VA 
FORT RUCKER, AL 
REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 
FORT LEE, VA 
BASE X, US 
FORT KNOX, KY 

INPIST SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers from FORT LEE, VA to FORT EUSTIS, VA 

Officer Positions: 
En1 isted Positions: 
C iv i l ian  Positions: 
Student Pos i ti ons : 
Missn Eqpt (tons): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons): 
Mi1 Light Vehic (tons): 
Heavy/Spec Vehic (tons) : 

Transfers from FORT EUSTIS, VA to FORT RUCKER, AL 

Officer Positions: 
E n l i s t d  Positions: 
Civ i l ian Positions: 
Student Posit ions : 
Missn E q p t  (tons): 
a p p t  Eqpt (tons): 
M i  1 Light Vehic (tons): 
tieavy/Spec Vehic (tons) : 

Distance: --------- 
83 m i  

815 m i  
705 m i  
90 m i  

1,340 m i  
606 m i  



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i le  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
Std F c t n  F i le  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers fm FORT EUSTIS, VA to REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

Officer Positions: 
Enlisted Positions: 
Civi l ian Positions: 
Stuclent Positions : 
Missn Eqpt (tons): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons) : 
M i l  Light Vehic (tons): 
Iieavy/Spec Vehi c (tons) : 

Transfers from FORT LEE, VA to FORT MONROE, VA 

O f f  .i cer Pos i t i ons : 
Enlisted Positions: 
Civi 1 ian Positions: 
Student Positions : 
Missn Eqpt (tons): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons): 
Mi1 Light Vehic (tons): 
Heavy/Spec Vehi c (tons) : 

Transfers from FORT LEE, VA to BASE X, US 

Mf i ce r  Positions: 
Enlisted Positions: 
Civi l ian Positions: 
Student Positions: 
M i  ssn Eqpt (tons) : 
Suppt Eqpt (tons): 
M i l  Light Vehic (tons): 
Heavy/Spec Vehic (tons): 

Transfers from FORT LEE, VA to FORT KNOX, KY 

Mficer Positions: 
En1 isted Positions: 
Civi l ian Positions: 
Student Positions: 
Missn Eqpt (tons): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons): 
M i l  Light Vehic (tons): 
Heavy/Spec Vehic (tons) : 



INPUT DATA REKIRT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : AIZm 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i le  : C:\CO6RA\TS8-1A.CBR 
Std  Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civi l ian Employees: 
Mi1 Families Living On Base: 
Civi l ians Not Willing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
En1 isted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF): 
Officer VHA ($/Month): 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi le) : 

Name: FORT MONROE, VA 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total En1 i sted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civi l ian Employees: 
Mi1 Families Living On Base: 
Civi l ians Not Will ing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Faci 1 ities(KSF) : 
Officer VHA ($/Month): 
En1 i sted VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Tonhi le): 

Name: FORT LEE, VA 

Totml Officer Employees: 
Total En1 i sted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total Civi l ian Employees: 
M i  1 Families Living On Base: 
Civi l ians Not Wil l ing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Faci 1 ities(KSF): 
Officer VHA ($/Month): 
En1 isted VHA ($/Month): 
Per D im Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi 1e) : 

Name: FORT RUCKER, AL 

Total Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total C iv i l ian Employees: 
Mi1 Families Living On Base: 
Civi l ians Not Will ing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avai 1: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF): 
Officer VHA ($/Month): 
En1 i s t d  VHA ($/Month): 
Per D i m  Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi le) : 

RPMA Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Vear ) : 
Cormrrnications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Pap1 1 ($K/Vear ) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year): 
Fami l y  Housing ($K/Vear) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
C W S  Out-Pat ($/Visl t) : 
CHAMPUS Shif t  t o  Medicare: 
Act iv i ty Code: 

Homeowner Ass is tam Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty Information: 

RPPIA Non-Payml 1 ($K/Vear) : 
Camuni cat i  ons ($K/Year ) : 
BOS Non-Payto1 1 ($K/Vear) : 
BOS Payroll ( $K/Vear ) : 
Fami 1 y Housi ng ($K/Year ) : 
Ama Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMPUS Shif t  to Medicare: 
Act iv i ty Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Activity Information: 

RPMA Non-Pap1 1 ($K/Vear) : 
Carmuni cat ions ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Vear ) : 
Fami 1 y tbusi ng ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMWS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMWS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMPUS Shi f t  to Medicare: 
Act iv i ty Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty Infonnrtion: 

RPMA Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Vear) : 
Ccnwnunications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year) : 
KS P a w l  1 ($K/Year): 
f m i l y  Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMWS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMWS Shif t  to Medicam: 
Act iv i ty Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty In fomt ion :  



INWT DATA REKIRT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: BASE X, US 

Total Off icer Emp 1 oyees : 
Total Enlisted Emp lom:  
Total Student Employees: 
Total C iv i l ian  Employees: 
M i l  Families Living On Base: 
Civ i l ians Not Wil l ing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
En1 isted Housing Units Avai 1: 
Total 6ase Faci 1 ities(KSF): 
Off icer VHA ($/Month): 
En1 i sted VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ( $ / ~ o n / ~ i  le): 

Name: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

Total Off icer Employees: 377 
Total Enlisted Employees: 1,097 
Total Student Employees: 1,076 
Total C iv i l ian  Employees: 11,073 
Mi1 Families Living On Base: 87.7% 
Civi l ians Not Wil l ing To b e :  6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Faci 1 ities(KSF): 9,275 
Off icer VHA ($/Month): 70 
En? i sted VHA ($/Month) : 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 89 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 0.07 

Name: FORT KNOX, KY 

Tota 1 Officer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Tota 1 Student Employees: 
Total Civ i  1 ian Employees: 
M i l  Families Living On Base: 
Civ i l ians Not Wil l ing To Mow: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total BaseFaci?itles(KSF): 1 
Off i cer VHA ($/Month) : 
En1 fsted VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi le): 

RPMA Non-Payrol 1 ( $K/Year ) : 
Gmnunications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year): 
Fami 1 y Hwsi ng ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMPUS Shi f t  to Medicare: 
Act iv i ty  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty Information: 

RPMA Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year) : 
Comnunications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year ) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year): 
Fami 1 y Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMWS In-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ( $/Vi s i t  ) : 
CHAMPUS Shi f t  t o  Medicare: 
Act iv i ty  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty  Information: 

RPMA Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year) : 
Camrrnicat ions ($K/Year) : 
80S Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year) : 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year ) : 
Fami 1 y Housi ng ($K/Year) : 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAMWS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) : 
CHAMPUS Shi f t  to Medicare: 
Act iv i ty  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty  Information: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report C r e a t e d  19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario Fi  le : C: \COBRA\TSlA. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

INKIT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFOWATION 

Name: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

1 -Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving cost ($K): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi 1 Con Reqd ($K) : 
Activ Mission Cost ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
Mi= Rearrri ng Cost($K) : 
M i  sc Recurti ng Save($K) : 
Land (+Buy/-Sal es ) ($K) : 
Construction Schedule(X) : 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 
M i  lCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 
CHAMPUS In-Patients/Yr: 
CHAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF): 

N m :  FORT MONROE, VA 

1 -Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi 1 Con Reqd ( $K) : 
Activ Mission Cost ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
Misc Recurring Cost($K): 
M i  sc Recurring Save($K) : 
Lancl (+Buy/-Sales) ($K) : 
Construction Schedule(%) : 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 
M i  1 Con Cost Avoidnc($K) : 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoi dnc($K) : 
CHAFIPUS In-Patients/Yr: 
CHAHPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Fac* 1 Shutbn(KSF) : 

N m :  FORT LEE, VA 

1-T.ime Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Tdme Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Tdme Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi Icon Reqd($K) : 
Activ Mission Cost ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
Misc Recurring Cost($K): 
His(= ~ e ~ ~ i q  s ~ v ~ ( $ K ) :  
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 
Construction Schedu 1 e(X) : 
Shutdown Schedule ( X ) :  
M i  1 b n  Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fan Harsi ng Avoidnc($K) : 
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 
CHAMPUS In-Patients/Yr: 
CHAMPUS Out-Patlents/Yr: 
Fac f 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 

---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX OX OX ox 
OX OX OX OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing Shutbn: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX OX OX ox 
OX ox OX OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX OX 0% OX 
0% OX OX 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing Shutbn: 



INWT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 6 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS&IA. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF~DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAWIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: FORT RUCKER, AL 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi 1Con Reqd($K) : 
Activ Mission Cost ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
M i  sc Recurri ng Cost($K) : 
Misc Recurring Save($K): 
Lancl (+Buy/-Sales) ($K) : 
Construction Schedule(X) : 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 
M i  lCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 
CHAMPUS In-Patients/Yr : 
CHAFlPUS Out-Pati ents/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown( KSF) : 

N m :  BASE X, US 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-T-ime Unique Save ($K): 
1-Tiime Moving Cost ($K): 
1-T-ime Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi 1Con Reqd($K): 
Activ Miss1 on Cost ($K): 
Act-iv Mission Save ($K): 
M i  sc Recurti ng Cost($K) : 
M i  sc Recurti ng Save($K) : 
Larrtl (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 
Construction ScMule(X): 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 
M i  lCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 
CHAMPUS In-Patients/Yr : 
CHAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Facsi 1 ShutDawn(KSF): 

N m :  REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-The Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-The Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-Mi 1Con Re@(%): 
Actlv Mission h t  ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
M i  sc Recurring Cost($K) : 
M i  sc Recurring Save($K) : 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) (w): 
Construction Schedule(%): 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 
M i  1 b n  Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Prolamment Avoidnc($K): 
CHAMWS In-Patients/Yr: 
CHAMWS Out-Patientsflr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF) : 

---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 .  0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX OX OX OX 
ox ox OX ox 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
ox OX OX OX 
OX OX OX OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutIkwn: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX OX OX OX 
OX OX 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Hwsing ShutIkwn: 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 7 
Data As O f  19:1303/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i le  : C:\COBRA\TS8-1A.CBR 
Std  Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF~DEC. SFF 

INPLIT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: FORT KNOX, KV 
1996 ---- 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 0 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 0 
1-Time Moving Cost (SK): 0 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 0 
Env Non-Mi l b n  Reqd($K): 0 
Activ Mission Cost ($K) : 0 
Activ Mission Save ($lo: 0 
Misc Recurring Cost($K): 0 
Misc Raarrri ng Save($K): 0 
Lancl (+Buy/-Sales) ($K): 0 
Construction Schedule(%): 0% 
Shutdown Schedule (X) : OX 
M i  lCon Cost Avoidnc($K) : 0 
Fm Housing Avoidnc($K): 0 
Procurement Avoidnc($K) : 0 
MAMPUS In-Patients/Yr : 0 
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ients/Yr: 0 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF): 0 

1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

INPUT SCREEN SIX - BASE PERSONNEL INFOMATION 

Name: FORT LEE, VA 

O f f  Force Struc Change: 
En1 Force Struc Change: 
Civ Force Struc Change: 
Stu Force Struc Change: 
Off Scenario Change: 
En1 Scenario Change: 
Civ Scenario Change: 
O f f  Change(No Sa1 Save): 
En1 Change(No Sal Save): 
Civ Change(No Sal Save): 
Caretakers - Mil i tary: 
Camtakers - Civilian: 

INPUT SCREEN SEVEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 

N m :  FORT EUSTIS, VA 

BN HQ BLDG 
GEN INST BLDG 
M H  MINT SHP ORG 
STOR WAREHOUSE 
GEN PURP ADMIN 
ENL UPH (PLNG) 
FAMILY HOUSING 
HORIZONTAL PAVEMT 
APPLIED INST BLDG 

hteg ----- 
OPERA 
SMLB 
MINT 
STORA 
ADMIN 
B A W  
FAMLQ 
HOR I Z 
APPLI 

New MilCon Rehab M i  lCon Total Cost($K) 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

INPllT SCREEN SNEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTICM INFORMATION 

Name: FORT MONROE, VA 

Description New MilCon Rehab M i  lCon Total Cost($K) ------------ ----- ---------- ------------ -------------- 
GEN INST BLDG SCHLB 189,000 0 0 
APPL INST BLDG APPLI 7,000 0 0 
GEN PURP ADMIN ADMIN 31,000 0 0 
OFFICER UPH B A q  190 0 0 
FAMILY HOUSING FPMLQ 7 0 0 
TASC STORA 13,000 0 0 

Name: FORT RUCKER, AL 

Descri p t  ion caw New M i  lCon Rehab M i  lCon Total Cost($K) ------------ ----- ---------- ------------ -------------- 
CO I-IQ BLDG OPERA 26,000 0 0 
GEN INST BLDG SCHLB 176,000 0 0 
APPL INST BLDG APPLI 524,000 0 0 
ENLISTED UPH B A m  890 0 0 
STOPA WAREHOUSE STOW 79,000 0 0 
GEN WRP ADMIN ADMIN 27,000 0 0 

Nanwt: BASE X, US 

Description New M i  lCon Rehab M i  lCon Total Cost($K) ------------ ----- ---------- ------------ -------------- 
AMIN AOMIN 278,000 0 0 
VEH MAIM MINT 3,000 0 0 
CO/RN/BDE HQ OPERA 16,000 0 0 
FAMILY HOUSING F AMLQ 44 0 0 
VEH HARDSTAND HORIZ 7,000 0 0 

Name: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

Description caw New M i  lCon Rehab M i  lCon Total Cost($K) ------------ ----- ---------- ------------ -------------- 
R&D RDT&E 118,000 0 0 
GEN PURP ADMIN ADMIN 33,000 0 0 
A U  HANGER AIROP 5,000 0 0 
SPEC BALLISTICS RNGE OTHER 0 0 2,000 
HORIZONTAL PAVEMT HORIZ 1 5,000 0 0 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN ONE - PERWNEL 

Percent Off icers Married: 77.00% 
Percent Enlisted Married: 58. SOX 
Enlisted Housing MilCon: 91 .Om 
M f i c e r  Sa1 ary($/Vear) : 67,948.00 
Mf BAQ with Dependents($): 7,717.00 
En1 i sted Sal ary($/Vear) : 30,860.00 
En1 BAQ with Dependents($): 5,223.00 
AvgUnemployCost($/Week): 174.00 
Unemployment El i g i  b i  1 i ty(keks):  18 
Civ i  1 ian Salary($/Year): 45,998.00 
Civ i l ian  Turnover Rate: 75.00% 
Civ l l ianEar lyRet i reRate:  10.00% 
Civi l lanRegularRetireRate:  5.00% 
Civ i l lan  RIF Pay Factor: 39.00% 
SF F i l e  k: SF7DEC. SFF 

Ci v Early Ret i re Pay Factor: 9.00% 
Pr io r i t y  Placement Service: 60.00% 
PPS Actions Involving PCS: 50.00X 
CivilianPCSCosts($): 28,800.00 
Civi l ianNewHireCost($): 1,109.00 
Nat Median Hane Price($): 114,600.00 
Home Sale Reimburse Rate: 10.00% 
Pkx Home Sale Reimburs($): 22,385.00 
Home Purch Reimburse Rate: 5.00% 
Fluc Home Purch Reinburs($): 11,191.00 
Civ i l ian  Homeowning Rate: 64.00% 
HAP Home Value Reimburse Rate: 22.90% 
H A P ~ n e r R e c e i v l n g R a t e :  5.00% 
RSE Home Value Reimburse Rate: 19.00% 
RSE Homeowner Receiviq Rate: 12.00% 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 9 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report Cmated 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

RPMh Building SF Cost Index: 0.93 
BOS Index (RPMA vs population): 0.54 

(Indices are used as exponents) 
Program Management Factor: 10.00% 
Caretaker Admi n(SF/Care) : 162.00 
Mothball Cost ($/SF): 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF): 388.00 
Avg Fami l y  Quarters(SF): 1,819.00 
APPDET. RPT In f l a t i on  Rates: 
1996: 2.90% 1997: 3.00% 1998: 3.00% 

Rehab vs. New MilCon Cost: 
In fo  Management Accwnt: 
MilCon Design Rate: 
MilCon SIOH Rate: 
MilCon Contingency Plan Rate: 
MilCon Si te Preparation Rate: ' 

Discatnt Rate fo r  NW.RPT/ROI: 
In f l a t i on  Rate fo r  NW. RPT/ROI: 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Maisrial/Assigned Person(Lb): 71 0 
HHGPerOff Family(Lb): 14,500.00 
HHG Per En1 Family (Lb): 9,000.00 
HHG Per Mi 1 Single (Lb): 6,400.00 
HHG Per Civ i l ian  (Lb): 18,000.00 
Total HHG Cost ($/100Lb): 35.00 
A i r  Transport ($/Pass Mile): 0.20 
M i  sc Exp ($/Direct Employ) : 700.00 

Equip Pack & Crate($/Ton): 284.00 
M i  1 Light Vehicle($/Mi le): 0.09 
Heavy/Spec Vehicle($/Mi le )  : 0.09 
POV Reimbursement($/Mi le )  : 0.18 
Avg M i  1 Tour Length (Years): 2.90 
Routine PCS($/Pers/Taur): 4,665.00 
One-TimeOff -Cost($): 6,134.00 
One-Time En1 PCS Cost($): 4,381 .OO 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Ca-Slory -------.. 
Horizontal 
Waterfront 
A i r  Operations 
Operational 
Administrative 
S c b l  Buildings 
Mai ntenance Shops 
Bachelor Quarters 
Fami l y  Quarten 
Covered Storage 
Dining Fac i l i t ies  
Recreation Fac i l i t ies  
Camrrnications Faci 1 
Sh i pyard Ma i ntenance 
RDT & E Fac i l i t ies  
POL Stotage 
Amn~nition Storage 
Medical Faci 1 i t ies  
Envi romental 

-------- 
APPLIED INSTR 
LABS (RDT&E) 
CHILD CARE CENTER 
PRODUCTION FAC 
PHYSICAL FITNESS FAC 
2+2 BACHQ 
Optional Category G 
Optional Category H 
Optional Category I 
Optional Category J 
Optional Category K 
Optional Category L 
Optional Category M 
Optional Category N 
Optional Category 0 
Optional Category P 
Optional Category Q 
Optional Category R 

EXPLANATORY NOTES (INPUT SCREEN NINE) 

BASE X 

BUILT FACILITIES AT BASE X TO ACCOMODATE DECA AND RESERVES. 

FORT KNOX 

MOVED THE MP ACTIVITY TO I(NOX WITH NO WTRUCTION TO FREE ADDITIONAL 

SPACE AT ELISTIS. 



INPUT DATA REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 9 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  le : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

STAhlDARD FACTORS SCREEN TWO - FACILITIES 

R M  Building SF Cost Index: 0.93 
BOS Index (RPMA vs population): 0.54 

(Indices are used as exponents) 
Program Management Factor: 10.00% 
Caretaker Admi n ( SF/Care) : 162.00 
Mothball Cost ($/SF): 1.25 
Avg Bachelor Quarters(SF) : 388.00 
AvgFamilyQuarters(SF): 1,819.00 
APPDET.RPT In f la t ion Rates: 
1996: 2.90% 1997: 3.00% 1998: 3.00% 

Rehab vs. New MilCon Cost: 
In fo  Management Account: 
MilCon Design Rate: 
MilCon SIOH Rate: 
M i  1Con Contingency Plan Rate: 
M i  lCon Si te Preparation Rate: 
Discount Rate fo r  NPV. RPT/ROI: 
In f la t ion Rate fo r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATION 

Material/Assigned Person(Lb): 71 0 
HHG Per Off Family (Lb): 14,500.00 
HtK; Per En1 Family (Lb): 9,000.00 
HHG Per M i l  Single (Lb): 6,400.00 
HtfG Per Civ i l ian  (Lb): 18,000.00 
Total HHG Cost ($/100Lb): 35.00 
A i r  Transport ($/Pass Mile): 0.20 
Misc Exp ($/Direct Employ): 700.00 

Equip Pack & Crate($/Ton): 284.00 
Mi1 Light Vehicle($/Mile): 0.09 
Heavy/Spec Vehicle($/Mile): 0.09 
POV Rei mbursement($/Mi 1 e) : 0.18 
Avg M i l  Tour Length (Years): 2.90 
Routine PCS($/Pers/Twr): 4,665.00 
One-TimeOffPCSCost($): 6,134.00 
One-TimeEnl PCSCost($): 4,381.00 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Category -------- 
Horizontal 
Waterfront 
A i r  3perations 
Operational 
Administrative 
School hi ldings 
Mai ntenance Shops 
Bachelor Quarters 
Family Quarters 
Covered Storage 
Dining Fac i l i t ies  
Recreation Fac i l i t ies  
Comrr~nications Facil 
Shipyard Maintenance 
RDT N. E Fac i l i t ies  
#K Storage 
Amnunition Storage 
M i c a 1  Fac i l i t ies  
Envi ronnental 

Category -------- 
APPLIED INSTR 
LABS (RDT&E) 
CHILD CARE CENTER 
PRODUCTION FAC 
PHYSICAL FITNESS FAC 
2+2 BACHQ 
Optional Category G 
Optional Category H 
Optional Category I 
Optional Category J 
Optional Category K 
Optional Category L 
Optional Category M 
Optional Category N 
Optional Category 0 
Optional Category P 
Optional Category Q 
Optional Category R 

EXPLANATORY NOTES (INPUT SCREEN NINE) 

BASE X 

BUILT FACILITIES AT BASE X TO ACCOMODATE DECA AND RESERVES. 

FORT KNOX 

UM $/M -- ---- 
(SF) 114 
(SF) 175 
(SF) 120 
(SF) 100 
(SF) 128 
(EA) 19,140 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 
( ) 0 
( 1 0 
( 1 0 

MOVED THE MP ACTIVITV TO KNOX WITH NO CONSTRUCTION TO FREE ADDITIONAL 

SPACE AT EUSTIS. 
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COBRA REALIMENT SUmARY (COBRA v5.08) - Page 1/2 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I 995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-I A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Star t ing Year : 1996 
Final Year : 1999 
ROI Year : 2039 (40 Years) 

NPV i n  2015($K): 294,875 
1-Time Cost($K): 704,037 

Net rats ($K) Constant Dollars 
1996 1997 ---- ---- 

M I  1 b n  138.61 1 462,031 
Person 0 -550 
Overhd 5,055 5,621 
Movi ng 0 5,959 
Missio 0 0 
Other 0 368 

TOTAL 143,666 473,420 71,120 -27,792 -29,421 -29,421 

---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 
POSITIONS ELIMINATED 

Off 0 0 26 0 0 0 
En 1 0 0 1 86 0 0 0 
Civ 0 0 394 0 0 0 
TOT 0 0 606 0 0 0 

WSITIONS REALIGNED 
O f f  0 112 620 0 0 0 
En1 0 247 2,362 0 0 0 
Stu 0 943 4,913 0 0 0 
C i  v 0 265 2,052 0 0 0 
TOT 0 1,567 9,947 0 0 0 

Tota 1 ----- 
600,642 
-50,707 
-3,550 
51,427 

0 
3,777 

Total 
----- 

-------- 
CLOSE FORT LEE. MOVE CASCOM HEADQUARTERS AND THE QM SCHOOL TO FORT EUSTIS. 
REALIGN THE AVIATION LOG CENTER TO FORT RUCKER. REALIGN ALMC TO FORT MONROE. 
REALIGN THE AV TEST ACT TO REDSTONE. ENCLAVE OECA AT LEE. REALIGN THE CBT 
SUPPORT (MP) TO KNOX, NO CONSTRUCTION. 



COBRA REALIGMENT SUmARY (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/2 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBf?A\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Costs ($K) Constant Pol l a n  
1996 1997 ---- ---- 

Mi 1 Con 155,711 462,031 
Person 0 1,900 
Overhd 5,055 7,056 
b i n 9  0 6,537 
Missio 0 0 
Other 0 368 

TOTAL 160,766 477,892 105,380 36,949 35,320 35,320 

Savings ($K) Constant 
1996 ---- 

Mi lCon 17,100 
Person 0 
Overhd 0 
Movi ng 0 
M i  ssio 0 
Other 0 

Pol 1 ars 
1997 

TOTAL 17,100 4 3 464 34,252 64,740 64,740 64,740 

Tota 1 ----- 
61 7,742 
54,634 

118,672 
56,801 

0 

Total 



NET PRESENT VALUES REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As W 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Year ---- 
1996 
1997 
1990 
1999 
2000 
2001 
2002 
2003 
2004 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2000 
2009 
201 0 
201 1 
201 2 
201 3 
201 4 
201 5 
201 6 
201 7 
201 8 
201 9 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
202 4 
202 5 
2026 
2027 
2020 
2029 
2030 
203 1 
2032 
2033 
2034 
2035 
2036 
2037 
2038 
2039 

Adjusted Cost($) ---------------- 
141,730,426 
454,549,972 
66,464,040 

-25,274,362 
-26,039,556 
-25,342,634 
-24,664,364 
-24,004,247 
-23,361,798 
-22,736,543 
-22,128,022 
-21,535,788 
-20,959,404 
-20,398,447 
-19,852,503 
-19,321,171 
-18,804,059 
-18,300,788 
-17,810,985 
-17,334,292 
-1 6,870,358 
-16,418,840 
-1 5,979,406 
-1 5,551,733 
-1 5,135,507 
-14,730,420 
-14,336,175 
-1 3,952,482 
-1 3,579,058 
-1 3,215,628 
-12,861,925 
-12,517,689 
-12,182,666 
-1 1,856,609 
-1 1 ,539,279 
-11,230,441 
-10,929,870 
-10,637,343 
-1 0,352,645 
-10,075,567 
-9,805,905 
-9,543,460 
-9,288,039 
-9,039,454 



TOTAL ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 118 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMV 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

( A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

Category -------- 
Constructi on 

M i  1 i tary Construction 
Family Housing Construction 
Information Management Account 
Land Purchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
C iv i l ian  RIF 
Civ i l ian  Early Retirement 
C iv i l ian  New Hires 
Eliminated Mi l i ta ry  PCS 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

k i n g  
Civ i l ian  Moving 
Civ i l ian  PPS 
M i  1 i t a r y  Movi ng 
Freight 
One-Time Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 

Cost Sub-Total ---- --------- 

Other 
HAP / RSE 3,777,413 
Env i romnta l  Mit igation Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 3,777,413 .............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 704,037,437 .............................................................................. 
One-Time Savings 

Mi l i ta ry  Construction Cost Avoidances 17,100,000 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
Mi l i ta ry  Moving 5,374,402 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time b i n g  Savings 0 
Envi r o m n t a l  M i  t iga t ion Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

Total One-Time Savings 22,474,402 .............................................................................. 
Total Net One-Time Costs 681,563,035 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Deyttment : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario File : C:\COBRA\TS-1A.CBR 
Stcl Fctn Fi 1 e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 
(All values in Dollars) 

Cat23gory -------- 
Construct4 on 
Mi 1 i tary Construction 
Family Housing Construction 
Xnformat i on Management Account 
Land Purchases 

Tab~1 - Construction 
Personnel 
Civilian RIF 
Civil ian Early Retirement 
Civllian New Hires 
Eliminated Mi 7 i tary PCS 
IJnemployment 

Total - Personnel 
Overhead 

Program Pl anni ng Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 
Moving 
Civilian b i n g  
Civilian PPS 
Military Moving 
Freight 
One-Time Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 
Other 
HAP / RSE 

Cost ---- Sub-Total --------- 

~nvi knmental Mi tigation Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 419,934 .............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 318,170,409 .............................................................................. 
One-Time Savings 

M i l i t a r y  Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
Military Moving 865,438 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Envirormental Mitigation Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 ............................................................................. 

Total One-Time Savings 865,438 .............................................................................. 
Tatal Net  One-Time Costs 31 7,304,971 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3/8 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 / I  995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS6-1A) 
Scenario F i  le : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT MONROE, VA 
( A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

Category -------- 
Construction 

Mi l i ta ry  Construction 
Family Housing Construct4on 
T n f  ormation Management Account 
Land Rtrchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
C iv i l ian  RIF 
C iv i l ian  Early Retirement 
C iv i l ian  New Hires 
Eliminated Mi l i ta ry  PCS 
IJnemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

Moving 
Civ i l ian  Moving 
Civ i l ian  PPS 
Mi l i ta ry  Moving 
Freight 
Dne-Time Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 

Cost ---- 
Sub-Total --------- 

Other 
HAP / RSE 0 
Environmental M i  t iga t ion Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 0 
.............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 48,455,563 .............................................................................. 
One-Time Savings 

M i l i t a r y  Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M i l i t a ry  Moving 0 
Land Sales 0 
Om-Time Moving Savings 0 
E n v i ~ ~ n r e n t a l  Mit igation Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

Total One-Time Savings 0 .............................................................................. 
Total Net One-Time Costs 48,455,563 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4/8 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS&lA. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT LEE, VA 
( A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

category -------- 
Construction 

M i  1 i t a r y  Construction 
F,ami l y  Housing Construction 
I nfonnati on Management Account 
Land Purchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
C iv i l ian  RIF 
C iv i l ian  Early Retirement 
C iv i l ian  New Hires 
Eliminated M i l i t a ry  PCS 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
Ptogram Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

Movi ng 
Civ i l ian  Moving 
Civ i l ian  PPS 
Mi l i t a ry  Moving 
Freight 
One-Time Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 

Cost Su b-Total ---- ----me--- 

Other 
HAP / RSE 3,357,480 
Envirormental M i  t iga t ion Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Tofml - Other 3,357,480 .............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 74,818,839 .............................................................................. 
OmTime Savings 

Hi 1 i t a r y  Construction Cost Avoidances 17,100,000 
Fami ly  Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M i l i t a ry  W i n g  4,508,964 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time k i n g  Savings 0 
Envi romental M i  t iga t ion Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

Total One-Time Savings 21,608,964 .............................................................................. 
Total Net One-Time Costs 53,209,875 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5/8 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department :ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC,SFF 

Base: FORT RUCKER, A 1  
( A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

Construction 
M i l i t a ry  Construction 
Family Housing Construction 
Information Management Account 
Land Purchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
C iv i l ian  RIF 
Civ i l ian  Early Retirement 
C iv i l ian  New Hires 
Eliminated Mi l i ta ry  PCS 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

Movi ng 
Civ i l ian  Moving 
Civ i l ian  PPS 
Mi l i t a ry  Moving 
Freight 
One-Time Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 

Cost Su b-Total ---- --------- 

Other 
HAP / RSE 0 
Environmental Mit igation Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 0 .............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 167,878,794 .............................................................................. 
One-Time Savings 

Ft i l i tary Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
H i l i t a r y  Mwing 0 
Land Sales 0 
Qne-Time Moving Savings 0 
Envi rormental M i  t iga t ion Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

Total One-Time Savings 0 .............................................................................. 
Totml Net One-Time Costs 167,878,794 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 618 
Data As Of 19: 13.03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : AIZm 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario Fi  1e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs  Fi 1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: BASE X, US 
(A11 values i n  Dollars) 

~ t e g o r y  -------- 
Construction 

Mi l i tary  Construction 
Fami 1 y Housing Construction 
Information Management Acuxnt 
Land Purchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
Civi l ian RIF 
Civi 1 ian Early Retirement 
Civi l ian New Hires 
Eliminated Mi l i tary  PCS 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
Program Planni ng Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

Moving 
Civi l ian Moving 
Civi l ian PPS 
Mi l i tary  Moving 
Freight 
One-Tim Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 

Cost Su b-Tota 1 

Other 
HPtP / RSE 0 
Environmental M i  t igat ion Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 0 .............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 65,382,848 .............................................................................. 
One-Time Savings 

Mi l i tary  Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Fami ly  Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M i  1 i ta ry  Moving 0 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Environental Mitigation Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

Total One-Time Savings 0 .............................................................................. 
Total Net One-Time Costs 65,382,848 



ONE-TIE COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 7/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1A. CBR 
Std Fctn Fi  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 
(A11 values i n  Dollars) 

QterJory -------- 
Construction 

M i  1 i t a r y  Construction 
Fami 1 y Hwsi ng Construction 
Information Management Account 
Land hrchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
C iv i l ian  RIF 
Civ i l ian  Early Retirement 
C iv i l ian  New Hires 
Eliminated M i l i t a ry  PCS 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Over head 
Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

Movi ng 
Civ i l ian  Moving 
Civ i l ian  PPS 
M i l i t a ry  Moving 
Freight 
One-Time Moving Costs 

Total - Moving 

Cost Su b-Total ---- --------- 

Other 
HPP / RSE 0 
Env i romnta l  Mit igation Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 0 
.............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 29,330,984 
_---,-_-_-_-_-_----_----------------------------------------------------------- 

One-Time Savings 
M i  1 i tary  Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M i l i t a ry  Moving 0 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Envi romnta l  M i  t iga t ion Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 .............................................................................. 

Total One-Tim Savings 0 
.............................................................................. 
Total Net One-Time Costs 29,330,984 



ONE-TIME COST REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 8/8 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I 995 

Department :ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
S t d  Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT KNOX, K'Y 
( A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

Camory -------- 
Construction 

Mi 1 i t a r y  Construction 
Family Housing Construction 
Information Management Account 
Land Purchases 

Total - Construction 

Personnel 
C-ivi l ian RIF 
C-ivi 1 ian Early Retirement 
C iv i l ian  New Hires 
Eliminated Mi l i ta ry  PCS 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - Overhead 

Movi ng 
Civ i l ian  Moving 
Civ i l ian  PPS 
M i  1 i t a r y  Moving 
Freight 
One-Time Moving Costs 

Tot(a1 - Moving 

Cost Sub-Total ---- --------- 

Other 
HAP / RSE 0 
Environmental Mit igation Costs 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - Other 0 .............................................................................. 
Total One-Time Costs 0 .............................................................................. 
One-Time Savings 

Mi l i ta ry  Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
Family Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
M i  1 itary hi ng 0 
Land Sales 0 
One-Time Moving Savings 0 
Environmental Mit igation Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 ............................................................................ 

Total One-Time Savings 0 .............................................................................. 
Total Net One-Time Costs 0 



PERSONNEL, SF, RPMA, AND 80S DELTAS (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std F c t n  F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base ---- 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT MONROE 
FORT LEE 
FORT RUCKER 
BASE X 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 
FORT KNOX 

Base ---- 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT MONROE 
FORT LEE 
FORT RUCKER 
BASE X 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 
FORT KNOX 

Base ---- 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT MONROE 
FORT LEE 
FORT RUCKER 
BASE X 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 
FORT KNOX 

Personnel 
Change XChange 

RW($ )  
Change XChange Chg/~er ------ ------- ------- 

2,907,372 29% 456 
994,150 19% 879 

-9,636,612 -96% 933 
2,088,436 18% 1,367 

538,319 2,078 
346,362 2% 1,342 

0 OX 0 

RPMABOS($) 
Change XChange Chg/Per ------ ------- ------- 

12,715,226 34% 1,994 
1,830,306 21% 1,618 

-25,943,294 -84% 2,513 
4,433,367 13% 2,901 
1,036,112 2% 4,000 
1,142,791 1% 4,429 

359,363 OX 2,030 

SF 
Change XChange Chg/Per ------ ------- ------- 

1,773,328 36% 278 
326,453 22% 289 

-5,055,000 -97% 490 
1,177,320 19% 770 

377,036 6% 1,456 
1 56,000 2% 605 

0 OX 0 

=($I 
Change XChange Chg/Per ------ ------- ------- 

9,807,853 36% 1,538 
836,155 23% 739 

-1 6,306,682 -79% 1 ,579 
2,344,931 10% 1,535 

497,793 2% 1,922 
796,428 1% 3,087 
359,363 1% 2,030 



TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 1/8 
Data As M 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS&lA.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

A1 1 Costs i n  $K 

Base Name --------- 
FORT EUSTIS 
FORT MONROE 
FORT LEE 
FORT RUCKER 
BASE X 
REDSTONE ARSENAL 
FORT KNaX 

Total 
Mi lCon ------ 

282,278 
44,033 

0 
152,666 

59,443 
26,826 

0 

IMA 
Cost ---- 

24,639 
4,383 

0 
15,196 
5,873 
2,404 

0 

Land 
Pu rch 

Cost 
Avoid 

Total 
Cost 

Totals: 565,246 52,495 0 -17,100 600,642 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  le : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

MilCon f o r  Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

A l l  Costs i n  $K 

Description: ------------- 
BN tlQ BLDG 
GEN INST BLDG 
VEH MAINT SHP ORG 
STOR WAREHOUSE 
GEN WRP ADMIN 
ENL UW (PLNG) 
FAMILY HOUSING 
HORIZONTAL PAVEMT 
APPLIED INST BLDG 

M i  1 Con Using Rehab New New Total 
Caw Rehab Cost* MilCon Cost* Cost* ----- ----- ----- ------ ----- ----- 
OPERA 0 0 49,000 7,557 7,557 
SCHLB 141,000 11,213 141,000 19,005 30,218 
MINT 18,000 1,486 0 0 1,486 
STORA 89,000 4,083 7,000 . 544 4,627 
ADMIN 25,000 2,026 254,000 34,894 36,920 
8AC'l-Q 0 0 2,450 146,782 146,782 
FAMLQ 0 0 112 13,941 13,941 
HORIZ 0 0 26,000 1,280 1,280 
APPLI 168,000 14,645 168,000 24,821 39,466 

.------------------------------------------------------------ 
Total Construction Cost: 282,278 

+ I n f o  Management Account: 24,639 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Construction Cost Avoid: 0 ........................................ 

TOTAL: 306,918 

* A l l  MilCon Costs include Design, S i t e  Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SIOH Costs where appl icable. 



MILITARY CllNSTRWTTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 11995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A W  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
S t d  Fctrs F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

MilCon f o r  Base: FORT MONROE, VA 

A1 1 Costs i n  $K 
M i  lCon Using Rehab New New 

Descr i p t i  on: Caw Rehab Cost* MilCon Cost* ------------- ----- ----- ----- ------ ----- 
GEN INST BLDG SCHLB 0 0 189,000 25,474 
APPL INST BLDG APPLI 0 0 7,000 1,034 
GEN WRP ADMIN ADMIN 0 0 31,000 4,259 
OFFICER UPH mm 0 0 190 11,383 
FAMILY HOUSING FAMLQ 0 0 7 871 
TASC STORA 0 0 13,000 1,011 

Total 
Cost* ----- 

25,474 
1,034 
4,259 

11,383 
87 1 

1,011 
--- - 

Total Construction Cost: 44,033 
+ In fo  Management Account: 4,383 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Construction Cost Avoid: 0 ........................................ 

TOTAL : 48,416 

* A l l  MilCon Costs include Design, Si te Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SIOH Costs where applicable. 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMV 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

M i  l b n  fo r  Base: FORT LEE, VA 

A1 1 Costs i n  $K 
M i  1Con Using Rehab New New Total 

Description: cam Rehab Cost* MilCon Cost* Cost* ------------- ----- ----- ----- ------ ----- ----- 
.............................................................................. 

Total Construction Cost: 0 
+ In fo  Management Accwnt: 0 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Construction Cost Avoid: 17,100 ........................................ 

TOTAL : -17,100 

* A l l  MilCon Costs include Design, S i t e  Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SJOH Costs where appl icable. 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Mi lCon f o r  Base: FORT RUCKER, AL 

A11 Costs i n  $K 
Mi 1 Con Using Rehab New New Total 

Description: Caw Rehab Cost* MilCon Cost* Cost* ------------- ----- ----- ----- ------ ----- ----- 
CO HQ BLDG OPERA 0 0 26,000 3,637 . 3,637 
GEN INST BLDG SCHLB 0 0 176,000 21,516 21,516 
APPL INST BLOG APPLI 0 0 524,000 70,217 70,217 
ENLISTED UPH B A W  0 0 890 48,361 48,361 
STORA WAREHOUSE STORA 0 0 79,000 5,572 5,572 
GEN PURP ADMIN ADMIN 0 0 27,000 3,364 3,364 .............................................................................. 

Total Construction Cost: 152,666 
+ I n f o  Management Account: 15,196 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Construction Cost Avoid: 0 ........................................ 

TOTAL: 167,862 

* A11 MilCon Costs include Design, S i t e  Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SIOH Costs where applicable. 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 6/8 
Data As W 19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department :ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS&l A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

MilCon f o r  Base: BASE X, US 

A l l  Costs i n  $K 
Mi lCon 

Description: ------------- hteg ----- 
ADMXN AWIN 
VEH MINT MINT 
CO/BN/BDE HQ OPERA 
FAMILY HOUSING F AMLQ 
VEH HARDSTAND HORIZ 

Usi ng 
Rehab ----- 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Rehab 
Cost* ----- 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

New New Total 
MilCon Cost* Cost* ------ ----- ----- 

278,000 48,405 48,405 
3,000 532 532 

16,000 3,127 3,127 
44 6,941 6,941 

7,000 437 437 .............................................................................. 
Total Construction Cost: 59 , 443 

+ I n f o  Management Account: 5,873 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Construction Cost Avoid: 0 ........................................ 

TOTAL : 65,316 

* A1 1 Mi lCon Costs include Design, S i te  Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SlOH Costs where applicable. 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ASSFTS (COBRA v5.08) - Page 7/8 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF'IDEC.SFF 

M i  1 b n  fo r  Base: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

A l l  Costs i n  $K 
M i  lCon 

Description: ateg ------------- ----- 
R&D RDT&E 
GEN WRP ADMIN ADMIN 
AVUM HANGER AIROP 
SPEC BALLISTICS RNGE OTHER 
HORIZONTAL PAVEMT HORIZ ............................ 

Using Rehab New New 
Rehab Cost* Mi1Con Cost* ----- ----- ------ ----- 

0 0 118,000 19,280 
0 0 33,000 4,112 
0 0 5,000 764 
o n/a o n/a 
0 0 15,000 670 

.----------------------------------------- 

Total Construction Cost: 
+ In fo  Management Account: 
+ Land Purchases: 
- Construction Cost Avoid: 

Total 
Cost* ----- 

19,280 
4,112 

764 
2,000 

670 

TOTAL : 29,230 

* PL1l MilCon Costs include Design, Si te Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SIOH Costs where applicable. 



PERSONNEL S W R Y  REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

PERSONNEL SlHlARY FOR: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, Pr io r  to  BRAC Action): 
OFf i cers Enlisted Students C iv i l ians  ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

536 3,608 1,734 2,440 

PERSONNEL REALIGHC1ENTS: 
To Base: FORT RUCKER, AL 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 
Of f  ice= 0 0 28 0 0 
E n l i s t d  0 0 502 0 0 
Students 0 0 956 0 0 
C iv i l ians  0 0 42 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 1,528 0 0 

To Rase: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 

Off icers 0 0 7 0 0 
En1 is ted 0 0 1 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 
C iv i  1 ians 0 0 250 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 258 0 0 

F m  Base: FORT LEE, VA 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 

Off icers 0 0 585 0 0 
En1 i sted 0 0 1,859 0 0 
Students 0 0 3,957 0 0 
C iv i  1 ians 0 0 1,760 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 8,161 0 0 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS (Out o f  FORT EUSTIS, VA): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 

Off icers 0 0 35 0 0 
En1 is ted  0 0 503 0 0 
Students 0 0 956 0 0 
C iv i l ians  0 0 292 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 1,786 0 0 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS ( In to  FORT EUSTIS, VA): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 

O f f  icen 0 0 585 0 0 
En1 is ted  0 0 1,859 0 0 
Students 0 0 3,957 0 0 
Ci v i  1 ians 0 0 1,760 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 8,161 0 0 

BASE KFULATION (Af ter  BRAC Action): 
Of f icers En1 is ted  Students ---------- ---------- ---------- 

1,086 4,964 4,735 

PERSONNEL W R Y  FOR: FORT MONROE, VA 

BASE POPULATION (M 1996, Pr io r  t o  BRAC Action): 
Of f icers En1 i sted Students ---------- -------em- ---------- 

567 282 31 

2001 Total 

2001 Total 

2001 Total 

2001 Total 

C iv i l ians  ---------- 
3,908 

C iv i l ians  



PERSONNEL S W R Y  REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: FORT LEE, VA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Officers 0 74 0 0 0 0 74 
En1 isted 0 14 0 0 0 0 14 
Students 0 943 0 0 0 0 943 
Civi l ians 0 100 0 0 0 0 1 00 
TOTAL 0 1,131 0 0 0 0 1,131 

TOTI\L PERSONNEL REALIGFMENTS (Into FORT MONROE, VA): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Officers 0 74 0 0 0 0 74 
En1 isted 0 14 0 0 0 0 14 
Students 0 943 0 0 0 0 943 
Civi l ians 0 100 0 0 0 0 100 
TOTAL 0 1,131 0 0 0 0 1,131 

BASE POPULATION (After BRAC Action): 
OFf i cers En1 isted Students Civ i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

641 296 974 1,681 

PERSONNEL W R Y  FOR: FORT LEE, VA 

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996): 
Off icers En1 i sted Students C iv i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

751 2,312 4,658 3,057 

FORCE STRUCTURE CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Officers 0 -1 0 0 0 0 -1 
En1 isted 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Students 0 401 -159 0 0 0 242 
Civi l ians 0 -9 -82 0 0 0 -91 
TOTAL 0 391 -241 0 0 0 150 

BASE POPULATION (Prior to BRAC Action): 
Off  icers En1 isted Students Civi 1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

750 2,312 4,900 2,966 

PERSONNEL REALIMNTS: 
To Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Officers 0 0 585 0 0 0 585 
En1 i sted 0 0 1,859 0 0 0 1,859 
Students 0 0 3,957 0 0 0 3,957 
Civi  1 ians 0 0 1,760 0 0 0 1,760 
TOTAL 0 0 8,161 0 0 0 8,161 

To Base: FORT MONROE, VA 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Officers 0 74 0 0 0 0 74 
Enlisted 0 14 0 0 0 0 14 
Students 0 943 0 0 0 0 943 
Civi l ians 0 100 0 0 0 0 1 00 
TOTAL 0 1,131 0 0 0 0 1,131 



PERSONNEL SUmARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Depwtmnt : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

To Base: BASE X, US 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total 
---.. ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

VFf i cen 0 33 0 0 0 0 33 
En1 isted 0 6 1 0 0 0 0 61 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi  1 ians 0 165 0 0 0 0 165 
TOTAL 0 259 0 0 0 0 259 

To Base: FORT MOX, KY 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

QFf i cers 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 
En1 isted 0 172 0 0 0 0 172 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi l ians 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 177 0 0 0 0 177 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIWENTS (Out o f  FORT LEE, VA): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

QFf i cers 0 112 585 0 0 0 697 
En1 isted 0 247 1,859 0 0 0 2,106 
Students 0 943 3,957 0 0 0 4,900 
Civi  1 ians 0 265 1,760 0 0 0 2,025 
TOTAL 0 1,567 8,161 0 0 0 9,728 

SCENARIO POSITION CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Officers 0 0 -26 0 0 0 -26 
Enlisted 0 0 -186 0 0 0 -186 
Civi l ians 0 0 -394 0 0 0 -394 
TOTAL 0 0 -606 0 0 0 -606 

CARETAKER REQUIREMENTS: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

M i  1 i tary 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi  1 i ans 0 0 10 0 0 0 10 
TOTAL 0 0 10 0 0 0 10 

BASE POPULATION (After BRAC Action) : 
Officers En1 i sted Students Civi 1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

27 20 0 557 

PERSONNEL W R Y  FOR: FORT RUCKER, AL 

W E  KIWLATION (FY 1996, Prior to BRAC Action): 
Off icers En1 isted Students Civi 1 ians --------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

1,213 1,925 2,087 2,601 

PERSONNEL REALIGWENTS: 
Frcm Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

19% 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Officers 0 0 28 0 0 0 28 
En1 i sted 0 0 502 0 0 0 502 
Students 0 0 956 0 0 0 956 
Civi l ians 0 0 42 0 0 0 42 
TOTAL 0 0 1,528 0 0 0 1,528 



PERSONNEL SUlcMARY REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4 
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Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS ( In to  FORT RUCKER, AL): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

OFf i cers 0 0 28 0 0 0 28 
En1 is ted  0 0 502 0 0 0 502 
Students 0 0 956 0 0 0 956 
C iv i l ians  0 0 42 0 0 0 42 
TOTAL 0 0 1,528 0 0 0 ' 1,528 

BASE POWLATION (After BRAC Action): 
Of f  i cers  En1 is ted  Students C iv i l ians  ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

1,241 2,427 3,043 2,643 

PERSONNEL SUmARY FOR: BASE X, US 

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, Pr io r  t o  BRAC Action): 
OFf i cers En1 is ted Students C iv i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

752 4,208 1,121 2,709 

PERWNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
F m  Base: FORT LEE, VA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Off icers 0 33 0 0 0 0 33 
En1 is ted  0 6 1 0 0 0 0 61 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C,ivi 1 ians 0 165 0 0 0 0 165 
TOTAL 0 259 0 0 0 0 2 59 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS ( In to  BASE X, US): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Off  i cers 0 33 0 0 0 0 33 
Enlisted 0 6 1 0 0 0 0 6 1 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C,i v i  1 i ans 0 165 0 0 0 0 165 
TOTAL 0 2 59 0 0 0 0 259 

BASE POPULATION (After BRAC Action): 
Off i cers En1 is ted Students C iv i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

785 4,269 1,121 2,874 

PERSONNEL S M R Y  FOR: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, Pr io r  to BRAC Action): 
Of f icers En1 is ted Students C iv i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

377 1,097 1,076 11,073 

PERSONNEL REALIGMIENTS: 
Fran Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
O-Ff ice= 0 0 7 0 0 0 7 
En1 i sted 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  l i ans  0 0 250 0 0 0 250 
TOTAL 0 0 258 0 0 0 258 



PERSONNEL SUmARY REWRT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5 
Data  As O f  19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : A W  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  1e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

TOT9L PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS (Into REDSTONE 
19% 1997 1998 ---- ---- ---- 

Officers 0 0 7 
En1 isted 0 0 1 
Students 0 0 0 
Civi l ians 0 0 250 
TOTAL 0 0 258 

ARSENAL, AL) : 
1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ----- 
0 0 0 7 
0 0 0 1 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 250 
0 0 0 258 

BASE WPULATION (After BRAC Action): 
Off icers En1 i sted Students Civ i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

384 1,098 1,076 11,323 

PERSONNEL S W R Y  FOR: FORT KNOX, KY 

BASE POWLATION (FY 1996, Prior to BRAC Action): 
Officers En1 isted Students Civi 1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

999 6,875 6,476 3'81 0 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: FORT LEE, VA 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Officers 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 
En1 isted 0 1 72 0 0 0 0 172 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi 1 ians 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 177 0 0 0 0 177 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIWENTS (Into FORT KNOX, 
1996 1997 1998 ---- ---- ---- 

Officers 0 5 0 
En1 isted 0 172 0 
Students 0 0 0 
Civi  1 ians 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 177 0 

KY) : 
1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ----- 
0 0 0 5 
0 0 0 172 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 177 

BASE POWLATION (After BRAC Action): 
Off icers En1 isted Students Civ i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 
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Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Stcl Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Rate 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 0 265 2,052 0 0 0 2317 

Early Retirement* 10.00% 0 27 205 0 0 0 232 
Regu 1 ar  Ret i tement* 5.00% 0 13 103 0 0 0 116 
Civ i l ian  Turnover* 15.00% 0 4 0 3 0 8  0 0 0 348 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 0 16 124 0 0 0 140 
Civi l ians Moving (the remainder) 0 169 1,312 0 0 0 1481 
Civ i l ian  Positions Available 0 96 740 0 0 0 836 

CIVILIAN WSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Retirement 10.00% 
Regular Retitement 5.00% 
Civi  1 ian Turnover 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 
Pr io r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 
Civi l ians Available t o  Move 
Civi  1 ians Moving 
Civ i l ian  RIFs (the remainder) 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 2 6 5 2 , 0 5 2  0 0 0 2 3 1 7  
Civi l ians Moving 0 1691,328 0 0 0 1497 
New Civi l ians Hired 0 96 724 0 0 0 820 
Otlwr Civ i  1 ian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 27 244 0 0 0 271 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 16 148 0 0 0 164 
TOTALCIVILIANPRIORITYPLACEMENTW 0 0 236 0 0 0 236 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 96 724 0 0 0 820 

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, Civi 1 ian Turnover, and Civi  1 ians Not 
Wil l ing t o  Move are not applicable fo r  moves under f i f t y  miles. 

+ The Percentage o f  Civ i l ians Not W i  11 ing t o  Move (Voluntary RIFs) varies from 
base t o  base. 

# Not a l l  Pr ior i ty  Placements involve a Permanent Change o f  Station. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  50.00% 



PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/8 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
Stcl Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA Rate ---- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 

Early Retirement* 10.00% 
Regu 1 ar Reti rement* 5.00% 
Civ i l ian  Turnover* 1 5.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civi l ians Moving (the remainder) 
C iv i l ian  Positions Available 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Ret i rement 10.00% 
Regular Retirement 5.00% 
Civi  1 ian Turnover 15.00% 
Clvs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Pr io r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 
Civi l ians Available to Move 
Civi l ians Moving 
Civ i l ian  RIFs (the remainder) 

2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ----- 
0 0 292 
0 0 29 
0 0 15 
0 0 4 4  
0 0 18 
0 0 186 

0 0 106 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING I N  0 01,760 0 0 0 1760 
Civi l ians Moving 0 0 1,142 0 0 0 1142 
New Civi 1 ians Hired 0 0 6 1 8  0 0 0 618 
Other Civ i l ian  Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 2 9 0 0 0 2 9  
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 1 8 0 0 0 1 8  
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITY PLACEMENTS# 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 6 1 8  0 0 0 618 

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, C iv i l ian  Turnwer, and Civi l ians Not 
Wil l ing t o  Move are not applicable fo r  moves under f i f t y  miles. 

# Not a l l  P r io r i t y  Placements involve a Permanent Change o f  Station. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  50.00% 



PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3/8 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department :ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT MONROE, VA Rate 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

Ear 1 y Ret i mment* 10.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regu 1 ar Retirement* 5.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C iv i l ian  Turnover* 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi l ians Moving (the remainder) 0  0 0  0 0 0 0 
C iv i l ian  Positions Available 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Early Retirement 10.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regu 1 ar Ret i rement 5.00% 0 0 0  0 0 0 
Civ i l ian  Turnover 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v s N o t b i n g ( R I F s ) *  6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
P r io r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ i l ians Available to Move 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ i l ians Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C iv i l ian  RIFs (the remainder) 0 0 0 0 0 0  

CIt'ILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING I N  0 1 0 0  0 0 0 0 100 
Civ i  1 ians Moving 0 6 4 0 0 0 0 6 4  
hlew Civi l ians Hired 0 3 6  0 0  0  0 36 
Other Civ i l ian  Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTALCIVILIANPRIORITYPLACEMENTS# 0 0 0 0  0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 3 6 0 0 0 0 3 6  

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, C iv i l ian  Turnover, and Civi l ians Not 
Wil l ing to Move are not applicable fo r  moves under f i f t y  miles. 

f Not a1 1 P r io r i t y  Placements involve a Permanent Change o f  Station. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  50.00% 



PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4/8 
Data As Of  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario Fi 1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctn File : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT LEE, VA Rate ---- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING WT 
Early Ret i rement* 10.00% 
Regu 1 ar Reti rement* 5.00% 
Civilian Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civilians Moving (the remainder) 
Civilian Positions Available 

Total 

CIVILIAN WSITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 3 9 4  0 0 0 3 9 4  
Early Retirement 10.00% 0 0 39 0 0 0 39 
Regu 1 ar Ret i rement 5.00% 0 0 20 0 0 0 20 
Civilian Turnover 15.00% 0 0 59 0 0 0 59 
CivsNotMwing(RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 24 0 0 0 24 
Priority Placement# 60.00% 0 0 2 3 6  0 0 0 236 
Civilians Available to Move 0 0 1 6 0 0 0 1 6  
Civilians Moving 0 0 1 6 0 0 0 1 6  
Civilian RIFs (the remainder) 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Civi 1 ians Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
New Civilians Hired 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 27 215 0 0 0 242 
TOT4L CIVILIAN RIFS 0 16 130 0 0 0 146 
TOTYL CIVILIAN PRIORITY PLACEMENTS# 0 0 236 0 0 0 236 
TOThL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, Civi 1 ian Turnover, and Civi 1 ians Not 
Willing to Move are not applicable for moves under fifty miles. 

# Not a11 Priority Placements involve a Permanent Change of Station. The rate 
of PPS placements involving a PCS is 50.00% 
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Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std F c t n  F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT RUCKER, AL Rate ---- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 

Early Ret i rement* 10.00% 
Regu 1 ar Reti rement* 5.00% 
Civi  1 ian Turnover* 1 5.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civi l ians Moving (the remainder) 
C iv i l ian  Positions Available 

CIVILIAN WSITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Early Retirement 10.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regu 1 ar Retirement 5.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ i l ian  Turnover 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivsNotMoving(RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pr io r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi l ians Available to Move 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civi l ians Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civ i l ian  RIFs (the remainder) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Tota 1 ----- 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 0 4 2 0 0 0 4 2  
Civil ians Moving 0 0 2 7 0 0 0 2 7  
New Civ i l ians Hired 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 1 5  
Other Civ i  1 ian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTALCIVILIANPRIORITYPLACEMENTS# 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 1 5 0 0 0 1 5  

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, C iv i l ian  Turnover, and Civi l ians Not 
Iclil l ing to Move are not applicable fo r  moves under f i f t y  miles. 

# Not a l l  P r io r i t y  Placements involve a Permanent Change o f  Station. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  50.00% 
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Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CtSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: BASE X, US Rate ---- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 

Early Retirement* 10.00% 
Regular Retirement* 5.00% 
Civ i l ian  Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civi l ians Moving (the remainder) 
C iv i l ian  Positions Available 

CIC'ILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Early Retirement 10.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regular Retirement 5.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civ i l ian  Turnover 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivsNotMoving(RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pr io r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi l ians Available to Move 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civi l ians Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civ i l ian  RIFs (the remainder) 0 0 0 0 0 0  

Total ----- 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 165 0 0 0 0 165 
Civi l ians Moving 0 1 0 5  0 0 0 0 105 
New Civi l ians Hired 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 0  
Other Civ i l ian  Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOT4L CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOT4L CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOT4LCIVILIANPRIORITYPLACEMENTS# 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOT9L CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 0  

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, C iv i l ian  Turnover, and Civi l ians Not 
Wil l ing t o  Move are not applicable f o r  moves under f i f t y  miles. 

# Not a l l  P r io r i t y  Placements involve a Permanent Change o f  Station. The rate 
of  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  50.00% 



PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) - Page 7/8 
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Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1~. CBR 
Std F c t n  F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF~DEC. SFF 

Base: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL Rate 
---- 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING WT 
Early Retirement* 10.00% 
Regu 1 ar Retirement* 5.00% 
Civi 1 ian Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civi l ians Moving (the remainder) 
C iv i l ian  Positions Available 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Retirement 10.00% 
Regular Retirement 5.00% 
Civ i l ian  Turnover 1 5.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Pr io r i t y  Placement# 60.00% 
Civi l ians Available to Move 
Civi l ians Moving 
Civ i l ian  RIFs (the reminder) 

2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ----- 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

CIVILIAN WSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 0 250 0 0 0 250 
Civi l ians Moving 0 0 1 5 9  0 0 0 159 
New Civi l ians Hired 0 0 9 1  0 0 0 9 1  
Other Civ i l ian  Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTALCIVILIANPRIORITYPLACEMENTS# 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 9 1  0 0 0 9 1  

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, C iv i l ian  Turnover, and Civi l ians Not 
Wil l ing t o  Move are not applicable fo r  moves under f i f t y  miles. 

# Not a l l  P r io r i t y  Placements involve a Permanent Change of Station. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  50.00% 
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Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario Fi 1 e : C: \COBRA\TS-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs File : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT W X ,  KY Rate ---- 
CIVILIAN KlSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 
Early Retirement* 10.00% 
Regu 1 ar R e t  i rement* 5.00% 
Civi 1 ian Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civilians Moving (the remainder) 
Civi 1 ian Positions Avai lable 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Retirement 10.00% 
Regular Retirement 5.00% 
Civilian Turnover 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Priority Placement# 60.00% 
Civilians Available to Move 
Civilians Moving 
Civilian RIFs (the remainder) 

Tota 1 ----- 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CIVILIAN WITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Civilians Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
New Civilians Hired 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRMENTS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTALCIVILIANPRIORITYPLACEMENTSAT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NEW HIRES 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

* Early Retirements, Regular Retirements, Civi 1 ian Turnover, and Civi 1 ians Not 
Willing to Move are not applicable for moves under fifty miles. 

# Mot all Priority Placements involve a Permanent Change of Station. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS is 50.00% 
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bpartment : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS&lA.CBR 
St;d Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 

Year ---- 
1996 
1997 
1998 
1999 
2000 
2001 

TOTALS 

Pers Moved I n  
Total Percent 

MilCon Pers Hovd Out/Eliminated ShutDn 
Timephase Tota 1 Percent Timephase --------- ----- ------- --------- 

0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00% 
7 00.00% 0 0.00% 0.00% 

0.00% 1 ,786 100.00% 100.00% 
0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00% 
0.00% 0 0.00% 0.00% 
0. 00% 0 0.00% 0.00% 

Base: FORT MONROE, VA 

Year ---- 
1996 
1997 
1998 
1999 
2000 
2001 

TOTALS 

Pers Moved I n  
Total Percent ----- ------- 

0 0.00% 
1,131 100.00% 

0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 

Base: FORT LEE, VA 

Year 

TOTALS 

Pers Moved I n  
Total Percent 

Mi 1 Con 
T i  mephase 

M i  1 Con 
T i  mephase --------- 

50. 00% 
25.00% 
25.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0. OOX 

Pers Moved Out/Eliminated ShutDn 
Total Percent Timephase 

Pers Moved Out/El iminated ShutDn 
Total Percent Timephase ----- ------- --------- 

0 0. 00% 0.00% 
1,567 15.16% 15.16% 
8,767 84.84% 84.84% 

0 0. OOX 0.00% 
0 0. OOX 0.00% 
0 0.00% 0.00% 



PERSONNEL YEARLY PERCENTAGES (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/3 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report Crea ted  19:13 03/01/1995 

Department :ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A)  
Scenario F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs Fi  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT RUCKER, AL 

Pers Mwed I n  
Total Percent 

M i  1 Con 
TimePhase 

Pers Moved Out/Eliminated ShutDn 
Total Percent T i  mephase Year 

TOTALS 

Base: BASE X, US 

Pers Moved I n  
Total Percent 
----- ------- 

0 0.00% 
259 100.00% 

0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 
0 0.00% 

M i  1Con 
TimePhase --------- 

100.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0. 00% 

Pers Moved Out/El iminated ShutDn 
Total Percent Ti  mephase ----- ------- --------- 

0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0. OOX 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 

Year ---- 
1996 
1997 
1998 
1999 
2000 
2001 

TOT 19LS 

Base: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 

Pers Moved I n  
Total Percent 

M i  1 Con 
TimePhase 

k r s  Moved Out/Eliminated ShutDn 
Total Percent Ti  mephase Year ----- ------- --------- 

0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0. OOX 16.67% 
0 0. 00% 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0. OOX 16.67% ----- ------- --------- 
0 0.00% 1 00.00% TOTALS 



PERSONNEL YEARLY PERCENTAGES (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3/3 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Soenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS&-1 A. CBR 
S t d  Fctrs Ff l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT KNOX, KY 

Year ---- 
1 996 
'1 997 
1 998 
1999 
2000 
2001 

TOTALS 

Pers Moved I n  
Tota 1 Percent ----- ------- 

0 0.00% 
177 100.00% 

0 0. 00% 
0 0.00% 
0 0. 00% 
0 0.00% ----- ------- 

177 100.00% 

Mi 1 Con 
T i  mePhase --------- 

100.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 
0.00% 

Pers Moved Out/E1 iminated ShutDn 
Total Petcent T i  mephase ----- ------- --------- 

0 0.00% , 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0.00% 16.67% 
0 0. OOX 16.673 
0 0. 00% 16.67% 
0 0. OOX 16.67% 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 1 /24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I 995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1~. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

ONE-TIME COSTS ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 
Fam Housing 
Land Purch 

ow 
C I V  SALARY 
Civ RIF 
Civ Retire 

C I V  MWING 
Per Diem 
POV Miles 
Home Purch 
HHG 
M i  sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHT 
Packi ng 
Freight 
Vehicles 
Driving 

llnemploynent 
OTHER 
Program Plan 
Shutdown 
New Hire 
1 -Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 
Per Diem 
POV Miles 
HHG 
M i  sc 

OTHER 
E l i m  PCS 

OTHER 
H9P / RSE 
Environmental 
In fo  Manage 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Total 
----- 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 2/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  1 e : C: \COBRA\TS&l A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

RECURRINGCOSTS ----- ($K) ----- 
FAM HWSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
CHAMPUS 
Caretaker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mf Salary 
En1 Salary 
I4ouse Allow 

OTHER 
Mission 
Misc R e c u r  
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 ----- 
5,542 

Beyond ------ 
1,160 

TOTAL COST 160,766 477,892 105,380 36 , 949 35,320 35,320 

OhlE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi1 Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Env i romnta l  
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 ----- 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
o&M 

RPMA 
m 
Unique Operat 
C i v  Salary 
OMPUS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Salary 
En1 Salary 
House A l l o w  

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Mlsc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOT4L RECUR 

Tota 1 ----- 
36,045 

Beyond 
------ 
9,871 

TOTAL SAVINGS 17,100 4,464 34,252 64,740 64,740 64,740 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i 1 e : C : \COBRA\TS~- 1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

ONE-TIME NET ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 
w 
Civ Retir/RIF 
Civ Moving 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 

OTHER . 
HAP / RSE 
Environmental 
In fo  Manage 
1-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HWSE OPS 
O&M 
RW 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

(=HAMPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOT4L NET COST 143,666 473,428 71,128 -27,792 -29,421 -29,421 

Total ----- 

Total 
----- 

-30,503 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 4/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  1e : C: \COBRA\TS-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 
BIE-TIME COSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 24,394 
Fam Housing 1,267 
Land Purch 0 

WM 
C I V  SALARY 
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
FW Miles 0 
I h  Purch 0 
I# 0 
Misc 0 
House Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 

FREIGHT 
Packing 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemployment 0 
OTHER 
Program Plan 1,029 
Shutdown 0 
hlew Hires 0 
1-Time Move 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 
Per D i m  0 
POV Miles 0 
HHG 0 
M i  sc 0 

OTHER 
Elim PC. 0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi rormenta 1 0 
In fo  Manage 0 
1-Time Other 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 26,690 

Total ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 5/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std F c t n  F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 
RECURRINGCOSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 0 
O&M 

RPMA 0 
DOS 0 
llnique Operat 0 
Clv Salary 0 
CHAMPUS 0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mf Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Total ----- 
3,798 

TOTAL COSTS 26,690 282,450 33,989 22,168 22,168 22,168 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 

M 1 ICON 
Fan Housing 

O&M 
1-Time b e  

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi l  Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Envi rormental 
1-Tim Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Total ----- 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 
RF'M4 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
C H W  

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off Salary 
En1 Salary 
House A1 low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc R e c u r  
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 86 5 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REWRT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 6/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A W  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS&lA.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT EUSTIS, VA 
ONE-TIME NET 1 996 ---- ($K)----- ---- 
ONSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 24,394 
Fam Housing 1,267 

O&M 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
Civ Mwing 0 
Other 1,029 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi1 b i n g  0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi r o m n t a l  0 
I n f o  Manage 0 
1 -Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 26,690 

Total ----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FPM HWSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

CHAMWS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Salary 
Hwse Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
3,798 

TOTAL NET COST 26,690 282,450 33,124 22,168 22,168 22,168 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 7/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS6-1A) 
Scenario F i  1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Sid F c t n  F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT MONROE, VA 
MIE-TIME COSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CClNSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 43,161 
Fam Housing 87 1 
Land Purch 0 

Om 
C I V  SALARY 
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

C I V  MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
POV Miles 0 
Home Purch 0 
HHG 0 
M i  sc 0 
House Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 

FREIGHT 
Packi ng 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemployment 0 
OTHER 
Program Plan 0 
Shutdown 0 
New Hires 0 
1-Time Move 0 

MIL PERSWNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 0 
POV Miles 0 
IiHG 0 
M i  sc 0 

OTHER 
E l i m  PCS 0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Environmental 0 
In fo  Manage 4,383 
1-Time Other 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 48,416 

Total ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 8/24 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report Crea ted  19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSB-1A.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT MONROE, VA 
RECURRIMDSTS 1996 ----- (QK)----- ---- 
FAM HWSE OPS 58 
O&M 

RFmA 0 
Em 0 
llnique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
CHAMPUS 0 
Caretaker 0 

MJL PERSONNEL 
Mf Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House A1 low 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 58 

Total ----- 
56 5 

TOTAL COSTS 48,473 1,557 2,511 2,511 2,511 2,511 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCT I ON 

M I  LCON 
Fan Housing 

O M  
1-Time Move 

MII, PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Envi r o m n t a l  
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Total 
----- 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 
RFMA 
BOS 
Unlque Operat 
Clv Salary 
CHAMWS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Salary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
R.oatmmnt 
Mission 
M i x :  Recur 
Unique Other 

TOT9L RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOT9L SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REKRT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 9/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I 995 

Department : A R M Y  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT MONROE, VA 
ONE-TIME NET 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 43,161 
Fam Housing 87 1 

Onw 
Civ R&ir/RIF 0 
Clv b i n g  0 
Other 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 0 

OTHER ' 

HAP / RSE 0 
Envi rornrental 0 
In fo  Manage 4,383 
1-Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL WE-TIME 48,416 

Total ----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FPlM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

PPMA 
rn 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

CHAMPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 

M i l  Salary 
House A l l o w  

OTHER 
Prowtement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
56 5 

TOTAL NET COST 48,473 1,557 2,511 2,511 2,511 2,511 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 10/24 
Data As M 19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i  1e : C: \UXRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

thse: FORT LEE, VA 
ONE-TIME COSTS 1 996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTIOF( 
MI LCON 0 
Fam Housing 0 
Land Purch 0 

wl 
CIV SALARY 
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
POV Miles 0 
Home Purch 0 
HHG 0 
M i  sc 0 
House Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 

FREIGHT 
Packing 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

IJnemploynent 0 
OTHER 

Program Plan 3,861 
Shutdown 0 
New Hires 0 
1-Time Move 0 

MJL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
POV Miles 0 
HHG 0 
Mi sc 0 

OTHER 
Elim PCS 0 

OMER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi mrmental 0 
In fo  Manage 0 
l-Time Other 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 3,861 

Total ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REWRT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 11 /24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  1 e : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
S t d  Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT LEE, VA 
PECURRINGCOSTS ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HWSE OPS 
(X&M 
RPMA 
Bos 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
CHAMPUS 
Carata ker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
3ff Salary 
En1 Salary 
l a s e  Allow 

OTHER 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
IJnique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL COSTS 3,861 11,207 59,057 2,565 936 936 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 
Fam Housing 

OMl 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi1 Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Envi ronnental 
1 -Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRINGSAVES 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 ----- ($K)----- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 
RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
CHAMPUS 

MII, PERSONNEL 
DY Salary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc  Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

Total ----- 

Total ----- 
36,045 

TOTAL SAVINGS 17,100 4,464 33,387 64,740 64,740 64,740 249,172 64,740 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA 6.08)  - Page 12/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT LEE, 
ONE-TIME NET ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
NILCON 
Fam Housing 

OM4 
Civ Retir/RIF 
Civ Moving 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Envi rotmental 
I n f o  Manage 
1-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 
RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

CHWPUS 
MI I, PERSONNEL 
M i l  Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
M.i ssion 
M-isc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total 
----- 

Total ----- 
-36,045 

TOTAL NET COST -1 3,239 6,743 25,671 -62,176 -63,804 -63,804 -1 70,609 -63,804 



APPROPRIATICNS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 13/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01 /I 995, Report Created 1 9: 1 3 03/01 /1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT RUCKER, AL 
ONE-TIME COSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 13,879 
Fam Housing 0 
Land Purch 0 

O&M 
C I V  SALARY 
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

C I V  MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
POV Miles 0 
Home Purch 0 
HHG 0 
M i  sc 0 
House Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 

FREIGHT 
Packi ng 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemployment 0 
OTHER 

Program Plan 0 
Shutdown 0 
New H i r e s  0 
1-Time Move 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 0 
POV Miles 0 
bIHG 0 
M i  sc 0 

OTHER 
E l i m  PCS 0 

OTHER 
HPP / RSE 0 
Envi rormental 0 
In fo  Manage 0 
1-Time Other 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 13,879 

2001 Total ---- ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 14/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS8-1A.CBR 
S.td Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT RUCKER, AL 
RECURRINGCOSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
FrW HOUSE OPS 0 
0&61 

RPMA 0 
ROS 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
CHAMWS 0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off Sa 1 ary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL COSTS 13,879 153,983 6,155 6,139 6,139 6,139 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
1-Time Move 

MII, PERSONNEL 
M i l  Mwing 

OTIiER 
Land Sales 
Environmental 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Total 
----- 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
m 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
CtIAMPUS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off Salary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

Beyond ------ 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 15/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Sld Fctrs F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT RUCKER, AL 
ONE-TIME NET 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 13,879 
Fm Housing 0 

Wd'l 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
Civ b i n g  0 
Other 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Enviromntal  0 
Info Manage 0 
l-Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 13,879 

Total ----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

WWWS 
MII, PERSONNEL 

M i l  Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
M-i ssion 
M.isc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL NET COST 13,879 153,983 6,155 6,139 6,139 6,139 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 16/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
.Scenario Fl1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: BASE X, US 
ONE-TIME COSTS ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTIW 

M I  LCON 
Fam Housing 
Land Purch 

O M  
CIV SALARY 
Civ RIFs 
Civ Retire 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 
POV M i  les 
Home Purch 
ttHG 
M i  sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHT 
Packing 
Freight 
Vehicles 
Driving 

Unemployment 
OTHER 
Pmgram Plan 
Shutdown 
Hew Hires 
1-Time Move 

MII, PERSONNEL 
MIL MOVING 

Per Diem 
POV Miles 
HHG 
M i  sc 

OTHER 
Elim PCS 

OTtIER 
HAP / RSE 
Env i  r o m n t a l  
I n fo  Manage 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Total ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 17/24 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std F c t n  F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: BASE X, US 
R ECURR I m T S  ----- ($K)----- 
FzW HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
ROS 
lJnique Operat 
Civ Salary 
(=HAMPUS 
Caretaker 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mf Salary 
En1 Salary 
tbuse Allow 

OTHER 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
llnique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
1,179 

TOTAL COSTS 65,423 986 1,457 1,457 1,457 1,457 

ONE-TIME SAVES 
----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Environmental 
1-Tlme Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 
----- 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
CHAMPUS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sa1 ary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

Oll-IER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 18/24 
Data As Of 19:13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : A W  
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  le : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: BASE X, US 
ONE-TIME NET ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MI LCON 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
Civ Retir/RIF 
Civ Moving 
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi1 Moving 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Envi r o m n t a l  
I n f o  Manage 
l-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
o&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

WIMPUS 
MII, PERSONNEL 
Mi1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL NET COST 65,423 986 1,457 1,457 1,457 1,457 

Total ----- 

Total ----- 
1,179 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 19/24 
Data As M 19: 13 03/01 /1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I 995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
.Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: REDSTONE 
ONE-TIME COSTS ----- ($K)----- 
CfNSTRUCTION 
MILCON 
Fam Housing 
Land Purch 

ow 
CIV SALARY 
Civ RIFs 
Civ Retire 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 
POV Miles 
Home Purch 
HHG 
MI sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHT 
Packing 
Freight 
Vehicles 
hi v i  ng 

Unemployment 
OTHER 
Program Plan 
Shutdown 
New Hires 
l-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MTL MOVING 
Per Diem 
POV Miles 
liHG 
M i  sc 

OTHER 
Elim PCS 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Envi mmental 
In fo  Manage 
l-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

ARSENAL, AL 
1996 ---- Total ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 20/24 
Data As Of 19:13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std F c t n  F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 
RECURRINGCOSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
FPW HOUSE OPS 0 
08.M 

RPMA 0 
00s 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
CHAMPUS 0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Sal ary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Total 
----- 

0 

TOTAL COSTS 2,439 26,791 1,292 1,191 1,191 1,191 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MJLCON 
Fam Housing 

O&M 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Envi ranmental 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Total ----- 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K) ----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 
RPMA 
60s 
Undque Operat 
Ciw Salary 
cwwus 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Salary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Prcrcurement 
Mission 
Misc R e c u r  
Unlque Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 21/24 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS6-1A) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Skd Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: REDSTONE ARSENAL, AL 
ONE-TIME NET 1 996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
WTRUCTION 

M I  LCON 2,439 
Fam Housing 0 

O&M 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
Civ Moving 0 
Other 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 0 

OTIQR 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi rormental 0 
I n f o  Manage 0 
1-Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 2,439 

Total ----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ Salary 

CHAMPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Salary 
h ~ ~ e  Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL NET COST 2,439 26,791 1,292 1,191 1,191 1,191 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 22/24 
Data As Of 19:13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenar i o F i  1 e : C : \COBRA\TS8-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Ba-: FORT KNOX, KY 
ONE-TIME COSTS 1996 ----- ($K) ----- ---- 
OMSTRUCTICM 
MILCON 0 
Fam Housing 0 
Land Purch 0 

OMl 
C I V  SALARY 
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
KN Miles 0 
Home Purch 0 
HHG 0 
Mi sc 0 
House Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 

FREIGHT 
Pack i ng 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemployment 0 
OMER 
Program Plan 0 
Shutdown 0 
New Hires 0 
1-Time Move 0 

MII, PERSONNEL 
MIL MWING 

Per D i m  0 
POV Miles 0 
HHG 0 
M i  sc 0 

OMER 
Elim PCS 0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi ronmenta 1 0 
In fo  Manage 0 
1-Time Other 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 0 

Total ----- 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 23/24 
Data As O f  19:13 03/01/1995, Report C r e a t e d  19:13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS1A) 
Scenario F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT W X ,  KY 
RECURRINWXTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 0 
O&M 
RPMA 0 
BOS 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
W W S  0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off Sa 1 ary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Total ----- 
0 

T3TAL COSTS 0 91 8 91 8 91 8 91 8 918 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCT I ON 

Total 
----- 

M I  LCON 
Fam Housing 

OM 
1-Time Move 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 

OTHER 
Land Sales 
Environmental 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

RECURRINGSAVES ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
o&M 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Clv Salary 
cl-uwus 

MIL  PERSONNEL 
DFf Salary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Pvvcurement 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 24/24 
Data As Of 19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01 /I995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
Scenario F i  le : C: \COBRA\TS-1 A. CBR 
S t d  F c t n  F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT l o x ,  KY 
ONE-TIME NET 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTION 

MI LCON 0 
Fam Housing 0 

a&M 
C i v  Ret i r /RIF 0 
C i v  Moving 0 
Other 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi 1 Moving 0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envirormental 0 
Info Manage 0 
1 -Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 0 

Tota 1 
----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 
O&M 

RPMA 
Br3S 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
C i v  Sa la ry  

WWWS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
M-i 1 Salary  
House! A l low 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Miss ion 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

To ta l  ----- 
0 

TOTAL NET COST 0 91 8 918 



RW/BOS CHANGE REPORT (COBRA v5.08) 
Data As O f  19: 13 03/01/1995, Report Created 19: 13 03/01/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE FT LEE(TS8-1A) 
.Scenario F i  le : C: \COBRA\TSB-1 A. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF~DEC.SFF 

hlet Change($K) 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total Beyond -------------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- ------ 
RPMA Change 0 -687 1,536 -2,762 -2,762 -2,762 -7,437 -2,762 
BOS Change 0 1,693 14,690 -1,664 -1,664 -1,664 11,391 -1,664 
Housing Change 165 -10 -4,524 -8,711 -8,711 -8,711 -30,503 -8,711 .............................................................................. 
TOTAL CHANGES 165 995 11,702 -13,137 -13,137 -13,137 -26,549 -13,137 



THE ARMY BASING STUDY 

BRAC 95 
ALTERNATIVE 

DOCUMENTATION 
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As of: 14:29 09 Febnury 1995 
DACS-TABS: JS VdJone 

JCS MEDICAL 

Economic Impact Data 

Activity: FORT LEE 
Economic Area: Richmond-Petersburp, VA MSA 

u t  of Proposed BRAC-95 Action at FORT LEE: 

Total Population of Richmond-Petersburg, VA MSA (1992): 
I 

896,200 
Total Employment of Richmond-Petersburg, VA MSA, BEA (1992): 571,530 
Total Personal Income of Richmond-Petersburg, VA MSA (1992 actual): S19,985,306,000 
BRAC 95 Total Direct and Indirect Job Change: (321) 
BRAC 95 Potential TOW Job Change Over Closure Period (% of 1992 Total Employment (0.1 %) 

m 1 9 9 5 1 9 9 6 1 9 9 7 1 9 9 8 1 9 9 9 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 T o t a l  
Relocated Jobs: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

CN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Other Jobs: MIL 0 0 (99) 0 0 0 0 0 (99 ) 

CIV 0 0 (106) 0 0 0 0 0 (106) 
BRAC 95 Direct Job Change Summary at FORT LEE: 

Mn, 0 0 (99) 0 0 0 0 0 (99) 
CIV 0 0 (106) 0 0 0 0 0 (106) 
TOT 0 0 (205) 0 0 0 0 0 (205') 

Indirect Job Change: (1  16) 
Total Direct and lndllect Job Change: (321 1 

Qther Pendiw BRAC Actions at FORT LEE (Previous RoundsL; 
MIL 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
CIV 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 

Richmond-Petersburn. VA MSA Profile: 
Civilian Employment, BLS (1 993): 466,868 Average Per Capita Inc13me (1 992): $22,303 

Employment Data ' Per Capita Personal Income mta 

Annualized C w  in Civilian Em~lo-ment (1 984- 1991 Annualized Change in Per Ca~ita Personal Income ( 1984- 1992 

Employment: 8,840 
Percentage: 2.1% 
U. S. Average Change: 1.5% 

Dollars: $976 
Percentage: 5.6% 
U.S. Average Change: 5.3% 

Ur~employment Rates for Richmond-Petenburg, VA MSA and the US (1984 - 1993): 

Local 4.5% 4.6% 4.2% 3.7% 3.4% 3.6% 3.9% 5 .&I% 6.2% 4.8% 

U.S. 7.5% 7.2% 7.0% 6.2% 5.5% 5.3% 5.5% 6.'7% 7.4% 6.8% 
- - 

1 Note: Bureau of Labor Statistics employment data for 1993, which has been adjusted to incorporate revised rsethodologies and 1993 Bureau 
of ihe Census metropolitan area definitions are nd fully compatible with 1984 - 1992 data. 



As of: 14~29 09 Fcbnury 1995 JCS MEDICAL 

Economic Impact Data 

Activity: FORT LEE 
Economic Area: Richmond-Petersburg, VA MSA 

tive BRAC -and-Petersburg, VA MSA; 

Cumulative Total Direct and Indirect Job Change: 
Potential Cumulative Total Job Change Over Closure Period (% of 1992 Total Eurploy 

m 1 9 9 5 1 9 9 6 1 9 9 7 1 9 9 8 1 9 9 9 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 T o t a l  
Other Proposed BRAC 95 Direct Job Changes in Economic Area (Excluding FORT LEE) 

Army: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Navy: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Au Force: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Other: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Other Pending Prior BRAC Direct Job Changes in Economic Area (Excluding FORT LEE) 

Ann y: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Navy: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

.4ir Force: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Other: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Cumulative Direct Job Change in Richmond-Petersburg, VA MSA Statistical Area (1nc:luding FORT LEE) 

MIL 0 2 (99) 0 0 0 0 0 (97) 
CIV I 6 (106) 0 0 0 0 0 (99 
TOT 1 8 (205) 0 0 0 0 0 (196) 

Cumulative Indirect j ob Change: ( 1 1 1 )  
Cumulative Total Direct and Indirect lob Change: (3 07 
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DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY 
HEADQUARTERS 

FORT LEE, VlRGlNlA 23801 -6300 

RMMP 

MEMORANDUM FOR DIRECTOR, TOTAL ARMY BASING STUDY 

SUBJECT: Base Realignment and Closure Exercise to Run a Cover 
Run on Closing Ft Lee 

The Defense Commissary Agency (DeCA) was established in 
October 1, 1991 as a DoD Agency. DeCA is the direct result of the  
consolidation of the Army, Air Force, Navy and Marine Corp 
commissary systems. Whereas DeCA is a DoD Agency we submit that 
the Agency, if relocated, would be placed in a location which is 
not on a military service installation. In addition, we propose 
that DeCA be located outside of t h e  Washington DC beltway in a non- . congested -aEea so that we may be readily accessil~le to industry 

- - with which w e  carry on commerce. Considering a l so  that DeCAf s 
mission encompasses the world it is e s s e n t i a l  that we are located 
in close pr~ximity to a major airport. 

The estimated costs to be incurred by DeCA to lease a 102,993 
C 

( square foot building in this area, inclusive of utiliqes, . -1  4 , 

J janitorial services and supplies would be $1.3 m i l l i o n / -  DeCA ';'& 
currently incurs Interservice Support Agreement costs of $997,968' L 
for base operations support at Fort Lee. 4 3 ~ ~ ~  A $ 

'u' 
In a scenario in which Fort Lee closed, the commissary would 

also close. Due to the commissaryts role as a suppclrt activity the 
commissaryfs workload would be realigned to support installations 
where missions relocate. 

Colonel, USA 
Chief of Staff 

FAX TRANSMITTAL 

w &;l - I f l po  





- -1 ' 

DeCA FACILITIES Moo1 

DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY 
WE ADQUARTE RS 

FORT LEE, VIRGINIA 23801 -6300 

MAY 1 8 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR DIRECTOR, TOTAL ARMY BASING STUDY 

SUBJECT: Base Realignment and Closure Exercise to Run a Cover 
Run on Closing Ft Lee . 

The Defense Commissary Agency (DeCA) was established in 
October 1, 1991 as a DoD Agency. DeCA is the direct result of the 
consolidation of the Army, Air Force, Navy and Marine Corp 
commissary systems. Whereas DeCA is a DoD Agency we submit that 
the Agency, if relocated, would be placed in a location which is 
not on a military service installation. In addit,ion, we propose 
that DeCA be located outside of the Washington DC beltway in a non- 
congested area so that we may be readily accessil~le to industry 
with which we carry on commerce. Considering also that DeCAts 
mission encompasses the world it is essential that we are located 
in close proximity to a major airport. 

The estimated costs to be incurred by DeCA to lease a 102,993 
square foot building in this area, inclusive of utilities, 
janitorial services and supplies would be $1.3 million. DeCA 
currently incurs ~nterservice Support Agreement co.sts of $927,968 
for base operations support at Fort Lee. 

In a scenario in which Fort Lee-closed, the cl~mmissary would 
also close. Due to the commissary's role as a support activity the 
commissary8s workload would be realigned to support installations 
where missions relocate. 

Colonel, USA 
Chief of Staff 



CLOSEHOLD 

ANNEX A ,  INSTALLATION ASSESSMENT 

Fort Lee 

1. WHAT USAR UNITS/ACTIVITIES ARE STATIONED AT THIS 
INSTALLATION? WHAT IS THE ASSIGNED, AUTHORIZED AND REQUIRED 
STRENGTH OF THE UNITS? 

Attachment 1 provides the required, authorized, 2nd assigned 
force structure information for the 4 Reserve units located at 
Fort Lee based on the USARC FY 94 Summer Command P1a:n. 

2 .  ARE ANY OF THE UNITS/ACTIVITIES SCHEDULED FOR INiICTIVATION OR 
RELOCATION? (E-DATE) 

There are no Army Reserve inactivations, activat~.ons or 
relocations scheduled at Fort Lee. - -- 

9 

3 .  WHAT IS THE NUMBER OF ASSIGNED FULL-TIME SUPPORT PERSONNEL 
(CIVILIAN & MILITARY) OF THE USAR UNITS/ACTIVITIES AT THIS 
INSTALLATION? 

There are 5 civilians anb 16 military (1 AC/15 AGR) personnel 
providing full-time support to US= units/activities at Fort Lee. 

I 
4 .  HOW MANY ACTIVE GUARD AND RESERVE (AGR) SOLDIERS 4RE IN 
GOVERNMENT QUARTERS ON THIS INSTALLATION? 

There are no AGR personnel in government quarters at Fort 
L e e .  

5. ?iRE OFF-INSTALLRTION RESERVE FACILITIES AVAILABLE TO SUPPORT 
THE UNITS/ACTIVITIES? 

There are no suitable USAR facilities within a 50 mile radius 
capable of accommodating the units/activities located at Fort 
Lee. The USARC has one facility on Fort Lee (Fac I .D. VA025) 
which consists of 43,143 Gross Administrative and Training S.F. 
and 19,180 Gross ~h'op S.F. Attachment 2 is a current Facility 
Condition Assessment report for the one USliR owned facility on 
Fort Lee. Based on our analysis there are no USAR facilities 
within a 50 mile radius of Fort Lee recommended for relocation. 
Infomation on the three facilities within 50 miles is available 
upon request from the USARC DCSCOMPT. 



ANNEX A, FT LEE 

6. WHAT USAR UNITS TRAIN HERE (AT/ADT)? CAN TRAINING BE 
PROVIDED AT OTHER STIES (i.e. ECS)? ARE THERE ARNG OR "PURPLE" 
TRAINING FACILITIES LOCATED IN CLOSE PROXIMITY FOR "JOINT-USE"? 
IDENTIFY IMPACT ON CFP AND ARMY RESERVE TRAINING BRIGADES 
SEPARATELY. 

Attachment 3 is a list of the USAR units which train (AT/ADT) 
at Fort Lee. These units total 1,775 personnel, 2913 officer and 
1,485 enlisted.. Fort Pickett can absorb the AT/ADT training load 
from Fort Lee. 

7 .  WHAT IS THE IMPACT OF DIVESTING INTEREST IN THI!; INSTALLATION 
(i . e . TRAINING/FACILITIES/COST) ? ARE THERE EXISTIN(; AC/USAR 
PARTNERSHIPS? 

Replacement facilities would have to be built/leased to house 
the units stationed at Fort Lee. Fort Lee as a Support 
Instal-lation is -not a substantial provider of off-pc)st support. 
Closure -of this installation would have little logi~ltics impact 
on the USAR. 

8 .  WHICH ARMY INSTALLATIONS OR OTHER DoD INSTALLATIONS ARE 
WITHIN 150 MILES (CLOSEST THREE AND DISTANCE)? DOES SIMULTANEOUS 
CLOSING OF ALL MAJOR TRAINING AREAS WITHIN 150 MILES OF THIS 
INSTALLATION HAVE AN ADVERSE EFFECT ON RESERVE 
TRAINING/READINESS? 

Fort Story, Fort Pickett, and Fort Eustis are within 150 
miles of Fort Lee. The closure of all three installations would 
significantly impair USAR training and readiness. 

9. DOES THE USAR WANT TO ESTABLISH/EXPAND AN ENCLAV:3? WHAT 
UVITS/ACTIVITIES WOULD THE ENCLAVE SUPPORT? 

The USAR would want to establish an enclave to retain 
facilities currently occupied at Fort Lee. See attachment 1 for 
supported units. 

10. IF ENCLAVING IS SUPPORTED, WHAT COSTS/SAVINGS =!E ASSOCIATED 
WITH THE INITIATIVE (MCAR/OMAR/LEASES/ETC)? 

No MCAR or lease savings are associated if enclzving is 
supported. 

11. IF RELOCATION OF THE TRAINING FACILITIES IS REQUIRED, WHAT 
COSTS ARE ASSOCIATED WITH THE INITIATIVE (MCAR/OMAR/LEASES)? 

Relocation of the facilities would require a $7,000,000 
(estimated) MCAR project or a $200,000 (estimated) annual lease. 

CLOSEHOLD 



ANNEX A, FT LEE 

12. IS THIS INSTALLATION A DESIGNATED MOBILIZATION SITE? CAN IT 
BE CLOSED WITHOUT MOB IMPACT? 

Fort Lee is the mobilization site for 16 units with 1,201 
USAR/ARNG soldiers. Closure of Fort Lee will have a minor impact 
on Reserve Component mobilization actions. Fort Pickett is the 
nearest installation which could serve as an alternste site. 

13. WHAT ARE THE POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON THE ARMY RES:ERVE 
RECRUITING IN THE MARKET AREA (50 MILE RADIUS)? 

There are no significant impacts on Army Reser~e recruiting. 

14. WHAT UNIQUE LOCAL MARKET FACTORS DIRECTLY SUPPORT USAR UNITS 
3N THIS INSTALLATION (i.e. MEDICAL UNITS THAT RELY ON LOCAL 
MEDICAL SCHOOLS, ETC . ) ? 

Where are no unique demographic/warket factors in support of 
TJSAR units. 

15. WHAT FACTORS ARE TO BE CONSIDERED IN RETAINING~'RELOCATING 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS AND DATA BASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS 
(RCAS) ? 

a. Telecornrnunications: Approximately 100 telephone: are located 
within the facility on Fort Lee. Presently, these 100 
instruments are provided service at no charge thr0us.h the 
installation. Estimated yearly re-occurring changes to provide 
service for 100 instruments is $20,340. 

b. Database Management Systems 
impact .' 

( RCAS ) : RCAS would have no major 

c. Mail Support: Presently, Fort Lee provides mail support for 
the facility. Estimated yearly cost is 2 man-years plus $228 for 
the postage meter. This function could not be consolidated. 

16. IS THE ARMY RESERVE COMMAND INTERESTED IN ASSUMING COMMAND 
AND CONTROL OF THIS INSTALLATION TO RETAIN TRAINING .4ND SUPPORT 
FACILITIES? 

The USARC is not interested in assuming command and control 
of Fort Lee. 



CLOSEHOLD 

REQD AUTH ASGN 
ACT EDATE STR STR ***  ***** * * * *  S I B *  UNIT ****  

.CO : FACID : 

ADDRESS ******* CITY **** ST ZIP **  *** 

1TA4 0374 DET 3 BN (SPT) 
;ARC : 03 10 TAACOM 

PETERSBURG 
CONGDIS: 04 ' GE0NA:FT LEE 

VA 23801 C 940515 19 19 2 
ASGMT: 16 

JZAA 0300 HHC AREA SPT GP ; E c  : 3 i 0 .T-cum DETF;'P_SllC.?G CONGDIS: 04 GE0NA:FT LEE 
'!A 22ec: 

ASGMT: 16 
IZAA 0300 HHC ARlW SPT GP 
;ARC : 03 10 TAACOM 

PETERSBURG 
CONGDIS: 04 GE0NA:FT LEE 

VA 23801 
ASGMT: 16 

IZAA 0300 HHC AREA SPT GP 
;ARC : 03 10 TAACOM 

PETERSBURG 
CONGDIS: 04 GE0NA:FT LEE 

VA 23801 
ASGMT: 16 

dH99 0317 AUG BN 1 BDE 80 DIV PETERSBURG 
;ARC: 0080 DIV CONGDIS: 04 GE0NA:FT LEE VA 23801 

ASGMT: 13 
JH99 0317 AUG BN TNG SPT BDE 80 PETERSBURG 
;ARC: 0080 DIV CONGDIS: 04 GE0NA:FTLEE VA 23801 

ASGMT: 13 
W99 0317 AUG BN TSB 80 DIV PETERSBURG 
;ARC: 0080 DIV CONGDIS: 04 GE0NA:FT LEE 

VA 23801 
ASGMT: 13 

W 9 B  0317 A m  CO B BN TSB 80 
;ARC: 0080 DIV 

PETERSBURG 
CONGDIS: 04 C3EONA:FT LEE 

VA 23801 
ASGMT: 13 

dH9T 0317 AOO HHD ( 0 )  BN TSB 80 PETERSBURG 
SARC: 0080 DIV CONGDIS: 04 GEONA:FT,LEE VA 23801 

ASGMT: 13 

SEND: ~ll lct ivation.  C - C o n v e r s i o n .  G-Chan e i n  Qnd A s ~ t  ( G a i n ) ,  H-Change 
L - R e l o c a t i o n .  R - R e o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  S-& change. =Update  

i n  Chd Asgmt (Loss). J = I n a c t i v a t i o n ,  

LAN. DBF - KACSTA. DBF UNITADDR. FRX STNUICEP. CDX 
ARC DCSFOR/QYD PLAN (AFRC- mr - CP) 
or)  6 2 9 - 7 0 8 9 / 7 6 1 3  FIU (404) 629-7048 /5079  

CLOSE' ' D 







e 7ngine.r Data Call and Installation Narrative Assessmex~t 
(, 

1. FAC ID: VA025 - 
2. Name of facility: Gen Leonard T Gerow USARC 

3. Type of facility : USARC/OMS 

4. Location: Fort Lee, VA 

5. Year acquired or constructed by USAR: 1950 

6. Facility condition: (enclosure 1) 

7. Costs : 
- 

a. Annual lease costs: NA * 

b. Average annual operating costs/sum of all WMA .~ccounts: $185,598 

c. Programed MCAR or MMCAR costs: None 

CLOSEHOLD 



ARMY RESERVE FACILITY WORKSHEET 

ARMY RESERVE FACILITY 

Overall Quality Rating 
(Circle One) 3 

Green 

Facility Number: 1JS23 VAO25 Inspector: Mr. Rifeuir 

Facility User UIC: W2EE02 Phone #:DSN 539-4859 Date Completed: 30 Aus 94 

FACILITY CONDITION ASSESSMENT 

Condition of Each Area 
Place an "Xu in the box that applies t.o each inspection area. 

Inspection Area GREEN AMBER -- RED 
Common Building Areas 

N/A 

1. Site & Grounds 
2. Parking 

[ X I  [ I  [ I  [ I 

3. Building Exterior *** 
1 x 1  [ I  [ I  I 

4. Loading Dock 
[ X I  I  I  [ I  1 
I I  [ I I - 1  

5 Lobby 
1 x 1  

6. Administrative Areas *** - -  [ I [ I  [ I 
7. Stairs 

1 x I  - 1  I  I  I  I I 

8. Corridors 
[ I  1 x 1  [ I [ I 
[ X I  

9. Toilets/Showers/Locker Rooms *** [ X ] 
[ I  [ I  [ I 

10. Utilities *** 
[ I  [ I  [ I 

[ X I  [ I  [ I  i I 
Facility Specific Areas 

11 . Arms Room 
2. Kitchen 

[ X I  [ I  [ I  [ I 

( -3 .  Supply Storage 
[ X I  [ 1 [ I  [ I  

14. Class Room/Learning Center *** 
[ X I  [ I  [ I  [ I 

15. Assembly Hall *** 
[ X I  I I  I I I 

16. Vehicle Maintenance 
[ X I  [ I  [ I  I 1  

17. Indoor Range 
[ X I  [ I [ I  [ 1 

18. AMSA/ECS 
[ I [ I  [ I  [ X I  

19. Aviation Flight Facility 
[ I  [ I [ I  [ X I  
I  I  [ I  [ I [ X I  

Ia land available for expansion? (Y) Number of acre.: 2 

U S M C  addreas: Gerow USAR Center, Bldo 12402, Fort Lee. VA 23801-6000 

Sum of "XsW in each column 
Majority item color rating 

(14 I  [ 1 I  1 3 1  [ 4 I 
[ I  

Critical *** from color rating x-- [ 
I  [ I  [ 1 

I  [ I  [ I  i  1 

Location Comment: 

Envirenmental, Health, Safety, & Preservation (EHSP) Comment: - 
Currently havina a problem with rays 334, an odor is comina from it:. Fort Lee 

Environmental/Safetv is workinn on this. 

COMXANDER/DIRECTOR SIGNATURE - 



ANNEX A, INSTALLATION ASSESSMENT Fort Lee, Virginia 

The following U.S. Army Reserve units conduct annual training at 
Fort Lee f o r  a total of 1,775 Reservists (290-0/1,485-E) : 

328 QM TM 
377 QM CO 
410 QM CO 
445 QM CO 
597 CS co 
633 LOG SUPT GRP 
689 QM CO 
1018 QM CO 
1019 QM CO 
1033 USARF SU- 
103 7 USARF SW@L 
1154 USARF S W ~ L  
1157 USARF S- 
2070 USARF ac~- - 
2289 MD HSP 
5040 USARF S W U  
5042 USARF 

Next sizeable post/facility' with comparable assets is 
Fort Pickett, Virginia. 



0 o 27 
Logistics O O 

Maintenance O 0 o 3 
Transportation o 0 o 8 
Supply 0 0 0 7 ge&e@@&@&@&&&@e@&g@e&&&&&&&&@&&&&&&e&&&&~&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&~~&@&&@&&&&&&&&&&&&&& - 

cF2> Change Population cF3> Remove Units <F4> Add Units 
cF5> View Base Ops Spt cF6> View Contractors <F7> View Supported Units 
<F8> View Memo <F9> Print/Create Results <Esc> Return to Main Menu 

Selected Base: FORT-EUSTIS BOSIJIM RESULTS 
Current Supported: Change in: O (Autl~orizations) 
Mission Base Ops Mission Base OpsO Initial Base Ops Net 

MIL 3918 1116 2524 0 O Change Adjustment Change 
CIV/OT 2654 753 0 0 O MISSION 2524 2524 
TOTAL 6572 1869 2524 0 O BASE OPS (1 128 128 eeee&ee&e&&&e&&&&&&e~&ee&@&e&&&~&&&&&&&&@&&&@&&&&~&&&&&&&&~ii&&&&&&~&&&~&&~&~&&&e 

O Change in REQ O Change in AUTH 
O due to change in: O due to change in: 

FUNCTIONAL CATEGORY MISSION BASE OPS MISSION BASE OPS eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee&e~eeeeee&~e&&B&&&&&&&@&&e&&&e&&&@&~&&e~&&&~i&&e~&&&&&~&&e&ee&&ee 
Other Logistics O 0 o ' I  - 

Personnel O o 
0 0 Civ Personnel o E; 

Mil Personnel o 0 o 1 C 1 . t ;  - -  
0 

*' . MWR & Other Pers O O I].+/? -, 

Intelligence o 0 o C I .J 

Security o 0 o 12 
Training o 0 o C I 
Acquisition o 0 o 2 
Ops, Plans, & Forces O 0 o 1 

~eeeeeeeeeeeeceeeecggeIs!egeli!egggeggegegGgeggli!ggggsgeggggggggclgggggGggeggge~eeeeee 
<F2> Change Population <F3 > Remove Units <F4> Add Units 
c F 5 s  View Base O p s  Spt <F6> View Contractors c F 7 >  View Supported Units 
<F8> View Memo cF9> Print/Create Results <Esc> Return to Main Menu 

Selected Base: FORT-EUSTIS BOSMM RESULTS 
Current Supported: Change in: o (Authorizations) 
Mission Base Ops Mission Base OpsO Initial Base Ops Net 

MIL 3918 1116 2524 0 O Change Adjustment Change 
CIV/OT 2654 753 0 0 O MISSION 2524 2524 
TOTAL 6572 1869 2524 0 O BASE OPS 0 128 128 ~ e ~ & & e e e & e e e e e e ~ & e ~ & ~ ~ & g e i i ! ~ e ~ & ~ e ~ ( i ! ~ 6 6 i i ! ~ ~ ~ e 5 e ~ ~ e ~ ~ e e ~ ~ ~ ~ e ~ ~ e ~ ~ ~ e ~ G e e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ g ~ ~ ~ ~ e  

O Change in REQ O Change in AUTH 
O due to change in: O due to change in: 

FUNCTIONAL CATEGORY MISSION BASE OPS MISSION . BASE OPS @e@&g&&&g&ee&e@&@&&@&&&&li!&&&&&T&&&&&@&&&&&&&@&&&&&&~&&@&&&&&e&&&&@&@&&&&&&&&&&66 

Combined Activities O 0 o 1 



Selected Base: FORT EUSTIS - 
Current Supported: Change in: o 

BO,C:MM RESULTS 
(Aut:horizations 

Mission Base Ops Mission Base OpsO Initial Base Ops Net 
MIL 3918 1116 2524 0 O Change Adjustment =hang% 

CIV/OT 2654 753 0 0 O MISSION 2524 2 5 2 4  
TOTAL 6572 1869 2524 0 O BASE OPS 0 128 12 E ~ e e g ~ ~ ~ & ~ e e & & ~ ~ e ~ & ~ g e ~ e e 6 G e e 5 e ~ e e l i ! e e e i l ! 6 g l j ! l i ! g ~ ~ e l i ! ~ g l i ! 6 e g ~ e ~ ~ e g ! ( t ! g ( i ! ~ 6 l i ! 6 l i ! ~ ~ l i ! ~ ~ ~ t - . . . . - . .  - ~ e e ~ f l  

O Change in REQ O Change in AUTH 
O due to change in: O due tc) change in: 

FUNCTIONAL CATEGORY MISSION BASE OPS MISSICbN BASE OPS ~ & ~ ~ ~ & ~ ~ ~ & ~ & & & ~ ~ ~ & & & & ~ & & e & & & & & f & & & e & & & & & & e & & & & & & & & e ~ & & & ( t ! & & ~ ! & & & e & & & & & e & & ( i ! & . . - . . . . . . . .  
Eeeeeer 

Administration o 0 o 3 
Cmd & Cmd Support o 0 O 17 
Info Sys Mgmt O 0 o 2 
Fiscal & Res Mgmt o 0 o 1 2  
Manpower o 0 o 0 
Facilities Eng 



.................... -------------------- 0 ========---==== 0 ------,----,--- --------------- 
TOTAL GARRISON o 0 o 12 8 
-------------------, 0 ,-,-,,,-,,,,,,, -------------------- --------------- 0 ,-,--,----,,--- --------------- 
Med Treatment Facl O 0 o 0 
Info Sys Command o 0 o 0 
Criminal Invest o 0 o 0 
--------------,---,, 0 -,-,,,,,,-,,,,, .................... --------------- 
TOTAL o 0 0 o 
------------------,- 0 ,-,,,,,,,,,,--, -------------------- --------------- 

<F2> Change Population cF3> Remove Units cF4> Add Units 
<F5> View Base Ops Spt cF6> View Contrac'tors <F7> View Supported Units 
<F8> View Memo <F9> ~rint/Create Results <Esc> Return to Main Menu 



rEI 
VALLONE, J. S 

=A7C 95 MILCON COST 

lMACOM F U N !  
FQRSCOM MCA 

FORSCOM MCA 
FORSCOM MCA 
FQRSCOM MCA 

FORSCOM MCA 
T@A()OC'' MCA 

TRADOC MCA 
TRADOC MCA 

FBRSCQM MCA 
FORSCOM MCA 

TRADOC MCA 

FORSCOM MCA 

TRADOC MCA 

TRADOC MCA 

l N S U  I,LATIO_ 
FT CAMPBELL 

FT CARS0 
FT CARSON 
FT CARSON 

FT EUSTIS 
FT EUSTlS 

FT GORDON 
FT GORDON 

FT HOOD 
FT HOOD 

FT HUACHUCA 

FT JACKSON 

FT KNOX 

TRADOC MCA FT LEAVEN 96 

CLOSEHOLD 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE & REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET, SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 
(703) 696-0504 

MEMORANDUM OF MEI3TING 

DATE: April 18, 1994 

SUBJECT: Installations in Virginia's 3rd Congressional District 

PARTICIPANTS: 
Name/Title/Phone Number: 

Chuck Vernon; Legislative Assistant to Representative Scott, (202) 225-8351 

Commission Staff: 

Ben Borden, Director of Review & Analysis 
Mary Woodward, Director of Congressional Liaison 
*Ed Brown, Army Team Leader 
Alex Yellin, Navy Team Leader 

MEETING NOTES: Virginia's 3rd Congressional District includes many of the Defense 
installations in southern Virginia except for those in the Navy's Norfolk complex. Many 
employees live in the district and work at those it does not include, e.g., Fclrt Monroe, Langley 
AFB, and Fort Lee. In addition, it includes the private shipyards in Newport News. 
Consequently, there is the potential that the 1995 round of base closures artd realignments will 
have a significant impact on the district. Discussions centered on the r e ~ s e  of the Undersea 
Warfxe Center, public-private competition between shipyards, and vulnerability of Forts 
Monroe, Eustis, and Lee. 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE & REALIGNMENT COilNMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET, SUITE 142'5 

ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 
(703) 696-0504 

MEMORANDUM OF MEETING 

DATE: December 1,1994 

SUBJECT: Fort Lee 

PARTICIPANTS: 
Nam e/TitlePh one Number: 

COL Lany Fulbright, USA (Ret); Office of Base Retention arld Defense 
Adjustment, Commonwealth of Virginia 

Ginna Bauhan; Office of Base Retention and Defense Adjustment, Commonwealth 
of Virginia 

Commission Staffi 

David Lyles, Staff Director 
Madelyn Creedon, General Counsel 
Cece Carman, Director of Congressional & Intergovernmental Liaison 
*Ed Brown, Army Team Leader 
Bob Cook, Interagency Issues Team Leader 

MEETING NOTES: David welcomed Larry and Ginna. Because of Larry':; and Ginna's 
familiarity with the Commission process, Ed gave an abbreviated version of the standard 
Commission briefing. Fort Lee and the Defense General Supply Center in Richmond are the 
installations that are Lany's principal concern. As the former chief of staff at Fort Lee, which was 
added for fiuther consideration by the 1993 Commission but was not closed 01: realigned, Larry is 
intimately familiar with the Army's evaluation of that installation. He is less l.miliar with how the 
Defense Logistics Agency is evaluating the Defense General Supply Center. The staff 
recommended he get with the office that is developing the DLA recommendations as soon as 
possible to ensure that DLA. understands all concerns that will be posed by the Commonwealth of 
Virginia. 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE & REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
I700 NORTH MOORE STREET, SUITE jf425 

ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 
(703) 696-0504 

ORANDUM OF MEETING 

DATE: February 10, 1995 

T M :  1 :00 PM 

MEETING WITH: Representatives from the Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond area 

SUBJECT: Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond 

PARTICIPANTS: 

Name/lttZe/Phone Number: 

See attached list 

Commission Staff: 

Dal~id Lyles . Staff Director 
Wade Nelson, Director of Communications 
Chip LValgren, Manager, State and Local Liaison 
Jim Schufieider; Manager, House Liaison 
Ben Borden, Director of Review & Analysis 
* Ed Brown, Army Team Leader 
Rick Brown, Army Team Senior Analyst 
Steve Bailey, Army Team DoD Analyst 
Bob Miller, Army Team DoD Analyst 
Mike Kennedy, Axmy Team GAO Analyst 
David Lewis, Army Team GAO Analyst 
Bob Cook, Interagency Issues Team Leader 
Marilyn Wasleski, Interagency Issues Team GAO Analyst 

MEETING NOTES: Because the attendees familiarity, David gave an abbrtwiated process 
briefing highlighting the changes from the 1993 round. Mr. McNeer and Mr. McHale briefed 
the Commission staff on the importance of Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond to the Quad-Cities 
Nchmond, Petersburg , Hopewell, and Colonial Heights) area. Mr. Fulbright provided an 
overview of Fort Lee, DGSC Richmond, and Defense Distribution Depot-Richmond. The 
meeting concluded with David and Wade conducting a press availability for tlie three press 
members in attendance. 



CRATER PLANNING DISTRICT COIYIMISSION 
M c ~ n u m m t  ~ r o f e r i n n a l  ~ u i l d i n p  1964 Wakefield S t m t  Post Ollie Ror 1808 P e t e ~ b u ~ .  Virginia 2380.3 
Dennis I;. Morris, Executive l)ircct',r Phone (804) 861 - 1666 748-4321 SCATS 7%- $048 FAX 804.732-8972 

BRAC ' 9 5  BRIEFING 

BRAC Off ice 
Rosslyn, Virginia 

I .  BRAC '95 process 

I1 . Community Overview and 
Community Perspective - 
Fort Lee, Virginia 

111. Community Perspective - 
Defense General Supply Center 
(DGSC) and Distribution ~ e p o t  

IV . Overview of Installations - 
Fort Lee, DGSC, and Distribution 
Depot 

February 10, 1995 
1:00 p.m. 

BRAC Staff 

James B.  McNeer 
Chairman, 
Crater Planning 
District Commission 
Mayor, City of 
Colonial Heights 

John I;. McHale, 111 
Chairman, Chesterfield 
Board of Supervisors, 

Larry R. Fulbright 
Crater Planning 
District Commission 

V. Wrap-up 

VI  . Press Availability 
(Press Availability will begin at the zonclusion of 
briefing) 

County of Chesterfield City of Colonial Heights County of Dinwiddie City o l  EmPoria Coupty of Greensville 
Ci tyofHopeweII  CityofPetersburg C ~ u n t ~ o f P r i n c e G e o r g e  Countyo[Surry  Countv of Susl;e, 



Attendance L i s t  
for - 

BRAC BRIEFING 
February 10, 1995 - T:OO p.m. 

Chesterfield County 

C i t y  of Colonial Heights 

Dinwiddie County , . 

Hanover County 

H e n r i c o  Coun ty  

City of Hopewell 

city of Petersburg 

P r i n c e  George County 

John L. McHale, 111 
Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

Fran Pitaro 
Director of General Services 

Dr. James B. McNeer 
Mayor 
chairman, Crater Planning 
District Commission 

E d w a r d  A.  Bracey 
Member, Board of Supervisors 

C h a r l e s  W. Burgess 
County Administrator 

Raymond J. Klotz., Jr. 
Vice-chairman, Board of 
Supervisors 
chairman , Richmond Regiona 1 
Planning District Commission 

~ e o r g e  T. D r u m w r i c l h r ,  Jr . 
Deputy County Manager for 
Community Services: 

Rosalyn Key 
Director of CATC 

Robert 3. Saunders, Jr. 
Mayor 

Clinton H. Strong 
city Manager . 
Rosalyn R.  Dance 
Mayor 

Marion B. Williams 
Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

John G. Kines, Jr. 
County A d m i n i s t r a t o : ~  



Office the Governor 

Colonial Heights Chamber 
of Commerce 

Robert  J. Stolle 
Director, Base Retention and 
Defense Adjustment 

Russell L. Watst~n, Jr. 
President 

Nancy L. Walker 
Executive Vice-President 

Mr. Robert Walker 

Hopewell Area-Prince George Tony Zevgolis 
Chamber of Commerce Member, Legislative Committee 

Member, Hopewell City Council 

Petersburg Chamber of, Commerce William H. Talley, IV 
President 

Metropolitan Richmond 
Chamber of Commerce 

crater Planning District 
Commission 

Richmond Regional Planning 
D i s t r i c t  Commission 

Richmond Times-Dispatch 

The Progress-Index 

The Hopewell News 

'Gwen J. Moore 
Executive Vice-P~resident 

Michelle Wheeler 
Senior Manager 
Business Services and 
Government R e l a t i  ons 

Dennis K. Morris 
Executive Director 

L a r r y  R. Fulbr ight  
Staff Consultant 

Martha A.  Bur ton  
Assistant to the Executive 
Director 

Dr. James R. Hassinger 
Executive ~irectoz. 

Kimberly OfBrien 

G a r r y  Kranz 



Documei~t Separator 



' h '  
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE & REALIGNMENT Ct3MMISSZON 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET, SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 

(703) 696-0504 

MEMORANDUM OF MEETING 

DATE: February 10, 1995 

TIME: 1 :00 PM 

MEETING WITH: Representatives from the Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond area 

SUBJECT: Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond 

PARTICIPANTS: 

Name/Rtle/Phone Number: 

See attached list 

Commission Staff: 

David Lyles, Staff Director 
Wade Nelson, Director of Communications 
Chip Walgren. Manager, State and Local Liaison 
Jim Schufiejder; Manager, House Liaison 
Ben Borden, Director of Review & Analysis 
* Ed Brown, Army Team Leader 
Rick Brown. Army Team Senior Analyst 
Steve Bailey, Army Team DoD Analyst 
Bob Miller, Army Team DoD Analyst 
Mike Kennedy, Army Team GAO Analyst 
David Lewis, Army Team GAO Analyst 
Bob Cook, Interagency Issues Team Leader 
Marilyn Wasleski, Interagency Issues Team GAO Analyst 

MEETING NOTES: Because the attendees familiarity, David gave an abbreviated process 
briefing highlighting the changes from the 1993 round. Mr. McNeer and Mr. McHale briefed 
the Commission staff on the importance of Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond to the Quad-Cities 
(Richmond, Petersburg , Hopewell, and Colonial Heights) area. Mr. Fulbright provided an 
overview of Fort Lee, DGSC Richmond, and Defense Distribution Depot-hchmond. The 
meeting concluded with David and Wade conducting a press availability for the three press 
members in attendance. 



CRATER PLANNING DISTRICT COMMISSION 
hlonurnent Pmksr ior~a l  R u i l d i l ~ ~  1 9 6 4  Wakefield Street Post @f(icr Rox 1808 PetersLur*, Virpi1,ia 23805 
Dellnis h. blorris, Executive 1)ircctc.r . PIlcine (804) 8 6 1 - 1 6 0 0  7 4 8 . 4 3 2 1  S C A T S  7 9 6 . 1 0 4 8  FAX 8 0 4 - 7 3 2 - 8 9 7 2  

BRAC ' 95  BRIEFING 

BRAC Office 
Rosslyn, Virginia 

I. BRAC ' 9 5  Process 

11. Community Overview and 
Community Perspective - 
Fort Lee, Virginia 

111. Community Perspective - 
Defense General Supply Center 
(DGSC) and Distribution Depot 

Overview of Installations - 
Fort Lee, DGSC, and Distribution 
Depot 

Wrap-Up 

February 10, 1995 
1:00 p.m. 

BRAC Staff 

James B. McNeer 
Chairman, 
Crate]: Planning 
Distr::ct Commission 
Mayor, City of 
Colonj.al Heights 

John L. McHale, 111 
Chairman, Chesterfield 
Board of Supervisors 

Larry R .  Fulbright 
Crater planning 
Distri(:t Commission 

Press Availability 
(Press Availability will begin at the clonclusion of 
briefing) 

 count^ o f  Chesterfield City o f  CoIoniaI Heights County o f  Dinwiddie c i t y  of ~~~~~i~ . County ol Greensville 
City of Hopewell City ol Petersbt,r< Count, o t  Prince C;eorge Count" (71 sUrrl Countv of Sussex 



Attendance List 
f o r  

BRAC BRIEFING 
February 10, 1995 - 1 : o o  p.m. 

Chesterfield C o u n t y  

c i t y  of Colonial H e i g h t s  

Dinwiddie C o u n t y  

H a n o v e r  C o u n t y  

County 

City of Hopewell 

C i t y  of Petersburg 

P r i n c e  George County 

John L. McHale, 111 
chairman, Board of Supervisors 

Fran Pitaro 
Director of Gene t ra l  Services 

Dr. James B. M c h ' e e r  
Mayor 
chairman, Crater Planning 
District Commission 

E d w a r d  A .  Bracey 
Member, B o a r d  of Supervisor- 

Charles W. Burgess 
C o u n t y  Administrator 

Raymond J. Klott, J,. 
Vice-chairman, Board of 
Supervisors 
Chairman, Richmond Regional 
Planning District Commission 

George T. Drumwright, jr. 
D e p u t y  County Manager for 
Community Services ;  

R o s a l y n  Key 
D i r e c t o r  of CATC 

Robert R .  ~ a u n d e ' r s ,  Jr. 
Mayor 

Clinton H. Strong 
City Manager , 

R o s a l y n  R .  Dance 
Mayor 

Marion B. Williams 
Chairman, Board of Supervisors 

John G. Kines, Jr. 
C o u n t y  Administrator 



Office of the Governor 

Colonial Heights Chamber 
of Commerce 

Hopewell Area-Prince G e o r g e  
Chamber of Commerce 

Petersburg Chamber of Commerce 

Metropolitan Richmond 
Chamber of Commerce 

Crater Planning District 
Commission 

Richmond Regional Planning 
District commission 

Richmond Times-Dispatch 

The Progress-Index 

The Hopewell News 

Robert J. Stolle - 
Director, Base R e t e n t i o n  and 
D e f e n s e  Adjustml?nt  

Russell L. W a t s ~ n ,  Jr. 
President 

Nancy L. Walker 
Executive Vice-F'res ident  

Mr. Robert Walker 

M e m b e r ,  Legislative Committee 
Member, Hopewell City Council 

William H. Ta l l e : ? ,  IV 
President 

I Gwen J. Moore 
Executive Vice-President 

Michelle Wheeler 
Senior Manager 
Business Services and 
Government Relations 

Dennis K. Morris 
~xecutive ~irecto:r 

L a r r y  R .  Fulbriqh?: 
S t a f f  Consultant 

Martha A. Burton 
Assistant to the Executive 
Director 

Dr. James R. Hassinger 
Executive ~irector 

Mary Goodwyn 

Kimberly O'Brien 

G a r r y  Kranz 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE & REALIGNMENT CCWISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET, SUITE 14125 

ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 
(703) 696-0504 

MEMORANDUM OF MEETING 

DATE: February 10, 1995 

TIME: 1 :00 PM 

MEETING WITH: Representatives from the Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond area 

SUBJECT: Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond 

PARTICIPANTS: 

Name/l'itle/Phone Numbec 

See attached list 

Commission Staff: 

David Lyles, Staff Director 
Wade Nelson, Director of Communications 
Chip Walgren, Manager, State and Local Liaison 
Jim Schufieider; Manager, House Liaison 
Ben Borden, Director of Review & Analysis 
* Ed Brown, Army Team Leader 
Rick Brown, Army Team Senior Analyst 
Steve Bailey, Army Team DoD Analyst 
Bob Miller, Army Team DoD Analyst 
Mike Kennedy, Army Team GAO Analyst 
David Lewis, Army Team GAO Analyst 
Bob Cook, Interagency Issues Team Leader 
Marilyn Wasleski, Interagency Issues Team GAO Analyst 

MEETING NOTES: Because the attendees familiarity, David gave an abbreviated process 
briefmg highlighting the changes from the 1993 round. Mr. McNeer and ]Mr. McHale briefed 
the Commission staff on the importance of Fort Lee and DGSC Richmond to the Quad-Cities 
Nchmond, Petersburg , Hopewell, and Colonial Heights) area. Mr. Fulb~ight provided an 
overview of Fort Lee, DGSC Richmond, and Defense Distribution Depot-Richmond. The 
meeting concluded with David and Wade conducting a press availability fclr the three press 
members in attendance. 



CRATER PLANNING DISTRICT COM[MISSION 
Monument Professional Building * 1964 Wakefield Street Post Office Box 1808 Petersburg, Virginia 23805 
DennisK.Morris ,Execut iveDireetor  Phone(804)861-1666  748.4321 SCATS796.40.C8 FAX804-732-8972 

BRAC '95 BRIEFING 

BRAC Office 
Rosslyn, Virginia 

I, BRAC '95 Process 

11. Community Overview and 
Community Perspective - 
Fort Lee, Virginia 

111. Community Perspective - 
Defense General Supply Center 
(DGSC) and Distribution Depot 

IV. Overview of Installations - 
Fort Lee, DGSC, and ~istribution 
Depot 

February 10, 1995 
3-:00 p.m. 

BRAC Staff 

James B. McNeer 
Chairnian, 
Crater Planning 
District Commission 
Mayor, City of 
Colonial Heights 

John L. McHale, I11 
Chairman, Chesterfield 
Board of Supervisors 

Larry :R. Fulbright 
Crater Planning 
District commission 

IT , Wrap-up 

1'1 . Press Availability 
(Press Availability will begin at the conclusion of 
briefing) 

- 
Cc unty of Chesterfield City of Colonial Heights County of Dinwiddie City of EmPoria County of GreensviIIe 

City of Hopewell City of Petersburg County of Prince George County of Surry County of Sussex 



Attendance L i s t  
for 

BRAC BRXEFING 
February 10, 1995 - 1:00 p.m. 

Chesterfield County 

City of Colonial Heights 

 inw wid die County 

Hanover County 

Henrico County 

city of Hopewell 

city of Petersburg 

Prince George County 

John L. McHale, 111 
chairman, Board of Supervisors 

Fran P i t a r o  
Director of General Services 

Dr. James B. McNzer 
Mayor 
Chairman, Crater Planning 
District Commiss ion 

Edward A. Bracey 
Member, Board of Supervisors 

Charles W. Burgess 
County Administrrttor 

Raymond J. Klotz, Jr. 
vice-chairman, Board of 
Supervisors 
Chairman, Richmond Regional 
Planning District. Commission 

George T. Drumwright, Jr. 
Deputy County Marager for 
community Services 

Rosa lyn  Key 
Director of CATC 

Robert R. Saunders, Jr. 
Mayor 

Clinton H. Strong 
City Manager , 

Rosa lyn  R.  Dance 
Mayor 

Marion B. William:;: 
'chairman, Board of Supervisors 

John G. Kines, Jr, 
County Administra1:or 



Office of the Governor 

colonial Heights Chamber 
of Commerce 

Robert J. Stolle 
Director, Base Retention and 
Defense Adjustment 

Russe l l  L. Watso~~, Jr. 
President 

Nancy L. Walker 
Executive Vice-P~resident 

Mr. Robert Walkeir 

Hopewell Area-Prince George Tony Zevgolis 
Chamber of Commerce Member, Legislat ive Committee 

Member, Hopewell City council 

Petersburg Chamber of Commerce William H. Tal le l { ,  IV 
president 

I Gwen J. Moore 
Executive Vice-Pres ident  

Metropolitan Richmond 
Chamber of Commerce 

Crater Planning ~istrict 
 omm mission 

Richmond Regional Planning 
~istrict commission 

Richmond Times-Dispatch 

The Progress-Index 

T h e  Hopewell  News 

Michelle Wheeler 
S e n i o r  Manager 
Business Services and 
Government Relat ions 

Dennis K. Morris 
Executive Director 

Larry R .  Fulbrigl~t 
S t a f f  Consultant 

Martha A. Burton 
Assistant to the Executive 
Director 

Dr. James R. H a s s i n g e r  
Executive ~ i r e c t ~ s r  

Mary Goodwyn 

Kimberly O'Brien 

G a r r y  Kranz 
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TITLE: 

ORGAMZATION: ORGANIZATION: 

L~CCUVG, Y ~ O  
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OFFICE OFTBE 

ARMYTEAMLEADER 

NAVY TEAM LeADeR 

D-R OF -nON I AIR FORCE lEAM IZADER 

<.areFFmAwuLOFmQER INXZRAGENCYTEAMIEADER 

DIRECTOR OF TLIAVEL CROSS SERYICETeAMlEADER 

DI&/INFORMA'IION =VICES 



125 S. MAIN STREET1 P.O. BOX 64 / LICKING, MISSOURI 65542 f 

WHEREAS, The United States 101' Congress determined that it was imperative that the budget 
for defense be reduced; and 

WHEREAS, The United States Congress established a commission to ac:complish the down- 
sizing of Department of Defense facilities; and 

WHEREAS, The commission was to be known as the Commission for B s e  Realignment and 
Closure; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense determined in 1993 and then 1995 reviews that certain 
elements of the Department of Defense be relocated to the United States Army Engineer Center 
& Fort Leonard Wood in its endeavor to accomplish the reductions and preserve the public 
interest; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense has recommended that the Chemical Defense Training 
Facility and the Military Police School, presently located at Fort McClellan, Alabama, be 
relocated to the United States Army Engineer Center & Fort Leonard Wood; and 

WHERliXS, The Department of the Army has established a proven safety record in the operation 
of the Chemical Defense Training Facility; and 

WHEREAS, The enhancement of Fort Leonard Wood is a benefit to all surrounding 
communities in Southwest Missouri, 

.VOW THEREFORE, The City of Licking, Missouri welcomes the opportunity to endorse the 
relocation of the "schools" and offers unreserved support to the Departmait of Defense to that 
end. 

.DATED this 6th day of June, 1995. 

Mark Rime, Mayor 

A TTEST: & , d 3 . Q ~ ~ ~ r r \ ~ 1 8 f l ~  
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EXECUTIVF, CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING SYSTEM (ECTS) # 

ORGANIZATION: ORGANIZATION. 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 

(/) prepare Re& for -1s -- --- - - ( Prepare Reply for Commissioner's S i  

Prepare Reply for !3taff Diredor's Signature I PrepareDiredResponse 
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Board of Directors 

Barbar~ Chicherio 

Beatrice B. Clemens 

Ken Cohen 

Erica JI .  Cook 

Larry Felkner 

David L. Garin 

Lewis Green 

Dnvid I-Ioltzman 

Bob Klepper 

Jillian Richman 

Arlene f andler 

\\'illiam G. Seibert 

Ben Senturia 

Dime L. Sheehart 

Ralph E. If'afer 

Lottie lillliarns 

Debra \Ivilson 

R. Roger P~?;or 
E.rerrrtix D i r e ~ ~ w  

R/IISSOURI COALITION FOR THE E~NVIRONMENT 
6267 Delmar Boulevard St. Louis, %fissouri, 63130 (3 14) 727-0600 

June 16,1995 

;-~;snl rc;cr lrti.3 ?b"iZL( 

*** wx:c;-&m 45Qa\-? 
The Honorable Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Re: Army Chemical Warfare Training School 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I believe that you are aware that the Army has been granted a 
variance fiom Missouri's opacity limitations by the Missouri Air 
Conservation Commission respecting its proposal to move the large-area 
obscurant training program f?om Fort McClellan to Fort Leonard Wood. I 
believe that you are also aware that the Missouri Coahtion for the 
Environment vigorously opposed that variance in a hearing before the Air 
Conservation Commission, and has filed in the circuit cclurt of the City of 
St. Louis a petition for judicial review of that variance. Thf: Coalition's view 
is that the variance is clearly unlawful. 

Today the circuit wurt denied the Coahtion's motion for stay p e n h g  
the W disposition of the litigation. The State of Missotui may attempt to 
persuade you that the Court's ruling is a sign that the Co:dition has a weak 
case. Your commission is entitled to know that the oppo:;ite is correct. AS 
the enclosed transcript shows, the Court stated that it wa:3 denying the stay 
because the public interest appeared to favor denial of the stay (the Court 
was deluged with many affidavits, incluhng one fiom the Governor). But 
the Court also stated: "I hnk  that the Petitioners hate a probabhty of 
success. If 

- 

R. Roger 
Executive Director 
Missouri Coalition for the Environment 



I N  THE CIRCUIT COURT O F  THE CITY OF ST. LOL'IS 

STATE O F  MISSOURI 

I n  t h e  matter  of :  

MISSOURI COALITION FOR THE 
ENVIRONMENT, 

BEARD, et al., 

1 
1 
1 
) 
1 
) Cause N o .  954-01339 
) 
1 

TRANSCRIPT O F  PROCEEDINGS 

On t h e  1 6 t h  day of June ,  1995 ,  t h e  fol lowinc? p roceed ings  

w e r e  he ld  i n  the a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  cause, b e f o r e  t h e  Honorable Rober t  

He D i e r k e r ,  Judge o f  D i v i s i o n  3 of  t h e  C i r c u i t  Cour t  of t h e  C i t y  

o f  St. Louis, S t a t e  o f  Mis sou r i .  

Margare t  E .  Walsh 
O f f i c i a l  Cour t  Repo r t e r  
22nd J u d i c i a l  C i r c u i t  
S t .  Lou i s ,  M i s s o u r i  



THE COURT: I think that the Petitioners have a probability 

of success, in the sense that they demonstrated a -- the existence 

of a fair ground and a meritorious claim and a fair ground for 

subsequent litigation. I think the irreparable harm calculus 

which inevitably includes an assessment of the public: interest, 

impels most strongly in favor of a denial of the stay, because 

I think the public interest in reality here is the traditional 

interest. 



C E R T I F I C A T E  

I ,  Margaret E .  Walsh, do hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  I alppeared a t  

t h e  s a i d  t ime and p l a c e  f i r s t  he re inbe fo re  s e t  f o r t h ,  t h a t  I took 

down i n  shorthand t h e  proceedings had i n  t h e  wi th in -e :n t i t l ed  cause ,  

and t h a t  t h e  foregoing  1 pages c o n s t i t u t e s  a t r u e  and c o r r e c t  

t r a m s c r i p t i o n  of t h a t  p o r t i o n  reques ted .  

~ a r g a r e J ~ .  Walsh, C,C.R. 
O f f i c i a l  Court  Reporter  
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMBlISSION 
.. ) *  

EXECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING SYSmM (ECTS) # ~ S L ~ ~ Z  3 -2 

1 ORGANEATION: I ORGAMUTION: 
. 

I 
UCRC 

INSTALLATION (s) DISCUSSED: - 6 / & ) w M D ~ A  

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN FYI ACTION 

C&AIRMAN DMON 

STAFF DIRECTOR J 

GENERAL COUNSEL 

b u  

DIRJCONGRESIONAL LIAISON I *  

COMMISSION MEMBERS _ 
COMMISSIONERCORNELLA . 

n 

DIRECIY)R OF R & A J -- 
EXECUTlVE SECRETARIAT ARMY TEAM LEADER 

NAVY TEAM LEADER / 
D m O R  OF AD-TION AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER 

CEIIEFFINANCIALOFFICER INTERAGENCY TEAM LEADER 

DIRECTOR OF TRAVEL CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER 

I 
DIRJINFORMATION SERVICES 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
la I 

prew R* for -IS ~ignahve - - - --- - - Prepare Reply for Comnusioner's S i b  

Prepare Reply for St?fi Dindor's S i  RtparrDirectRespoa~ 

,iCIION: Mer Comments andlor Suggestions I FYI 

Routing Date: Date Originated: 2546 Z Z -  
Mail Date: 



STATE OF MISSOURI \lei C-~m.tl~.~n Gc)\ ernor D.I\ ~d 4 \ I ~om [)trt-cror 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOUFLCES 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR - 

P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, 410 65102-0176 (31t)751-4422 
F.LY ( 3  1+)-51--62- 

June 22, 1995 

Mr. J. J. Gertler 
Senior Analyst, Army Team 
The Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 

1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

TRANSMITTED BY FAX: (703) 696-0550 

Dear Mr. Gertler: 

Enclosed please find a revised matrix pertaining to the U.S. Army Environmentid Action Reviews 
for the Chemical Training School at Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. 

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources found serious rnisrepresentatiorls in the matrix 
provided by Alabama representatives. 

Enclosed for your use, as appropriate, is a revised matrix that we believe more iiccurately 
represents the facts. 

If you need additional information, please let me know. 

Very truly yours, 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

David A. Shorr 
Director 

D AS : sbs 

Enclosure 

c: Madelyn Creedon, General Counsel, The Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission G 

RECYCLED PAPER 



U.S. ARMY ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION REVIEWS FOR 
CHEMICAL TRAINING SCHOOL AT FORT LEONARD WOOD, MISSOURI 

June 22,1995 

REQUlRED ACTIONS 

Air - Fog Oil Usage 

Tlus permit allows smoke training to be 
conducted. 

Air - CDTF Construction 

This permit allows the post to build the 
CDTF, which includes an incinerator. 

Stormwater - Fog Oil Usage 

l h s  permit allows stormwater to be 
discharged fiom the base including smoke 
training area. 

1 Stormwater - CDTF Construction 

Permit required only if more than 5 acres 
of land are cleared. 

/ Stormwater - Flame Training 

IS PERMIT 
REQUIRED? 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

MO DNR 

JURISDIC- 
TION 

MO DNK 

Original submitted 
January 24, 1 994; 
revised submitted 
March 2, 1995. 

APPLICATION 
STATUS 

Submitted 
March 1,1995. 

MO DNR 

MO DNR 

Submitted 
March 1,1995. 

Not required. 

I MO DNR 

I 
I ~ o t  required. 

I 

PERMIT 
STATUS 

MO DNR 
COMMENTS I 

Issued 
June 7,1995. 

Property right vests at 
time of issuance. 
Appeal pending. 

April 10,1995. 
Issued 

time of issuance. 
Appeal pending. 

Property right vests at 

Original issued 
February 17, 
1995; Revised 
March 2, 1 995; 
Final granted April 
4, 1995. 

Property right vests at 
time of issuance. 
Appeal pending. 

Not necessary. Not needed unless more 
than 5 acre disturbance. 
Regulatory authority 
may be avoided by 
keeping any clearing to 
less than 5 acres. 

Not necessary. Not part of application; 
%! n_ ctn-mwsatfl issiie 

in Mssouri. 
I 
I 



U.S. ARMY ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION REVIEWS FOR 
CHEMICAL TRAINING SCHOOL AT FORT LEONARD WOOD, MISSOURI 

June 22,1995 

IS PERMIT 
REQUIRED? 

JURISDIC- 
TION 

APPLICATION 
STATUS 

PERMIT 
STATUS 

MO DNR 
COMMENTS REQUIRED ACTIONS 

MO DNR Not necessary. Stormwater - Other Construction Not required. Not needed unless more 
than 5 acre distrubance. 
Regulatory authority 
may be avoided by 
keeping any clearing to 
less than 5 acres. 

Permit required only if more than 5 acres 
of land are cleared. 

Air - Opacity Rule Variance Subrni tted 
April 24,1995. 

Variance granted 
June 6,1995. 

Property right vests at 
time of issuance. h t ia l  
legal challenge &nied. 
Rule change created 
exemption published 
611 5/95. 

Variance required prior 
to 611 5/95; not required 
after rule published 
61 1 5/95. 

MO DNR 

Air - Other Obscurant MO DNR Not necessary. Not required. Other obscurants now in 
use are grandfathered 
and hence don't need to 
be permitted. 

This permit would allow the use of other 
types of obscurant training (other than fog 
oil) which may be necessary for the 
comprehensive training in battle 
conditions. (Alabama language) 

Air - Flame Training MO DNR Not necessary. Not required. Exempt as combustion 
device with capacity less 
than 1 million BTU's 
per hour heat input. 10 
CSR 10-6.060. 



U.S. ARMY ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION REVIEWS FOR 
CHEMICAL TRAINING SCHOOL AT FORT LEONARD WOOD, MISSOURI 

June 22,1995 

JURISDIC- 
TION 

APPLICATION 
STATUS 

PERMIT 
STATUS 

MO DNR 
COMMENTS 

IS PERMIT 
REQUIRED? REQUIRED ACTIONS 

Materials do not meet 
MO Hazardous Waste 
Management Law 
defimtions and are 
therefore not hazardous 
waste. 

MO DNR RCRA Hazardous Waste - CDTF 
Operation 

Submitted 
April 6, 1995. 

Determined not to 
be necessary. 

This permit would allow hazardous waste 
disposal in CDTF unit, pursuant to MO 
Hazardous Waste Management Law. 

Not a state requirement. Unknown. Not required by 
Missouri - federal level 
determination. 

U. S. Nuclear 
Regulatory 
Commission 

unknown. NRC - Radioactive Isotope Training Labs 
Part 30 

This permit is required for the radioactive 
laboratories to be constructed at the base. 
A Part 30 license is for byproduct 
materials and specific source materials. 
(Alabama language) 

-- 

Not a state requirement. 

-- 

unknown. Not required by 
Missouri - federal level 
determination. 

NRC - Radioactive Isotope Training Labs 
P a t  70. 

U. S. Nuclear 
Regulatory 
Commission 

unknown. 

This permit is required for the radioactive 
laboratories to be constructed at the base. 
A Part 70 license is for Special Nuclear 
Material. (Alabama language) 

U. S. Nuclear 
Re-datoy 
Commission 

Unknown. Unknown. Not required by 
Mssouri - federal level 
determination. Missouri 
is a member of the 
Mdwest Interstate Low- 
Level Radioactive 
Waste Compact. Ohio 
currently siting facility. 

Radioactive Training-Laboratory Waste Not a state requirement. 

This permit is required for Fort Leonard 
Wood to store all radioactive waste 
materials on-site until a disposal site is 
available (estimated 10- 15 years). 
(Alabama language) 



U.S. ARMY ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION REVIEWS FOR 
CHEMICAL TRAINING SCHOOL AT FORT LEONARD WOOD, MISSOURI 

June 22,1995 

REQUIRED ACTIONS 

Air - NESEIAP's (Rad. Lab) 

ir - Process Weight Rule Not an industrial 

Air - Modeling for PSD for CDTF Not PSD because below 

Public Water Supply Submitted in 198 1. 

This permit allows the base to dispense 
ater from its nontransient noncornrnunity 

exceeding 25 persons. 

JURISDIC- 
TION 

U. S. EPA, Region 
VII 
MO DNR 

IS PERMIT 
REQUIRED? 

No 

MO DNR 
COMMENTS 

Not needed unless 
emissions exceed de 
minimis levels. 

APPLICATION 
STATUS 

Not necessary. 

PERMIT 
STATUS 

Not required. 
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OFFICE OF THE CXAEMAN 
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M I .ACTION INTP i COMMISSION MEMBERS FYI 

ZLURXAAY DCYON 

TAFF DIRECI'OR COMMlSSlONER COX I 
zclXUmm DIRECrOR COMMISSIONER DAVIS 

;- COUNSEL COMWSXONER XUNG 

m A R Y  I7mxmmE CO-om M O r n Y A  

COlMMlSXONER ROBUS 
I I 

)WCONCRESSONAL LMSON COMMLESlONER SEELE 

I I I 
IIIL coMMuMcAnoNs I REVIEW AND rnALYSIS 

I I N A V Y T E A M ~ E I l  

3ERECI'OR OF ADlWMsIRAnON AIR FORCE TEAM IEADER 

'JRIEFFINAluCLALoFFICER INTEXAGENCYTEAMLEADm 
I 

IIRECrOR OF TRAVEL I 

DIElDlFORMATION SERVIceS I I I 

-MA- 

1 Date-: 9r0603 " 9'596lf Rm"9~608 



STATE OF MXSSOURl Ilel C ~ r n j h a n  Gobernor DJ\ lcl .\. S h o ~ r ,  D ~ r c c t o ~  

DEPARTMENT ,, OF NATURAL RES0URC:ES 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 

I>.O. Box 176 Jefferson City. M O  6 j 102-0176 i31+)TS1-++22 
F L U  ( ?l+)'S 1-'61' 

_-.  . 
June 7, 1995 

- 1 . -  - 
Ms. Madelyn Creedon 
General Counsel 
Defense Base Realignment 

and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Ms. Creedon: 

Enclosed you will find a copy of Missouri's air permit for smoke school operations at Fort 
Leonard Wood. This completes Missouri's environmental permitting obligations associated 
with the 1995 Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) as required and set forth in 
the 1993 BRAC report. 

I appreciate you and your staff taking the time out of your busy schedule to meet with me and 
my staff in Jefferson City last week. I hope it adequately explained our positions regarding 
the various permits. I am also writing to advise you that the Missouri Air Consewation 
Commission, voting in conference call on June 6, unanimously supported issuimce of a 
variance to Fort Leonard Wood. The final language of that request will be forthcoming. 

As was discussed at our meeting, all property rights regarding permits vest in the Department 
of Defense and US Amy, Fort Leonard Wood at the date of permit. 

Shol~ld the BRAC require additional information, we are aware of your critical time frame and 
will attempt to do the best turnaround possible. 

Very truly yours, 

Director 

Enclosure 



STATE OF MISSOURI \ici C ~ r n . t h ~ n .  c t.rnor [).I\ ~ c l  \ shorr I)~rrcrc)r 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOUR(,ES 

NEWS- 
0 .  XXII No. 265 
( For immediate release) 

Cotltact: Nina Thompson 

(314) 751-1010 

DNR ISSUES FT. WOOD PERMIT 

JEFFERSON CITY, MO., JUNE 7 ,  1995 -- The Missouri Depar::ment of 

Natural Resources (DNR) today issued to the U .  S . Army Engineericg Center at 

Ft . Leonard Wood a permit to construct a smoke training facility at the site. 

The training is designed to teach soldiers how to perform in smoke screen 

type conditions. The smoke is created by vaporizing light oil, then recondensing 

it into small particles. Training will be limited to four sites at the fort; BaLlard 

Hollow, Bailey Hollow, Musgrave Hollow and Mush Paddle Hollow. 

DNR issued the permit after a thorough review of the permit i~pplication 

and public comments, including those presented at a public hearing May 1 2  in 

Waynesville. Staff in the department's Air  Pollution Control Program determined 

that the mission activities can be conducted in compliance with Missouri air 

statutes and regulations if permit conditions are met. 

The Missouri Air Conservation Commission issued a variance to the opacity 
regulation of the Missouri Air Law yesterday. The variance allows the smoke 

training facility to use smoke that is more dense than normally allourred. All 

voting commissioners concurred in the decision. 

DNR Director David Shorr announced, "The Army's submittal was reviewed 

in detail. The result is a permit that will protect the public heath and the 

environment, while allowing the U. S . Army to conduct training that is vital to our 

national defense. This completes our review of proposed mission assignments a t  

Ft . Leonard Wood. I challenge m y  counterparts in Alabama to adopt our tough 

standards to equally protect their citizens. The missions can be cclnducted 

safely, protect our citizens and protect our environment when properly 

regulated. " 
### 
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STATE OF h1ISSOLW 
4 - * 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
MISSOL;RL AIR CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

PERMIT TO CONS'TRUCT 

Under the authority of RSMo 643 md the Federal Clem Air Act the applicant is authorized to constmct the 
facility descibed below, in accordance with the lam, rules, and conditiom as set forth hereur 

PermitNumber: 0695-010 Facility I.D. Number: 3 8 6 0 - 0 0 0 4 - 0 15 

Owner: U. 5 .  Army Engineer Center and Fort Leonard Wood 

Owncf'sAddress: Department of Defense 

Facility Name: U. S .  Army Engineer Center and Fort Leonard W3od 

Faciliyr Mclreu: ATTN : ATZT-DPF-EE ; ~t - Leonard Wood, f10 6 547 3 

. .. 

Application for Aurhority to ~ o n s t r k t  was madefor: 

*++* Permission to construct a static and mobile fog o: i l  smoke 
training facility. This review was conducted in accorliance with 
Section ( 8 ) ,  Missouri S t a t e  Rule 10 CSR 10-6-060, "C0n;truction 
Permits RequiredON * * * *  

a Spcci:ll Conditions are not applicable to this permit. 

% Spccili Conditions do apply to this permit md ire listed s 3trzcbcnts srming on page 2 .  



0695-010 I 
! 

FACILIT f 1.0 NUMBER 
i 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

a 

L - b 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the foilow~ng special conditions: 

PAGE 7 - OF 10 
PERMIT VUMBES 

Emi i o n s  L imi ta t ions  

Fort 
than 
ing 

o i l  

Arrny Engineering Centl?r, 
el) shall process no mcce 
oil for smoke training du 
otal shall include the fo 
operations and the static 

Annual Throuah~ut. The U . S  
Leonard Wood, (the "Permitt 
65,000 gallons of SGF-2 fog 
any 12-month period. This 
used in the mobile (valley) 
(introductory) operations. 

D a i l v  TA3rouah~ut. The Permittee shall process no 
3700 pounds of SGF-2 fog oil during any 24-hour 2 
Thi-s total shall include the fog oil used in the 
(valley) operztions and the static (introductory} 
operations. Fog oil shall not be processed at a 
excess of 3700 pounds per hour. 

more 
eriod 
r o b  i 1 

than 

SGF-2  Foa 011 Mzterial Reauirements. The Permitteie shall 
only use the fog oil designated SGF-2 (CASd 64745-52-5) to 
generate smoke during smoke training. The fog 0;:- shall 
contain no additives nor any rerefined oils. 

In addition, the fog oil shall nave the following propertie 
and characteristics: 

a. The fog oil shall be severely hydrotreated t3 remove 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons ( P M s )  and their 
nitrogen and oxygen analogues, and 

The fog oil shall contain no carcinogenic or 
potentially carcinogenic constituents as def'ined under 
the Hazard Communication Standard (HCS) 29 C:FR 
1910.1200, and 

The fog oil shall contain no more than 0.5% (one-half 
percent) by weight of any single hazardous air 
pollutant ( H W )  as defined by 10 CSR 10-6.020 (2) ( C )  , 
"T~ble 3 - Hazardous Air Pollut2nts . l1 The combination 
of a11 W P 5  in the fog oil shall comprise nl, more than 
14 (one percent) by weigni of the fog oil. 

Persittee is prohibited from using to create smoke for The 
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SPECIAL C3NDITIONS: 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the follow~ng specla1 conditions: 

snoke training any fog o i l  designated FY8035000 on the 
Registry of Toxic Effects of Chemical Substances (RTECS) of 
-:he National Institute for Cccupationai Safety and Health 
(NIOSH) . 

The Permittee may not introduce acy other substance inco the 
fog oil used to generate smoke, e. g., kerosene to reduce 

I 

viscosity in cold temperatures, graphite or brass to change 
2r enhance obscurant effectiveness, etc. 

I 

4 .  Foa Oil X a t e r i a l  Certification. The Permittee shal.1 
naintain fog oil Military Specifications.,  ater rial Safety 

I 

Data Sheets (MSDS), and records of quantitative ani.lytica1 
chemical test data demonstrating compliance with 
Zcndition 3. 

Said military specifications, test data, XSDSs, and 
certifications shall be maintained by the Permittee and made 
available to Missouri Department of Natural Resourc:es (KDNRI 
personnel on request. ! 

, ' 

~ h &  permittee shall - d & r t i f y  i n  writing no less frequently 
than annually that all fog oil used in smoke train:-ng 

1 
complies with Condition 3. 

Re~ortina of Violations. The Perm 
Enforcement Section, Air Pollution 
MDNR, no later'than ten days after 
with Condition 3 or not certified 
Condition 4 is used to create smok 

Smoke Generatino Eaui~ment. The Perm 
the pulse jet mechanical smoke genera 
three-A-three"). The smoke generator 
with unleaded gasoline. The Pernizte 
sncko wi:h srncko g e n e r a z c r s  ~ ~ a i n c a i n ?  
condition and operated in accordance 

ittee shall rep03 to the 
Control Program (APCP) , 
any fog oil not complying 
in compliance wi-rh 
e for smoke trai:~ing. 

tee shall use only 
r, Model M 3 . 4 3  ( "ernm- 
shall only se fueled 
shall only generate 
in p c d  rdczXing 
th the manufacturerf s 

specifications. 1 

7 .  Emissions b i n z i t a t i o n .  The Permittee shdl not emit 
particulate matter less than 10 microns (PM,,) at 2. rate in 



PERMIT NIJMBER 

I I Cl695-010 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the following special conditions: 

excess of 2600 pounds per hour. This rate correspcnds to 
?rocessiag fog oil at the naximum rate of 3700  pounds per 
hour with a particulate conversion factor of 70%. 

~ecordkeen inq-  
oil processed b 
month and the p 
which smoke tra 
daily and hour1 
shall maintain 

The P 
y t h e  
reviou 
ining 
y cons 
said r 

ermitt 
smoke 
.s twe i 
occurs 
umptio 
becords 

snail record  the amo~.nt 
nerators during the prbev 
months. During any nton 
the Permittee shall reco 
of fcg oil. The Pernitt 
.nd provide them to MDNR 

of fog  
ious 
t n  i n  
rd 
ee 

personnel on request. 

9. Renortino of V i o l a t i o n s .  The Eleraittee shall repo:rt to the 
Enforcement Section, APCP, no later than ten days after the 
end of  each month during which the preceding 12-mo:lth 
cumulative total of fog oil processed exceeds 65,030 gallons 
of fog oil (Condition Number 1). 

10. R e ~ o r t i n g  of Violations. The Permittee shall report to the I 

Enforcement Section, M C P ,  no l a t e r  than t e n  days after an 1 
exceedance of-,the . . 37.00 pound daily limit o r  the 3700 
pound/hour maximum ra te  limit of fog 'oil (condition 2 )  - i 

Ambient Air Monitoring 

11. ~ u a l i t v  Assurance project Plan .  The Permittee shz.11 f i l e  
two copies of a Quality Assurance Project Plan (QZZP) within 
90 days of issuance of this permit for  review and approval 
by the  S t a f f  Director, APCP. The QAPP shall desclribe the 
method and manner for collecting a i r  quality monitoring data 
f o r  PM,, and ozone required by this permit .  

I 
Pre-Star tuw Moni t o r i n g .  Beginning as 
t h i s  pernit is issued, the Permittee 
one yea r  of continuous air quality mo 
and ozone in a manner and at iocacion 
the Permittee wi th  review and approva 
C o l l e c t i o n  of monitoring data  shall b 
eighteen nonths immediately prior to 
training. Ozone monitoring is o n l y  r 

soon as possible after 
s h a l l  collec': a t  least 
nitoring dat3  for PM, 
s to be determined by 
1 by t h e  APCP. 
egin no l a t e r  then 
the beginning of smoke 
equired from April 1 
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PERMIT NUMBER 1 0695-010 I 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subject :o the following special conditions: 

through October 31. 

R e ~ o r t i w .  The Permittee shall 
frequently than quarterly the ai 
collected pursuant to Condition 
monitoring data collected pursua 
submitted to >_PCP no later than 
commencement of smoke training. 

submit to the APC 
r quality monitor 
12. All air qua1 
nt to Condition 1 
60 days prior to 

P no less 
ing data 
ity 
2 shall be 
the 

Corr2ctive A c t i o n .  If the air quality monitoring data of 
Condition 12 does not-substantially conform with , the . .  

assumptions and conciusions of air quality modeling or if 
the smoke training is shown to cause or contribute to a 
violation of National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS),  
the Director, MDNR, may require the Permittee to take 
corrective action or may revoke the permit. 

Post-Startu~ A Konl torinq. Beginning with 
smoke training, the Permittee shall colle 
years of continuous air quality monitorln 
ozone in a manner and at 1ocat.ions. to be 
Permittee with review and approval by the 
monitoring is only required from April 1 

the commencemen 
ct at least two 
g data fcr PM,, 
determined. by. t 

APCP. Czone 
through Clctober 

and 
he 

16. R e ~ o r t i n q .  The Permittee shall submit to the APCE1 no less 
frequently than quarterly the air quality monitcring data 
collected pursuant to Condition 15. 

Meteoroloaical Monitorinq 

17. Observers. ~t all times during the operation of t:he smoke 
generators, a network of observers shall be stationed at 
locations from which they can observe the behaviol: of 
qenerated smoke and whether smoke c rosses  the Fort: Leonard 
Nood property koundary. The cbserve~s shall mai2::ain 
continuous electronic or visual communications with the 
smoke generator operators. 

1 8 .  m t e o r o l o a i c a l  -Moni torina. For the entire period beginning 
no less than one hour prior to generating smoke and ending 
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FACILl TY 1.0. NUMBER 

3860-0004-015 f 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subjec: to the following special conditions: 

no less than one hour aftsr ceasing generating smcke, the 
Permittee s h a l l  rneasure and zecorc! no less frequertly than 
every sixty seconds meteorological data including ambient 
air temperature, atmospheric pressure, relative h~midity, 
atmospheric stability, mixing height, and wind speed and 
direction at each training site at which smoke training is 
conducted. The monitoring records shall indicate those 
periods during which smoke is generated. Meteorological 
monitoring records shall be maintained by the Pernittee and 
made available to the MDNR personnel on request. 

, ., 
1 9 .  L i m i t a t i o n s  on ~ o e r a t i o n s .  Smoke training shall cnly be 

conducted at the  locations aRd under the meteorolcgical 
conditions as described in Attachment A. 

The Permittee may conduct smoke training 0peratior.s at more 
than one location listed in Attachment A during ar.y 24-hour 1 
period. However, sinoke training operations may nct occur at i 

more than one lccation sixultaneously, and the smcke 1 

1 
training operations at multiple sites may not exceed the I 

limitations of Condition 2. 
. - . -  - 

i 
I 

20. Meteoroloaist. Meteorological monitoring and forecasting 
activities required by this permit shall be coordinated and 
supervised by -a p r s o n  (the "~eteorolo~ist") with at least a 
Bachelor of Science degree in meteorology or atmozpheric 
science from an accredited u~iversity or college. 

21. Forecas t ina  Acce~table Condit ions .  Smoke traininc: may take 
place only if the Meteorologist forecasts no earlier than 
two hours prior to each smoke training exercise that the 
approved meteorological conditions described in At.tachment A 
will exist throughout the anticipated smoke training 
exercise. I 

I 
1 

2 2 .  Forecast Certification.. P r i c r  to each smoke t r a i r ~ i n g  
exercise, t h e  Meteorologisi shall certify in writing the 
pre-exercise forecast required by Condition 21. Said 

I 

forecast certification shall be maintained by the Permittee i 
and made available to MDNR personnel on request. 



- 1 FACiL I lY  I 0 .  NUMBER I 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the following special conditions: 

2 3 .  re-E:tercise ,'srnouc~r .Vccdelino. Prim to eacn smo:te 
training exercise, the Permittee shall use the Tactical 
Smoke computer model, TACSMK, or equivalent, to pe~rform pre- 
exercise predictions of smoke behavior during anticipated 
smoke training exercises. Printouts of the TACSMK pre- 
exercise predictions shall be maintained by the Permittee 
and made available to MDNR personnel upon request. 

i 24. Proh ib i t - cns .  Generation of smoke shall cease if: 

a)  Meteorological conditions are not within those approved 
for smoke training as described in Attachment A, or 

. 

Smoke behavior differs significantly from the pre- 
exercise predictions of condition 23 so as to indicate 
a reasonable likelihood that visible smoke will drift 
beyond the Fort Leonard Wood property boundary, or 

Conditions or smoke behavior are such so as to create a 
reasonable likelihood that visible smoke will cross the 
Fort Leonard Wood property boundary or that National 
Ambient  Air ~uality~tandards at th-e Fort *~eon2rd wood 
property boundary will be exceeded, or 

6;) There is an interruption for 2 minutes in t h e  
meteorological monitoring required by Conditiojl 18, or 

e )  Under other conditions as may be determined by the 
Director, MDNR. 

For the purposes of determining compliance with Condition 
24a, meteorological conditions shall be deemed outs:.de the 
approved conditions when three consecutive measurements 
recorded at one-minute intervals are outside approved 
conditions. 

Soil and V e c r e t a t i o n  Samplinq 

25. S ~ i l  and Veaetation Sam~ling Plan (SVSPI . Wichin 1 E : O  days 1 
of the issuance of this permit, the Permittee shall submit 

3- 1204 (6-93) 



PERMIT NUMBER r0695-0101 
b / FACILIT! I D NUMBER 

1 

1 3860-0004-915 / 
I 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: i 
1 

The permittee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the following special conditions: 

tijo copies of a SVS? to the Staff Sirector, APCP, f'or review 
and approval. 

The SVSP sha l l  describe the method and manner of ccllecting 
and analyzing soil and vegetation samples and of mcnitoring 
she impact of smoke training activities on soils and 
-7egetation. The SVSP shall include an inventory of 
vegetation found within the impact area that has any 
recreational or commercial value and shall identify any of 
the vegetation which may be sensitive to elevated ozone or 
particulate levels. The SVSP shall also include 
descriptions of operat'iorial or seasonal restrictions that -- . ., 

could be used to minimize emissions and any accompanying 
deposition effects. 

26. ?re-Startup Sam~ling. For no less than one year prior to 
t h e  commencement of smoke training, the Permit tee shall 
collect and analyze soil and vegeta~ion samples no Less 
frequently than quarterly at each iocation described in 
F-ttachment A and at other locations described in t h e  SVSP. 

, -  . *  - 
2 7 .  Reoor t i na .    he ~ermi'ttee shall ' report the results of the  

sampling and analysis required by Condition 26 to the APCP 
within 60 days of the date the samples are collecteci- All 
soil and vegetation sampling data collected pursuant: to 
Condition 26 shall be submitted to M C P  no l a te r  than 60 
days prior to the commencement of smoke training. 

28. Fost - S t a r t u ~  Sam~lina. Upon commencement of smoke t ra in ing ,  
the Permittee shall collect and analyze soil and veqetation 
samples no less frequently than monthly at each locz.tion 
d ~ s c r i b e d  in Attachment A and at cther locations described 
in the SVSP. After two years of sampling, the Permittee may 
petition the Staff Director, APCP, for modification of the 
smpling schedule and frequency. 

29. E=gortinq. The Permittee shall report to the APCP no less 
frequently than quarterly the soil and vegetation sampling 
data collected pursuant to Condition 28. 

3 0 .  G(2rrective Act ion.  MDNR may reevaluate the Best Available 
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS: j 

1 
The permi'tee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the following special conditions: 1 

Control Technology (i3ACT) analysis in supporr of this 
permit, establish any necessary operational restrictions, 
egg., restricting smoke training to only the summer months, 
or require the PeLrinittee to take any necessary corrective 
action, if the results of the soil, vegetation, or amb ien t  
air sampling indicate adverse deposition effects. 

Other S ~ e c i a l  Cond i t i ons  

31. Record Retention. . A l , l  records, required by this permit shall 
, . 

be maintained by the Permittee and made available for 
inspection by MDNR gersonnel for no less than ten years from 
the date the record is created. 

32. Publlc I n f o n a t i o n .  The Permittee shall cooperate with the 
.\PCP in presenting the air quality monitoring data of 
Zondition 12 and soil and vegetation sampling data of 
Condition 26 to the public at an informational meeting to be 
zonvened by the APCP. 

. 8 ,  . . - .  - - -  , . . - . . . - .  e , .  

33. .Zffects on Visibility. Smoke training shall not be 
conducted so as to constitute or contribute to a safety 
hazard to air t r a f f i c  or vehicular traffic on highhays 
accessible to the public during smoke training exercises. 

34. Pe~ortina of Violations. Unless a different requirement is 
expressly provided for in this permit, the Permittee shall 
report to the Enforcement Section, APCP, MDNR, no later than 
ten days after any noncompliance with any condition or 
requirement of this permit. 

3 5 .  - ~orrective Action. If in the opinion of the Directx, MDNR, 
the presence of PM1, or ozone in the ambient air exists in 
~uantiries and durations  hat directly or prcximately cause . . . - c r  c c r . t r i k c t 3  ~c LT-;EZ;J 5 s  ?.mar,, p k n c ,  or aninal L i e  cr 
h-ealth, or to property, or that unreasonably interfaxes with 
the enjoyment of l i f e  or the use of property, the Director, 
MDNR, may require the Permittee to scbmit a corrective 
action plan adequete to timely ar,d significantly rni~igate 
the emission or the impact of PM1,or ozone. The Permittee 
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PERMIT VUMBER 
0695-010 j 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 

The oermittee is authorized to construct and operate subject to the following special conditions 

shall implement any such plan Finmediacely upon its +cproval  
by the D.irector, MDNR. Failure to either submit or 
implement such a plan shall be a violation of the Germit. 

I 

3 6 .  -2omnliance W i t h  OtAer MDNR Pernit.?. The Permittee shall I 

comply with the sampling and monitoring conditions of ; 

Missouri State Operating Permit No. M0-0117251 granted by i 
1 

che Missouri Department of Natural Resources, Missouri Clean i 
Water Commission. I 

N o t i f i c a t i o n  o f  Commencement o f  Smoke train in^. The 
permittee shall not co~ence"smoke training activities 
subject to this permit without first providing written 
notification of such commencement to the Director, .%Dm, no 
later than 30 days prior thereto. Said notification shall 
include the certification by the Responsible Offici3i that 
the Permittee has satisfied all conditions precedent to the 
commencement of smoke training as described in this permit. 



Attachment A 
B I N D  DIRECTIONS ( 8 )  SUITABLE: FOR =KE T R A T ~  

Notes : 1. Allowable wind directions &re indicated by an aqgular interval. Wind directions are 
expressed as an angle measured clockwise from north indicating direction wind is coming 
from. E. g., 0 means wind i s  coming from due north (wind is coming from zero degrees 
clockwise f r o m  north), 225:means wind is coming from southwest (wind is coming from 225 
degrees clockwise from n o r t h ) .  T h u s ,  "130 5 0 5 220" means allowable wind directions are 
generally f r o m  the south, i. e., from 130 degrees (approximately southeast) clockwise to 
220 degrees (approximately, southwest); ''340 5 0 '< 35" means allowable wind directions are 
generally from the north, i.e., from 340 degrees (approximately north-northwest) clockwise 
to 35 degrees (approximateJy northeast). 

r 

S i t e  

Musgrave 

Ba l la r t l  

Mush Padtile 
-- - 

B a i l e y  

stability classes A - D are limited to wind speeds of at least 1 meter/second, and 
stability class E is limited to wind speeds of at least 4 meters/second. No smoke may be 
generated during stability< condition F. 3 

Mixing height of 200 meter6 is necessary for stability classes A - C. Mixing height of 
320 meters is necessary fo't stability classes D . -  E. 

~orty-five (45) minute limit on smoke training for wind directions 190 5 A 5 211! 1e;ro-22. 

stability C l a s s  (Notes 1, 2, and  3) 

~orty-five (45) minute limit on smoke training Sor wind directions 220 5 6 5 240 degrees. 

A 

130 2 8 220 

340 5 0 5 35 

195 5 0 2 275 

125 5 0 5 115 

Commencement and continuation of smoke trainingiis discouraged at Bailey Hollow during 
stability class E due to the narrow range of allowed wind directions. 

-".Ic.-r--.' ... ' * V & L .  
. '*" n ? , - - ~ - . .  w-V" LU"."".. , C*- ,?"a,. n . U I w L U f " P  - , u . 1 )(. L,  L1 I. *F*,ll*.. r .  *'Wl)nI, IY*t.d. r r  e*r y r ..b ..*l*t(llr -I. * r * . r ." ..* r, I". .I--- 'I... , .. .- 

B 

150 5 0 5 220 
'I 

340 1 8 5 35 

195 5, 8 5 275 

340 5 8 5 4 0  
175 5: 8 2 325 

C 

160 5 0 L 215 

340 5 o 5 35 

195 I 0 270 

340 L 0 2 40 
175 5 8 5 325  

D 

170 5 0 L. 215 
(Note 4) 

350 5 t) 5 35 

195 0 5 240 
(Note 5) 

None 

E 

1 5 0  0 2 225 

340 5 8 5 35 

195 5 8 5 270 

230 L 8 2 240 
(Note 6)  



REVSEW OF APPLICATION FOR AUTITAORITI TO CONSTRUCT OPERATE 
SECTION (8) REVIEW 

Project/Facility No: 3860-0004-015 
Pernit No: 0695-010 

U. S . Army Engineering Center - rsrt L e o n a r d  Wood Complete: March 31, 1995 
ATTIST \i: ATZT-DPW-EE Reviewed: June 7, 1995 
Zsrt Leonard Wood, MO 65473 

2arent Company: 
U. S . Army Engineering 
F c r t  Leonard Wood 
A'TTN: ATZT-DPW-EE 
For-: Leonard Wood, MO 

Pulaski County, All or 
R10, 11, 1 2 W  

Center 

65473 

parts 

REVIEW SUMMARY 
- .  . - .  . . . .  - 

This review is conducted in accordance with Sect:-on ( 8 )  of 
Missouri State Rule 10 CSR 10-6.060, "Construction Permits 
Required. " 

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PsD) regulations 
apply to this facility. 

Emissions of particulate matter less than ten microns (DMlu) 
at the facility will be greater than 15 tons per year; 

- therefore,, this is a maj.or m d i f  icatioq at a major iac-lity 

No Hazardous Air Pollutants {HAP) above de d n i i i l i s  aKl0u"ts 
are emitted in this process. 

NO federal New Source Performance Standards (NSI'S) or 
National Emission Standards for Hazardous ~ i r  P(11lutants 
(NESHAP) apply to this operation. 

Special conditions are imposed by this permit. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Fort Leonard Wood (the "Applicant") is an existing n~a jo r  source 
rnd . has I applied for pernission to operate a' obscur~~nt (smoke) 
z 2 5  c .  T h e  s i n e  t r a i n  sct001 wi-1 S i :  I4313 S T L G ~ Z  
generators (or equivalent) to train soldiers in the operation of 
the smoke generators and in the tactical use of obs(:urants axing 
sinulated battlefield operations. 



Review o f  A p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  Authority t o  
Cons t ruc t  a n d  O p e r a t e  Smoke T r a i n i t i g  F a c i l i t y  

U. S .  Army E n g i n e e r i n g  C e n t e r ,  F t  . Leonard Wood 
J ~ n e  7 ,  2995 

Page 2 

To g?nerate the smoke, S G F - 2  fog oil (a severely hydrotreated 
heavy naphthenic petroleum distillate mineral oil) is vaporized, 
recondensed, and dispersed into the air. The fog oil is emitted 
as liquid droplets with diameters of 0.5 io 1.0 micron. This 
diameter size is close to the wavelength of visible light, making 
this oil the choice for smoke training. 

Fort Leonard Wood shall only use the fog oil designated SGF-2 
(CAS# 64742-52-5) to generate smoke during smoke training. The 
fog oil shall contain no additives nor any rerefined oils. 

. - - - In add-ition, the fog oi-1-- shal-l have- t-he. following -properties and 
characteristics: 

a. The fog oil shall be severely hydrotreated tc remove 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (DAHs) and their 
nitrogen and oxygen analogues, and 

b. The fog oil shall contain no carcinogenic or 
potentially carcinogenic constituents as defined under 
the Hazard Communication Standard (HCS) 29 CFR 

- - 
1910,1200, and . L i  . -  - _ . -  -. . - i 

c. The fog oil shall contain no more than 0.58 (one-half 
percent) by weight of any single hazardous air 
pollutant (HAP) as defined by 10 CSR 10-6.02C (2) ( C )  , 
"Table 3 - Hazardous Air Pollutants." The ccmbination 
of all HAPS in the fog oil shall comprise no more than 

i 
1% (one percent) by weight of the fog oil. 

h i 
Fort Leonard Wood shall maintain Material Safety Data Sheets 
(MSDS) and test data demonstrating compliance with the fog oil 
material specifications. 

Fort Leonard Wood is prohibited from using to create snloke for 
smoke training any fog oil designated PY8035000 on the Registry 
of Toxic Effects of Chemical Substances (F-TEES) of the National 
Institute for Occupational Safety and Healrh (NICSH! . 

Fort Leonard Wood may not introduce any other substance into the 
fog oil used to generate smoke, e.g., kerosene to reduc:e 
viscosity in cold temperatures, graphite c r  brass to change or 
enhance obscurant effectiveness, etc. 
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The M3A3 smoke gene~ators are driven by gasoline-power3d pulse 
jer, engines. Each generator consumes 4 gallons of unlzaded 
gasoline per hour and processes 40 gallons of fog oil :3er hour. 

There will typically be about 12 generators operating each time 
the training is conducted. However, there will be no .Limitations 
on the number of generators; rather, limits are imposed on the 
amount of fog oil which may be processed. The smoke t~~aining 
will occur at several sites at Fort Leonard Wood. Smoke training 
can not be used at some sites during certain meteoroloqical 
conditions because such conditions could cause an excendance of 

-.. ..- the PM!, *ambient air* quality- s-ta~tdards ( 1 0 - - C S R ,  10-6.0.10.. --"-Ambient - -  - - + 

Air Quality Standardsff) or the ambient air increment ( i . 0  C S X  10- 
6.060 (11) (A), "Table 1 - Ambient Air Increment Tablew) . 

The air quality impact due to the snoke training is evzluated by 
considering the fog oil as a volatile organic compcund (VOC) and 
as PM1,. There is no ambient air quality standard for l TOCs.  In 
lieu of preapplication air quality analysis, pre- and ~ o s t -  
operation ambient air monitoring for ozone will be required. 

.. The air ambient quality impact of the emission of PM,, is . .. 
evaluated- Osing the"ambient air 'qua-liTy" model I S C T  (Industri-a1 
Sourze Complex), draft version dated December 6, 1994. This 
version of ISC2 is recommended by the EPA for use in this study 
to estimate the effect on the ambient air quality of the 
operation of equipment which emits air contaminants. This permit - 
has conditions that prohibit smoke training operations at those 
loca- ions when meteorological conditions exist that could cause 
an exceedance of the PM,, National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) or the PM,, increment. The constraints have been 
developed based on wind direction, atmospheric stability, and 
distance from the site to the property line. Attachment A 
describes the acceptable sites under various meteorological 
conditions. Fort Leonard Wood agrees to maintain a minimum of 3 
kilometers visibility at property boundary as related t3 the 
smoke training school. 

The Cotal amount of fog oil process 
limited to 65,000 gallons during an 
construction triggers the federal P 
Available Control Technology (YACT) 
Adding a PM,, control device to the 
the purpose of the mission. Other 
evaluated, and the proposed method 

ed by the smoke generators is 
y 12-month period. Since this 
SD regulations, a Best 
analysis must be performed. 
smcke generators would defeat 
smoke generation syszems were 
is the most feasible. 
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Most of the fog oil will disperse as PM1,, but some wili- 
evaporate as VOC. According to information provided by the 
applicant, 3 0 9  of the fog oil will evaporate before reaching the 
property boundary. 

AddiCionaL emissions are expected from the combustion of gasoline 
in the pulse-jet engines. Emission rates for the combustion of 
gasoline from the smoke generators are calculated using emission 

, - factors, from the Ui-S-. Environmental Protection Agency dxument .- ,.. - .  
AP-42, "Compilation of Air Pollutant Emission Factors: Volume 
11: Mobile Sources," and from Material Safety Data She2ts 
supplied by Fort Leonard Wood. 

Table 1 below lists the annual emissions expe, rted when :Tort 
Leonard Wood vaporizes 65,000 gallons of fog oil, including the 
combustion of unleaded gasoline in the pulse-jet engine. 

Table 1: Pollutants Emissions in Tons w r  Year 

PERMIT RULE APPLICABILITY 

* 

Fog Oil 

Combustion 

Totals 

This PSD review is conducted under Section (8) of Missouri State 
Rule 10 CSR 10-6.060, "Ccnstruction Permits Required. If 
Compliance with this saction of t h e  rxle neans that the xoposed 
source will not interfere with the attainment or mainten(3nce of 
ambient air quality standards, will not cause o r  contr ib l l te  t o  
ambient air concentraticns in excess of any applicable m<tximum 
allowable increase as listed in 10 CS4 10-6.060 Subsection 
(11) (A) Table 1, will not violate any applicable emissiorl control 
regulations or the Air Conservation Law, and will not cause an 
adverse impact on visibility in any Class 1 area. 

f r c ~ ~ ~  any s ~ n q l e  HAFs 1s l i m r t ~ d  tc 1.25 tpy. 
Note 1: Emrssions from all HAFs combined is llrnited +D 2 . 5  rpy. En~is : ; i i .no  

voc ' 

250 

0.7 

251 

. PM, " 

175 

0 . 0  

175 

S 0, 

0.0 

0 . 0  

0 . 0  

- - 
NO, 

0.0 

0 . 2  

0 . 2  

, - - <  

CO 

0.0 

11.3 
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APPLICABLE REQUIREMENTS 

I. Installation Level: Fort Lecnard Wocd 
A. General 

1. Applicable Requirements: Submission of En~ission 
Data, Emission Fees and Process Informaticm 
a. Regulatory Authority: iO CSR 10-6.110 
b. Emission Limitation: $25.70 per ton of pollutant 
c. Recordkeeping Requirement: Emissions Inventory 

,- -. . , - - - Quest-onna-i~e-- (.EIQ) --. - - .- .. . . - - .  . . - 

d. Reporting Requirement: April 1 for previous 
year's emissio~s (EIQ) 

2. Applicable Requirements: Cperating Permits 
a. Regulatory Authority: 10 CSR 10-6.065 
b. Emission Limitation: Ncne 
c. Recordkeeping Requirement: None 
d. Monitoring Requirement: None 
e. Reporting Requirement: Submission of Future 

Operating Permit Application 

:. ., . . ...I I ;. .‘ . ..Erbis.s-i.on Point ..Leeel :.. Sho.ke ..Tr.a>iihing 
- ' " .  ' ...." i . . ' .  ' .: .-.. - .  .. . .. . 

A. PM,, Emissions 
1. Applicable Requirements: Construction P e r m i t s  

Required 
a. Regulatory Authority: 10 CSR 10-6.060 --. 

b. Emission Limitations: 65,000 gallons of SGF-2 
fog oil per 12-month period; 3700 pounds of SGF-2 
fog oil per day; 2600 pounds/hour of EM,, 

c. Recordkeeping Requirement: Annual anc. daily 
throughput; emissions rate 

d. Monitoring Requirements: Pre-startup and post- 
startup ambient air quality monitorins data; 
meteorological data; soil and vegetation 
sampling; 

e. Repcrting Requirement: Violations of emission 
limitations; rnor,itoring data 

B. VOC Emissions 
1. Applicable Requirements: Construction Pe~:mits 

Required 
a. Regulatory Authcrity: 10 CSR 10-6.060 
b. Emission Limitation: 65,000 gallons c ) f  SGF-2 fog 

oil per 12-month period. 
c. Recordkeepiilg Reqcirement: Annual and daily 
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thr~ughput. 
d. Monitoring Requirements: Pre-startup and post- 

startup ambient air quality monitoring data. 
e. Reporting Requirement: Violations of emissions 

limitations. 
C. Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPS) 

1. Applicable Elequirements: Construction Perniits 
Required 
a. Regula'Lory Authority: 10 CSR 10-6.060 
b. Emission Limitation: 2.5 tpy, Single HAPS. 

1.25 tpy, Combination of HAPs.  Below 25 tpy/lO 
- t p y  de m l s n i m i - s l i m i t - ;  '-Emissions are- ccnstrained*-, - -  ' - 
by fog oil material specification, i.e., 18/0.5t 
by weiynt HAPS. 

c. Recordkeeping Requirement: None. 
c. Monitoring Requirements: None. 
e. Reporting Req~irernent: Violations of emissions 

limitations. 

BAC T ANALY S I S 
- , -. , . - * - < . . .-, 

A "t~p~down"~ BACT -analysis is 'requi-red- to- be submitted 'wLth th'is 
application. BACT is defined as an emission limitation based on 
the maximum degree of reduction for each pollutant w h i c h  w o u l d  be 
emitted from any proposed installation or major modification 
which the Director, on a case-by-case basis, taking into account . 
energy, environmental and economic impacts, and other costs, 
determines is achievable for such an installation or major 
modification. BACT may be achieved through application of 
production processes, or available methods, systems, and 
techniques, including fuel cleaning or treatment or innovative 
fuel combustion techniques for control of the pollutant. 

Applying any control device defeats the purpose of the generating 
smoke for smoke training. Smoke training is conductec. so as to 
simulate various battl2field conditi~ns as realistically as 
possible. Large open a reas  a r e  r e q u i r e d  Zcr the ~~ci~enient of 
troops and equipment participating in smoke training exercises. 
There are no available control options with practical potential 
for application to the emissions unit and the regulated 
pollutants under evaluation. 

The only BACT option is to examine the other methods available to 
produce smoke. According to the U. S. Army Nedical Research and 
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Development Laboratory's publication, "Smokes and Obsc~rants: A 
Guidebook of Environmental Assessment, Volume 1. Methl2d of 
Assessment and Appended Data," there are several methods to 
produce smoke . 
Phcsphorous Smokes and Hexachloroethane Smokes are bo t l ~  delivered 
in a pyrotechnic setting. In other words, they involve the use 
of cannons, mortars, smoke grenades, tank guns, rocket.:, and 
bombs. Diesel Fuels and Fog Oils are delivered by Smoce Pots, 
Veh~cle Engine Exhaust Smoke Systems, M3A3 Generators, and Jet- 
Turbine Helicopters. Infrared Smokes are delivered by grenades. 

- -They contain powde-red- ~ E X S ~  --which -is -am alloy- of .copper and. - % ,. . _ _  .. 

zinc. 

The purpose of smoke training is to train soldiers on the use of 
- the M3A3 fog oil smoke generator and to allow them to observe 

the behavior of fog oil smoke u~der field conditions. The other 
meth.ods of generating smoke produce significant Hazardous Air 
Pollutants or are delivered in a more dangerous nanner than 
the M3A3 generator, 

There are no technically feasible control options, and the use of 
. . .. . . . . . , t  h6 . mA3, .. . . . ..~~neiratorsd.-ga-d 'SGD. - Z...Gf.*g df'l. a b e s  nbt .rcisul.t --in. ..... - -  --..  --.-. r. ..-... . s . . -  

the emission of hazardous air pollutants above de m i n i ~ n i s  levels, 
nor employ the use of pyrotechnics. Therefore, the M3213/SGF-2  
option as described herein is chosen as BACT. 

MDNE may reevaluate this BACT analysis, establish any necessary 
operational restrictions, e.g., restricting smoke training to 
only the summer months, or require the Permittee to take any 
necessary corrective action, if the results of the SOL-, 
vegetation, or ambient air sampling indicate adverse dc2position 
effects. 

MODELING AND MONITORING 

Fcrt Lecnard Nood, in compliance xith Missouri St252 R!:ln 19 8CSR 
10-6.060 (8) ( C )  , has conducted ambient air quality mode:-ing. The 
review of the modeling is included as a memo from the ':ethnical 
Support Section of APCP (Appendix A) . The modelling showed 
compliance with the NAAQS and PSC increments. The modc3led 
maximum concentrations exceeded the de m i n i m i s  level for PM,,. 
Fort Leonard Wood will be required to zonduct post-con:;truction 
mcni toring For PM,, . 
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Existing FM!, monitoring data was decernined to be repr2sentative 
of conditions at Fort Leonard Wood (Appendix B attacheti) and was 
used to denonstrate compliance with the NAAQS. However, to check 
this data, Fort Leonard Wood is required to conduct one year of 
preconstruction monitoring for PM,, and ozone prior to the 
beginning of smoke training. Fort Leonard Wood shall t a k e  
appropriate corrective action should this later air moritoring 
data not substantially conform with the assumptions anc. 
conclusions of the air quality modelling or if the smoke training 
is slow to cause or contribute to a violation of NAAQS. 

Air. moni to-r ing of PM,, .and .ozone. will .continue for t w o  years .. . . .  - .  . 
after smoke training begins. Because of concerns about the air 
quality in the area, Fort Leonard Wood will present the air 
monitoring data at a public informational meeting to be convened 
by . the  APCP prior to commencement of smoke training. 

CLASS I AREA IMPACT ANALYSIS 

The federal PSD regulations as adopted in 10 CSR 10-6.060 require 
an mbient air quality impact analysis to be done on al:! Class I 
areas. . wi t h in .  1.0 0': ki lameters. in. >order . th at... . . . . . .  .: I... -. . ..:.. .....-. 

ambient air quality impact will occur within the Class 1: area .  
There are  no Class I areas within 100 kilometers of the proposed 
plant. Therefore,  no Class I impact analysis is required. 

. ANALYSIS OF IMPACT ON 
VISIBILITY, LOCAL SOILS, ANIMALS AND VEGETATION 

The Applicant analyzed the projected impairment to visik~ility, 
soils, animals and vegetation. 

Fort Leonard Wood submitted soil and vegetation sampling 
conducted during test smoke training exercises in 1993. Results 
of sampling f o r  total pezroleum hydrocarbons ( T D 4 )  indicated 
significant deposition with high levels of T?5 which decreased 
over zeveral weeks. However, Fort Leonard Wood indicated that 
the sampling protocol was flawed ( e . g . ,  samples were collected in 
plastic bags) which resulted in contaminated samples and the 
overestimation of TPH levels. 

The procedures listed in the EPA document, "A Screening Procedure 
for the Impacts of Air Pollution Sources on Plants, Soils, and 
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.~nimls," were examined. Since there is no simple procedure for 
estinating the impact of ozone from a single source, and since 
PM1, is not one of the regulated pollutants fcr which screening 
is done in the EPA screening guidance, no further analysis of the 
impact of smoke training on visibility, local soils, aninals and 
vege zacion is required. 

However, to more accurately assess the impact of smoke training 
on soil and vegetation, Fort Leonard Wood is required t3 conduct 
soil and vegetation sampling at the training sites. Qu~terly 
sampling will be performed at each training site for at least one 
year prior .. to. -commencement. smoke &raining. . Mo-nthl-y sa-mpking - 
will continue after smoke training begins. Fort Leonari3 Wood 
shall cooperate wich APCP to presenc the results of pre-startup 
soil and vegetation sampling at a public informational meeting to 
be c~nvened by the APCP prior to the commencement of smoke 
train.ing . 

In acdition, prior to commencement of smoke training, Fort 
Leonard Wood shall inventory vegetation found within the smoke 
training impact area that has any recreational or cornrne!rcial 
value and shall identify any of the vegetation which may be 

ensf to erev.ared .o zone. .or ,: paft.icuT a-te. .lebe.l-s. .-.- : . ' ~ ~ ~ f i ~ ~ . ~  .- .. . ..'-. - . . .:. : -: 

Wood should consider the following documents in perform:-ng said 
inventory: Air Quality C r i  t e r i a  Documents, U .  S . Envi rormenta l  
Protection Agency, A Screening Procedure t o  Eva1 u a t e  A i ~ r  
Pol lu t ion  E f f e c t s  on Class I Wilderness Areas, U . S .  Forest 
Service, and Air Quality in the National Parks, National. Park 
Service. Fort Leonard Wood shall also describe operational or * 

seasonal restrictions that could be used to minimize emissions 
and any accompanying deposition effects. 

The EPA1s "Workbook for Plume Visual Impact Screening ar.d 
Analysis," was used to determine the visual quality of the area 
and assess the visual impact of the proposed facility. The model 
indicates that the visibility in the area would not be adversely 
zffectod. Appendix 9 contains the rasult of the visibility 
z r - a l y s l s .  

Fort Leonard Wood shall also comply with water sampling required 
by MDNR, Water Pollution Control Program. 
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GROWTH IMPACTS 

The Applicant analyzed the air quality impact projected for the 
area as a result of general commercial, residential, industrial 
growth, as well as growth associated with this installation. Th 
installation is expected to increase by 7900 persons. This 
includes civilian/permanent party military increase of 1600 and 
trainee increase of 6300. Ail of the permanent party and 
military trainees will be served by the facility on-post. 
Incr2ased fuel use for space heating and air conditioning could 
result in-some.incseased emissions. -. Euwe-ver, the expected - .  

increase in personnel would merely bring Fort Leonard Wood back 
to the same level of personnel as ser-~ed in 1990. Therefore, no 
additional growth-related air polluticn impacts are anticipated. 

STAFF' RECOMMENDATION 

On the basis of this review conducted in accordance with Section 
( 8 ) ,  Missouri State Rule 10 CSR 10-6.060, "Construction Permits 

. . ..- 

Required,'' the undersigned recommend this permit be granted with 
:... .... .. cond.jti*ns :.- .... ..I: ,- I .,; , . .  . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . . . . . .  a , . . . .  ........ :-. > . . .  _ : \ . .  ;.:..,.. 3 . .  ..<. . -  ...... . ' .<.'- . - -  - . 

. . : ..: .. , ' .,,..! - . .; .. - - ' .. ' 

d 

Sharon Turpin 
~nvironmental Engineer 

Envircnmental Engineer 
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SUBZECT: Fort Leonard Wood Snoke Training PSD Modeling (Revised) 

I. introduction 

Fort Leonard Wood is proposing to conduct smoke traininq at 
several locations within their property. Due to the em:-ssion 
rates of the smoke generators to be used in the t r a i n i n q ,  this 

. . ........... ... ... . . . .  . .  . : . , . . . . . . . . . . .  -pr@ect i s  sub ~ e c  t .-to P S D - (  P-reven,.tion 0.f Signi2ican.t  ..:.. -. .., -:. :.... .. - _  - .  . 

Deterioration) permit review including modeling requirements. 

A modeling report entitled 'Predicted Air Quality Impacts f o r  
Fort Leonard Wood Smoke Training School1 was submitted t y  Burns & -. 

McDonnell on April 9, 1995(attached). This report includes two 
separate analyses, the PSD increment analysis and the NAAQS 
(National Ambient Air Quality standard) analysis. These analyses 
indicate that the smoke training can be conducted during specific 
meteorological conditions in order to meet the necessary 
s tandards . The f ol lowing report summarizes the modeling review 
and the resulting recommendations for permit requirements. 

11. Modeling Procedures 

T h e  mcleling procedures us2d ia  his stuaY follcw PSD an2 air 
quality modeling guidelines. The selected model for this 
application is the draft version of the new ISC2 (Industrial 
Source Complex) model dated Dec. 6, 1994. This version ~f the 
ISC2 includes sinple and complex terrain algorithms and 



incorporates EPA1 s intermediate terrain policy. Additionally, 
the new version includes new area source and deposition 
algorithms. This model was recommended by EPA for use in this 
study. 

The source information differs in the PSD increment modeling and 
the NIL\QS modeling. For the 2SD incrsment soeel, cnllr the smoke 
generator sources are included. These generators will be placed 
on vehicles and may be moved during their operation. The 
vehicles will be spaced by at least 20 meters and will be 
oriented in a line or a 'vt. For modeling purposes, worst case 
is assumed to be a line of volume sources with an interval of 20 
meters. The smoke generators are evaluated based on an emission 
rate of 2600 pounds per hour of PM,,. The smo~e sources are 
modeled at all possible locations of operation within the fort. 
The N M Q S  modeling includes all major sources within 50 
kil3meters of Fort Leonard Wood. A major source list was 
genxated from the statef s emission. inventory databases and 
additional quality assurance -.Gas conducted prior to modeling to 
verify emission rates and source locations. ' These sources are 
modeled as continuous operaticns - for STdors t case impacts . 
The meteorological data sets are also different in the PSD 
increment and NAAQS runs. Because the smoke generator.; will be 
allowed to operate only during specific meteorological 
conditions, user-generated metsorological data sets art? used for 
the PSD increment modeling. vary ing  meteorological conditions 
based on wind speed, stability, mixing height, and temperature 
are used in the model. Wind direction is considered by placing 
all receptors in a straight line at the proper downwind distance. 

-,. . . --:, Usi,ng-; this %method,  :.:i-t is lpo.s.sible to .-inod.eJ. ;direct . pa.th. wind.. . . . . .  . . . .. . .  . ;-.. . . . 

directions to all fence line receptors in one model run. The 
NAAC;S runs use five years of actual meteorological d a t ~ ~  from 
Springfield and Monett, Missouri. 

111. PSD Increment Results 

Because the baseline has not been established in this a.rea, the 
entire PSI) increments are available. These values are 30 ug/m~3 
and 17 ug/m~3 for the 24-hour and annual average, respectively. 
The me-hour averages produced by the model are divided by 24 to 
obtain a representative 24-hour average. These results are then 
compared to the 24-hour incrment of 30 ug/m~3 to identify 
receptors along the property boundary that will not exceed the 
incrzment. Corres~onding wiad directions are identified as 
acceptaSls ccnditiccs i c r  c g c r z t i s n .  This ~ r z c e d u r s  is 
duplicated for each possible training location. From these runs, 
a list of acceptable meteorological conditions is derived for 
each smoke training site (see Table T I  of the modeling reaort). 



Because the smoke training will not be conducted more than 135 
days per year, the annual increment does not require an 
evaluation. Even if a 30 u g / m ~ 3  maximum 24-hour concentration 
occurs at the same receptor all 135  days, the annual 
concentration will only be 11 ug/m~3, well below the mnual 
increment . 

IV. N U Q S  Results 

PSD guidelines require t h a t  a N a Q S  demonstration be conducted 
for the area that will be significantly impacted by the new - 
source. For this study, a 50 kilometer radius is useti. The 
model predicts several violations of the NIUQS due to sources 
beyond the Fort Leonard Wood aroperty boundary. These locations 
are listed in Table I11 of the attached modeling r2port. Due to 
these potential exceedances of the NAAQS, the smoke training will 
not be allowed to occur under meteorological conditions which 
will result in a significant contribution. Several of the sites 
will not impact any of these potential exceedances already. 
However, under certain meteorological kondit'ions stiprlated in 
the PSD increment review as. being acceptable, there is a 
significant contribution. Therefore, the fort is further 
restricted in their operation of the smoke oenerators. The 
resulting meteorological conditions which are acceptable for the 
PSD increment and the NELAQS are given in Table 11 of the modeling 
report . 

V. Recommendations 

- .-. - .-Ba.s.ji s - on ..the.. .rro.d . el-ing - a n a l l y ~ * i ~ . i .  .werecommend. the . fo.U0;4i.ng . . ..,.. .. . .. .,. .&. ...-. . .-. - . . 

conditions that should be required with the issuance of the 
smoke training permit: 

1) The smoke generators shall be operated no more than 135 days .. 
per  year. 

2) The total emissions of P M ~ O  from the smoke generators shall 
be limited at a rate of 2600 pounds per hour. This em:.ssion 
rate is based on the use of 3700 pounds per hour of foq oil 
and assumes a 70% conversion rate to particulate matter. 

3 )  The smoke training emissions are found to be acceptable for 
the PSD increment and the NELAQS for the wind direction::, 
stabilities, and durations  list^-d in Table I1 of the snioke 
training ncdelixg r 2 ~ c z :  prcvi2ed 5.1 ' c r c  Lecnzrd Wood. 

4 )  In addition to the wind direction and stability recyirements, 
the model indicates that a wind speed of at least 1 m/s is 
necessary for stabilities A-D.and at least 4 m/s for 



stability E. Also, a mixing height of 200 meters is 
necessary for stabilities A - C  and a mixing height of 320 
meters is required f o r  stabilities D-E. 

5 )  Under no circms tance should t h e  smoke training be conducted 
during F stability. 

6 )  No smoke training should occur at any locations other than 
those specified in Table I1 of the modeling report. 

7 )  The model predicts concentrations during very specific 
meteorological conditions. Special attention should be given 
to the measurement and monitoring of these parameters before, 
during, and after the smoke training occurs. This requires 
not only appropriate instrumentation, but qualified personnel 
as well. Fort Leonard Wood should be required to secure these 
instruments and trained personnel. 

VI. Conclusion 
* 

Based on the modeling analysis, the proposed smoke training at 
Fort Lsonard Wood, if operated under the requirements Listed in 
Section V ,  will not cause or contribute to a violation of the PSD 
increment or NAAQS for PM10. 



R e v i e w  of Application for Authority to 
Construct and Operate Smoke T r a i n k g  F a c i l i t y  

U. S .  Axmy Engineering Center, F t  . Leonard W o o d  

Background Concentration for the Fort Leonard Wood Smoke Training 



ST.4TE OF .VISSOCRI 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURlCES 
>IEhf ORAJ-D Chi- 

DATE: June  1, 1595 

TO: Randy Raymond, Chief, Permitting Section 
Air Pollution Control Program 

FROM: Calvin Ku, Chief. Technical Support Section 
Air Pollution Control Program 

Q 

SUBJECT: Background Concentration for the Fort Leonard Wood Smoke Training 

Background concentration determination is an important part of the ambient air quality 
impact analysis. In multi-source areas, two components of background st- ould be 
considered. The first component is due to the nearby major sources which are 
expected to affect the area air quality. The impact of the nearby sources was modeled 
and areas of the maximum impact (hot spots) were identified in a report "Fredicted Air 
Qality Impacts for Fort Leonard Wood Smoke Training School" prepared tly the Army's 
Consultant, Burns and McDcnnell. 

The second component of the background is attributable to other sources such as 
natural sources and minor sources. Because no ambient monitors are loc.ated in the 
vicinity of Fort Leonard Wood, air quality data collected at the Mark Twain site was 
used to determine the natural and minor source background. The Mark Twain site was -. 

considered because it has a similar environmental setting as Fort Leonard Wood. 

Attached is a report which shows three year PM,, data collected at the Mavk Twain site 
between 1992 and 1994. The first and second maximum 24-hour concentrations 
collected in 1994 are 54 and 39 ug/m3, respectively. The annual average is 15 ug/m3. 
The maximum 24-hour concentration was recorded on June 19, 1994. This maximum 
concentration should not be used for background because the wind speed recorded 
was less than 1 mls for all 24 hours in the day except two. The wind speecl data for 
June 19, is also attached. As specified in the draft permit: the smoke training should 
not be conducted when the wind speed is 1 m/s or less. 



( 

Memo - Randy Raymond 
June 1, 1995 
Page Two 

It is recommended that a 24-hour background of 39 u g h 3  and an annual backgroucd of 
I 5  ug/m3 be used in the air quality analysis for the smoke training. In addition, a 
12-month pre-construction monitoring should start immediately after approval of the 
monitoring plan by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources to verify the 
background concentrations. 

Attachment 



P M - 1 0  TOrIIAI, U-1OUM ( 8 1 1 0 2 )  
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S I T E  Ill C T CITY COUNTY ADDRESS 

PAGE 1 
n , n  yun&l-l.r SUUSYS'rEM a 

QUICK LOOK REPORT 
MISSOURI  UNITS: 0 0 1  UG/CU METER ( 2 5  C) 

SCHEDULED W T D ---, 
REP NUM NUM % NUM ----MAXIMIJM V A L U E S - - - - -  VALS > 1 5 0  ARITH- 

YR ORG OBS OBS OBS REQ 1ST 2ND 3RD 4TH MEAS EST MEAV 
--- - -- - -I__-- __l_-____l_ -- 

2 9 - 0 0 7 - 0 0 0 9  2 2 MEXICO AUDRAIN CO AUDRAINCOUNTY M E D I C A  9 2  0 0 1  5 8  58 9 1  6 4  5 7  38 37 35 0 0 . 0 0  1 9  
29  - 0 0 7 - 0 0 0 9  2 2 MEXIC:t3 AUDRAiW CU AUUHAIN COUNTY MEDICA 9 3  0 0 1  6 0  59 94 6 3  37 35 3 1 3 1 O 0 . 0 0  1 7  
29 - 0 0 7  - 0 0 0 9  2 2 MEXICO AUDRAIN CO AUDRAIN COUNTY MEDICA 9 4  0 0 1  6 1  6 0  9 5  6 3  5 9  4  1 4  0  4 0  0  0 . 0 0  1 9  

2 9 - 0 2 1 - 0 0 0 5  1 3  S T  JOSEPH BUCHANANC SOUTH 759  HIGHWAY, PU 9 2  0 0 1  1 3 2  4 6  9 6  1 3 8  1 1 0  9 3 8 8  8 6  0 0 . 0 0  4 2  
2 9 - 0 2 1 - 0 0 0 5  2 2 ST JOSEPH BUCHANAN C SOUTH 759  HIGHWAY, PU 92  0 0 1  2 2 5  1 3 4  96  6 4  9 1 89 88 8 7  0  0 . 0 0  39 
2 9 - 0 2 1 - 0 0 0 5  2 2 ST JOSEPH BUCHANAN C SOUTH 759  HIGHWAY, PU 9 3  0 0 1  1 7 7  1 6 3  97 6 3  1 3 0  1 0 0  1 0 0  8 1 0  0 . 0 0  32 
2 9 - 0 2 1 - 0 0 0 5  2 2 ST JOSEPH BUCHANAN C SOUTH 759  HIGHWAY, PU 9 4  0 0 1  1 7 6  1 4 6  9 5  6 3  9 6  77  7 4  7 4 0  0 . 0 0  34 

2 9 - 0 4 3 - 0 0 0 4  1 3 CHRISTIAN JOURNAGAN CLEVER QUAR 94' 0 0 1  3 3 1 9  9 2  3 1 1 0  1 0  0  0 . 0 0  1 7  

2 9 - 0 5 1  - 0 0 0 3  1 3 JEE'PL:itSON COLE CO MO STATE PENITENTIAliY 9 4  0 0 1  I 5  15 9 4  1 6  2 4  1 9  1 7  1 7  0  0 . 0 0  11 

2 9 - 0 7 7 - 0 0 2 6  2 1 SPRINGE'IEL GREENE CO 5 0 1 2  S .  CHARLESTON S 3 2  0 0 5  6 1  6 1  9 5  6 4  4 9  44 38 3 5 0 0 . 0 0  1 9  
2 9 - 0 7 7 - 0 0 2 6  2 1 SPRINGFIEL GREENE CO 5 0 1 2  S .  CHARLESTON S 9 3  0 0 5  6 1  6 1  9 7  6 3  4 0  3 7  3 4  3 1 0 0 . 0 0  1 7  
2 9 - 0 7 7 - 0 0 2 6  2 1 SPRINGFIEL  GREENE CO 5 0 1 2  S .  CHARLESTON S 3 4  0 0 5  6 1  6 1  97 63 5 1 36 3 1 2 9  0  0 . 0 0  1 7  

23 - 0 7 7 - 0 0 3 2  1 2 YPHIN(;b'IEL GlZEr2NE CO S.W.MISSOUR1 S'I'A'L'E U N  9 2  0 0 5  5 8  5 8  9 1  6 1  5 0 4 2 4 1 3 8  0  0 . 0 0  1 9  
2 9 - 0 7 7 - 0 0 3 2  1 2 SPHINGP[EL GREENE CO S.W.MISSOUH1 SrL'A'L'E UN 9 3  0 0 5  59  5 9  9 4  6 3  3 8  3 4  3 3 3 1 0  0 . 0 0  1 8  
2 9 - 0 7 7 - 0 0 3 2  1 2 SPRIN(;FIEL GREENE CO S.W.MISSOUR1 STATE U N  9 4  005 6 1  6 1  97 6 3  5 8  3 9  32  3 0  0  0 . 0 0  1 8  

SPRINGFIEL GREENE CO HILLCREST HIGH SCHOOL, 9 2  0 0 5  6 1  6 1  95 6 4  
SPRIIJGFIEL GREENE CO HILLCREST HIGH SCIIOOL 9 3  0 0 5  6 1  6 1  97 6 3  
SPRINGFIEL  GREENE CO HILLCREST HIGH SCiIOOL 9 4  0 0 5  6 1  6 1  9 7  6 3  . 
INDEPENDEN JACKSON CO MOPAC RR RIGHT OF WAY 9 2  0 0 1  5 7  5 6  8 8  6 4  
1 N D E L ) E N I I E N  JACKSON CO MOPAC RK RIGHT OF WAY 9'3 0 0 1  6 0  6 0  9 5  6 3  
I N D E I b E N D E N  JACKSON CO MOPAC RR RIGHT OF W A Y  9 4  0 0 1  57 5 7  9 0  6 3  

, 
JEFFERSON DUNKLIN HIGH SCi4OOL, 9 2  0 0 1  5 8  58 9 1  6 4  
JEFFERSON DUNKLIN HIGH SCHOOL, 9 3  0 0 1  5 ' )  57  90  6 3  
JEFFERSON DUNKLIN HIGH SCiIOOL, 9 4  0 0 1  6 1  6 1  9 7  6 3  

2 9 - 1 2 7 - 0 0 0 4  2  2 HANNlBAL MARIONCO S T  ELIZABETH HOSPITAL 9 2  0 0 1  5 0  5 0  7 8  64  6 3 3 5 3 4 32 0  0 . 0 0  19 
2 9 - 1 2 7 - 0 0 0 4  2  2  HANNIUAL MARION CO S'I' ELIZABETH HOSPITAI, 9 3  0 0 1  54 54 8 6  6 3  3 6  3 4  3 3 3 2  0  0 . 0 0  1 4  
2 9 - 1 2 7 - 0 0 0 4  2 2 HANNIUAL MARION CO S T  ELIZABETH HOSPITAL 9 4  0 0 1  59  5 9  9 4  6 3  5 9 5 2  4 3 4 1 13 C.SS 2 3  

i v i G i i n w ~ C U  H W Y S V & 1 0 7  MARKTWA92  0 0 1  4 5  4 5  7 0  6 4  34  3 3 2 7  2 3  0  0 . 0 0  1 4  
MONROECO HWYS V  & 107  MARKTWA 9 3  0 0 1  58  58  9 2  6 3  3 3 3 0  2 7  26  0 0 . 0 0  13  
MONROE CO HWYS V & 1 0 7  MARK 'I'WA 9 4  0 0 1  56 5 6  89 6 3  5 4  3 9  3 9 2 9  0  0 . 0 0  15 

2 9 - 1 8 3 - 1 0 0 2  1 2 ST CHARLES GENERAL ELECTRIC STOR 9 2  0 0 1  4 7  4 7  7 3  6 4  6  3 4 3 36 3 1 0  0 . 0 0  1 9  
2 9 - 1 8 3 - 1 0 0 2  1 2  ST  CHARLES GENERAL ELECTRIC STOR 93  0 0 1  3 0  3 0  9 7  3 1  3 8  3 6 36 35 0  0 . 0 0  20  
2 9 - 1 8 3 - 1 0 0 2  1 2 ST CHARLES GENERAL ELECTRIC STOH 9 4  0 0 1  4 1  4 1  85 4 8  5 6 5 4  5 1 4 4  0  0 . 0 0  2 5  

! 9 - 2 1 5 - 0 0 0 2  1 3  TEXAS CO 645 MAPLE 9 2  0 0 1  3 1  1 6  1 0 0  1 6  4 6 4 5 4 3 4 2 0 0 . 0 0  2 1  

? INDICATES THAT TIIE MEAN DOES NOT SATISFY SUMMARY CRITERIA 
. , 



MET - AIR QUALITY D A I L Y  DATA REPORT 

Site: MTSP Date: 6 / 1 9 / 9 4  

Hour  WINDS 



Mr. Lewis C. Green 
Green, Hennings & Henry 
3 14 North B d a y ,  Suite 1330 
S t  -is, Missauri 63 182-2997 
FAX (314) 2314184 

June 6, 1995 - 

P. 0. Bax aos 
(314 751-3.3SI 

Ms. Deborah Neff 
Assistant Attrrmey C a s e d  
P . 0  Boix 899 
Jefferson City, Mssorai 65102 
FAX: (314) 751-3442! 

Lt Col. UIdtiE L Fiore, Jf. 
Statf Judge Advocate 
U.S. Army Enginarng Center 
Am-JA 
Fort Leon& wood, Mssoftri 65473 
FAX: (3 14) 396-0626 

RE: Coaliticm for the E m b m t ,  et al. vs. Mimuri Depa-t of Natural 
Resomcea, Case Number: 95-12-V, Bdbm the Missouri Air C a ~ s e ~ o n  
c-on 

Dear Gentlemen and Ms. NefE 

Ea~losed please find the findings of fpq conclusions of law and final order* in tht above 
mat*, as entend by the Cocnrmass . . 'on on this date. Jurti~ial review of the ~ m i w i o n ' a  final 
danrmnatlon b $avemed by 8 643.130 and chapter 536, RSMo 1994. 

Very truly yopra. 

JEWMIAH W. (JAY) ND(ON 
Ammw General 

mom P. DUGGAN - 
Assistant A!&)mey General 

WQah 
enclnr r t  
0: Roger RastdoIph 

David $b.Qrr 
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BEFORE TRE AIR CONSERVATION COMMISSIM3N 
ST-4TE OF n(nSs0VrU 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

THE COALITION FOR THE ENVIRONA(lENT 
Am WENDY PELTON, 

MISSOURX DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL 
R~SOURCES, 

TIiE LNTXD STATES ANW ENGINE-C 
CENTER AYD FORT tEONA.RD WOOD, 

iippb.nt far Varirncr 

FI3DflNGS 03 FACT AND CC)PICLUSIONS OF LAW 

The Camnisi011 ccmbucted a htaring on thb matrsr at its ngtdady schdded m d n g  

on T h d y ,  May 25, 1995, at the AUM Plaza Marriott, Kansas City, Mhami ksiding 

ova the hearing was &et Bead, ChairmYI. Othu C b m m k i c m ~  participating wae 

Michael P- William Clark, A.ndrew F ~ m a  and David Crano The hcarhg conbed  

on Friday, ,May 26, 1995, at the same loc8ticm, and the f 0 1 W g  Comrrddoaers wue in 

attendance: Harriet Beard, Jahnny Ray CmLlin and Andrew Farmer. Lewis C!. h e n ,  of the 

law fim G-, Hmnins & Henry, St Ma, represented the petiti-9. Deimxah ~e f f ,  

Assistant Attorney General, represented the Misomi Depammm of Natural Rtmurcea 



CDNRu). Lt. Coi. Uldric L. Em, Staff Judge Advacate, ~resmM the applicant h r  the 

Fdloaring the hearing of live tednmny, the panes s u b m i d  designad portions of 

deposition transcripts and arhibi~ and replies to such designations by June 1, 1995, and theae 

items have been ccmsidacd as part of the record, A mmaipt of the pm& ga and the 

exhibits admitted into Rridenc~ have been nvicwcd by any member of the Cormnissiw who 

h3.9 participated in the rendering of s decision in this matter, but was na prcsclt fix sly part 

of the haring. The Commission can- a phone conference, wldch was ckrsd pura*mt 

to 8 610.021(1), =Ma 1994, ta discuss and vote upon these findings of fact, ~xmcldcbls of 

law aod mder m June 6, 1995. Ccnmse1 was direetcd tD b t ~ ~ & & l y  s ~ n d  C@~ZI of tfiis 

de&icm to the p h e s  of r e e d .  

Finam of Fad 

1. The United States Army E n ~ ~ g  Center d Fart Leonard Wood r~pplicant"), at 

the request of the DNR, fled an application for a variance w a static and mobile fog 

nlsmoketnining fi- ~ ~ e y m p w # s o f ~ g p e r s o n n e 1 i n t h e ~ t i ~ r n a m l ~  

use of obscurents chimp sidat ied battk mnditim, beyond the lhhrt i01~ pnsdbcd by 

Regulation 10 CSR 10-3.080, ,Restriction of Emission of Visiie Air Coldamiaents the 

Ou&bte Missauri Area. The pmxs6 invoives the use of oil, described in the application as 

SGP-2 motor oil, injecting it into genaators, which heat the subrr$llcs to 800-1200 degresr F, 

causing the &stance to y a w .  As the heated oil is dewd htn the atmosphere it 

condenses as particule maaa that remains suspended and nfiacts light, creaiing a smoke 

~hcxmmt The process can be operated to camI opacity at 2056, as the d e  w d  require, 



but thc Applicant seeks a variance to rich lm opacity for tbc training (D be efiktiw. The 

throughput limitations set hrth in a draft Rwentioa of Significanr D&ioratioil (PSD) p d t  

currently under review by the DNR is 65,000 gallom p a  ycar. The daff pennit requim a 

limitation of fog oil endsaions of 3700 p a n c i s  per hour. Applying a convasioll facror of 

7Wb, this rue czmqxmds to PM,, of 2600 pound per hour. 

2. The ~~ Department dNatrml lksomxs ("DNR") was pmpaTed to :~cccmncnd 

that thic (33mmi~siOn itpgrovc thc q t s t  for thc variance, at its regular &I: on April 27, 

1995, in Jeff- City, Missouri, ami the matter was included on the agenda fcr that meeting. 

The DNR was not aware of any opposition m the variance request The Colnmissioa c o d  

not taka up the ma~ter at that time tbr lack of a quorum. The Ccxmnissioners irl attendance, 

however, invited camnrarts from aprcscntatives of the Applicant, DNR d the public to 

become acquainted with the requuh 

3. During the meeting on Apd 27, 1995, the Connnissionm present were intbmed by 

Lewis Green, atbmey, that a Petition and Repuwt For A H&R In Opposition To M D N l  

Resacat For Variance For Fog Thine .  Exnn'sa At Fort Leonard W m d  had b m  filed on - 

behalf of WiI l im A. Gibbs, kbccca I. Gibbs and the Coalition frP the En~ir0nine.n~ The 

Ccmmi*ers head cormnmta fhn  Grren, Ragcr Pryor, chief executive ibr the 

Coalidon, and Robert Schmia, mvirnmnentaI c d m  for the Coalition, cxmxxning the 

pelition. Tne Chmmk6ioners were infbrmed that the Base Realigmneat and Clo- 

Cornmission ("BRAC'), which was cnnsidhg a proposal to rehate the static :md mobile 

fog d axmke training fadtty fbm Fort McC1e1lan in Alabama to F a t  Leonard Wood, has 



required Fort Lmnard Woal  to obtain ail required permits and a u t b ~ t i o n s ,  such as the 

variance at isme here, no iata than June 22, 1995. 

4. The MissMld COaiition far the Envimmmt ("Coalition") is a capration organized and 

existing lmdcr Ule not-for-profit axpoxation laws, qualified to do business in Mistmuti, with 

its ofice located in St tcmis County. The Coalhion exists fix the pmf:ose of 

protecting and pmming arvimnmenM values in hiisstmi, and has for years barn activcfy 

concaned with m t i n g  air quality throughout the state. In this matter the Coalition asserts 

tbst it has thmnds of members, many of w b  seek rec~eaticm in floating the 3ig Piocy 

River, which flows through Fort h a r d  Wood, and the Gasconade River, which flow 

within qqmmkndy drm miles of the fintZ and also m Wing and camping in die Mark 

-Twam National Farest, which su~ounds the fort an that sides. The Cdition as- that i ts 

interest in protecting and enhancing the quality of the ambient air d~mghau'~ the state will be 

adversely &ted if the variance requested by the Applicant is grantd, and that Coalition 

=bas will be advmely f l e d  as well. A member of the Wition who resides ncsr 

Fort Leocl;Pd Wood and Requendy uses faciities on the +ea twdificd iP ma=. 

5. On April 27, 1995, Wendy P e b  jointd the request for a hearing on the varirmce filed 

by he m n e r s .  Ms. Pelton as- that she resides and owns property a short distance 

b m  Fon Leonard Wd; that she fran time D time drives &mu& the &* hi. she 

f k q ~ ~ n t l y  the Big f i n q  River a few miles frmn the fwt; and hat  she will be advemcly 

affected by emissionr fmm the training fanlity at issue in this variance reqQest Ms. Pelton 

also tedicd in this matter. 
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6. In view of the requirement of Sec. 643.1 10, RSMo 1994, that this matter 'w determined 

by the Commi~sion after a hearing, and in view of the urgency of the deadline imposed by 

the BUC, the Chahman decided h t  the hearing on the nquest should be . 

scheduled for the next regular d n g  of the C o ~ s i d n ,  May 25, 1995, befar one or 

several Cormnission~ps as rhc may appoint pllwumt to the a u t h w  ganted hn by Sec. 

603.1 00, MMo 1994. By letter prepand cm May 3, 1995, and sent by c-ed mail, return 

receipt nqwited, by Timothy P. Duggan, h h t  Attamey General and coansel to tbc 

~ d s s h ,  thc wae so advised. 

7. On May 3, 1995, the peeittodm filed a Motion For Continuance, .To Constdidate. To 

Apmint A H-ne M c e r  And Set Heanha Aad To Shorten Time And Enter A Discovery 

Schdde. On May 8, 1995, tive Co-onem participated in a phone. cunhnce with -- 
attomcys for the parties to d e r  these mtim3, which wen denied by Chairman Beard, 

with w n m c e  of the other Cummiasionem. 

8. On or about May 17, 1995, Wiiliran A 01'bbs and Rcbtcca I. Gi%bs vohm&idy 

  is mimed their petition fbr a hearing cm the variance applidotl, without prejudice. 

9. nK proposed smke training is a lawfbl Paivity of the United States Amy. Such 

training is necessary to protect the rives of wIdiem MI the battlefieid in modan wadim, in 

that it prepam sd&m ta create: smoke to obscure fiendly troop mnmnents ftrm an awn/. 

10. The method for creating the s d e  is similar to the method expmdy allmved by 10 

CSR I O-3.080(5)(E)6 for pnrpoees of training air poilutian ccmtml inspmbms. Ihe mlc also 

expressly exmnpts fin usal deb i% the purpoec of training firemen {subsechm (5XE)S). 



I I .  The opacity limitation for a new installahon is 20%, p u m m t  to in 10 CS1t 1% 

3.080(4). Ia general the opacity linxitarion is not considered by DNR to be a herdtfi-based 

standard, but nlatcs t~ aesthetics, m that it protect9 a visibk skytine or iandscapt:. The 

Applicant p m p s c a  to gmaate smoke at 1 W% opacity hr the specific purpose o f  training 

s~Wera m conceding friendly trwp movements from an enmy under bade ccin~ditions, 

which is w activity that cannot be amducted in compliance widr this rule. 

12. Otherwise the DNR oonsidm an apparent vialation of the opacity d c  tD Ire an 

indicator of a problem wiih air pollution control equipment. If an inspector observes sm&c 

with an opacity greater tfiw the prescribed linritation for a given ikility, the inspector will 

ku.e a mtice of excess cmidme, which m y  be upgraded to notice of violatian, unless rhe 

opacity limitatan was exceeded because of quiptnent failurc or other groblcm beyond the 

mtmI of the operator. h order fbr the training p i n g d  by bye Applicant to k: &ccfiCCfivc, 

the Applicant rrxust achieve w opacity level of 10O0%, &ctively eliminating opacity aa a twl 

fbr DNR to tietamine problem with air pollution oonboi 

13. Form~typesofeqPipwntandw&msopaeity~nbcmindicatac&incd 

lev& af euhiona In this matter, however, fht w h e s m  fa the DNR te~tified that 

emissions caldaticms will be determined from the thoughput for the gaenaon, not mty, 

for purpwrs of the PSD pe& application, which is not y d  b e h e  this Colnmis,~ioe Fur 

purposes of this -rianee request., the Cummission fmds that opacity wN not be -died opon 

as an indicator of the level of emissions and that coutml of the level of emissions win be 

b a d  upon the allowed amount of'd.1rwghput ;md other controls &at rmy be ecltabfishd by a 

PSD permit The Commi~~ian illso finds that D b i  will not rely upon opacity a:, an hdicilt~ 



of h e  quality or health effects of sub4tances emitted into the air for purposes d'the smoke 

obscurant training. 

14. Heaith conceme d a t e d  with the composition of the smoke urln be adtlressed 

thmugh a Revention of  Significant Deterioration (PSD) permit, if it is issued by the DNR. 

Acdinply, the granting of the m*ance from rule 10 CSR 10-3.080, standing alone, will not 

d t  m rhe continuance of r health hazard.. If the pcrmit is not issued fw hcahfi dated 

rtasons, the amke  training cannot 0- and the variance will be mout 

15. With appropiate conditions, the order of variance can assme that violaht of the 

p m i t  or any heal&-based laws and regulations, or my hum pertaking t6 nuisance will cause 

the varl'ance to be ndl and void. 

16. The applicant is willing to comply with cnvirwmentd ~gdiztions, and m=~p.kees the 

authority af the DNR to take enforcement &ons to v e n t  the smoke tginine excrdsa in 

the interest af y r o e n g  the cnvironmcnt and the public hcalth and w e l b .  

17. It is the pdicy of the Applicant to restrict public access to militmy Wig a&, 

mduding the xmkc obsclnant training proposed in this m e r ,  in the in- of public health 

and safety. 

18. If a variance is not granted from tfie ZW opacity hitathn reqjred by 10 CSR 10- 

3.080, the smoke training exercises will be efktively eliminatd without sufEcicnt 

comqmding benefit or advantage to the pmpb. 



Conclusions o f  Law 

L JmWictiap 

The Camnissioa has jurisdiction over this appeal pursuant a 9 643.1 10.. RSMa 1994. 

The Comutisaion i s  reqnirrd to caose a hearing to be set and a r e a d  of the evidence to be 

prepared putsuant b 8 643.120, RSMo 19%. A decisibn of this C h n r s x i k  n;nurt be 

yrproved in writing by at kast fmr each of wham lraut hare either ictlmded the 

hcaringorrcvkedafl exhits p l d r r a d t h e ~ ~ d & e p r o E e e d i n ~  pamint tog 

643.100, RSkb 1994. All final d m  ord e t e m h a h s  of this Ck& d d  be subject 

to judicial -emr puretrPa to the p r w i k  of 84 643.130 and 536100 to 536.140, RSMo 

1994. 

Objedam to the awng of peddaners was waived by the DNR and Applicant h r k g  

the hcslinp. In any wenf Wendy Pelton and the Coalition assat that they will be aggrieved 

by the gm&g of the variance fa the reasons set fhh m psragraphe 4 and 5 c d  the Fadins, 

of Fact, above. Thm rtrsons, which tbe Canmiasion fin& are credible, are afitient to 

give the petitionem staxxiin$ a c c d h g  to Citizens fir Rwal h s m i i o n  v. Robinett, 648 

S-WZd 117, 133-134 (Ma App. 1978). 

ID, Burden of Roof and Legal Imues 

Section 643.1 10.4 provides that m any h h g  on a variance nqumt the b& of 

pmof &ail bc om the penmn applying foe thc variance. Ti C&sion finds  ad ccmcludes 

that the Applicant h+s surrained its burden- of proof. 



Scdion 643.110.1 pv idea  that tha Codssion may grant individual variances 

beyond the limitations prescxiied in chapter 643 whmevcr it is hmd, upon prrscntation of 

muate pmof, that compliance with any pmvi'aion of this chapter or any ruk, rcquinment or 

~rda  of the -*mion or diream of the Department of NaOlral Rcscmmx will result in a 

akhg of pFopaty without just cornpeasstion or in the dosing and elimination tlf any la& 

b ~ e s %  ocoapPtion or a c e ,  withoat auf?idcnt cmqcmdiug bmefit or advantage to the 

pmple; arapt that no vadnnc~ shall be granted whac the eff- of the variance: will permit 

the aatirmann of a h d t h  huPd; and except dm, that any variance so granted &all not be 

SO amtrued as to relieve the person who receives the v b c e  from any liability imposed by 

other law for the canmhmion or 008mtamce of a mrisance. 

In- 6 * 
g undn what emditianr and to what extent a variance may be granted, 

the C d s e i c m  shall exercise a wide d i d e n  in weighing the advantages and 

&*anraga to the applicant and to those affected by air amtaminants &nitred by the 

appIicant, 5 643.1 I02 Variances shall be granted for such paid of time and under such 

terms and Eondamns as shall be speoified by the Cmmbaian m its order. The vsrisnoc may 

be e x k d d  by af5rmaiive action afthe Cummie;sion. 8 643.1103. 

Petitioners argue that 8 643.1 10, in genaal, dbw3 variances only for exishg 

h l ~ e s  &at requ i~~ more time to m e  into compliance with a standard establihed by hw 

or mgulatiou, and that the Cornmission the autfrority to grant a muiwe b a pFoposai 

hcil'i or o w .  Thc Chrmk&n docs wt rWd the statute wr narrow1y, hawever. 

8 643.1 10.2 ailows the Comnrissim wide dkxtion to d-ne under what 

conditim and to whrt cxtcnt a d c e  may be granted, b weigh thc equities involved and 



the ddVmge8 and disadvantages to the Applicant and to t h m  afTkted by air ~mtamjnants 

anittcd by the Applicant 10 CSR 10-3.080(4) specifically applia to new installations, and 

in this not a dance is necessary k r  the instanation to & at alL It mwwtd ]lot make earac 

e~onomicslly bo quire Applicrmt to mate and op- the aaining pfogmm in omla to be 

d o w d  to scdr a variance. If the fanlity sxistcd already, all other amaidtzxationr would bc 

the samt. 

Fmthemmre, 5 643.110.1 expmdypmddes that the t2mmbsion may g p n t  a 

variance bcyond the Emibtiom pnsm'bcd in chapter 643, where oomplianoc will d t  m the 

. . 
etmnnation of any la- business, occupation or activity arithnd sufficient wnrsponding 

bendit or advantage to the peopk; except that no granting of the variance &all be gnmted if 

3 uni p d  he co&uanoe of a health hazard The fag oil training is a lawfill activity of 

tk U.S. Anny, bat nquiring the to comply with the 20036 opacity lhit;rticn~ of 10 

CSR 80-3.01 0 will ckarly defeat tht purpose of the tdning, thaeby c&na.tinf; it lherc 

was no e v i h  m t e d  that eliminating this activity win remit m a cmesponding benefit 

or dvantagc t~ the people. Nor was them evidma to indicate that granting thi: variance will 

result in the contindm of  a health hazard. 

The legal issue be&= the Cammission is whether there is a health impact crratsd by 

allawing the smoke usad in the minmg to be at 100% op&ci@. This does not concan the 

c o n h a t s  in the m k e  itself, citha in terms of the t~xititJi, size, a dha h a d u s  

c h s v a c ~ ~  t,cdarly in brms of mq6rabJry effkct~ of me stmke upon patsons 

b ic such issues iue being studied by the DNR in thc amtext of the PSI3 p m k  review for 

the obscarant training. The PSD permit, if issued, will be subject to an appeal to this 

-1 0- 



C e s s i o n  for a contated case hearing and . - of the peey of pemrir 

lkansethctnining canwtoccur~~lllltii suchapcnrdt is issued, dkaurethevariPlce 

would be rendend moot in the event mat the parnit is denial, be gmhg of ttte Mliance m 

thia atdcr win not m d t  in the ccmtimance of a health h a a d  This decision &odd in no 

way be mmitmd as a dednation vf any matter that may c o m ~  bdore this C r d s s i o n  in 

the coutext o f  an appeal from a PSD parnit issued by the DNR fbr the smoke okwcumnt 

W i n g .  Thruagholb these proacdings the Commission has made it clear mat rucb issues am 

not ripe for coosf~m at this h e .  

The C o a P s n  finds and mchdta ,  within its swnd discmion afbcr weighing the 

ecpitics involved, that the variance fmm 10 CSR 10-3.080 standing acme, with the tenns and 

conditions rtco-ded by the DNR and i n q o r a h d  h e ,  d mt rrwlh in the 

continuance of a health h& n a  relieve the Applicant fmm any liabiiity impad by bycnher 

law h r  c0mLnissia at maintenance of a nuisance. 

Order - 
Under the authurity of 643.1 1 0, RSMo 1 994, and subject ta the tams a d  w n d m  

set out below, this Coann'*ssiou grants a variance ts the United Statea Amy Engin= Catber 

and FOR b a r d  Wood to operate certain equipment and/or plarsq which win llischllrgc 

into rhe ambieat air such air contarninant3 of a shade or density, or af an opacie as to 

o h m  an obsavds view, beyond the limits prescribed m 10 CSR 10-3.080, Restriction of 

Emission of Vu%k Aii Contaminants, tu operate a static and mobile fog oil -:b bairhg 

fanity for the puqmses of training pcmmei in thc operation a d  t&kd use of o b m t s  

during simuhtd b d e  conditions at their Pofi Ironad Wood hdity. 
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Committee of Fiftv 
Post Office Box 877 SRB 
WAY YESVILLE. MISSOURI 65583 

June 17, 1995 
I 

Alan J. Dixon 
%!2!~~1~:3 3. 

Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

RE: Ft. McClellan, Alabama 

Chairman Dixon, 

Thank you on behalf of our Nation for agreeing to serve on 
a very difficult and demanding commission to reduce excess 
military infrastructure while maintaining military readiness. 

The Army, State of Missouri and citizen groups have done 
exactly what former and current BRAC commissions have 
instructed. Missouri has permitted the operation c)f the 
entire Chemical School. These permits were expedited due 
to the window in which we were allowed to produce them 
(March 1 - June 22, 1995). The State of Missouri used all 
resources available and conducted an exhausted review of the 
operation. The permits issued are comprehensive arid will 
s t a n d  t h e  t e s t  a g a i n s t  any Alabama s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t .  o r  
opposition group. 

On Friday, June 16, 1995 St. Louis Circuit Court Jc.dge Robert 
Dierker, Jr. denied a motion for an injunction against the 
Smoke Variance Permit. Missouri overwhelming suppclrts the 
move of the Chemical & Military Police Schools to F't. 
Leonard Wood. The State and citizens will defend aqainst any 
action to the contrary. 

At the closing of Commissioner Kling's visit to Ft. Leonard 
Wood a staff official accompanying with the visit stated he 
was surprised and pleased he had come and if he had not seen 
what an outstanding base Ft. Leonard Wood is he might have 
believed what he had been told during his visit at Ft. 
McClellan days earlier. 

For The Development, Expansion and Effectiveness of  Fort Leonard Wood 



Alan J. Dixon 
Page 2 
June 17, 1995 

I ask you to look.-through all the smoke screens and ploys to 
defeat this move by opponents stating this or that can't be 
done in Missouri. Look for the facts: 

1.) The Army stands behind the move. 
2.) It will save 45 million dollars a year in operational 

costs. 
3.) The move will repay the 259 million cost of the move in 

less than six years! 
4 . )  The DOD Budget will save in present value dollsrs $316 

million over the next 20 years. 
5 . )  Training and readiness will be improved with E.?gineer 

Chemical and Military Police Soldiers training together 
as they will fight on the battlefield. 

This move accomplishes all the goals of the BRAC Co~nmission 
objectives: reduces excess infrastructure, saves m ~ a r t m e n t  
of Defense scarce dollars and improves military readiness. - 

I urge you to vote for the recommendation to relocalie the 
Army ~ilitary Police and chemical Schools to Ft. Leonard 
Wood, Missouri. 

Pritchard 



.Vintage Early 1950's Postcard from Fort Leonard Wood 
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The Hor~orable William .I. Perry 
S ecretar)., Depa~nncn [ of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 2030 1 

The. Hol~rubIc Togo D. West, ,]I-. 
h 

becrctav of the Army, Depamnent of the h n ) t  
The Pentagon - 

Washington: D.C. 203 10 

Cornm anding Gzrleral 
1;01t L ~ n i ~ r c l  Wood 
Foil Leonard Wood, Missouli 65473 

Re: Si~w-Day Norice of Intent to Sue Under tlie Enda.,lgered 
Species Act 

This letter is to infom~ YOU uf urn inlent to file s u ~  t against ill 
for tun-cut a ~ d  iJuear.rnrd \!iolations of the End;lagerrd species 

Act of 1973, as alnended ("ESA"). Fon Leonard Wood, locat4 in soiltll 
central ussout i ,  recently applied to r h c  Mssuun Del~ami~el~f of Namral 
Resoul.ccs for pef'fluls lo conduct \f31ious new alld expanded i r e i ~ o p  
flcti\'ilirs at its fic,ibty nlesc neiv and/or expanded neining activities 
include? but arc nut limited to, chel~lical rvartarr h-aining and snloke or 
obscurant tl-aining u(ifizhg fog oil and other substances Accoidilig lo 

nulrlcrolls public docummrs and scie11 tific repons; including "T]le Amly 
Bashg Stud): Base ~~~~~~~e and Realignment 1 995. VoImne 1 ,  Depanment 
of hlsld.Iatior~ Na~~atives", Folr Leollard Wood js }li,me to at least 

eljda~lgcl'cd species, the Gray Bat, h~diana Bat, and the Bald Eagle. 
It is not ~1~t-u wllcthe.1 i 3 ~ 1 ) l  of the 0the1- 27 endangered and rluea[rIled 
species h o \ r n  to C X ~ S ~  in Missouri are tolmd in or near- Foa Leonard wood. 



. 
A c ~ r d l n g  to section 7(a) of the ESA, "[elach Federal age:encJ1 shall, in c ~ n s u l t a t i ~ ~  

with and wit11 t-he assistance of the Secretary [of the interior]. itlstu-r tllat an), aclion 
authorized, f t l ~ d e d ,  or carried out. by such agency (hereinafirr in this section refei~ed to 
as an "agalc); action"j is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of an!. 
endangered species . . . . " 16 U.S.C. $ 1 536(a)(2). In s d d i t i o ~ ~ ?  section 7(c)  of the ESA 
requires that federal agencies "conduct a biological assessment for the purpose of 
identifying any endangered species or thrca-tzned species wlu'cll i s  likely tn be affected bjl 
[the agency's] action." at 4 1536(c). Finally, E.SA secrio~~ 7(d) prohibits, aficr t h e  
initiation of ~ 1 1 s u 1  tstion, "in-eversible or irretrievable conu11.i tment of resources wvi th 
respect to the agency action which has the. effrct of forzclosirlg the forn~ulation or 
implementation of an): reasonable and prudent al ternati~e measures . . . . " 3~t tj 
1536(d). 

The Dcpafii~le~lt oi' the h l n p  and Fo1-t Leonard Wood h a w  not conducted, as  
r ~ q l i n d  by ES A section 7(~ ) ,  a hiologic.d assesslzlent to ide~~tify endru1,gered or t hreatenetl 
species likely to be affected bjf (his new a id  expanded tl-ailu'ng at F 313 Leonard Wood. 
Furthennore, it appears that they have not initiated consultation with the Se-cretsly of the 
Interior, as required by ESA section 7(a), althougl~ the apphcation for a pernlit. is an 
"agency action" ui thin the meaning of the ESA. &. 50 C.F.R. fi 3132.02 (1993). See 
attached letter of May 1 2, 1 995; £ion1 Fish and Wildlife S e ~ ~ f i c e  to Congressman Browder. 
Finally, the Department of the Almy has, dtuing a period ~vhen it shcl~dd be engaged in 
section 7 consultation, irreversibly and irret.ricvnbly committed resources wllich mill  
heclose the implementation of lzasonable and prudent alternati\lc ineasures, i n  violation 
of section 7(4i). 

The Depsmnent of the Army and Fon Leonard Wood have failed to satisfy tlicsr 
statutory obligations despite the fact that Department of the Anny docunex~ts and repous 
clearly re~teal that at least the endangered Gray Bat and h d i a n a  Bat are "likely to be 
afected by" the planned activities, and that the planned activities may affttct these species. 
For exanlple? a January 1 7, 1995, draft Army Corps of Engzne.ers repol? entitled "Potential 
hnpact of Fog Oil Smoke 011 Selected Threatened and Enda~lgerzd Species" (hereinafter 
"COTS repol?") states that " [e]x posurz to [fog] smokes and obscurant:: i s  pel-ceived to 

constitute suc.h a potential negative impact." Nthougll the Corps repo1-t incone~tl~.  
assumes that fog smoke training d0e.s not occur at night, i t  does note that  the bats' food 
source, flying insects, are adversely aRected by fog smoke. The authors of the Cor-ps 
report adnlit that they have not te.sted their assumption that the "prey cbf bats does not 
contain suflicient quantities of  fog oi.1 to cause tosi~.ological effects \vl:erl ingested b ) ~  
bats." 

Similarly, a 1992 rep011 prepared for the Chemical Research, De\relop~~lcnt, 
and Engineering Center entitled "En~irorutie.ntaI and Health EEects Review for Obscural~t 
Fog Oil" (hel-cinafier "CRDE Report") states that "efiects to plants arltl a~l imals  ,nay 



r I . occur" a t  sites r e g ~ t l n r l ~  used for fog oil sn~okc tr;lining. n7e CRD.5 Report also l~otes that 
"[w~ildlifc remaining, \r i thin about 2 km do \w~wind  of t l~e  tl:st sire durillg slnoke- 

i 
~el lerat ing periods may inhale potentially hsnnl'ul levels of fog oil . . . . " The CRDE 
report also collcludcs that "[ f log oils have the potential to accul~~ulate in  the aqllatic 
environment i+ti~ile they are being 1-outinel~f used and could reach a c u t e l ~ ~  toxic leipels for 
some bentlu'c 01-gaiu'sms." 

Bcnthc orga~lisll~s reside at the bot.t.0111 of stl-eanls and lakes. hsects such as 
mayflies, caddisaes, and stoneflics arc benthic organisn~s during their lanjal state. Bats 
prey primarily upon ma).fljes. caddisaes, stoneflics, and othe~. insects associated ~ 4 t h  111e 
aquatic environ~netlt. The potential fbr substantial ham] t.o the Lldi;~nil bats and the Grav 
bats is obvious. 

I 

The caves in and arour~d For1 Leonard Wood arc anlong the principal hibemating 
caves of the Indialla bat and are also the hibemating and sun-mer cii;l\*es of the (;ray b a ~ .  
In  the last fifi.cer~ years, even without any adverse ill~pact kern fog; oil, the Indiana bat 
population in Missouri has "plunllneted," as Fort Leol~ard Wood reported in its PI-ess 
release of March 31, 1995. It is far fiom clear that the Indiana bat can s u n - i ~ e  the 
proposed obscurant trai~ing. 

On May 8, 1995, the Base Closure and Rea l igm~~ent  Commission wrote to thc 
Dcpal*ment of the A m y  (:copy 3 ttached) requesting infonuation ~-e.s,:~ectiilg the Arm)*'s 
compliance with the ESA, and u~anlit~g that the "Act requires the Army to consult. ~ i t h  
the Fish and Wildlife Sem'ce on any proposed acdon that. may affect a listed 
endangeredltllrzatened species andlor cri t.ical habitat. " So far as the CoaLi tion has been 
able to determine, the Anlly has not answered that request, and has failed aild rehszd to 
collsult as required by law. 

h sununaty, it is clear that the Department of tile A n y  and Fort Leonard Wood 
are cul~elltl)' in violatioll of the ESA. Accordingly, the Mssouri iloalition for the 

Enviromnent Lltcl~ds to file sui t  against you in sixv da)ls unles~ those violatjons are cued. 
Our attonleys are Lewis C. Green, Bruce A. Momson, Katldeen G .  Henry, G r e e ~ ~ .  
~ennings  & Hclu).. 314 North Broadway, Suite 1830, St. Louis, Missourj 63102, (314) 
23 1-4 18 1. F~csinlile 23 1-3 184. 

Ex OCLI tiye Director. 
cc: Rnlce B a b b i ~ ,  Secretat-y of the h~tcrior- 

Molly H. Bcattir, Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Alan J. Disvn, Chail-man, BRAC 
R c h ~ r d  L. Ciawsun, Mssouri Dcpa~tnlent of'Conszn.ation 



This respotldn cu F u r  ~ y r J l  27,  lPP5, l e t t e r  *ich r.qorar.ci infonraclon 
r e y r i l n &  -&+red ~pec!ss #LC cbtrplinue end +he possible r o l o c ~ c f c n  of 
E'en HctlelLaa, hlabzu~, n i i i u r y  crail~cg n : r r i e - a  dnd hccivitlbn co Port 
k c r d r d  YoUd, i U 6 6 0 w I .  S p o c l i i ~ o l l p ,  YOU ~ k r d  d.&-t.r lnfp-1 oL to-1 
s u ~ t i o r t  7 C O I S ~ . L . ~ ~ L ~ C D  t u d  o c c w r b d  un the propoord r o l o c n c i , , n  or&. if 6 0 ,  you 
as lad  cs zo pxovidd re ie :ed  b c w n t r  awt o a s r  aboiniarra~i~ra L-esordo. 
S a c m d l y ,  you a s b d  vhother ro t c ~ c i ~ L p b t o d  o f u m r e  corrsulcat ion on dl: 
rolc=ecion action if' c o t z d d t a t l o n  bad not o c c u r c d .  

C ~ W U ~ U ~ ~ Q A  bten F t J e f a w d  by the h p y  vitb the U . S .  ~ L s h  and . 
V i l d l i f e  E a r v i o a -  (5cmlc0) on the  proposed r o 2 w . t i o o  s c r i o o .  Broed en 
d i & c m 6 1 0 n ~ ~  L ~ b - b e n  ou C o l m b l f i ,  Y ~ s o u ~ ,  C c o l e ~ i ~ r l  S s p i c t t r  ~ l s l d  Offic. 
acaff ,  F o x  c L C O ~ L F ~  W O ~ ,  a d  Lh. Corpw o f  E n g i r u ~ r ~ a ,  U ~ & I - U  tend &at rh, 
proposed act ion  is on ly  e B u e  h a l i g n w n t  m d  ~ l ~ r u s a  Comailrrion 
roco-nbtion a t  c b l s  tLns .  h t l l  b n g r r s .  & a p  a f i r a l  d s c i s i o ~ ,  ~ h e r a  i m  
no F ~ d e r s l  a c t i o n  (snd ~ l t e * s p e c L f f c  C c t ~ i l m )  on vhi.ch to coruulc. H~s.svar,  
i o s t a l l ~ c l o n  w d  Corps r u f f  l u r e  a o s u s d  our P i o l d  Office t&nc i n f o m l  or 
fo-1 C O ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Q I I  fo r  &he y ~ o p o s r d  nsw zctivitiea will be x o ~ j u a s t e d  if a d  
when 43 f i n a l  declaion rc relocate tLas* a t t i ~ l i l o s  to F c r t  h o ~ ~ a r c l  w o ~ d  is 
~~, 

5 1 ~ 0 ,  1 9 9 2 ,  OUT P i e l d  OifLca bas L s o o  in s e c t i o n  7 c c n n u l c e t i ~ n  v i a  
port b o m r d  wood on t b a i r  ongciag ail$- t r r i n f ~  and M - ~ L  r 0 S O U T C B  

anr*rgo-nS a c ~ l v l ~ i o s ,  A t  oirr  r i e l d  ~ f f i c o  ' 8  r o q u e s r ,  tho i w s 4 : i l a c i ~ n  
coedustin& s x t 6 n a i v e  s ~ u r L e s  of tho e l f e c r u  of Fheoa a c t l v ~ t i e a  o n  the gray 
a n d  Mi cu L c r  arJ b o l d  o e g l r  p o p u l a t i o : . ~  a i c h  OFCUY L.C; L ~ D  p c a c .  

P f f l d  s c d f  : n . f u ~ x ~  um r l m c  ror r  Levnerd Wood L AS been very forLhrtgbt  a d  
c o o p e r e t h e  in v o ~ k i l y l  r - i d  t h e  Service t o  o a s u r e  that i ~ t a i l a r l o n  u a i n l n b  
and manegwcni; acrivities comply vich the Endangered Speelea A c t  bd d~ not 
ddtrbzcnt s l?y  a f f c c r  r);c IMiuui b a r  ox gr6y bac populatioru. n l e y  a r p s c e  

z s l a ~ ~ o n s l i p  ro c c n t f m  4 are c o d i e n c  rhac recrlcn 7 ccnault.ticn 
will be i n l r i ~ r o d  by r h e  h x p  for my new crb:nlng a c t l v i c l e s  vhich m y  a f f e c c  
r h o  bsca o r  b a l d  s e g l c .  



I hope rhie oruvrrc ybux q u o r c i o p s .  P l ~ a a a  f o a l  frso to c o n t a c t  lea or Kr. 
C n t y  carer. C ~ l d i a ,  H i e m o u r l ,  ? l e l d  O f f i c e  5 u p o W s o r  (314-876-1911). l f  
Y o u  M V ~  QnY g ~ s ~ ~ o n s  or if vc m y  be o f  furthsr a s s i a ~ a n o o  2n ; ~ L D  c a r t e r .  



C O U L . ~ I D ~ I O ~ K R O ~  
AL C O R H C L C I .  
n t h c c e ~  o o x  

m y  8, : 995 a K N  -1. 6 .  @ A V I S .  L1.r r 1nc.r: 
6 .  U C  KLlNd 
R A D M  O ~ C U A H I ~  Fa * ~ o % r o + ~ .  (n:;., 
U O  JOIUL. a @ # L L * .  .In.. U U A  I R K Y )  
W I 4 3 1  L O U I ~ C  i Y C c - r  

Colonel ?~G&ad G. !or,c$ 
Direcbor, T b e  h a y  BBzing Study 
Dcjmmmr of the A n y  
Ofew of rha C M d  of sm 
2m h y  P U ~ U ~ O P  
W-gan, DC 203 1 &WGO 

Dtar Colonel Jcew: 

Xdqum your OSW prokide h f o m d o o  reguding c o m p b e  wjrh the EDdargmc! 
Spccics ACI (tho AH) ht FOG L ~ O D U ~  Wood, h i l b ~ o ~ .  ~ p b d B ~ ~ y ,  plsase prcvilja rbb 
d-tiak i f u y ,  o f  the Amy's consultation, formal or iofow sib rhc U.:i. Fish rod 
qvdlife Seniw rqpmbg t h o  ~ a r u l  md G n y  Bars, boa detamk,bd to be prwx and to 6r\ 
br&g ppubh'onr u Fcn Lmnard Wbod Tbe Act qulrer  tbo .- to  cooru:t wftb tbe Fi 
oad Wd& S&ce on aay p r o p o d  d o n  tbar my a a liar& egdmget&-w&ed 
'mu &Uor d e a l  habhdt. 

pmvida h e  W r s & f i o n  m n  ss podbk, but ao lam than 29 M y  IWS. 
'Ihaal; wu fbr cocljmuion md U.S&UX. 



GREEN, HENNINQS, & HENRY 
3 14 NORTH BROADWAY - SUITE 1 830 

ST. LOUIS, MO 63 102-2097 
TELEPHONE (3  14) 23 1-4 18 1 
FACSIMILE (3 14! 23 1-4 I84 

FAX TR.MVSMISS1ON COVER M EM 0RGNL)tJM 

DATE: Jullr: 20, 1995 

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING PAGES 

TO: Mndclyn Creeden, General Coul~sel 

FAX: 703-696-0550 . 

FROM: Lewis C. Green 

You should receive 
'I 

pages. If you are having trouble with the reception or do not 
receive all of the pages, please call (3 14 23 1 -4 18 1 . 

Please call our ~ C I I Z I - R I  number (3 14) 23 1-4 181 to cottirn~ r-cceipt of t!lis transmission. 

MESSAGE: 

The infolmntio~~ cofitaincd ill & fncshile message is attorney p~ivilegeci and colliid1:nntial hforuul~ion 
intended only for the use of the inchidual or entity n ~ m c d  above. U the reader of tkis message is llot 
the inteaderl reciyicut, or the aqloyee or aaent resl~oasible (O deliver it. to the htended recipient, you 
arc hereby notified that dissemination, distlibutiotl or copying of ti.& isoi~rntlluncntin~l is arictly 
~wohibitcd. If you have rcceived this com~lumicstion in el-ror, please imed ia~e ly  notify us by 
telephone, and retulu the origilrnal message to us at the above edclrcss via the U. 5 ; .  Postal service. 
Thank you. 
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. 4 h i  . SHE D E m S E  BASE CLUSLXE: .h\D REILLIGII(%lEhT C O R . E V ~ I O N  

l3X3ctm C O ~ P O N D E N C E  TIUCKING SYSTEM (ECTS) # 

OFFICE OF IZE C I M R , . i  COMMISSXON .MEMBERS 

t X M R ! ! V  IIEON COMXISIONER CORNEtW 

STMF DIRECTOR C O ~ O N E R  COX 

3xmxIWEDlRECrOR CO&MISSONER DAVIS 

GENERAL COUNSEL COh5MSSONER KLXNG 

hm.lTMY EXECVIlYE COMMLSSIONER ,UONIY)YA 

COMKfS!3ONER ROBLES 

DIRlCONCRESSXONAL LIAISON COMMISSlONER SIEETE 

DWCOMMUNIC1TXONS REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 

DIRECNIROFR&A 

ARMYTEAMIEADER 

DIRECTOR OF ADMNSIRAnON AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER 

CBlEFFINANCULOF'FlCER WERAGFNCYlEAMIEADER 

TYPE OFArnON W u j n e E D  

- 
m -..m_..-- - ---. '= 3F- 

--n - - --- -- A- -- --- 

-!?@!!!-- - - -  

A C n O N t ~ ~ d ~ ~ S l r g e c s t i o m  I FYI 
Subje dhnark  



' .p'.T&:.i- ;x:Gg; 
I I 'c?; 

, - a  . '4s&o&z2 
PROCLAMATION 

WHEREAS, The United States 10 1 st Congress determined that it was imperative that the 
budget for defense be reduced; and 

WHEREAS, The United States Congress established a commission to accomplish the 
downsizing of Department of Defense facilities; and 

WHEREAS, The commission was to known as the Commission for Base Realignment 
and Closure; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense determined in 1993 and then 15195 reviews that 
certain elements of the Department of Defense be relocated to the United State Arrny E 
Engineer Center & Fort Leonard Wood in its endeavor to accomplish the reductions and 
preserve the public interest; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense has recommended that the Chsmical Defense 
Training Facility and the Military Police School, presently located at 1-01? McClellan, 
Alabama, be relocated to the United States Army Engineer Center & Fort Leonard Wood; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Department of the Army has established a proven safety record in the 
operation of the Chemical Defense Training Facility. 

NOW THEREFORE, on this 26th day of May, 1995, the City of Osage Beach, Missouri 
welcomes the opportunity to endorse the relocation of the "schools" and ofkrs unreserved 
support to the Department of Defense to that end. 

ATTEST: 

- 
~ i &  Warner, City Clerk 



The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
. , , Defense Base Realighnment and Closure 

. Commission 
1700 N. Moore, Suite 1245 
Arlington, VA 22209 
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a 
THE DEFENSE BASE C L O S b l  &W REALIGNlkIENT COMMISSION 

E'YECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING S Y S T E ~ ~  (ECTS) # q5-0;~JS \6 

1 ORGANIZATION: I ORGAMWTION: 1 

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN COMMISSION MEMBERS 

1 L 

DrR./COMMuNICATIONS I REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 

D I R E r n R  OF R & A 

EXECUTNESECRET~T - ARMYTEAMLEADER 

r NAVY TEAM LEADER 

DLRECI'OR OF AD-TION AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER 

CIFIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER INTERAGENCY TEAM LEADER 

DIRECTOR OF TRAVEL CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER. 

DIR./'INM)RMATION SERVICES 1 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
h p a n  Reply for Cb?irmanls Signahvc I ~ c p ~  ~ e f i  for 

P r e p  Reply for Staff Dirador's Signaturr PrepveDirrdRcspomc 
I 

I d  FYI 



PROCLAMATION 

WHEREAS, The United States lOlst Congress determined that it 

was imperative that the Budget for defense be reduced; and 

WHEREAS, The United States Congress established a commission 

to accomplish the downsizing of Department of Defense facilities; 

and 

WHEREAS, The Commission is known as the Commission for Base 

Realignment and Closure; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense determined through reviews 

conducted in 1993 and 1995 that certain elements of the Department 

of Defense be relocated to the United States Army Engineer Center 

& Fort Leonard Wood in its endeavor to accomplish the reductions 

and preserve the public interest; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense has recommended that the 

Chemical Defense Training Facility and the Military Police School, 

presently located at Fort McClellan, Alabama, be relocated to the 

United States Army Engineer Center & F o r t  Leonard Wood; and 

WHEREAS, The Department of the Army has established a proven 

safety record in the operation of the Chemical Defense Training 

Facility, 

NOW, THEREFORE, The City of Houston Missouri welc~~mes the oppor- 

tunity to endorse the relocation of the "schools" and offers un- 

reserved support to the Department of Defense to the end. 

Dated this 15th day of May, 1995.  

City of Houston, Missouri 
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-A r n E  OF ACTION R E Q m  
7, - 

(',/j) RepucAtepiyforc-&i-an1~si I 
i 

Prcguc Reply for Sta% Dhctor's S i  
1 

Prepre Reply for C m n u ' s  S i  

-pyc-Raporw 

..CTIOPk Mer Cmnmenrs and/or Suggcstio~lp i, V " I M  . 
I Subjea/Ranuko: 

, 4 ' -  E -4 i7213-7 ; ,  .7&42 Q-o~-;CF 
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102 West 9th st. 
PO. Box 979 

ll~S0LrnOl"l Moo 
Fomarding ~ d d -  

m i t e d  States r o l s t  Congress determined t h a t  f t  was 
imperat ive  t h a t  =he budget f o r  defense be reduced; and 

WHEREAS, t h e  United S ta tes  Congress e s t a b l i s h e d  a Cammission t o  
accomplish t h e  downsizing of ~ e p a r - e n t  o f  Defense f a c i . l f  t i e s  : and 

kXEBEAS, the C0miss ion was to 5e known as t h e  Conmission fsr Base 
Realignment and Closure; and 

WHEREAS, t h e  Department o f  Defense determined i n  1993 and i n  1995 
reviews t h a t  c e r t a i n  elements o f  t h e  Department of Defense re loca ted  t o  
t h e  United S t a t e s  Amy Engineer Canter and For t  Leonard Wood i n  i ts  
endeavor t o  accomplish the  reductions and preserve t h e  p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t :  
and 

WHEREAS, t h e  Department of Defense has recommended t h a t  t h e  Chemical 
Defense Training F a c i l i t y  and t h e  Y i l i  tary Po l ice  School, p r e s e n t l y  
loca ted  a t  Fort ?fcClellan, Alabama, be re loca ted  t o  the United S t a t e s  
A- Engineer Center  and For t  Leonard Wood; and 

WHEREAS, t h e  Department of the  A m y  has e s t a b l i s h e d  a proven oa fe ty  
record i n  t h e  opera t ion of t h e  Chemical Defense Training F a c i l i t y ;  and 

WHEREAS. the personnel  of t h e  United S t a t e s  Army Eng-ineer Center  and 
Fort Leonard Wood have a long and dis t ingu i shed  h i s t o r y  of s e r v i n g  our 
country i n  i ts  time of need. 

NOW, THEREFORE, t h e  c i t i z e n s  of t h e  Ci ty  o f  Rolla, Missc~ur i ,  welcome t h e  
oppor tuni ty  t o  endorse the  r e l o c a t i o n  of the Chemical Defense Tra in ing  
F a c i l i t y  and t h e  Mi l i t a ry  Pol ice  School t o  Fort  Leonard Wood and o f f e r  
t h e i r  u n q u a l i f i e d  and unreserved support  t o  the Department o f  Defense t o  
that end, 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE SOURI, AND APPROVED 
BY THE MAYOR THIS 1ST DAY OF MAY, 19 

r 
/ 



CERTIFICATE OF TRUE COPY 

STATE OF MISSOURI,) 
COUNTY OF PHELPS ) s s .  

I, Carol Daniels, City Clerk of 
Rolla, Missouri, hereby certify the above and foregoing to te a true copy of 
Resolution No. 1237 as the same appears in m y  office. 

IN TESTIMONY WHI3REOF, I have 
hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of said City of Rolla, 
Missouri, this the 5th day of m y  
1995. ? 

- 
k - 

& CITY CLERK dr,.-> I 

3; ii -- 

&:# 
&? 





11 ORGANIZATION: I ORGrL,'TION: 1 

v 

''OM: 1% I ~ ~ & U \ C & ( ,  r fio&A ,Fa 

OFFICE OF THE CXtURlULY COMIbIISSION .ME..lBERS 

To: G E N E & ~ c  
TITLE: 1 

I-- 
I CHAIRMAY DKON COhIMISSIONER CORNELLA 
I. 

j STAFFDIRECTOR I/ COMMlSSIONER COX 
1 

I E.YEmDIRECTOR r COIbfMSslONER DAVIS 

GEYERAL COUNSEI, COMMlSSlONER KLING 

.MILITARY E ? L E C L i i  COMMISSIONER &MONTOYA 
I 

COlUMESIONER ROBLES 
A 

I 
DIR./CONGRESSIONAL iJAISON COMMISSIONER !3EELE 

I 
1 DIRICOMh.IUMCXTIONS REXEW AND ANALYSIS 
I 

I 1 DIRECrOROFR&A 
I 

EXECUTIVESECRGT~T ARMY TEAM W E R  

Y A W  TEAM LEADER 

DIRECTOR OF AD-TION 1 I . AIR FORCE T U M  LEU)ER 
-- - 

f CEIE'F FINAlYCUL OFFICER 

CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER 

!l 
I I 

DIR./INFoRmTION SERVICES 
L 1 Y 

Prepare Reply for Staff Diredor's S i  ~ p ~ e ~ - V =  

A m O N :  Wer Comments and/or Suggestions / m 

n'pE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
r? 

J Prtpart Re* for Chairman's S i  i O! Prepart Repiy for Camnissioner's S i  
P 



CITY OF &--a CXOCKER 
P.O. Box 116 

Crocker, Missouri 65452 

WID3EAs, The United S t a t e s  l O l s t  Conqress determined t h a t  it w a s  imperative t h a t  the 
budqet f o r  defense JE reduced; and 

WIlERFX, The United S t a t e s  Conqress es tabl ished a commission t o  accomplish t he  down- 
s iz ing  of Department of Defense f a c i l i t i e s ;  and 

WIIEFEsS, The commission was t o  he known as the Commission f o r  Rase Realiqnrnent and 
Closure; and 

WHEHWS, The Department of Defense determined i n  1993 and then 1935 reviews that 
ce r t a in  elements of t he  Department of Defense be relocated t o  the United States Army 
~ n g i n e e r  Center & Fort  Leonard Wood i n  its endeavor to accompiish the reductio~ls and 
preserve the public i n t e r e s t ;  and 

WHEREAS, The Department of Defense has recommend-ed t h a t  the Chemical Defense 
Training Fac i l i t y  and the Mili tary  Police School, presently located a t  For t  McClellan, 
Alabama, be relocated t o  the United S t a t e s  Army Engineer Center & Fort  Leonard Wood; 
and 

CEEW_IAS, t he  Department of the  Army has established a proven sa fe ty  record i n  t he  
operation of the Chemical Defense Training Fac i l i ty .  

NOW, THEREFORE, The Ci ty  of Crocker, Dlissouri welcomes t he  o p p r t ~ n i t y  t o  enclorse 
the  re locat ion of the  "schools" and o f f e r s  unreserved support t o  the Department of 
Defense t o  t h a t  end. 

DATEC t h i s  , .  , -2 -  , day of May, 1995. 
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TITLE: I 

OFFICE OF THE CHMRMA'Y I JXX 1 ACTION I XNlT 1 
I CHAIRMAY DlXON COhIMISSIONER CORNELLA 

/ S F D L R . E C I ' O R  / COMMlSSIONER COX 

i El(Em.DIRECTOR r C O ~ ~ O N E R  DAVIS 

1 GEV~WLCOUNSEL L/ COMM~SSIONKR KL~NG 

I' . W A R Y  EIIECD- COMMISSIONER MONTOYA / 
1 

I I 

C O ~ O N E R  ROBLES 

I DIR./CONGRE!SXONAL LIAISON 
i COMMISSIONER !3EELE 

i 1 
11 DIR.fCO~lUNICATIoNS I I I II REVIEW AND ANALYSIS n 

- 

DIRECrOROFR8A 

EXECUTIVEsECRETrnT ARMY-f'l3iLwLEU)E.R 

Y A W  TEAM LEADER 

; DlRECTOR OF A D m T I O N  .AIR FORCE 'TEAM LEADER 
! 
/ CHlEF FIN,LYCUL OFFICER INIEIUGENCY TEAiM LEADER 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
h 

Prepare Reply for Chairman's S i  
I 

1 -  Prepan Reply for Staff Diredor's S i  I 

1 
DIRANFOR'MATION SERVICES 

*Mil Dote: 

1 

1 

i I 



- 

-111111 ' 
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\ * ,  

Clap OF B[>:DN - - 
f? 0.53): 

DIXDN, MN;i3§QI&i 65$jg.0177 
I P!!!i@UA!l&?t@~ 

I 

i 

f 
t I 

w ' N ~ w ,  The United States 101s~ Congress detennined that it was im1:terative that the 1 

budget for defense be reduced; and 

WJHE!&'$3?S, The United States Co~igress established a commission to accclml>lish the 

down-sizing of Department of Defense facilities; and 

1 I I I 

I i I I 
I I 

I I I 1 % 1 5 / E ' W ,  Tile Depart~~~elit of tlie A~my has establislled a pi-oven safkty n:col-d in the 1 1 I I I 
/ operation of the Cheniical Defense Training Facility 

i I 
I / 
/ 1 XQW, '73qEFOxfE, The City of Dixon , Mssouri welcoines the opportunity to endorse 

) 1 the relocation of the "schools" and offers unreserved support to the Departrnt:nt of 
1 

I 
I 

i / Defense to that end. 

I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

~ V ! E ? & %  , The cn~ianissioll was to be known as the Co~nnlissioli for Rase Realiylllne~lt 

and Closure; and 
I 

W ! ! W ,  The Department of Defense determined in 1993 and then 1995 reviews that 

certain elements of the Department of Defense be relocated to the United Strtes Army 
1 

Engineer Center & Fort Leonard Wood in its endeavor to accomplish the retluctions and 

preserve the public interest; and 

a a ~ a  this day of May, 1995 

\\ 
1 

\ 
/ / 
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FROM: 5 \C F m o w 1  -5 \L=- TO: *O \ - PEP. Cwoi -=CU rd a w d b b  d 

DIRECTOR OF R & A rf 
E z a c m m E m A R U T  -- 

I 
ARMYTEIMIPADE~ J 
.UAYYmuIZADeR 

D m R  OF -TION AIR FORCE TeLM I9ADE12 

W F M A N C U L O r n C E R  U v r E R A G I m c Y ~ W ~  / I 

a TYPE OF .4CTION REQCnRED 
~ R @ Y f ~ ~ s ~  I RtpPrr Repty f o r c a t r n n b ~ ~ S i g n a U u ~  

~ R e p l y f o r s t a u D i r c a d s ~  

A r n O N :  OIfv CmImaxu d o c  1J I Pn 



IKE SKELTON 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chai-man 

IS7 6 I W O U ~ U \  Gm 
J ~ m s ~ r r  Qh.  MO m1a 

Ul U 63QkW 

 he Defenae Base Closure and laaiigxment C o m i a s i a  
1700 ?forth Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Deat M r .  chairman: 

It has came to my attantion chat General J.B. Davis, a 
mmer of the Comies ion ,  recently v&s~ted PO= M c C l e ! l l a n ,  
U ~ - b a m a ,  in connection with Department of Defense rec:omendat ions  
to move cer ta in  Army missions and functions from Pt. HcClellan to 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. I am writing to request chat 
~ e n e r a l  ~ a v i s  also viait Fort Leonard Wood in order to allow him 
to see not only the installation slaced to lose facilities, but 
a l so  the installation which will receive the re loated  missions. 

man* you for your time and attention. If y w  h4sve any 
~ueotions, please don't hesitate to give me a c a l l .  

Beat  regards, 

Member of Congress 
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSCXE At33 R E A L I G W h T  COR43IISSIOrU' 

c ~ C i ~ ~ -  (9 EACUGTVE CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING SYSTEhl (ECTS) # q,. 

I TrrLE: TITLE: 
I 
/ ORGAN-EATION: ORGAiTION: 

1 OFFICE OFTHE CRUR-Y I FYI 1 lCX7ON I IM'T I COMMLssrONME,,fBERS 1 FYI I .4CIION 1 INTI' 11 

DIRECTOR OF ADlWNEITUTfON AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER 

CHIEF FIN tYCWL OFFICER INTERAGENCY TEAM LEADER 

DIRECTOR OF TRAVEL CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER 

I I . - 

D ~ O I Z I ' T I O N  SERVICES 

i 

I 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
1 I n I 

Preprare Reply for Chairman's Signature 
v 

Prepare Reply for Connnidoner's S i  

Frepare Reply for !3MT Director's Signature Prepare Dired Respouss, 1 
ACTION: Offer Comments and/or Suggestions 

ARMY TEAM LEADER 

NAVY TEAM LEADER 

C H A I R ! ! i  DlXON COMMISSIONERCORNELU 
--- 

COMMISSlONER COX 

COMMISSIONER DAMS 

COMMXSXONER MING 

COMMlSSlONER MONTOYA 

COMMlSSIONER ROBLES 

C O M M i S S I O N E R ~  

REVlEW AND ANALYSIS 

DIRECTOR OF R & h 

- 

1 

Y 

fd - 

S T m  DIRECTOR 
' 

EXECUTIVE: DIRE(=TOR 

GENERAL. COUNSEL 

.MILlTARY EXECUTIVE 

DKR.JCONGRESSX0NAL LIAEON 

DIR./CO~IUMCATIONS 

v 
4 
/ 



Testimony for BRAC hearing in Chicago, IL on April 12, 1995. 

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Commission: 

My name is Bryan Williams and I am here to present the Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission with two documents in response to tl-e proposed 
movement of units from Ft. McClellan to Ft. Leonard Wood. Cne is from 
the Coalition for the Environment and one is a technical et.aluation 
lettzr in regard to the Ft. Leonard Wood air applications to construct 
new facilitiss. The BRAC nseds to assurz the sublic that ncne of the 
State of Missouri or USEPA permitting requirements will be shortcut in 
the approval of these applications. 

The applications as filed have been reviewed and are woefully 
incomplete. There are numerous blanks in the submitted applications. 

The application to construct the CDTF at Ft. Leonard Wood ZLS approved is 
based on the original 1983 designs for the facility currently in 
operation at Ft. McClellan in Alabama. None of the State of' Alabama 
required safety related equipment additions and none of the lessons 
learned design changes have been incorporated in the facil:.ty destined 
to be built at Ft. Leonard Wood. The two facilities are not. comparable. 

The incinerator at Ft. Leonard Wood will produce emissions of Sarin, the 
toxic nerve agent responsible for the recent deaths of subway riders in 
Japan, nerve agent VX and mustard gas. Information includeti with the 
application to construct the facility does not indicate how these 
emissions were determined. If they are based on current operations at 
Ft. McClellan, the Ft. Leonard Wood application, and appro~red permit, as 
of April 11, 1995, is seriously flawed based on the differences of the 
two facility designs. 

The applications are not in compliance with the State of Missouri 
"Restriction of Emissions of Visible Air Contaminants" 

The app l ica t ions  are not in compliance with the State of ~issouri ' 

requirements for ambient air quality modeling. 

The application for stormwater discharges from Ft. Leonard Wood included 
a one paragraph statement that "modifications might be req~ired in the 
non point source water discharge permit for the installatil2n". No 
information was submitted on the chemicals to be used or t ~ e  quantities. 
Information submitted with the fog oil Air applications inllicate that a 
hazardous air pollutant, hexachloroethane, which is also a "toxic 
pollutant" as listed in 40 CFR 401.15, will be part of the "smoke 
training activities". Any discharge of this material will xeed to be 
monitored and reported. This application was received by MDNR on January 
24, 1994. After the original stormwater applicationhad been review for 
more than one year, the "smoke training ' issue was added to it and 
approved in one month. (Copy attached) 



In addition, the application for smoke training does not address the 
federal requirements for "Prevention of Significant Deterioration". This 
PSD permitting process takes, on average, two years to complete. 

By the compromises these incomplete applications may presen:, future use 
permits may be denied. 

I hope the BRAC and the Missouri DNR will follow all of the approved 
guidelines and policies established over many years of perm:.tting for 
the continued protec~ion of sur air, land and water resources. 
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSl,RE ;LCD REA%LIG>31EZ;T CO3DIISSION Y 

' P  

EXEC'LTTCX CORRESPOhDENCE TRACKLVG SYSTEM (ECTS) # 

~ Q w Y  I TITLE: 7E&\m LEV?OER TITLE: n\ CF-CXW 'I 
1 

OFFICE OF THE CHLURVUY 

-- - 

DIRJCONGRESSTONAL LIAISON. 

FROM: Q & ~ C U ~ V ,  - k o  

f l  COM3fISSXONER DAvIS 

1 / COMMISS)[ONER KLING 

C O ~ O N E R  MONTOYA 

COMMISSI[ONER ROBLES 

1 COMMI!SSIONERS'EELE 

TO: C / \ ~ V U E ~ ,  r '~\tt \ f iE=_i 

D I R . / C O ~ J C A T I O N S  REVIEW AND tUYALYSIS 

DLRECrOROFR&A 

I 

DIRECTOR OF ADlWNEIlUTION AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER 

CXEF FIMAYCIAL OFFICER . I N T E R A G E N C Y ~ E R  

DIREfXOR OF TRAVEL 

I 
/, DININFORMATION SERVICES 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
* 

Prepare Reply for Chairnran's S i i  Prepan Repiy for Camr&ioner's S i  
I 

Prepare Reply for Staff Direetor:s Siguarure Prepare--b 
C- 

ACTION: Offer Commen~'i andor Suggestions / F Y I  



THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1760 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 

Colonel Michael G. Jones 
Director, The A m y  Basing Study 
Department of the Army 
Office of thr: Chief of Staff 
200 Amy Pentagon 
ivashington, DC 203 10-0200 

ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSIONEIZS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCA COX 
GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF (RET) 

May 8, 1995 S. LEE KLING 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET) 
MG JOSUE ROB ,ES, JR., USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

Dear Colonel Jones: 

Request your office provide information regarding compliance with tk e Endangered 
Species Act (the Act) at Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. Specifically, please provide the 
documentation, if any, of the Army's consultation, formal or iofonnal, with the U.S. Fish and 
Wddlife Senice regarding the Indiana and Gray Bats, both determined to be present and to have 
breeding populations at Fort Leonard Wood. The Act requires the Army to consult with the Fish 
and WdWe Service on any proposed action that may affect a listed endangerdthreatened 
species and/or critical habitat. 

Request you proVi"-the information as soon as possible, but no later lhan 29 May 1995. 
Thank you for cooperation and assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Army Team Leader 



ocument S epa:rator 



r i 
THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

c- -(362\- EXECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING SYSTEM (ECTS) # { 3 

;sioner's Signature ==I 

r 

FROM: H E P C \ ~ ,   OW OW^ LC- 

ORGANIZATION: 

-5 C c r , ~ ( , ~ G 5 5  

 outing mte: q sa&\ me ~ ~ t ~ : ~ ~ f l ~  1, -1 

$ 

=(- - ,  \A fi \@--w'tqr- 
ORGANIZATION: 

OOCK c 
INSTALLAT[ON (s) DISCUSSED: gz--1 C E O V U ~ ~  bLECX3 



# '  
1 

HOWELL HEFLIN 
AIABAMA 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS United state5 s e n a t e  

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0101 

June 21, 1995 

The Honorable Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

437 U.S. COURTHOUSE 
MOBILE, AL 36602 
(334) 690-3167 

LJ 104 WEST ~ T H  STREET 
P.O. Box 228 
TuscuMe~n, AL 35674 
(205) 381-7060 

Re: Fort McClellan Recommendation 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

Last week, you and other members of the BRAC Conlmission asked 
the Army to let you know if there are any changes irl Fort Leonard 
Wood's permitting situation by June 22. Two :-mportant new 
developments have occurred within the past twenty-four hours which 
seriously impact the status of the Army's permits. 

First, we learned yesterday that beginning on July 1, 1995, 
the Army Chemical School plans to begin bio1og:ical training 
outdoors using two different biological simulants: (1) Bacillus 
subtillus var. niqer (I1BG1l) and (2) Kaolin dust ("KD1') at Fort 
McClellan. (See copy of Environmental Assessment attached.) The 
biological agents will be released into the air at a maximum rate 
of 2500 pounds of BG and 3600 pounds of KD eac? year. The 
biological agents will be used during both day and night 
operations. Clearly, a state-issued air permit will '3e required if 
the Chemical School plans to conduct biological training at Fort 
Leonard Wood, but no permit application has been submitted by the 
~'lrmy . 

Second, on June 20, 1995, the Missouri Coa1:ition for the 
Environment, an established environmental orgar.ization with 
thousands of members in Missouri, notified the Defense Department 
and the Army of their intent to file suit in federal court because 
of Fort Leonard Wood's violation of the Endangered Species Act in 
connection with the permit for fog oil smoke training and use of 
the other substances at Fort Leonard Wood. A copy of the 
Coalition's intent to sue letter is attached. 

As you know, the Department of Defense has rec:ommended that 
all of the functions of the U.S. Army Chemical School be moved to 
Fort Leonard Wood, which includes the nuclear, kiological and 
chemical components of the School. However, both Fort Leonard Wood 
and the State of Missouri have ignored the permittinlg requirements 
of the School's nuclear and biological components, fozusing instead 
entirely on the chemical training. In order to dn the Chemical 
School's nuclear defense training in Missouri, two Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission licenses - -  a Part 30 license and a Part 70 



License - - are required. To date, no permit applicat ions have been 
submitted by Fort Leonard Wood. It is now clear that: Fort Leonard 
Wood will also need a permit for the biological training, but again 
no permit application has been submitted. 

Clearly, the Army does not possess all the environmental 
permits which are needed to relocate the Chemical School to 
Missouri. Despite the BRAC Commission's very clear instructions, 
the Army does not have all the required permits, and you should 
reject the recommendation to close Fort McClellan. 

Sincerely yours, 

Glen Browder 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ - -  

Richard Shelby 
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To a l l  iakezm~tea agenaieg, gt.oupe and pertsane 

eear . eio 09 won 4 kt Woposed trainin? lataaf3c)lls 
W o l o g i m % i m u l B n * B a c l l ~ u s  subtulue var,, nag= 
(BG) and #aolln Dust (XD are on Pelham Range. The s:hulants d w i l l  be d i q ~ a e d  in to  a a h  using Miarcmaire genexatsera. 
A Worwixe gemrator ia an attmiztxr Chat: disperses dry 
dusts in to  the aic at a aoaatrolled rage. X Z t e m t i v e r r  
oohsidrtracl l n ~ l v e d  t r a h l n g  wiCbo~t oimulant(~ a d  b:aMng 
a% another laatation. 

i En . The ro med training is -tB t e P 1 % F S % = i * i  a L r e .  
eavitomen g 1 effects. BedaraZly 1LteB andan wed a: ' - 
tiareatonad epecies W ~ U  not be afiaated t d s  trainin 
waterwafts will no* be affeated by this training. xo ,:id& 
w i & l  be dwaqed nat r o i l  m ~ i o n  caused by this Wallring. 

Ah $nvSrrjmdabZ ~ssesoment' &i%e is available tagon raqueiit, 
a t  the D&t&o~ate of mwizt~ntnen't, Pork ~ a ~ l e h a n ,  A:Labsrpa. , 
mae* 6hOU3d be dim&& to the telephone n-er :Listed 
-ve . 
-6fialElisian. mere la a finding o f  na s i  fican*"-iaqwt on 

&e enY1Zomenk. 6Uah ih&g l a  based !!&art n lac C a d s  
that t~ aiznuzants have been m a ~ e s s ~ u l l y  ueea ~ m p Y  . - - 
Proving Wound, Dugway, U t a h  w i t h  no adveree acC 43n the 
envirament tor the past 40 yeern. BG was used i"E n-eain5.nq on 
FoxC HcCZsZlan from Z965 to t 9 7 1  w i t h  no &armful. aat$pr\ct on- 
the en&-at. 80 is a aommon, n a N a l l  occurri*l -- - 
baateria that i s  non- araistent: and non-in 8 a t i o ~ .  .KD 'is a 
non-Wia dust which f s  a oonst i tuat  of chfm o l a   either 
eimalank is a RCRA listed hazardous waste nor DOC!! r i t t ~  
hazardous aubatance. 

- -  - -  - 
k23 $ntwested agedes,- rdops and persans aze inv11:e~ -50 i =bait GO-* for  romi a a ~ % q n  by the Cornmandm .laam 
McClellan, 30 days rram t h e  data publioatAon. &o~mnentet 
should be directed to: Cmmandm, uSA~~Z,&MPCBN&F~~, A l W z  
ATZN-XH, Fort HeClellan, AZabaa 36305-5000, - .-. 



2. 5x!CW$ simulant Tralnlng w i t h  BaciiLus eubt3llus var. 
nlger W )  and Kaolin D U S ~  11D) I?= W 8CUt-IMV8lo~spr~ 1 6 xtem B a log i~a l  xntegrated etaation Syeta (NDI-BXU: 1 at U. 8. &my Uaeadcal ~Cheok, PeZham Range, Bart HaCld. an, 

a. DEStBXeZTZOtJ 08 PROWBED ACTSON: 
* 

a. Purpaee ~d Need for Proposed Action. 

The BtoLagidt Xntegrated Deteekion Syrrtsm (BIDS) ha; 
rrnmpleted the-sohsduled teohnica2 iearibiliky teetim( at 
Du ay Pxoving Graund [DPGtj %he BXDS hae dsrno~1~tr~t:ea ths 

' 

a b g i t  t c ~  detect and den L arWegl.oballenges vi1.h 
b i o ~ o g L 3  agent sinulants L ui4 cbalumges w i t h  i:aur 
biological a w.re C o d u c t d  Ln Nw es-iran 04. A use  
phase demon ation amd~otcd at DPG showed tha6 the ND~-BxDS 
offers a viable biolagiaaL aerosal de-eicn snd 
LdenCiZiaation capabil&ty whiuh a m  be maaeeefu&ly w e d  by a 
s ec$ally t s a i n d   are^ o f  54B (&mica1 Ca B troopnL .me 88. Army arnica1 9-01 w i l l  aonc~uct the %i ~ i a ~  user an* 
8usWinm~nt wahing far the teorganizaOicm and fieltiing o i  
khe 310th Chemicgf, Comgmy (BTDS) stationed atr Cadsdtm, 
Xkabama. . . 

. . --.. - 
b. ~ a s & i ~ t i o n  of. tthe ~rcrpocrkd ~wion. . . .. . *.I.. 

The BY DS conbS8td of biologibal ' dekeatibnI idclldtlfhtt~6n a d  
=am i ing  e&pmenk bktgrated bat~ a S788 EightYefqhl: 
l&l~ipwose Shekter nnuntea Oh a H1097 hm-ianl :  Eigh 
Mctbllity M~ltipu*poee-Wheeled Vehicrle  ()IWaKV) . f n add3iti on to 
the dateeeion e q u z p n t , .  the  ~hel ter  inoludrs ao2boi:ive 
pro tea ti^ ma envzmmental crontral e&ipment, navicmt$m, 
meteuxolagieal and ~WnWrration (HF] 
olzemiua~ agent alarnr. m e  stmu i s  des 1 meit ays-t t o  .aUtw . a M8A1 
remoMl oe the she l t er  Lrarm%a vehicle for tixed sid:e. 
applioatf ons. A PU-801 power generator as toved by a b to 
pcovidide a mabile external p e ~ ~ r !  souzce. - L - . -  

. - . .  
!the BXDS dekeetian suiksr consifits of the tollowing erptipmurt: 
(1) m e e  garkiele c e l l e l  (One XM2 and 'two 
mabifiad W s ) .  (21 TSX APS338 ~6%:0dynado P a t t i d e  ~Sleer,. . 
(APS). (3) c ~ u l t e  SPXCS la rlaw cytmorer (FCM 
W l e d a r  Device ~ b r m ~ ~  Byetom, a nanual antiiii$baeagd- 
dsteotor. (5) New Horizons 4700 MLrzoLuminomtet. (15) Hew 
Harf sons SWW? krckeks. . .  . I, 

The aimu;L;~rtr BG and KP will ba dis ersed inta the a.Lr wing 
a Ucranaize gsnwatoz (a-mawme &at a+amiges dusts 
maximum at 11.3 Xtlogzams (25 p o ~ a 4 )  be IiG and a na: LA of 



26.3 Mia ams 36 pounds) o f  Rt, w i l l  be dlsporaed per day 
go+ s -L 04 LOO per ofalanciar year ~~~~ - / y e a  a t  
2500 6;undslyew of 80 and ld3O Kg/ytaar or 3 00 pounds /year d 
~t KD?. #The aimulanks w i l l  be dis-ed trcm point and llnsar 
~ U T ~ W G  on Cha vestent porkions of Pe- Ranga (West of the 
01 N-B gridline). 

mduoe #e h i t i a f  oper(LtD1: and ttw far tl3e 310th 
~ l r & a ~  C~wany and other u z r l t ~ * b s i n  Zielad w i t h  .the B m s  
systenr. Thm aanducrt; un i t  austalnneng training v i a  thr ~ n r s  
gystem E m  an i n d ~ i n i *  peria8. 

VaQida*a eraploylaent and apezational doctrhe  con-n:& 
system support the Aray4& Bialoqbal Wfense Concept. . 

Paint souraes of the biologlaal e k l a n t a  0aoizl;h 86khillus 
vW4 nag= aad Kaalin D u e t  (BG and m, respeetivay . w i l l  be 
g-ted w i t h  one to five idio*oaeire generatom. r e point h 
source wlsaties w i l l  be uaed t o  ansure that individual BTOS 
w e  ohallenged. The challenge rate w i l l  be agwox&nuitely 1 
t/min of 80 ~lurr w i t h  a aonuenttatian of 4 x 50 CPU/DI. 
xaolb  dust v d ~  L us& t o  provirie aarosola $hat a pear to 
be biolaqioal but vill not triggar biological deba Lon. IL e 
ma~imum of  25 kaolin do& paint aoyzces w i l l  be released 
Using n uzuhum of 5 Xaolin dust dzsseminators. --, , 

X o h r  v & i ~ l e  travel will. be p a s t r i m  tb rim= and - . 

seconT roads on Peaham Range. she e a i n  e n ~ v l  i 1. be- : 
monittxe by ~*eot.er of ~ a ~ n g ,  USA& to,:ens.me-that- 
the aenvtroamentaL an4 nallety requirements are oomplia~.orith. . 

. I .  - 
Trsining eimulahla to he released t o  the atmoa ere i:iclude 

an4 kaolin dust.  A raaximum af 11.3 kg 25 &. ) of 80 and 
16-3  kg (36  lbs.) of kaolin per txainiw 4 ay wf11 be w e d  i n  



mi3 alternatiies were consider& t a  the r~poeed a e t i a t  (I) 
traixing v~meat simu~ants and 12) train& w i t h  s ~ a u ~ f i t s  a t  
gnokhew loaatlon . ~lternative ( ) proved ~ e a s i b l e  . becrause 
me only way tlie soldier o m  d e t m i m  if hi8 mpmen+ i s  
gun~tisrnbg pro r l y  in ppaaoetime or wa* la for khe 8;yStara to 
deteck and iden i!? fy bialo,gical agents and s i m u ~ t s .  
XltsnrakLve (2 groved unfeasible becsusa of the unit;'s 
locaCCcidn in Ga A sda, A l n h a m  and ite need to Crain at; al: ntar 
a e  U.S &zany ChcnaimL 6cho61. Phe m y  will f ield tbtre 
aompany with.BTDS in the U.8. A+lyy Bssar~e and cne pl.aCoon in 
the mg113.a~ m y  at Fork HaClellan. 

_. - 

m e  p r o p ~ ~ o a  o a ~ o i  i s  j s . ~ i a a t e i  on ap oximmly .22, ooo -a-e 
ee ~ d h a m  e PQrt: WCCldlan, & Elm pto aatd site 
i s  ~ o o a ~ Y % i n  +he m e  and valzey &QV~IIQ& 05 UIP 
&ppah&Larr eghlande. Pelhlin Ita e was pilrehased Z>p -fbe RrPUr 
in m t o  tc prov~de laneuver tmi& aapahizities. P:r or -to 
plltaase .at:- gonsiatgd of .savezal soattared a o ~ m t i e s  
d nume3fdus ~ W l l  fmmb HUtoridLly, this srsa kadi k e n  
settled and fanned for. over I 0 0  yeare. 
5. .~vAronnqt%tl conaequencas of the Progored ~ekiott-  - -  ' 

B a ~ z 1 3 ~  8ubtal lu~ var. nigar (BG) and ~aolln ~ust ('-1 have 
been &~&essed 3.0 outdoor envi~omanCal keeti\sg and t r ~ M w  
in a e  reports u B n v ~ ~ m e n t a l  lmeessrasnt for T~B*LW 0% .; 
w o a a l  imaging U~AR ~ C ~ M I  knB Aso~c laW siaulmts ak U.6 
lvmy PugFray proving mounda, 22 s a p w e t  a.992 
rE5edard of ~mrlromentaI. considraration) W ~ i t e d  US=, Test: and 
mluat ion (&W&B) of .the ~w-~wdopmenta l  rtem ~ialo(llca1 
Detection Syotem. (MPDT-BZDS) (10 U. 8.  A"Y D U m y  
GXOW~,  UCahrM 6 Oceobm 2994 baCh simu ants have had ne. 
w a o r  an the enviranmenk. Nos- 6hLUIMt i s  a RCBA 
ha8ardau.s waste am a -DO2 basadaus mraterial. P b y  are bath 
deearbed ae naeuralLy- ocourrhg, non-toxic, nuls~ncie dusts 6 

Bc was used at B a r t  HoCLallan 1966 to 1971 vxeh no 
negative b p a o t  an the s n ~ b r a ~ a t .  - . ,- 

L .. ^ .,. . 



a. Endangered .Qeaies - & List o t  endangered, Chxt3atanea 
znna proposed epeozes was re e a t d  frora the u. 8. Fish and 8" WiLdllbfe Gemtoe (UssW6) m oan ba found at &ppentUx A 
(Gohiman 1994 In addition, he HoClsJlan h8a bs€kh k qondudkng on gcrred spe~iee i n v a $ ~ ~ i . e ~  k h r o ~ g h  Alabama 
NailrsaJ. Haltage Rogua'to (MIRP for ths ye-. f b n a m  in  he past Brrcauaa these areas baVa mcper mca2 d& 
an& are prasC5nt:ly aoverM by eeelabllekefl pine 
fere8.t?rr]plant&tians, tha potential far ufiusual or: pnfgue 
speaie6: ar uommunity types is oansideed low on most upland 
areas m 

A amall aea ags cantalLnfng Tannesne8 Yallaw-eyed Grass (mxis E keuulwouans s) is located GA the aaatarn end.09 Pelham Range. 
AlleUar a88a %here this plant oaaurs on P o l W  R 
Willeft ~prings. m r ~  plant ie l i s t e d  as enan kykgthe . IISPW. %he Willett Gprangs area i e  otg f &o =ne:ueer 
*abing and khe seepage on the gaae~a b o w  i s  cutside 
the proposed Wahing area, 
A thrsakened .plant, Hohrt s Barbsta 'a  Buttons 18 also found. on 
the laggo SnpaM: area or: Pslhr~a 8incc~ no tra?airllng, 
s01di0rs O Z ~ V & ~ G ~ ~ ( D  ore pexnittrrdi -try in- Che impact 
areas a s  rasX t o  tbthithteaCened species is n ~ s u i ~ ; t m C .  
Because Ohe trainin a~&e"oontain pinel all ateas witre P surve ed by W& fie d garsoanel for the presence. ef jSbe Red- 
c o a d e i i  Woo aoker (- r Pel- ~angdc a a w t i ~ t e s  an.  is*^ OL w%an&. w i t  hf n a a g r i a a ~ t w a ~  area. Sua zroamif' 
~ Q ~ V Q  clkyters can b0 .found in the Tallade a ~ a ~ h ? n t r l . . ~ o r r s t  x 15 t~ 20 u1&8 to We East. The aign$i!ioan dis+ana43 f o 
aative elutete l  the lack at mature tree6 and. eu&tab:re .. 
u&ars.t:ory; and -0 minenee of agdcaltural. 1- .:tn,the E" ~ e u n d i n g  area ind cakes iitkle potential for the I>M Co 
Qabitaize on Pelham Range. 

b. s w i r ~  Water - Both- U. B. 
1956 aRd tl.8 m y  
a b n  L M y  the rssence 
t h e  proposed &a%ning 
natuyal2y acaurrfng materials, an BG in aaoso2 corn dies 
quiakl upan e asure to ultravioXet ligh* [daylaght) they K Ti are no expect8 to adversely affeot surface water gmlity.  .- .- . . -- 

a. Wetaands - ~ u r i ~ d i d i & m ~  w e t l a d  planning -mp~ -*(UA 
Corps ef ~ n g h e e r a ,  1992)  and NllCiaml Wetland Zmrankory Maps 
(u-8, 39133) were rev5~ved ' t o  identiey the 'pesenoe of . 
W e t l W s ,  The jurisdictional mgs were devela et5 Ca identify E oma aP the larger - , . - p a t d a l l  mose eco agical2y: 
%ipcrtant wetland systems on Fort 8kle l lan .  
&tionax wetland ~mr=t=* -as rovide o dstsiieci'ma p h  e d r a h g e a  and wetlands thr~~ghou the area. UA1T WaSn P ng 9"' s 



r e t c % e a  to sxU%tn(a roads m a  via1 not taXe place in 
~ ~ r l . a n d  axeas. 

d, Cu&tural R e m u r o e s  - A review of cuztural reseueae 
smeys amductad on PorO WcGlellan Sndicata that ault luu& 
gcg ;  , @ ~ ~ ~ W ~ : ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ B a ~ % ~ ~ ~ h a Y W E ~ ~ P , r  La pEL;a not 

distwb marked cultural r e s ~ 0 8  areas ~ l a L n  the txaining 
area. ALZ training and navemeat will be re~tri&ed W 
d a C h q  mads. 

e. 

.- 
US* - TN proposed t r a M n g  i s  not: in oomfLiot 

v i a  &.stlng &and U8Gi fa.~. ~ i p s ~  of the :hJt6 i s  
miU-i;ary training pr th form% paonagmmt ao a coml~atible 

f. ~ o L i a  and Hazardous Waate - No hasardcus wastea. a; by 
produ- are generated by th is  Mlh ingm 5 -8b (i be. r 
emgty cantaantrs o$ the elmulan%o enmte doring aae 
proposed training is the respnnsddity 01 ths u.8. memid School. The trash wi11 be removed gram the 6ite on 
a &S& baeiis and disposed af accordhe to aggliceble state 

e s  and f era1 regulaeiolM. 

----- - W ~ F  gwacrakuas . ~ l b  the 
dissemihakicn syslSms. Noise zs.noc oxpaeed fo adversely 
affact envj,ronment outside of 80 meters fra p* - ' 

u d n o r y  due to the hea forastation o f  tha t r a  aLIqg -a%a- 
 ha noiee lwels cpnwats  arc weLl  halow the Ranee 
Noim ~ncompatible Use- 3anes. (TcPZs) . No naioe relacad -. - - a  

amlainks are expeoted .Lor thae training due Oo the- remoCe l ~ ~ a t i a n s  en pelham Rape& t~ * tg  andong ai~fancell to 
nrimke m e s  afZ the zns u.3- a - 

h. smrtitive envrro&nw tkstra int  ar-e naeural - , 

JL arcas we%land$ hiataric ~ites-, endeurgercd spe es --eCo.) 
have heen identifisd on past ~ ~ ~ a & t $ ~ ~ g f  af ~ ~ m r ~ x o m e n t .  These areas (wbae 

ha 66 Loyad ~ l l l  he hlClf3ged our @ * ~ @ ~ ~ ~ l ~ a ~ - -  -a 

cc)nstrainE over I ays on mags- used far a e  t ~ a i n m g  (~caaple  - .  

(I] ~ ~ t i f  i e a t i i  of ~libama ~ ~ a r k i e n t :  ~f Enviromental 
&maatanent (ADEM) t ADEM will be notified by letter- or this 

(2) MeteorologiaaL rmod?Lin(r or c1~?8~5np indexes u i X .  -not be 
zw~ired for tb is  kraiarn 1 . Trainma v i  1 be tw-8 % records of weathe wndlt  ons4 release amounts, -.laaa*lona an 
t i m e s  far environmental recod meping and publio cafifidaeea - .  



BQLCH & BINGHfVl 

( 4 )  aafa*~ A safety rep.& was done g w  revi.ous g m ~  b s k b g  Pmving mound. AddikhnaL sa& 
maesments a o d be dona for the w e  of Che d*ssm;lnatien 
8YS-s. I* ~ g ~ ~ t d ~  that handlers of Xa~Iia 0-1: ( g ~ )  vear B dust: ma&. 

*  PA^^ m / O R  DmI!rON Op PBOWePI) A m I ( W  

am ~~~~~n~ is ~aamled  to begin 1 July rsgs v i a  BaiMng 
~g k a i n m  and ams and continue h d o r h , ~ t e l y .  

b- U Y  manget3 i l l a t  i n c t e ~ e  the a w e  of +raMnq w i l l  
b Ohri Directorate of ~ v ~ ~ ~ t  ~t~~~~ if 

a d i a a m J  Et ieWl bvirornmental Pofiw docymenkkb $8 required, 



JUN-2171995 13:24 BRLCH 8. BINGHRM 

~waoznatly appeared before me Phillip A. hrwlindtf, 
who being dulg swum, m a w  oath that he ia Pmidgnt of TRE 
ANNTSTON STAR, s dally nawquper published in Anniahn,. 
Alahmm, and that the stbehedl nbtics ra# as f ~UOW&: 

Day: May..ls, 1995 D"Ui~t ion:~ i~u lan~  5 . -  

F i n d i n ~ s  
impact 

!I?*dinSng BC & 
of, ao a i g n i f i  



MISSOURI COALITION FOR THIS E N V B R Q M ~ ~  
6267 Dclmar Uttulc-3rd St, Louis, 3¶is~ouri. GJ 13Q (3 14) 72 74600 

June 20,1995 

The Honorable William J. Pary 
Secretary, Department of  Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 2030 1 

The Honorable Togo D. West, Jr. 
Secretary of rhe Army, bepartment of the M y  
Thc Pcntagon 
Washington, D.C. 203 1 0 

. Re: Sixty-Day Notice of htent to Sue Under t hk  Endmgmed ' 
, - Species Act 

v 

Dime L, Sl\echan 

%lph E. l \gder  

\viljlliqlns 
I 

I l ~ b r ~  \t'llsun 

I - 
Gentlemen: - 

This ]eker is to infbm you of our intent to file suit against you in 
sixty days for current and threatened violations ofthe Er~dangered Species 

' Act o f  1973, as ammdcd ("ESA"). Fort Leonard Wood, located in south 
- central M s d ,  recently applied to the Missouri Depsxtmeat of Natural 

Resources for permits to conduct various new and expanded training 
activities at its hcility. These new andlor expanded training activities 
indude, bur arc not limited to, chemical w h  training and smoke or 
obscurant training utilizing fag oil and other substances. According to 
numerous public documents and scientific ;epom, including "The Army 
Basing Study, Base Closure aad Realignment 1 995, Volutne 1, Department 
of Army Installation Narratives", -Fort Leonard Wood i:; hdme to at lest 
three endangered species, the Gray Bat, Indiana Bat, and the Bald Eagle. 
It is not clear whether any of the other 27 endangered and thratened 
spedes known to exist inMissouri are f m d  in or near Fo~t  Leonard Wood. 

&-anding Gcneral 
Fort Leanard Wood 
Fort Leonard Wood, M&sowi 65473 . 
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A ~ r a n g  to section 7(s) of the ESA, '[elach Federal agency shall, in consultation 
with and wjth tbe assistance of tho Secretary [of the interior], insure tha~ any action 
authorized, funded, or carried out by such ageny (hereinafter in this sc:ction referred to 
as an "agency action") is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any 
endangmdspecies.. . . " 16U.S.C. 5 1536(a)(2). In addition, section 7(c) ofthe E$A 
requires that federal agencies "conduct a biological assessment for the purpose of 
iden-g any endangered species or threatened species which i s  likel; to be affected by 
[the agency's] action." Id at 8 1536(c). Finally, ESA section 7(d) prohibits. after the 
initiation of cansultation, "irreversible or irretrievable commitment of' resources wi& 
respect to the agency action which has the effect o f  foreclosing the fonnuIation or 
implementation of any reasonable and prudent altarnative measures . . . . " Ld, ai 8 
3536(d). , 

The Department o f  the Army and Fort Leonard Wood have not conducted, as 
required by B A  section 7(c), a biological assessment to identify eada~~gerrd or threatened 
species likely to be a#ectd by this new and expanded training at Fore !Leonard Wood. 
Flathamore, it appears that they have not initiated consultation with the !;ewemy of the 
Interior, as required by ESA section 7(~), although tho application for a permit is an 
"agency action'' within the meaning of the ESA. See 50 C.F.R 5 402.02 (1 993). See 
attached edlene~ of May ~2,1995, fimn Fish and Wildlife Service to Congressman Browder. 
Finally, the Department of the Anny has, during a period when it.shoulil be en&a8ed in 
section 7 consultation, ineversibly and hebievably committed resources which:will 
fbreclos the ituplemenlation of reasonable and prudent alternative measues, in violation 
of seetion 7(d). (I , -  

. .  . - ,  

The Department of  the Amy and Fort Leonard Wood haw failed 1:o.safisfy .these 
smtumy obligations despite rhe fact that Departmart of the Army d p c u m e ~ ~ ~  and reports 
clearly reveal that at least the endangered Gray Bat and Indiana Bat are "likely to be 
atrtxted by" the pI8nncd activities, and that the plwed activities may @eat these spedi es. 
Far example, a January 17,1995, dr'aft Army Corps of Engincws report entitled "Poiemid 
Impact ofFog Oil Smoke on Selected Threatened and Endangered-Specias" (hereinafter 
"Corps report") states that "le]xposure to [fa smokes and obscurantsi s perceived to 
constitute such a potential negative impact", Although the Corps rcptlrt inmnectly 
assumes that fag smoke training does not occw at night, it does note that the bats? food 
source, flying insects, are adversely affected by fog smoke. The author!; .of the .Chrps 
report admit f i a t  thcy have not tested their assumption that the 'prey of batsdoes not 
contain suflicjcmt quantities oii fog oil to cause toxiwlogical effects when ingested by 
bats." # .  . - i -  

Similarly, a 1992 report prepared for the Army Chemical Research, Development, 
and Bngincezing Center entitled "h-end and Healtb Wits Review Ibr Obscurant 
Fog Oil" @e~i$naficr "CmE Reportn) states that "effects to plants and animals may 



QCCU?' ar sits regulmly uscd for fbg d rmuke mhinp me K6p0lt also ~ows  mar 

"[w]ildlifc remaining within about 2 bn downwind of the test site druing smoke- 
gen-ting periods may inhale potenually h a m 1  levels of  fog oil = . . " The ~~E 
,,port 8110 co~~dudes that "[flog oils have th& potential to accumula~~e in tho aquatic 
cnvifbnmu~t while they are being routinely used and could reach acutel:~ toxic levels for 
some benthic orgdsms. " 

Benthic organisms reside at the bottom of strmms and lakes. Ins=& such as 
maflcs, ~addisfbs, and stoneflies are benthic organisms during their I amal state. Bats 
prey p r ~ a r i l ~  upon mayflies, caddisflies, ~tonetlier. and other ins- a s s o o i ~ d  with the 
aquatic enviromcnr The potential for substantial harm to tho Indiana hats and the Gray 
bats is obvious. 

The wves in and around Fort Leonard Wood are anon& the prir~ipd hibcmatillg 
cavrs uf the Indiana bat and are also the hibernating and summer. csve:s of the Gray bat. 
In the last fifieen years, even without any adverse impact from fog oil. the Sndima bat 
population in Miss& has ''plurnmeted~' as Fort Leonard W wd ie~~orted in b press 
release of March 31, 1995 11 is far &om dear tha the Indiana bia im &vc the . * 

proposed obscuranr training. I 

- .  . - r \ c  

On Msy 8,1995, th. Base Closure and Relpment ~ m i s d o n  wok to the 
D e p m n t  d rhe Army (mpy attached) i n f m a ~ o n  res~hcdag the m y ' s  
~rnpfimce with =A, and waning that the "Aot requires r h e k m y  to 6oxSolt with 
Ihe Fish and Wildlife Se&& on my proposed action that mily a&dt s lised 
dgaecYthreared species andlor critical habitat. -0 far as th2 ~oaliti&'b& been 
able to d e e ,  the Army has not answered that request, and has fsiled and t i f ised to 
consult as required by law. 

la s e ,  it is clesir that the Department of the Army and l'ort Lanard Wood 
cUITe:ndy in violation of &e ESA. Acmr&n&, the ' M S S O ~ ~  Coalition for the 

~ l ~ ~ ~ e ~ t  intends file suit againnr you in s i x ~  days d e s s  those violations arb cured. 
our aaomeys-sre ~ e w i o  C. Green, Bruce A. M ~ s o ~ ,  Kathlml Qm Henry, Grem7 
H h g s  & ~ e n r y ,  3 14 NO* Broadway, Suite 1830. St- Louis. MissoS631a3 (314) 
231-4181, Facsimile 2314184. 

Executive-Director . . ' 

cc: Bruce Babbitt, Secretary of the-Interior 
MoUy H. Beanie, Director, U.S . Fish and Wildlife Service 

Ir 

Alan J. Dixon, Chairman, BRAC 
&chard L. Clawson, MissoUri D e p w e n t  of  Consefladon 
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C o h d  Michi4 O. Jones 
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HOWELL HEFLIN 
ALABAMA 

United statee s e n a t e  
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0101 

June 19, 1995 

O 437 U.S. COURTHOUSE 
MOBILE, AL 36602 
(334) 69C3167 

0 104 WEST 5TH STREET 
P.O. Box 228 
TUSCUMBIA, AL 35674 
(205) 381-7060 

The Honorable Alan ~ i x o n  
Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, ~irginia 22209 

D e a r  Chairrna~l 9i-w-rl'n: 

As you prepare to vote on the Army's recommendation to close 
Fort McClellan, I wanted to make certain that you are fully aware 
of the readiness implications of this decision. 

The following position paper will provide you with a short 
history of the Chemical School and the impact of prior moves on 
operational readiness. The facts presented in this paper clearly 
demonstrate that this is no time to degradate the q~.ality of the 
chemical warfare training we give our soldiers in tt.e Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, and Air Force. 

Thank you for your consideration of this import.ant matter. 

Sincerely yours, 



ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY OF SENATOR HOWELL HEFLIN 
TO THE 1995 BRAC COMMISSION 

JUNE 19, 1995 

As the Commission nears its decision on Fort McClellan, I 
would like to make certain that you are acquainted with the 
Chemical School's unique history and the impact of prior moves on 
operational readiness. 

For many years, the Army conducted live agent training in 
open fields at Fort McClellan. When the Chemical School moved to 
Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Maryland, open site chemical training 
was terminated and, as a result, the preparedness of our soldiers 
to fight in a chemical environment rapidly deteriorated. 
Numerous internal Army studies illustrated that the use of live 
agents is essential to realistic training. The A m y ,  therefore, 
decided to move the Chemical School back to Fort McClellan in 
1980. During the preliminary stages of the move, it was 
determined that new environmental restrictions would prevent open 
site live agent training at Fort McClellan. An enclosed 
facility, know as a Chemical ~econtamination 'Training ~acility 
(CDTF) would have to be built. However, as it was uncertain 
whether Maryland would allow the construction of even an enclosed 
training facility, the move to Fort McClellan continued. It took 
over five years to fully re-establish the Chemical School at Fort 
McClellan because of the extensive permitting procedures and the 
Environmental Impact Studies required. In fact, the final 
building in the Chemical School master plan was com~leted just 
last year. 

Considering the nature of the project, it is nc~t surprising 
that the process of obtaining the required licenses and permits 
to builc! the CDTF was a long one. The Alabama Department of 
Natural Resources took the task of permitting as a zerious one, 
and due to their thoroughness, there were no challer.ges brought 
against the permits by area environmentalists. The area's major 
employers are Fort McClellan and the ~nniston Army Ilepot, and the 
r-elationship between the military and the community is one of 
mutual trust and friendship. The Army pledged to the community 
that they would not be at risk, and the area citizer~s, 
remembering their past experience with the Chemical Corps, 
accepted this and lent their support to the project. I believe, 
however, if the Chemical School is moved, and much c)f Fort 
P.lcClellan is left as fenced-off contaminated areas, the Army's 
solid relationship with the community will be destrc)yed, and they 
will not receive a warm welcome should they ever need to 
reactivate the CDTF. 

When the Army suggested Fort McClellan for possible closure 
in the 1991 round of the Base ~ealignment and C1osu1:e Commission 
(BRAC) process, it proposed terminating live agent training. I 



suppose at the time this initial recommendation was made, the 
threat of chemical warfare seemed far away. Clearly, with the 
end of the Cold War, the voices of the Pentagon acc13untants had 
become louder than the voices of the combat soldiers. But then, 
right in the middle of the BRAC process came Desert Shield and 
Desert Storm. I felt certain that this immediate threat would 
convince the Army to pull the fort from the list, but I was 
mistaken. Instead, they continued on the path to gut the 
chemical war fighting ability which was critically needed. 

Fortunately, the 1991 BRAC Commission recognized the 
shortsightedness of the Army proposal. They felt that the 
reduction in readiness that would result from the fort's closure 
was unacceptable and, therefore, voted to keep Fort McClellan 
open. 

We were, however, on the list again in 1993. Fort McClellan 
faced double jeopardy. This time the A m y  stated t-hat they 
recognized the importance of live agent training, and, therefore, 
decided to keep the CDTF open as a independent facility. The 
rest of the fort would be closed and moved to Fort Leonard Wood. 
Keeping Fort McClellan open was not an option I think the A m y  
allowed itself to consider. I believe the A m y  was convinced 
they could not win the required battles against the EPA and the 
environmentalists to construct the facility at a new location. 
Even Colin Powell, then Chairman of the Joint Chie:is of Staff, 
testified to the 1993 Commission Ahat the CDTF cou:Ld not be 
moved. 

Since the Army did not want to directly contr.2dict the view 
of many warfighters and the last BRAC Commission with regard to 
live agent training, splitting the training from the fort was 
their only answer. The Army plan had students flying from 
Missouri to Alabama at the end of their course to use the CDTF. 
This had the effect of splitting the doctrine writers from the 
CDTF, in essence splitting the school house from the laboratory. 
Furthermore, the travel costs and the resources needed to keep a 
stand-alone CDTF going consumed all the savings. In the end, the 
1993 BRAC Commission and, I think, the Army itself, recognized 
that bifurcating the training was a terrible compromise. It 
surely would have endangered the lives of our sold.iers in the 
field, and left a lasting burden on the surroundkg community. I 
felt great relief when the 1993 BRAC Commission voted to overturn 
the Amy's recommendation on Fort McClellan. 

The 1993 Commission also gave the Army clear guidance what 
to do should they recommend Fort McClellan for closure again. 
The Commission instructed them to gain all necessary permits and 
certifications before the next round of base closure. The 
commission felt this could be accomplished before the 1995 BRAC, 
if there was no public opposition, because the Missouri 



Department of Natural Resources had informed them that permits 
for such a facility typically take 1.5 to 2 years to obtain. 

Now here we are on the list again in 1995. Fort McClellan 
now faces triple jeopardy. This year the Army has 3roposed 
closing Fort McClellan and building a new CDTF at F x t  Leonard 
Wood. Mr. Chairman, I believe the Fort McClellan debate hinges 
on two main issues. The first is the impact of this move on our 
chemical warfare readiness. The second is the question of 
permi'ts, which I discussed in a separate position paper. 

The readiness of our armed forces is our primary concern. 
Of course, every base and installation on the list makes a claim 
that readiness will be jeopardized by their closure. Perhaps 
some of these claims will prove valid in the long run. However, 
there is no doubt that the closure of a training base has an 
immediate and measurable impact on readiness of our combat 
forces . 

Fort McClellan trains the nuclear, chemical and biological 
specialists of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force. 
These specialists go straight from training to the field. Any 
interruption or degradation of the training will result in an 
immediate degradation of our combat forces. 

As I have already mentioned, the Chemical Schc,ol has been 
moved twice in its history. The first move was frclm Fort 
McClellan to Aberdeen proving Grounds. Of the 80 civilian 
specialists teaching at the Chemical School, only seven moved 
from Alabama to Maryland. Fortunately for the Army, there is a 
fairly large population base in the Aberdeen area, allowing the 
A m y  to hire replacements in two to three years. An additional 
two years was required for these civilians to become true 
specialists in chemical/biological weapons. 

I n  1 9 8 0 ,  t he  A r m y  moved t he  school back to Fort McClellan. 
The c i v i l i a n  specialist staff had shrunk i n  the po:;t-Vietnam 
drawdown to 38 positions, but of these, only four chose to move 
to Alabama. Fort McClellan is in a small urban area, so 
recruiting was more difficult than in Aberdeen. It: took the Army 
five years to rebuild the staff it needed. Again this new staff 
needed approximately two years to become truly competent 
specialists. 

Now the Army proposes to move the Chemical School to Fort 
Leonard Wood. This Army base is located in a sparsely populated 
region of Missouri and has few military retirees ill the area. I 
am certain that it is going to prove a poor area for recruiting. 
I am also sure that few ~labamians would be willing to move to 
Missouri. At best, it would probably take the A m f  seven years 
to assemble a staff of chemical/biological weapons experts. 



The Army would probably respond that this disruption of the 
chemical training is acceptable. After all, they testified just 
a. few years ago that they didn't really need the training at all. 
1 ask you, however, to take a look at the world today. 

The Defense Intelligence Agency has informed me that 21 
n.ations are confirmed to possess chemical weapons, and another 
five countries are on the suspected list. In 1980, only 11 
countries were confirmed to have these weapons. Toclay, 14 
countries either have or are suspected to have bio1c)gical weapons 
programs, compared to three in 1980. The proliferat-ion of 
chemical and biological weapons appears to be accelerating. But 
there is even a more disturbing aspect to this problem. As these 
weapons become more available, they tend to be disseminated into 
the hands of smaller and smaller groups. Chemical weapons, once 
possessed only by the great powers, became part of t.he arsenals 
of small Third World countries, and now, as we saw in Japan, are 
available to individual groups of terrorists. The c:hemical 
weapons genie is out of the bottle and our armed forces and 
emergency response officials must be prepared to face it. 

In the next few years, the training load of the Chemical 
School is certai~i to increase dramatically. In his Anti- 
Terrorism bill, President Clinton recommended that the civilian 
law enforcement agencies be allowed to draw upon the expertise of 
the military to handle chemical and biological emerc.encies. To 
m.eet this objective, the military will have a large number of 
trained chemical corps soldiers in every region of the country. 
The.Anti-Terrorism bill also calls for the military to train 
civilian law enforcement officials so that they, tocb, will be 
ready for a chemical weapons emergency. 

It is simply amazing that just as world events demonstrate 
the importance of this training, the Army would move! to close the 
Chemical Schooi. It is important to remember that the 
degradation in training quality will begin the day y.ou vote to 
close the fort. The staff working at the school inc,lude chemical 
engineers, biologists, computer specialists, physicists and other 
highly skilled experts who are not going to wait for the gates of 
the fort to shut. They are going to find other jobs. So you 
h.ave to add several years of sub-standard training klefore the 
fort even shuts to the seven years of degraded trair.ing the Army 
will experience as it tries to hire new civilians at Fort Leonard 
Wood. This interruption is simply unacceptable. 

Before I close on Fort McClellan, I would like to raise a 
few other issues that the Army did not properly address in its 
a.na1ysi.s. 

The first is the question of synergy between tt.e Engineer 
School, MP School, and Chemical School. The Army proposes the 
creation of a Maneuver Support Warfighting Center wk.-ich 



collocates the Army Engineer, Chemical and Military Police 
Schools. The Army stated that, "the collocation of these 
branches enhances the synergistic effect of chemica:L, military 
police and engineer units by training as a team similar to the 
manner in which they would be tactically deployed." 

Strangely, I have yet to find a single military officer that 
knows of any doctrine that would ever call for these three 
different types of units to be deployed together as a team. I 
conta'cted the Joint Chiefs of Staff office in the Pentagon and 
asked for a listing of all joint doctrine. Again, there was no 
mention of MPs, Engineers, and Chemical Corps soldiers working as 
a team. 

At best, they would function together in the same theater of 
operations along with the infantry, armor, and other combat and 
combat support units. The Army's Combined Arms Tearn doctrine 
calls for the combat engineers to normally be posit:ioned forward. 
They will often provide direct support to the front line units, 
such as when they cleared the sand berms and mine fields in 
Icuwait. The military police, on the other hand, wi:Ll normally be 
deployed in the rear echelons, their job being to hold secured 
areas, guard prisoners and ensure order. The missions of the 
engineers and military police are different, they w:dl be 
deployed in totally different areas, and the speciaLized training 
needs of the two schools in no way overlap. 

The Chemical School has even less in common with the 
Engineer School. The Engineer School typically tra:.ns units 
which will be assigned to a specific combat engineelring 
battalion. The vast preponderance of the Chemical :;choolls work 
does not involve unit training, but training at the 
individual level so that each soldier can be deployed to a host 
unit where he will serve as a technical advisor. The host unit 
could be part of Infantry Corps, Armor Corps, or even the 
Engineering Corps, This doctrine provides for syneirgism at the 
deployed unit level, and involves the establishment of a 
relationship not achievable during training. 

There is another side to this consolidation of schools that 
I would like you to keep in mind. Under the Army's plan, the 
Chemical School will become part of the Engineering School. The 
head of the Chemical School will then be a colonel, not a 
general. The results of this decrease in rank are two fold. 
First, the Chemical School will have to go through the 
Engineering School for resources. Considering the defense 
budget, it is likely that the Chemical School will experience 
ever increasing shortfalls.  his becomes increasincyly likely due 
to the second factor, the lack of a general officer proponent to 
bulster support for the school in the Pentagon. Frankly, without 
a general to represent your cause in the Pentagon, your voice is 
likely to go unheard. The Army wanted the Chemical School to go 



away in 1991, and they still seem to be pursuing that goal now. 
1 hope you will agree that this is no time to be de-emphasizing 
chemical warfare training. 

The second issue I would like to discuss is the cost to the 
government of closing Fort McClellan. It is clear that the Army 
has substantially overstated the savings that will occur by 
ignoring the expenses that will be born by other golrernmental 
agencies. 

I was very surprised that in estimating the cost to close 
Fort McClellan, the Army did not include the additional expense 
of transferring the thousands of retirees and their dependents 
served by Noble Army Hospital in Anniston to a health insurance 
program. This is made more troubling by the fact that increased 
military health insurance, or CHAMPUS, costs caused by this 
proposed move are far larger than those of the Army's other base 
closure recommendations. 

The Army contends that the increased health insurance costs 
at the closing installation would be offset by savings on health 
insurance costs at the gaining installation. According to past 
reports by the G.40, the Army has stated that the I'cc?st and 
savings would be roughly equalw and having made that: sweeping 
statement they "did not analyze them further." The actual 
figures, however, for Fort McClellan and Fort Leonard Wood offer 
convincing evidence that they should have performed a full , 

analysis. 

Fort McClellanls official estimate is that theire are over 
69,000 retirees, surviving spouses and dependents who rely on 
Fort McClellan for medical care. Most are from a large 
geographical area surrounding Fort McClellan, from as far west as 
Rimingham, and into Georgia in the east. The Army has stated 
that the cost of put.ting these people on health insurance will be 
woffse tw by an "increased capacity to care for reti:reesw a t  the 
gaining installation. Unfortunately, the Army's equation is 
missing one simple element - there is no retiree population at or 
near Fort Leonard Wood. Therefore, the increased costs at Fort 
McClellan will not be offset by any savings at Fort Leonard Wood. 

When the issue of CHAMPUS cost arose during the 1991 
testimony, Fort McClellanfs Commanding General calculated that 
the cost of providing health services to the retiree population 
in the Fort McClellan area would exceed $252,594,4011 over 15 
years. This figure did not, of course, include the increased 
costs which would be transferred to Medicare, or physician fees 
expected to exceed $38 million. I will submit a detailed CHAMPUS 
cost analysis separately. 
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is no guarantee that the A r m y  will get the permits it needs, 
Second, the negative impact on the readiness of both the Armed 
Forces and our civilian emergency response officials is nothing 
short of unacceptable. Finally, the true cost of closing Fort 
McClellan is going to be far higher than the A r m y  h3s stated, 
eliminating all future savings. You must not allow the A m y  to 
make this mistake. 
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Effective Citizen Action Since 1969 

M i s s o u r i  Coalition for the Environment 
6267 Delmar Boulevard, Saint Ltauis, Missouri 63UO (314) 727-0600. FAX: (314) 727-1665 

Thc Honurable Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Ddknsc Base Closure & Realigmnmt Commission 
1700 North Moore Stre& Suilc 14Z 
mgmn., VA 22209 

RE: ~ r m y  Chemical Warfare Training School. 

Dcar Chairman Dixon: 

behalf of the Missouri Co&km for ihc Environment 1 would like to bring to  OW a n d o n  the 
cndosed memo fmm consulting mginca b b e n  S c ~ m i a  regarding additional parnip needed b&lr the 
above captioned fmliry can bc ~ a n s f d  from Fort McClellan, Alabama. to Fair Leonard Waad, M i r  

The State of Missouri is nyi-ng ro imply that all dorant parnits are in place 'That is simply not true. 
F d m o r e .  those state air pcrrits that have been ismed are at prcsmt under legal chdlolge by rhc Mir  - 
souri Coalition for the Environment. 

Thmk you for your kind atrention ro this information 

R Roser Pryor 
Ex&= Director 
Missouri Coalition for the Environment 



271 W o k  h 8 Saint bas, A%mi 63026 
31w-8399 &x 314/349-8384 

Roger Pryor 
Missouri Coalition for the Emimnment 
6267 Delmar Boulevard 
St. Louis, MO 63 130 

Dear Roger, 
- 

As requested Scfirer'b~ Grana & Yonley, Inc. has performed a review of the operations of the Army's 
Chemical Tnining School There are many operations at Fort McClellan that are an integral part of the 
comprehensive Chemid School Training programPresented m the enclosed dcmmmt is an evaluation 
of the various training elements performed m the Army's Chemical Training ScbaoL In addition, 
reylations of the State of Missouri have been evaluated to detemine their applicabili~y to the 
proposed move of the Akqk Chemical Training School to Foa Leonard WoocL 

Many of the permit deficiencies outlined include the regulatory citation, while others include USEPA 
,OUidance documents that were not followed. The permits listed are required for pomons of the training 
progam that Army personnel ar Fort Leonard Wood either overlooked, are unilware oS or believes are 
minor and may not need permining. 

One of  the major items in the document is the analysis performed on a sample of fog oiL This is the 
same fog oil that wiU be available for use at Fort Leonard Wood It does not meet the reqyinments of 
the currently issued p d  by the Mjssoui Department of Natural Resources (.$pen& 1). Adytical - 
resldts are also i nch id  fbr pads used in the "Minicams" to detect the nerve agents in the CDTF. The 
amount of Sher contained in the pads makes than a hazardous waste (Appenclix 2). 

- 

Hyou have any questions about any of the information presented, I win. be &cL to discass it with you. 
Please contact me or Bryan L WiIliams of my staff  at (3 14) 349-8399. Bryan can also be reached: at 
home at (6 L8) 23 5-762 l or by pager 1-800-759-7243, access code 305-353 1, md then pnnch in the 
telephone number where you can be reached. 

Robe J. Schra%a,PE. & 27s 
- - 

President 



This document is prepared to inform BRAC on the outstanding permitting issuts at Fort Leonard 

Wood In the attempt to obtain p e m h  for the tzxmfk of the Chemical Training School &om Fort 

McClellan to Fort Leonard Wood, many issues have been overlooked or ignorzd. All the issues 

d i n e d  in this doarmart indude the regulatory mpkment or guidance addressing why each permit 

is required. Each of these outstanding issues can limit or reduce the Chemical Training School's 

capabilities to provide the same comprehensive training at Fort Leonard Wood as has been offered 

at Fort M c C l e h  

- 

A M e d  review of the Chexxical Training School o p d m  at Foa M c C I h  war conducted. This 

included visits to Fort M c C l e h  and discussions with operations personnel fi:om the Chemical 

Training School Information gathered fkom these trips was considered when deciding which 

regdatory requirements would apply to operating identical training at Fort Leonard Wood. 

2.1 CDTF Constructioq 

Citatio~ Missouri Stormwater Regulations at 10 CSR 206.200(1)(41 require that "AIL 

pewns who opaatc, use, distort, land, Bcisring stoma water point sources, or befbre 

beginning arry construction which would d m a stomwater point source, shan apply to 

the department for the permits reqaired by the Missouri Clean Watcx Law and these 

~ 0 0 s  The department issues these pexmits in order to d o n e  d ~ e  Missouri Clean 

Water Law and regulations and administer the state operating p d  program" 

10 CSR 20-6.200(1)@)(7) exempts Saes that disturb less than f i e  ( 5 )  acres The 

reqkmeats for a land disrurbance qplication are found at I0 CSR 20-ti.200(3). 



Comment: Per the BRAC 1995 Programming Documents, Fort Leomli Wood, Missouri 

Project 45893, Section 2.B.4 the Chemical D e c o ~ t i o n  Training;  am- (CDTF) 
construction ion require the clearing (disturbance) of 8.26 acres. A stormwater pexmit for 

the CDTF construction is, therefore, required and has not been obtained 

. . 2.2 ame Dam%= and CDTF Sediment Popd 

Coition: In 10 CSR 20-6.200(2) I' Stormwater discharge associated with i n d w t d  activity. 

The ctischarge h m  any conveyance which is used for collecting and colr~eying stormwater 

which is not under a pen& issued under 10 CSR 20-6.0 10 and which is directly reiated to 

mandcturing processing or raw mat& storage areas at an i n d h l  plant" is required 

to have a discharge p e d .  

Missouri stonnwater regulations at 10 CSR 20-6.200(2)(B) 3 .F. specifies that "Industrial 

ficilities that are federally , state or municipally owned or operated" are subject to the 

stomwater regulations. 

. * Comment: b e  T-. Smce flame training, which indudes the pxactice of exposing 
- 

large pntities of ignitable materials such as oil and other petroleumprod~~ct~ to the ground, 

is a s i g d h n t  p u t d  storxxxwater pollution source, a stomwater p d t  fior al l  designated 

h e  Paining areas (Ranges 27 and 28) is wpired. 

Comment= CDTF S d e n t  Po& As stated in the BRAC 1995 Pro-gramming Doammts 

h r  Project #45893, Section 2.B.5 identifies a stomkvater drainage sediment pond, sediment 

pond emergency spiilway and sediment pond relief line. This construction is for a specific 

additiod stommvater ctischarge point. No modification to the current e*g stomwater 

SCHREBER, GRANA & YONLEY, INC. 
8's 
t.2 



pennit MO-0 11725 1 has been requested for this additional discharge point. 

Chat io~ Missouri Stomwater Regulations at 10 CSR 20-6.200(1)(11) require that "All 

pasons  who operate, use, distlnb land, maintain Bdsting storm water point sources, or before 

beginning any constmction which would r e d  in a stormwater point source, shall appb to 

the department for the permits reqmed by the Missouri Clean Water Law and these 

regdations. The department issues these permits in order to enforce the Missouri Clean 

Water Law and regulations and administer the state operating p d  p~mgram " 

Comment: The maps included in the BRAC Project 45893 document show various other 

projects mvohring construction including PN 383 15,383 17,42638 anct 382 18, which may 

require land disturbance exceeding five (5) acres. As noted in 2.1 above, consm~ctioon 

d h m k g  land areas greater than five acres win require permit applicatians for a stormwater 

perrnh In addition, each range area project such as Range 28, Range 27, the Mechanized 

Smoke Ranges (3) and Alpha Field also will require a stormwater p e d  if each project 

involves the disturbance of more than five (5) acres. 

C i m  h the Fog oil parnit issued by the Missouri Dep- o : f N d  Resources 

M695-010, Emission Limitatons #3 states, 

"a The fog oil shall be severly hydrotreated to remove poiycycfic aromatic 

hydrocarbons (PAHs) and their nitmgen and oxygen analogies, and 



c. The fog oil shan contain no more than 0.5% (one-half percat) by wdght of any 

single hazardous air poihrtant (HAP) as dehed by 10 CSR 10-6.020 (2) (C), "Table 

3 Hazardous Air Pollutants." The combination of ail HAPS in the fig oil shaII 

comprise no more than 1% (one percent) by weight of the fog ol" 

"Table 3 - HazYdous Air Pollutants, " listes Polycyciic organic matter with the 

following footnote, "hcludes organic compounds with more tban one (1) benzene 

ring, and which have a boiling point greater than or e q y l  to one hundred degrees 

Celsins (100' C). - 

- 
C-: The same fog oil as is in use at Fort McCleIlaa has been analyzed for the quantity 

of Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. Analysis v d e s  that the fog oil currently supplied to 

meet Military Specification MIL -F 12070D, still does contain 6.16 % PAHs A copy of the 

analysis is mchded as Appendix 3 1. 

Re3datory Guidanca: EPA's document titled ''New Source Review Workshop Manual", 

dated October 1990, states "A deliberate decision to split an otherwise "significant" project 

into two or mon d e r  projects to avoid PSD review would be viewed as &mention 

and would subject the ahre project to dm action ifconstructio~~. on any of the d 

projects commmces without a PSD p d .  



Citati011: In the regulatiom at 10 CSR 10-6.060 (I)@) Applicabiiay to Covered 

lhahiodchanges in regards to Construchha Pen* Recpked states "Ibis mle s h d  apply 

to installations throughout Missouri with the potential to emit any poi- m an amount 

equal to or greater than the & minimis lwels This mle also shall irpply to chtmges at 

hstallatioxu which anit less than & minimis levels where the construction or modification 

itselfwould be subject to section (6), (7), (8) or (9) of this d e .  This rde shall apply to alI 

incinerators and asphaltic plants." 

In 10 CSR 106.020 (2)(1)7 the definition of imtdation reads "All source operations 

including activities that r e d t  m lgdnre &sions, and any marine vessels while docked at 

the instabion, that belong to the same inctushia grouping (that have thl: same two (2) digit 

code as described in the Strmdardl-ai Ckzsnficafion M-I, 1972, as amended by the 

1977 Supplement), all source operations located on one (1) or more co~ltiguous or adjacent 

properties and are under the c o d  of the same person (or persons under common control)." 

This prevents the separation of multiple operations &om individuat pennitting 

Comment: PSD review was conducted for the fog oil o b s m t  training portion of the 

Chemical Training SchooL The air pennit for construction of the CDTE' was issued without 

a PSD review. Because of the muhple hcets to the training provided by the Chemical 

Training School, all ~ ~ e s  to be constructed for this move should havt: been considered as 

a single project to avoid the "chumvention" refixred to m the EPA.'s above-mentioned 

document. Because the air p e d  for the CDTF was issued without a PSD review, its 

construction/opdon will most likely subject it to enfircement action per EPKs policy in 

its guidance manual referenced m this paragraph, m addition to private citizen Eti#ba 

. 3 3  ame Tramlag and Other ObsananB 

Citation: In the ~MssoUri regulation at 10 CSR 10-6.060 (5x4, Lle LMinimis Permits, 

requires "Any d o n  or madificaton at an Wallation subject to this rule which r e d  



in a net emissions increase below the & minimis levels shall be exempt fhm M e r  

quhnmts ofthis rule ifthe owner or operator ofthe source applies k~; and the panritting 

authority issues, a & minimis permit for that instaUation." 

Commentr Flame training i w o h  the ignition of thickened gasoline and other materials such 

as oil to produce a "wd of 5me" as an.ob-t. MDNR has issued an air p d  for the 

fog oil o b s m t  training. This pen& allows the use of fog oil only and win not dow the 

Amy to use my other types of obscurant trainbng. ExampIes of other ob saxants include the 

use of hexachloroethane smoke pots, brass W e s  (infixred defeating clbscurant grenades), 

large area idked defeating (graphite powder) obsnnanf dye c:olored smoke and 

phosphorous snoke. These other obsclaam's are used at Fort McClellan They are necessary 

for comprehensive training which requires using all materials that woirld be used m battle 

conditions. 

3.4 Restridon of E-ions of Particulate Matter from Industriai Rocesseg 

Chation: Missmi regutaton 10 CSR 10-3.050(3)(A),states that "This :eguIation applies to 

any operation, process or activity except the burning of &el for indimxt heating in which 

products of combustion do not come into direct contact with process materials, and except 

the blrming of r e h e  and except the processing of salvageable nuttexiai by burning 

Generation of fog oil mist is an operation, process and/or activity which does not imroive 

brmring of rehe, or processing of salvageable m a t e d  by burning, or for indirest 

healing." 

10 CSR 10.3.050(4)0, Emission Limitations, states "Except as provkied for m s u b d o n  

(4)(B) and seccioll(5) ofthis rule, no person shall cause, &, d o w  01. p d  the emission 

ofparticuke matter in any one (1) hour fiom any source in excess of  he amount shown in 

Table I for the process weight allocated to the source." 



Comment The fig oil genedon process will result in violation of this :rule. Furthennore, 

none of the exemptions provided in 10 CSR 10-3.050(5) are applkable to the process 

g e n h g  fog oil mist Hence, 10 CSR 10-3.050(4XA) applies to the generation of fog oil 

mist This regulation W s  particdate emissions m accordance with the foUowing f o d :  

E=4.10 x P 6 '  

where E = rate of emission, I b k ,  and 

P = process weight rate, tons/hr. 

- 

Based on the permitted xmxbmm use of 3,700 I b d u  of fog oil, this fomtla lknits particulate 

emission to 6.19 Ibslhr. Actual particulate emission fiom 3,700 Ib/hr off og oil usage wiIl be 

2,600 Ibs/hr. Foa Leonard Wood win not meet the reqpirement of 10 CSR 10-3.050(4)(A). 

WASTEWATER 

4.1 TF Air Scrubber Water 

Citation: Missouri wastewater regulations at 10 CSR 20-6.0 10 (4), Cctnstruction Pemb, 

(A) "No person shaIl cause or permit the amstcudon, hutahtion or modification of any 

sewer system or of any wata contaminant source or wastewat1z.r tmatmnt hc%ty 

without first receiving a c o ~ o n  permit issued by the depaament except for the 

foslowing: 

1. Construdon of a separate stom sewer; or 

2. Fadhies as provided in other 10 CSR 20-6 ~ o n s .  



(B) A separate application for each sewer system, water contaminant source or 

wastewater tnatmmt facilify nrust be submitted to the department. Where there are 

multiple releases f?om a single operating location, however, one (1) application may 

cover all fidities and releases For codmhg authozities listed in 11 aragrap h (3)(B) 1. 

or 2. only one (1) application may be required when the authority operates a sewage 

treatment pIant and has one (1) or more other non-continuous storm water-plated 

discharges associated with the sewage treatment plant" 

Comments The CDTF, as designed, will include an incinerator that d z e s  a water venturi 

scxubber as pas. of the air removal system The water generated by this scrubber 

will be didurged  to the Fort Leonard Wood wastewater matment plant. Design Bow rate 

for the scrubber is 15,000 3daIl~ns per day. Based on this information and the requirement of 

the State ofMissoUI]i regulations, Fort Leonard Wood is required to obtain a water pollution 

control consrmcrion permit before the CDTF incinerator is constructed 

5.1 Genendoflre3ment of Hazardous Waste from mv 

G ~ ~ ~ o L z :  Based on USEPA regalations at 40 CFR 261.24, Table 1, "Maxhrmm Concemtmtion 

of C m  for the T e  Characteristic" states that waste materiills containing silver 

"at the c o n c m c m  e p d  to or greater than" 5 mgfl is a hazardous wiiste. "A solid waste 

that exhibits the charactezidc of toxicity has the EPA Hazardous Waste Number specified 

m Table 1 which corresponds to the toxic iccontaminant causing it to be hazardous" The 

hazardous waste designation for Silver is waste code # Doll. 

Comments: Tine CDTF generates waste pads fiom the "minicam" air moniron which are 

impregnated wim silver ninate. These monitofs are ntilized for the detection of nerve agents 



throughout the CDTF and in the air veatikion system. The laboratory analysis of a 

representative sample of the waste pads show a silver concentration, in the 'Toxic 

Characteristic Leachate Procedure (TCLP) exma p a  SW-846 Method 13 11, to be 1,080 

mg/L A copy of the analysis is attached as Appendk #2. Cuxrent CDTF p o w  nquires 
. . 

decontammatlon of any m a t d  qosed  to nerve agents to the five "x" level before it can be 

released fkom Army control for off-site shipment CDTF policy defines h e  'X' level to be: 

Matexials that have been thermally treated for 15 minutes at 10009, or 

Materials which air monitoring indicates the nerve agent air concentrations are below - 
detectable levels. 

Based on this CDTF policy, the waste pads impregnated with silver nitrate which have been 

used to detect (and hence exposed to) nerve agents are required to be t h d y  treated on- 

site to r m e  any possible nerve c o n ~ t i o ~ ~  The air parnit issued f br the CDTF by the 

Missouri Deparrmgt of Natural Resources (MDNR) states that "No hazardous wastes may 

be charged to the incinerator." Given this scenario, the Army can not iricinerate the pads m 

the CDTE wirhout violating the MDNR's CDTF air permit and can not :;hip them off-site to 

a pedtted hazardous waste disposal site without violating its policy of prior decontamination 

to five "x" levels The same issue can be raised for other potential hazardous wastes 

generated by the CDTF- These wastes mcMe laboratory wastes and umste filters h m  the 

ventilation system 



. . 
bv the Reis- Co- 

F e d d  F a w w b p a r t  Eb .. details the merits which b e  to be 

included m a Fort Leonard Wood p d  applicatioa 

40 CFR 6 1.104 (a)( I) - "The report or application for approval to construct or mod@ as 

required by 40 CFR part 6 1, subpart A and g6 1.106, must provide the following information: 

(i) 'Ihe name of the fkcility. . 

(ii) 'The name ofthe pmon responsible for the operation of the ficcility and the anme 

of the person preparing the report (if different). 

(iii) The location of the ficility, including suite andor building nxtumber, street, cay, 
county, state, and zip code. 

ETC. .. . through m i "  

4 CFR 61.04 @) - "Section 112(d) direas the -tor to delegate I:O each State, when 

appropriate, the authoriey to implement and enforce national emission stmlards for hazardous 

air poIhdams for stationary sources located in such State. If the authority to implement and 

enforce a standard under this part has been delegated to a State, dl idionnation required to 

be submitted to EP.4 under paragraph (a) of this section shan also be submitted to the 

appropriate State agency (provided, that each specific delegation may e?:empt sources from 

a certain Federal or State reporting requirement). The Adminisnator may permit all or some 

of the infbrmation to be submitted to the appropriate State agency only, instead of to EPA 

and the State agency. The appropriate mailing address for those States whose &@on 

request has been approved is as follows: 

(AA) State of Missouri: Missouri Department of N d  Resources, Division of 

Environmental Quality, P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, M0 65102." 

Comment: The radioiogicd laboratories cu~ent ly  operating at Fort McCMlan are required 



to have two Ndear Regulatory Comm.on l.icenses. A Part 30 license for "byproduct 

ma&aW and specific SO- mat* and a Part 70 license for "Special N u c k  MBteriaL" 

To maintain these operations, Foa Leonard Wood is required to for construction 

permhs for the proposed move of the radiological training laboratoxie:; Because-the same 

facilities at Fort Leomard Wood win. require the same NRC licenses, the Laboratories are now 

covered by the N E S W s  permitting rules. 

Citation: Missouri Drinking Water Regulations at 10 CSR 60-3.0 113(2)(A) requires "a 

supplier of water which operates a n o n c o e  public water supply to apply in writing to 

the department for a permit to dispense water to the public". A nontran!ient noncommMjr 

water system is defined by 10 CSR 60-2.015(65)(B) as "A public water system that is not a 

c o e  water system and that regularly serves at least twenty-five (25) of the same 

persons over six months per yea". 

Comment: The BRAC Project 45893 document at Section 19. C(b) de:icnbes a new public 

water systemincMing a new welt, a 100,OO~gaILcin storage tank and, at Section 2B.2,6,336 

fket of6 inch--line, The system's d c e  meets the dehitirn of anontransient 

noncomrmmio, mter system since staffwin exceed 25 persons. A wriaa application for-a 

p d  to dispense water for this system must be submitted to the MD3R 



As often stated by various members of the 1993 and 1995 BRAC commissions, d the necessary 

per- are to be m piace before the 1995 BRAC will approve the U.S. w s  request to-move the 

Chemical Training School fkom Fort McClellan to Fort Leonard Wood Presemed m this document 

are many requirements that have not been addressed With the consideration. of this information 

presented, the BRAC &odd understand that all ofthe permits necessary to fd-y operate the Chemical 

Training School at Fort Leonard Wood are approved. The e f f i e n e s s  of the Chemical Training 

School at Fort Leonard Wood win be greatly reduced and the training cap:tbilities sigdicaxttly 

restricted without these permits. Additional information and details regarding these permit - 
deficiencies can be provided to you upon your request. 

Thank you for the opportunity to prepare this information for the Coalition. 

0 

SCHUBER GRANA sl YONLEY, NC 
tJ 



Appendix #1 

Fog 0i.i Analysis 



Chemir / Polytech 

ANALYSIS REPORT 

Prepared for: Mr. Bryan Williams 
Schreiber Grana & Yonley 

Prepared b y  Shri Thanedar, Ph.D. 
Technical Director 

(314) 291-6620 

2 June 1995 



Materiots Analysit Special& 

A Materials IdenMcation 

A Polymer Testing 

A Deforrnutations 

2 June 1995 

Mr. Byran VVilliams 
Scfireiber Gmna & Yoniey 
271 Woifner Driver 
Fenton, MO 63026 

RE: Analysis of polycyclic ammatic compounds in fog oil. 

Dear Mr. VAlliams: 

We have completed the analysis of fog oil for polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (13AH) using High 
Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC), Gas ChromatogaphyIMass Spedrorne!try (GCJMS) and 
Fourier Transform Infrared Spectrosc3oy (FT-IR) and the results of the analysis is summarized below. 

SAMPLE LOG-IN 

The sadpies were logged as follows: 

ANALYSIS RESULTS 

1. HPLC analysis of sample shows 6.16% of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. 

2 F i i R  anatysis of sample shows presence of poiycydic aromatic hydrocarbons along with long- 
chain aliphatic hydfficarbons. 

GC'MS anaiysis of sample shows presence of large number of aliphatic and aromatic volatile 
organics at very low concentration levels. 

2672 Metro Bivd. A St. Louis M 0  63043 A F A X  (314) 2914630 A EL, (314) 2916620 



ANALYSIS DISCUSSION 

I. HPLC Anaksis 

High performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) is a powerful technique for re solving complex 
sample mixtures. It is based on differential migation (interadion) of sample camponents in a 
bi phase system made up of liquid stationary and mobile phase. Careful selection of two phases 
results in optimum separation of sample components. 

Use of HPLC in the analysis of polycycfic aromatics is well known. EPA method 8370 for PAHs 
involves use of HPLC with UV and fluorescence detection (method attached). Chart 1 shows 
separation of PAH by HPLC using UV detection (catalogue). 

HPLC with W detection has an advantage over BC or GClMS as straight chains (aliphalicf) do 
not absorb at 254nm. Thus, HPLGUV detection is selective unlike GClFlD or GClMS for PAHs. 
However, chemical components in the sample with chromophoric group cotlid result in over 
estimation of PAHs, induding alkyl benzenes. 

HPLC methodology for PAH was developed on a nonpolar column using a standard PAH mixture 
obtained from Chern Service. The list of PAH and their concentrations are: 

CONCENTRATION 
WTNot 

100ug/ml 

100ug/ml 

100uglml 

7 00ug/ml 

CAS # 

83-32-9 

206-44-0 

91-20-3 

56-55-3 

c 

1 

126 ug/gm 

CHEMICAL COMFaONENT 

Acenaphthene 

Fluoranthene 
I 

Naphthalene 

1 -2-Benzanthracene 

r 

CONCENTRATION 
WTI'NT 

126 ug/gm 

126 ug/grn 

126 uglgm 

126 ug/gm 

100ugjml 1 50-32-8 1 Benzo(a)pyrene 

I 

126 ug/gm 

126 ug/gm 

205-99-2 

207-08-9 

218-01-9 

208-96-8 

120-12-7 

191 -24-2 

86-73-7 

85-01-8 

53-70-3 

1 OOugfmi 

100ug/ml 

Benzo(b)fluoranthene 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene 

Chrysene 

Acenaphthyiene - 

Anthracene 

1.12-8enzo perylene 

Fluorene 

Phenanthrene 

1.2:5.6-Dibenzanthraceile 

Indeno(l.2.3-C. D)pyren s 

Pyrene 

126 uggm 

126 uglgm 

126 uglgm 

126 ug/grn 

126uglgm 

126 

?00ugfrni 

100ug/ml 

1 OOuglrnl 

100ug/ml 

100ugimI 

126 ug/grn 

126 uglgm 

126 uglgm 

7 93-39-5 

100ugfml 

100ug/ml - 

100ug/ml 

ug/gm OOug/ml 129-00-0 





The amount of PAH in the sample was computed as below. 

AH in unknowq - - Detector response for unknowr- 
PAH in standard Detector response for known 

From the knowledge of sample concentration in methanol and amount of PA14 computed (fmm 
above) the percentage of PAH in sample was determined (6.16%). 

Charts 11 and 12 are the HPLC separation of PAH and sample run under gradient The mobile 
phase was acetonitrildwater (60:40) up to 7 minutes and then changed to 100% Aceionitrile. 
Comparison of the two ctrmmatogram shows similarity in retention times suggesting the possible 
presence of some of the standard components in the sample (Chart 13). 

m-I R Analvsis 

Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy (FT-IR) is a tool of choice for identification of materials. 
In FT-IR, the infrared absorption bands are assigned to characteristic functional gmups. Based 
on the presence of a number of such bands, a material under consideration can be identified. 
Availabiiity of a spectra of known compounds increases the probability of making a positive 
identification. - 
FT-IR spectrum of PAH standards after drying methanol (concentrate) is shown in Chart 14. The 
bands at 3039 cm4, 1602 cm", 700 to 900 cm4 are characteristic of PAH. 

The FT-IR spectrum of sample as received in Chart 15 has features of PAH along with aliphatics 
(2800 to 3000 cm-', 1459 cm", 1380 cm-'). The relative proportion of aliphalic (strong) to PAH 
(weak) suggests that aiiphalics are major fraction of sample components. Also, the FT-IR 
analysis supports the presence of PAH. 

The FT-IR spectrum of sample after evaporation is shown in Chart 16. This s similar to Chart 
15. 

GUMS Analvsis 

In Gas ChromatographyIMass Spectrometry (GCIMS), GC resolves the sar~ple components 
based on volatility, and MS detects the same based on mass to chargl3 ratio. Sample 
components that are volatile or interact the least with the stationary phase spend less time in the 
chromatographic column and elute in decreasing order of volatility. In MS, the resolved sample 
components are ionized and separated in a mass analyzer. The fragmentation pattern of a 
sample component and its computer library match enables sample identifica1:ion. - 

As HPLC analysis showed presence of chmmophoric components (probably PAH and 
alkylbenzenes), the sample was subjected to GUMS. 

The GCIMS of a blank (acetonitritejwater) is shown in Chart 12. The reconstructed ion 
chromatogram of 3604 ppm of sample in acetonitritdwater is shown at the bottom of Chart 18. 
The other plots (mjz = 43, 57, 71, 85) are characteristic of aliphatics. The laconstructed ion 
chmmatogram (broad hump) suggests the probable presence of large nurqber of chemical 
components at trace levels. Also, because of multiple components the chmmatogram is not 
resolved. The aliphatic trace (mlz = 43, 57, 71, 80) suggests that significant fraction of the 
sample is made of aiiphatic. Similar trace for oletins ( m h  = 41, 55, 69, 83) is shown in Chart 
19. Again, the chromatogram suggests significant presence of olefins in the sample. 

Tropilium ions are characteristic of aromatics wirn a d z  ration of 91. The ieconstructed ion 
chromatogram charaderistic of tropilium ion is shown in Chart 20. This suggests that aromatics 
are not minor sample component. 



The reconstructed chmmatogam of PAH standards is shown in Chart 21. Comparison of the 
MIS responds of PAH with sample suggest that these individual components are present in 
tradultra trace levels. 

Gas ChmmatographiMass 
Spectrometer (GC/MS)/INCOS 50 

SC~ENTIF~C INSTRUMENT~MOOEL 

High Performance Liquid 
Chromatograph (HPLC) 

Finnigan Determination of molecular weight of 
components. 

MANUFACTURER 

Waters Prep 3000 Separation of compo~ients from 
mixture. 

CHARTS 

Fourier Transform Infrared 
Spectrometer (m-IR)IMagna 550 

Enclosed please find the following charts generated during the analysis. 

CHART 1 HPLC scan of polynucfear aromatic hydrocarbons. 

i 

Nicolet 

CHART 2 HPtC background with gradient flow rate. 

Chemical cornpositior~al analysis and 
functional group 

CHART 3 

CHART 4 

CHART 5 

CHART 6 

CHART 7 

CHART 8 

CHART 9 

CHART 10 

CHART 1 1 

HPLC scan of standard poiycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon from ChernService. 

HPLC scan of standard (zoomed). 

HPLC scan of standard poiycydic aromatic by hydrocarbon nln #2, - 

Comparisons of standard polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon NII #I and run #2. 

HPLC background before sample. 

HPLC scan of sample 3.6038 mug in methanol run #I. 

HPLC scan of sample 4.712 mglg in methanol run $2. 

HPLC scan of sample 4.712 mglg for quantitation. 

HPLC can of standard polycydic aromatic hydrocarbon. 



CHARTS (Cont.1 

ENCLOSURE D ~ s c r u ~ n o ~  

CHART 12 HPLC scan of sample 3.6038 mg/g. 

CHART 13 Comparison of Charts 1 1 and 12 for quantitation. 

CHART 14 FT-IR spectrum of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon standant. 

CHART 15 FT-IR spectrum of sample. 

. CHART16 FT-IR spectrum of sample after evaporation. 

CHART 17 Reconstructed ion chromatogram of HPLC mobile phase bl~.nk. 

CHARTS 18-20 GUMS data of the sample. 

CHART 21 Reconstructed ion ammatogram of standard polycyclic aromiitic hydrocarbons. 

CHARTS 22-23 Research publication for detection of polynudear. 

SUGGESTED FUTURE WORK 

The qualitative and quantitative Analysis of PAHs could be further refined by off line 4PLC followed by 
GCIMS. Use of modified ASTM method 0254968 on a siiica gel column wiil isola1.e aromatics from 
aliphatia. The aromatics can then be analyzed by GCGCIMS. Also. by seledive monitoring of 
characteristic m/z ions of ?AH, one can irnpmve the sensitivity of GC/MS analysis. Cha? 22 is a 
photocopy of literature work citing the ASTM method and Chart 23, the selective ion monitoring of 
aromatics. 

This work will require 40 additional hours of chemist's time at $120.001hour for a total sost of $4800.00.- 
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ced of on the first An invoice is being sent to your accounts payable department Samples are dispo-; 
Monday of every month after being retained for at least 30 days unless you direct US othewise in writing. 
Please review the Terms 8 Conditions as stated below that govern the analysis work Thank you for 
consulting ChemidPolytech Laboratories, Inc. If you have any questions regarding this vrork, or if we can 
be of any further assistance, please call us at (314) 291-6620. 

Sincerely, 
Chemir I Polytech Laboratories, Inc. 

Shri Thanedar, Ph.D. 
Technics! Director 

. Makaraud Joshi, Ph.D. 
Group Leader 
Organic Analysis 8 Testing 

Project Chemist: 

Senior Scientist 

St b lmsmrclbg~myon~~. ply 

Enclosure 

TERMS & CONDmONS 

The andysis work reported herein is of a research nature. It has been performed under the cosf time, and information framework 
established by the dient For these reasons, ChemirlPoIytd Laboratories, Inc. (CPL) makes no warranties or guarantees of the 
work product, expressed or impfiecf and accepts no legal nsponsibility for the purpose for which the dent uses the test results. 
CPCs liabiiitv shall be limited s&y to an amount not to exceed the fee received by CPL for the performance of this work 
0- andysis of cornrnem5d products is provided for informational purpose only. We strongb recommend review of state 
and federal laws, trademarks, q.rrights and patent situations by the dient prior to use of such information. Cast for deposition, 
Mmony ,  expert witness, etc. is mt induded in the endoxd invoice. Such cost shall be $1,950.00 per dal plus emem- 
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� mini cam'^ Pad Analysis 



. ~ ~ I B E R .  GRANA 6r YONLEY . INC. 
2 'IIJOLFNER DRIVE 
.ST. LOUIS, MO 63026 

2345 Millpark Drive 
Marylan 4 Heights, MO 63043-3529 

(3 14) 427-0550 

ATTN: BRYAN WILLIAMS 

INVOICE # 31667 
PO # - - -  

ANALYSIS RESULTS 

SAMPLE ID: 953515-002 
LAB ID: 9504/352-001 
DATF, COLLECTED: 0 4 / 2 0 / 9 5  
DATS RECEIVED: 04 /24 /95  7 : 3 8  

TEST i?3RFOEU*IED -- 

METALS ANALYS IS 

SW-846 1311 
REGULATORY 

SW- 8 4 6  6010 LEVEL EXTRA(:TION 

SILVER 5.0 1,030 mg/l 04 /27 /95  R . D .  

NAY -0 1 1995 



June 12, 1995 

Mr. William A. Spratlin 
Director, Air, RCRA, and 'leoxics Division 
Unitcd States Environmental Protection Agcucy, 
Region WT 
726 Minnesota Avenue 

.Kansas City, Kansas 66101 

Dear Mr. S p r d h :  

T l ~ e  TJSF.PA Region VU Air Permits Section recently reviewed a proposed hevention of 
Significant Deterioration (PSD) of Air Quality permit for obscurant t x a k g  ayuuciad with 
the move of the U,S. A m y  Chemical School to Ft. Leonard Wood, Missouri. The conclusions 

- .  
-- 

of the review were documented in y o u  May 11, 1995 letter to the Dirrtor of the Missouri 
Department of Namrai Resources (MDMI). 

T'm writing on behalf of the Codition for the Environment, whosc members rue w m e d  
about potcntid cnvironmenttil impacts wllich might be cauxd by the operation of the & m y  
Chemical School. Tneir cnncettls have been magnified by the many errors and deficiencies 
present in ht.h the construction permit application submitted by Ft L e o r . ~ d  Wood md in the 
pcrmit review process conducted by hiDNR. These concerned citizens rlecd assurances that 
the submtivt rrquirementr of the PSD permit review process are satistied just as thoroughly 
for chis proposed opention at Ft Leonatd Wood as for my otha kility zppiying for a permil 
to ernit significant qu8utitic.s of air pollutants to the atn~ogpherr. 1 w a ~ t  to alert you to thc 
z?xistmce of some potmtially emneaus and incomplete information co~~tahed  in thc permit 
application rind supporting rccord, and ask that you reco~isider you concl usions regatding -the 
adequacy of MDNR's p d t  review process. 

Ft. Leonard Wood officials made a serious mor when they submitted raultiplc construction 
permit applications for what mccts the definition of a siugle inajur modi.6cation to an existing 
major rkliunary source. 

Fedetel law requircs that alI the v;nious elements of thc A m y  Chcmical School must be 
relocated lo another hallation as a single group. These elemcnts include 0 hscurant T m g ;  
a Chcmical Decontamination Trsining Facility (CD11.) and its supporting labordtories; and 
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Nuclear, Biologicai, and ChemicaI (NBC) Training, among others. The A h n y  has -proposed 
relocating all of these fimctions (each of which is a source of air contaminant emissions) to F t  
Leonard Wood. 

EP.4 guidance on PSD permits requires that air emissions increases resulting h m  construction 
of these new sources (which constitute a single major modification) must be evaluated together. 
T ~ I S  has not been done. By splitting up what should have been one PSD :onstruction permit 
into several smaller permits. Ft. Leonard Wood has been allowed over d.0 t011s per year of 
volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions (as formaldehyde) h r n  the CIITF incinerator and 
boilers without even having to consider Best Available Control Technology (BACT) or any of 
the other PSD requirements for these emissions units. Splitting these pennits h& also allowed 
dispersion modeling to be conducted for National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) 
compliance and source impact/inmment consumption which excludes .dl but one of the 
proposed sources of new/increased air emissions. This exclusion has rc:dted in modeled 
NAAQS and increment consumption impacts which are substantially underestimated. 

EPA guidance on PSD specifies that these proposed emissions increases cannot be considered 
exclusively of each other. It is clear that these separate permits must be contbined into a single 
comprehensive PSD permit application and review action. 

Not all Pennits Applied For: 

Ft Leonard Wood has not included emissions from Radiological Training in any of the 
construction permit applications it has submitted to date. This important eltment of the Army 
Chemical School will have potential emissions of radionuclides, and uill thus require a 
construction permit issued according to the provisions of a National Emission Standard for 
Hazardous Air Poilurants (NESHAP -- 40 CFR Part 6 1, Subpart I). 

Specific Deficiencies in PSD Review of Obscurant Training 
Control Technology Review. This provision quires application of BACT at each proposed 
emissions unit where a net i n m e  will occur in emissions of a pollutant for which there is 
a significant net increase associated with the major modification. 

The proposed relocation of the h y  Chemical School will result in-significant net increases 
in emissions of both PM-10 a d  VOCs. The BACT analysis of the Obscurant Training was 
cursory at best, and did not include a thorough evaluation of all potential elt&ves. 

In addition, a net b a s e  wiU occur in emissions of PM-10 and VOCs due to operation of the 
new CDTF kcineraor and boilers. However, as noted above, no BACT analysis was done for 
any emissions units associated with the CDTF. 

SCHREIBER GRANA & YONLFI, NC 
8% 



Mr. William Spratfin 
June 12, 1995 
Page 3 

Source Impact Anaiysis. This provision requires a demonstration that tplissions 'inexeases 
h m  the proposed major modification will not contribute to a violation of 21 NAAQS or a PSD 
increment. 

The dispersion modeling conducted for source impact analysis and increment consumption due 
to Obscurant Training incorrectly excluded evaluation of the impact on mctst areas within the 
boundaries of Ft Leonard Wood. Virtually aIl of the Ft Leonard Wood MrZtary Reservation 
is open to unrestricted access by the public. Thus, nearly aiI areas of Ft Lmnard Wood must 
be considered ambient air as defined at 40 CFR SO.l(e), and the impact of the obscurant 
training must be evaluated (for both NAAQS compliance and PSD increment consumption) in 
virtually aU areas of the military reservation. - 

~ k e l i n e  dispersion modeling submitted in support of the Obscurant Training permit application 
shows exceedances of the PM-10 NAAQS in the cantonment area at Ft Leonard Wood 
Supplemental dispersion modeling performed by my staff for verification of Obscurant Training 
impact and increment consumption shows PM-10 NAAQS exceedances at bclth the commerciai 
q o r t  terminal building on the post and a receptor location approximately 1~3,000m/300° &om 
the model grid origin near the center of Ft. Leonard Wood This supplemental dispersion 
modeling was done using meteorological conditions which are among those for which 
obscurant training operations are allowed in the draft permit issued by MDNR. 

Air Quality Analysis: Pre-Application Analysis. This provision requirts that the pennit 
application contain an analysis of ambient air quality in the area that woufd be affected by the 
major modification. This air quality analysis must contain air quality monitoiing data gathered 
over a period of not less that four months. There are no provisions in the PSD regulations for 
post-construction monitoring in lieu of pre-application monitoring. 

No ambient air monitoring data for the affected area was gathemi, analyzed, or submitted by 
Ft. Leonard Wood to support any construction permit applications. 

Additional Impact Analysis, The PSD program requires an analysis of impairment tb 
visibility, soils, and vegetation, as weil as an analysis of the air @ty impacts of the g m d  
comercial, residential, industrial and other growth associated with the major modifidon. 

As pointed out. in your May 11 letter to MDNR, Ft Leonard Wood has me1: neither of these 
requirements. It is essential that idomation and data be gathered, the analysis pafomed, and 
the resuits and conc~usions be presented for public review and comment prior to any MDNR 
final action on the permit application. 
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Compliance With AU Appticable Emission Limitations The PSD program rrquires 
applicants to demonstrate that the proposed major modification will be in 1:ompliance with all 
applicable federal and state emission limitations. 

The proposed Obscuraat Training operations will clearly violate 10 CSR 10-3.050, Restriction 
of Emission of Particulate Matter h m  Industrial Processes. The requirement for compliance 
with this emission limitation appears to have been completely overlooked by Ft Leonard Wood 
and MDNR thus fir in the pexmit review process. 

My clients and I fed strongly that the errors and omissions detaiIed above constitute siwcant 
substantive deficiencies in both the permit application prepared and submitted -by Ft Leonard 
Wqod and in the permit review process conducted by MDNR. We are not confident that 
MDMX provided all the relevant information needed for the Region VII stslff to accompiish a 
thorough review of the proposed PSD permit. 

I urge you re-examine the permit application package and permit review documentation, 
keeping in mind the deficiencies noted above. I am confident you will fiad ample cause to 
conclude that neither the applicant nor MDNR have fully met the substantivz requirements for 
issuance of a PSD permit. Ft Leonard Wood and MDNR need to go back and accomplish a 
far more thorough and deliberate permit application and permit review to prove that the 
proposed major modification is consistent with the spirit and the letter of the PSD program, 
and is truly protective of human health and the environment 

Sincerely, 

SCHREIBER, GRANA & YONLEY, INC. 

Robert I. Schreiber, Jr., P.E. 
President 
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WASHINGTON OFFICE: 

)MMIlTEE O N  NATIONAL SECURITY 

COMMIlTEE ON THE BlJDGET 

June 19, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

2344 RAMLJRN BUILDING 

WASI~INGTON. DC 205154103 
(202) 225-3261 

DISTRICT OFFICES: 

Cn April 11, 1995, the Missouri Department of Natural 
Resources (MDNR) i s e ~ d  -ft -a-ir- permit to Fort Leonard Wood 
for th.e Army Chemical School's fog oil training program which has 
been proposed to be moved to Missouri from Fort McClellari, 
Alabama. 

The restrictive nature of MDNR1s draft permit, which would 
not allow the Army to do the kind and extent of smoke training 
presently done at Fort McClellan, caused concern within the 
Army's chain of command. In response to a request from 
Department of Army Headquarters, on May 16, 1995, the Spe!cial 
Assistant to the Commandant at Fort McClellan, Lt. Col. ISdward 
Newing, prepared a five-page memorandum concluding that the draft 
permit restrictions "will create overwhelming degradation to 
chemical mission readiness. " (Copy enclosed) The May 16 memo 
concluded that MDNR's permit would allow the Chemical School to 
conduct only 25% of training to standards, and it will 
"tragically cripple the capability to conduct smoke trainingn at 
Fort Leonard Wood, 

On Wednesday, June 7, 1995, MDNR issued a final fog oil air 
permit to Fort Leonard Wood. This final permit is even more 
restrictive than the earlier draft permit. The number ofi special 
conditions was increased from 24 to 37, and the use of such 
materials as kerosene (needed to operate when the temperature 
falls below 40 degrees Farenheit) and other vital smoke/c)bscurant 
sources is specifically prohibited. 

On Thursday, June 8, 1995, Brig. Gen. James Shane, I~irector 
of Management in the Office of the Assistant Chief of Stz-if, U.S. 

the U.S. Army Chemical Sc 
e i q a c t  of 
ilzmf~al 3sho 
in Missouri. 

f 
In response to General Shanels request, on Friday, Curie 9, 

1995, a Memorandum for Record was prepared by Colonel Roklert 

* *.@@ *-us_ 

. hi .(* , ;; BlBB CAL * CHAMBERS CHILTON CLAY CLEBURNE COO>A LEE 
MACON W D O L P H  RUSSELL ST-CLAIR TALLADEGA TALLAPOOSA 
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Coughlin, Director of Training for the Chemical School. A cover 
memorandum was prepared and attached by Colonel Harold J~[ashburn, 
Assistant Commandant of the Chemical School. The packag,e was 
approved by Brig. Gen. Ralph Wooten, Chemical School Conmandant, 
and sent through Army Training and Doctrine Command to the 
Department of Army Headquarters in Washington. (Copies enclosed) 

Col. Coughlin's three-page memo criticized MDNR's final 
permit for severely reducing the quantity of fog oil required to 
adequately train, and he concluded the permit will severely limit 
the Amy's ability to conduct smoke training to standards. Col. 
Mashburn's two-page memo agreed that "operator and unit 
proficiency cannot be effectively achieved under the restrictions 
of the MDNR permit and will result in significantly reduced 
survivability for U.S. Army .___ forces .. -.. ___._ _ on . _ future ._ battlefields." 
(Emphasis a d d e 5 1 J  

On Monday, June 12, 1995, in response to an inquiry from 
Congressman Glen Browder, Maj. Gen. John Herrling, TRADOC Chief 
of Staff, wrote: "The smoke training permit issued by the 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources does not allow the 
Chemical School to train as it currently does at Fort XcClellan -.. we at Training and Doctrine Command intend to work with the 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources to modify the smoke 
training permit, if necessary, to better accommodate chemical 
school training upon its relocation to Fort Leonard Wood." 
(Emphasis added) (Copy enclosed) 

Thank you for taking the time to review this information. 

Sincerely, 

Glen Browder 
Member of Congress United ~ t a e s  Senator 

Enclosures . .-_. .. 
i...'"..', . . & , , , ,  .*3$& $+ ';:& : < :+:y s;..- ,< -1. ,s: * <., 
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ATZN-CM-SAC 1,6 May 95 

M E M O m U M  FOR MAJ T E U g q  HQDq OSJq l ! W ? R O m A I ,  OFFICE 

SUBJECT: Raview of Dnfl Air Permit, F m  Leonard Wood Smoka Training 

1 The purpogci of this memorandum i~ to provide comments on the wbject document per yaw 
request. Mare detailed wmmtnta are found tr the encio~ure. 

2. The State o f  Migsouri dmakr permit restrictions, if implemented, will create overwhelming 
degradntIon to Chtmttd ~ss lp l~~utdlness .  The ratrictions wii1 cut back the mi~dmum 
amount ufrmual fog oil use by 30%. Thc dally allowanca for make training time vdl be cut by 
75%. AAor ruPTing thesc unacccptablo losses, it flrrrha limit3 our Joint forcas to anoke 
operations duhg weather conditions which my d s t  only 6W of the yw. The mokt pmnit 
virtually eliminata more than one maka went per day. The impact would be violat ions (subject 
to flnea) for 92 days whm two s v c n ~  are trained, another 56 days when three event1 are trained, 
and another 21 days when fcur sepantc meats are undenvay at one tfmu. If idallowed to stand, tha 
Mislrouri crmcrko permit aflows us to conduct roughly 25% of trairhg to nandatds, dtua 
mtrfctianr wudd kiJI both the US Army ai~d US Alr Force ~ m o k t  uatnlng. 

3. During the Chemical moctional Area Apalysis on 3 1 Oet 94, the Vife Chief of Staff 
chaltmgcd the Anny to "take the load on proactive involvement with agencies dmfiing 
environmental regulatory requirement3 that impact on chemical training on Army ra~gss. P o w  
On leddin$ toward$ the k t  rdttietive mebnrra that piuvide the rnaxixirwm training c~ppomnities. 
(Adon ODCSOPS)" 

4. Under Bssa Roal ipcnt  and Closure adow, Fun h r w d  Wood. u&mnatdy without t 
!' 

coordInrtion with the Chanical School, applied for a smoke permit and vdance. The Missouri .. ; Jmoke pennit rcmictianr will inadvanently squash tk VCS A's goal and tragically cripple Jls 
capability to conduct smoke tninlng. One o f  the mu~t stunning rasvictions o f  this permit is the 
loss o f  capablllty to train with unoke hand grenades vehicular smoke grmdas. smoke pots, 
'&red dtfkating grenades, dot control agents, and krgc area infrared obswrants. The Re3ew 

I 
I 

Component smoke training at the Chemical School would also bo a camalty. I 

I 



1. pe 1. titlo Fort Woad provided p u  a d r d  air per&. Since the iuue i~ now at the 
variance hearing rrtsgq whuc is the '*final.? Considdng the impacz t h i ~  hac on C huniczl 
Migsion h a  tnining, wq need to see the r d  thins. 

2. pg 1, title The basis for permission b to "conttrua a static a d  mobile fog ail smoke 
~ratn#trgJbc/Hv. TThi3 nomeaclature ia not descriptive of what the Atmy propox:! to do. 
Could it be that Missouri C l s ~  Air laws do not eavar Beid military training md r angu? 
Tha only ''hcility" being constructed is a aotagc area for fob oiI dmrns. Fort Wtlod win 
blaze road nctworh through some w h d  are= and pouibly construct some ob:rsrvrtion 
towers r h r o u g h o u ~ u v ~ g w h J c h  is already dedicatrd.to .other typu o f  tmirh8. 
?hid curlous inlerpolation of a make training arta to a "fkciliry" deceives the put ltc u to 
what thq purpase of the pdrmjt is fw Sinca tho pernit was pined without public 
commant. it would be diRIcult for people to h o w  what this is. Since the varianu: doar 
require comment, pohaps they will undartand smoke wilt not occut in what could 
reasonably d i e d  a fixed ficility. 

3, pg 1, dtle If kSir~sdurl hag authority fbr Title V ofthe Clean Air Act, it would oaum 
* 

pmdcnt KO mention the Fdcral strrtutes, bcyoad their laws. They still mutt a m p l y  with 
federal aanduds and cnrure them mivitiea, wedally since k is a Fedsrsl inatallstion, 
meet standards Thi~ It@ footin$ is impartant and not just a cometic touch. 

4. pe 2, pm I, The maud throughput of anly 65.000 @Ions is unaccuprabla. FVc do i 
i 

not know how thij figure aras calculated, but it appem to be aa average of sort. lFar@ t 
t 

tfro a v q m  over a five year period. We ca[rmlatu training rquirmcnts on oparaitiord 
tempo, curmt and projected. The projected consumption needs to be at least 95,8000 
gallons per yew which iadudss bath the Amry and Air Force course loads a d  trainin$ 
plms. Additidly, dl US Amy Chemical units (30% of the Chemicd Corps) 
rquired to mobilize at the ~ h w ' c a l  S c h d  The p o t d r l  to antt must bs onitte13 into 
the permit, which as was explain& m D M  previously would roughly doubla the 
tmfsjions. 

5. pg 2, pars 2, The limit of 3,700 lbg during a 24 hour period is uaaxept~~bfa l:hC 
Army end Alr Fcrcs need more than one hour pet day an many oaastow. As stated in 

bra3 fl &a), KC moke pots, s s f a  smoke pob (teraphaiic acid), md large prea inlbked 
objcurant materisls are wmtial portions of training and q u w n g  chemlca! ~ l d i t n .  



6. pg 2, p a n  3 The PMlO l a g  than 5606 ibc p a  hcw -or svcr be mot. E V ~  though 
droplet siiu average about one miaoh, we would viefate this limit e v q  time wo tuna r 
generator on, drivc through dust, or u~arinfiiared abscumta (by dcafgn greatcf thyr 10-14 
rni.crons in sh). fR obicuration is a critical Jdll to countermeUure memy IR tatget 
acquisition daicos. It is not possible to Gmulate this semarhbacuration phenomenon at 
this time. It ig a lamed bahaviar at the institutions( Iwd, 

7, pg 2, para S Reporting ofviolnion~ appcan to he toa slow. At lor ofdamag~: could 
emue unlesj a more rapid mcthodolqy is adopted. This pcmit ads to adjust tl~nshold 
limits beyond 65,000 gallons per year to a least the combined total of cum! and: 
prajecttd t&i_n$loadg fwe csyldli~e with a bare hone of 95,000 pdyr). Scdirlg back ; 

training by 30% i s  unacceptable ro readtness 

8. pg 3, p m  7 How will the QAPP plan dfect the "uwa" ths Chemical SchcoI .md Air 
Force Maaster Propamlnw Technical Training? The QA plan must be coordineted with 
potential usen. 

9. ~ $ 3 ,  para 8 Someone nccds to cdculate tho voluminow neord keeping costs. Who i i  
the Pmittc Fan Woad personnel or tbe ChanicaI School? How is Fort Wood going 
to implement this? Why is only fag oii rcwrd keeping n m  O t h a  obacura;ts need 
to be tallied a d  conm'bute to the entire atmojphcric load The emiasionr Barn tho die34 
engnel of HMWWVs and APG wdl as the M O W  powering the smoke gen~eraton 
are sources, Does thig add to the poundage allowed per day? Other military vehit;ular 
tralnlng. automobilss, ctectrical generator% comtruction equipmeat, railroad activ~.tics, on 
Fort Wood upparattly nerd to be put ofthe daily told u wsU 

9. pg 4, para 13 What equipment should be used or ij adable fgr MET data? VJho 
collectr it? Esoldien a d  airmen are to da this who certifies them and when, how o$a? 
Calculation of mixing height ia of particular concern, from whet@ iu it measured and bw 
doas it apply to ach site a d  length of plume. 

16. pg 4, pan 14 LimItatitlans on bperorianr How oftea (per month) & these cckdittacu 
exist? Need to go back at Leiut 5 yem to are if w are haodcuffcd by dttitidd nsrrsims. 

f 
This has the potential, when syacrglddly cdmbimed with rsdudon in a n d  gdhm 
rHowaMe md only ono how per day sould ab~~hrtaly shut do- srnok~ tnini- 

State agency 1J redly beyond their authority to td u~ how to manage complirnl?e with 
stmdard~. 



12. p e  4, para 16 Docs thb mean MET condition4 (air 3tability urd whd direction) wo to 
be continvoualy moni to tad /me~td  or j u ~ t  before the event. Nead to emloate ths 
percent of lime wind directions and ~peeds are unlavonblc. Qdck rdmnce LntIlcates 
onfivarable ~nditioru o r i ~  diound 35% of tho time. The only available wind ro3a is 
twenty yews oldd. 

13. pg 5, para 1 60 If the Dlrecter is meant ro be the Director of DNR, thil presents an 
interfigtin8 legal $itoation for the Army. Thir blanket authority seems ro bc a catoh-all 
phrasc which sllows rhe Director to unlatorally terminate Army smoke apcratloc s. Thls is 
ob~urd. V pennit vlalation~ occur, enforce it, but the Director ~hodd haw no iepd h i s  
terminate smoke for "to be determined" rca3ons. Pahaps t h i ~  i~ the placs where* an hen b 

can state tho Dim-ht b w w m f e d  byrhc EPA or other Federd Agencies. These 
mystoriou~ powers ofthe Dinctar placs the Anny at risk md should be diminarsd. 

S 
14. pa 6, para 23 Wd wauld be autornrtically in vialation if ttied to maintain cu.mnt 
trainin0 ids. The air qudity modclivg ~andarda need to be addrused in this d ~cument. I 

I 

Air models used by rhe EPA are not as specific f ~ r  cloud dynamics and concentrrttion as ' 
the ona established by the Amy (formally thc Atmospheric Sciwcrs Laboratory). EPA 
modela use industrial chemical stack emid~ions and transfare that to moke gmen~tor 
souroos, soma of which ~ r o  mobile. No known BPA model is an accurate reprarcnutian. 1: A. 

The Combined O b s m n t  Model fot Battltfltld Induced Contaminants (COMBIC) i3 the t 

worldj beat modd and ~hould be used, capecially since it i3 posglble to model dl lypa of 1, r .  
obgcurants, not just fag oil. O t h v  saurcea am the h in t  T~chniaal Group for Mulrition~ F. - 

Effectivrn-Smoke and Aerosols Group asswmont reports which have tailored moks i 
munitions and generaton for the past ten yeus, If we am goiog to use models, w r  dhould 
do it concctly. 

15. pg 6, pm 24 Injury ro plants and animal lira have not been thoroughly docunltnted. 
Sierra Club and other, note (quits aceuntdy) the h c y  analyst3 pn subjective and moat 
are inconchslve. The h y  cannot avoid the challenge that specific tegh have not been 
done at Port Wood or Fon ~ c ~ l e l i a n .  Amy nf't'trcncs cite known ttudic3 which wsat 
fIors wd fauna with about 3,000 t ima the amount that might be expected ftam Army fog 
oil opaatians. 1 intuitively believa it is safu, one cmot measure the downvind 
depositton, but it is htrd to avoid the criticism that it has to go wmewh~rs. The atorst 
case h a chaflows of fog oil spillago at the g ~ s n r o r  dites.  Part Wood will mitigate tk 
with their Instalfation Spill Contlng~ncy Plm. It is difficult to ntu~hutc dlrtct or 

of life is mother atbulous tern, Smoke by its v a y  nature may bo considered a mrisance 
and IR obscurmtg am defSaed as nuis~ce duq. I ~ e e  big problems hare. It is r lq lnl  tcrrpit 



* 

16. p8 7, Attachment A Thaa four gitm hwt not bssn m e a d .  The only d'atr which 
exist3 at F ~ t t  Wood i~ measured &urn the aidrld. Historleal wind data is mdtat. 
Cansidering the relation o f  qrciffdty ~ # f ~ I r d  to coqpky with thir pvmj micc~ocllmatic 
studies dhoufd be performed at each of thege r i t a  AI sated in Fort McCldlae.'s 1993 
Smoke Rcport @ut rejected by Fort Wood) ~ c a ~ ~ n s i  wind pattern3 and ape& limit ~rnako 
training at these siras because of the potential for offpost migration or intderence with 
ather post activities. Consarvativs estimates are that betulem 2540% of the time, ~moka 
oparatiorw wlll be limited. Sfnca we use make 250 days ofthe year, firtfrer erof on of 
training opportunitiss are canain. BxcIude the non tnff'hble twrain. ayoidanc.s o f  
endangered rprCiea 8rcas, small ponds, wrtlands, impact areas, the infkrnaus million dallu t 

hale ua8, erntonment area, standoff distincu between the installation boundary and 
smoko wear, tho msjor thoroughtars bisecting thc installation, the bombing ran!Jc md C 

thrrr is 1- s p a m a p Q e r G i - i h e  bdnomiiniis that wwther is one of tho nost L 

limiting f'ton of dl, We a n  schedulh elwas, t-u, i~cationq but we anne t jchcdule L 

Motfiv Nature- From romrone rvirh over twenty yeuo o f  amoke gcaw#ot ucperfsnce I 
m telling you t h i ~  ~muke pennic is a dirosttr fbr the fbture oP the Army's rmokl~ pmgram. ' !  



U.S. ARMY CHEMICAL SCHOOL 
FORT M C C L U N ,  AUBAMA 36205-6020 

w?LY TO 
A ~ N T W N  OF 

FOR :EU)QUARTERS, DEPPAT&EN'Z' OF TEE >2UlY, 3,'TT.N : D?!!cS- DM, 
? d l S H m T O N ,  DC 20310-0200 

S-JECT': R e v i e w  of fissouri Departnezt of Natural Resomces 
(MDNR) Permit 

1. mis meznorandum f o r w a r d  i r o v k w  of =he -WNR ~ e k t  f o r  
smke :raip + ng -at r n d  Wood a d  preserrts the g. 5 . 
~ h ~ d c d .  school s a g s e s ~ a ~ t  of its Lmpact on smoke t ra i l ing  
( attached), . I 1 

2 .  The cag&ili.t-- to t~a5.n s d l d i e r s  and leaders io effectively 
enp loy  smoke is ljsolutoly esssncial to &my readiness an6 . 

operations. tombat  d w e l o p m e c t  s ~ a i i e s  show l a r g e  area smoke, 
wh- properly used, provides combat eonrmaniers a 30% *crease in 
su=rvivabi l i ty  and eves greater force  protection perceate'ges k 
defeating l o n g  rrnge anti- tmk E*es. This czgabiliey is 
provided by the chenicd o f f i c e r s  , noncommissioned a E i c  -s f  cu?d 
sold iers  who receive smoke t z a h h g  at tbe U . S .  2- C h e m i c a l  
School under Training and Doccrbe Conrmand approved Prog,rams Of 
W t m c t i o n  which defiiie ehe tasks, conditions, and. skandards fo 
branch qualification . 
3 .  C u r r e n t l y ,  smoke t z a i n i ~ g  f o r  tke ~ r m y  md A& Force is 1 

i 
effectively con&cted at F o r t  gcclel la~~. The A l e  ilepar-enk 

t 
i 

o f  Enzirormez,'~tal X~ulag-at: is fu l ly  inf onned oE the smoke I 
training grogram and has conciuZed th+t this t w n g  does not 

I 

F 

require an air permit f o r  smoke ogeratAons ( M C ~ O S U ~  6 of I k ' attachment). 

4 .  NBC defenselsmoke e!,nployment subject macter ewar ts  have I 
reviewed the &aft Missouri Departacne of Natural Resources Aiz I 
Pe--it and have concluded t5ae it w i l l  se-rerely Limit t h e  abil i t* 
to conducc 

i 
;q;. 
&b 

+, -- . web- 



&LA U Y - L m  

' ~ C T :  Review of H ~ S S O U ~ ~  Department 02  Natural Rsscurces 
(MDNR)- Permit 

5 .  P o i n t  of Contact f o r  the issue is the undersigned, 
( 2 0 5 )  848-5265 or DSN 865-5265.  

-- 
FOR THE CO-ER: 

1 Atch 
as 

 OLD MASBhW 
CM 

Assistant Commandant 

Commander, U. S. Army mgineer Center and ~ o x t  Leonard Wood, 
ATIN: ATZT-CG, Fort Leonafd Wood, MO 65473-5000 



MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: Review of Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) Perm] t 
-- 

1. The U.S. Army Chemical Schooi reviewed the 7 Jun 95 Missouri D e p m e n t  oTNatum1 
Resources Air Permit for fog oil at Enciomre 1 in light of potential impacts on smc ke haining. 
Smoke training is an integral part of dl Chemical Corps professional deveioprnent courses tau~hi 
at the Chemical School. All h c h  qualification smoke training for chemical officers (74A), , 

Chemical NCOs (548). and Tnitial Entry soldiers (OSUT). This training is conducttd in 
accordance with the tasks, conditions, and standards contained in relevant TRADOihppproved 
Programs of Instmction. I 
2. The permit would impose 37 special conditions on the conduct of smoke training at Fort 
Leonard Wood. These special conditions vary in their impact on the effectiveness of smoke 
trabbg from severe to minor. Only tho most severe restrictions will be addressed hl  succeeding 
paragraphs due to timnanshaint iimpased on this analysis. 

3. The Permit caps annuai consumption of fog oil ar 65,000 gdons per year. The I'Y 96 
consumption of fog aii is estimated to be 123,562 gallons by rhe A& A m y  and P. ir  Force 
(Encfoswt 2).  Based on empirical data that includes the impact of weather, low student show 
rstes, and optimistically Lower averqe fog oil consumpdon rates, this estimate may be as low as 
99,888 gaff ons. The proposed annual permitred quantity of fog oil (65.000 gallons) then 
represents a loss of b e m n  47.4% and 34.9% af training time at the macro level. ildditionally. 
the FY 96 projected requirement does not include Resenre Component usage hers (Endosure 
3) because o f  the uncertainty associated with their avaiiabiliy to train at Fort Leonard Wood. B 
way of comparison, 93.800 gallons were used in FY 94 and 1 16,350 gallons were u:;ed in 93 : 
at Fort McCIeilan. i 

4. The MDNR Permit establishes a d ; u i  limit of 3.700 ~ounds (500 gallons) of fog oiL Our 
reGew of M 96 schedule of training events (Emiosure 4) shows 190 days of smoke: tralring. 
The proposed restriction would be exceeded on 154 of 190 training days. A review of multiple 
smoke event tai8ning days shows 83 days h e  more than one event would need' to take place. 
On 78 of these 83 multiple smoke training days, the limit of 3,700 pounds (500 galIctns) would be 
exceeded. Our greatest concern is for the One Station Unit Training (OSUT) srnokc trainins 
requirements. One platoon of OSUT soldiers consumes 1.050 gallons of fog oil in clne afternoon 
af handcan training. Tlis results 'ur 0.42 h a w  (25 minutes) of actual operating time per student. 
Under the proposed restrictions. the training would need to be cut by onehalf to meet the limit 
assuming this is tbc only smoke training event owumns that day. 

5: The MDNR Permit createsa, 
c e d n g  
generators runniny fbr one hour. ' 

t 
i 
j 
L 



ATZN-CMN 
SUBJECT: Review'of Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDm) Permir 

Resources will interpret this standard. If the ma..irnum limit of generators mnning: at one time is 
indeed limited to only ten senerators, then 8 of the 1 1 types of smoke training cvems would be 
degraded. If the PM-I 0, emissions standard is an average rate, then no single smoke training 
event would be degraded, assuming our current smoke training hours are not compressed. 

6. The MDNR.Permit specifies that oniy the M3N smoke senerator may be used for training. 
The M3A3 smoke generator is obsolete and has been for six years. It was repiaced with an anay 
of S~S~,IIIS as shorn at enclosure 5. At present. chemical soldiers main on M3 A4 (static), MI57 
(HMMWV). and M 1059 (mechanized) generator systems. By the end of 1997, the Chemicai 
School will train soldiers to operate a minimum of four separate systems. These additional 
systems in the inventory win increass fog oil requirement by 43,000 gallons muaily. 

8. Appendix A of the Permit recommends that !he number of smoke training days be limited ro 
135 days annually. This artificial limit will compress rhe trainins now conducted over 190 days 
and fbrther increase the number of multiple smoke event days. This in turn, increases the need t 
exceed the 3,700 pounds per day emission standard. 

I 7. The MDNR Pmnit specifically prohibits the use of ,mhiie or brass to change o; enhance : 

+ 
L 

i 
! 

obscurant effectiveness. Thisjrohibition eliminates our ability to train with multispectral 
b 

i 
obscurants, a significant modernization the ~ r m y  has 6 n t  millions of dollan to achieve. Both : fr  

9. Training degradation caused by limitations on the number of training days are fitrther 
exacerbated by the limitation that oniy one trailing event may rake place at one time. The permi, 
does allow multiple training events in a day, but no simultaneous smoke training missions. This 

which win Iead to canceflations and effective smoke trainins indeed becomes a severe challenge. 

1 / 
combination of limitations will a& a scheduling nightmare. The best time for milking smoke is 
dwing inversion conditions, specifically prohibited by the Permit. Add variable wind conditions 

the M56 and M58 smoke generator sysrems (with turbine generators) were designzd to 

i - I  
D. 

10. Record keeping. repotting monitoring and modeling requirements are excessive and costly. 
Mueorological monitoring requirements begin one hour prior to an event and end one hour aFre 
completion of an event. The trained rneteorologisr required by the pernit or his sraff must 
measure and record (every GO seconds) air temperature. pressure. relative humidity, atmospheri 
stability. mixing hei@t. wind speed. and wind direction. If the nreteoroiogy sysrem rnalbction 
fbr two consecutive minutes, the smoke training must stop. If meteorolo~ical parameters cited 

5- 

above go out of tolerance for three consecutive m' utes. trainins rnun stop. The ptrtnittee mu L" 
ei: -, 

a (nonstmdnrd An~xy) predictive ccmwi . ,scilg&F: # model * - ...? - UACSMK) prior KI amrlre h n i ~  
; - evenls. finally, a certified meteorolo$cal forecm in&r be obtained less rhan two li o m  660~ r 

specifically add infrared (graphite) obscurants to the fog oil for lar~e area obscurafion. This 
MDNR Permit will allow neither system to be used at Fort Leonard Wood. 

F 

any smoke event that forecasts favol-able \year l~cr contfi t ions ibr (llc pt.ojcctcd smoke period. 1 S 
1 : 

. . .  
. .- . . , ,. .. . . , ., I 

. .. . 
. .  . -. ---. . . . . . " 

..<. ' ., ' . , .. . ;, ., .-.- - - .., ,,...:;>a: is . *  .I: ' 
3 -  rd  -3. .- . . .. *..- ..." il . iclr ,, 'I, &*L:3-- ,& ,7*. .. - ..v.t.% 
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I . .,' :C . . ,". - ,  ~,.;*$ , ;:, . . . .I I,. . 



. A'IzNxMN 
SUBJECT; Review of Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDM) Pennit 

1 1. The State of Alabama docs not currently require U.S. &my Chemical Scfiool or Fon .- 
McCleUan to submit an air permit for fog oil. While Federal guidelines exist. each Staie has I 

primacy for enactins or enforcing guidelines. Currently. fog oil aaining requirmt:n~ arc not 
' 

limited by State of Alabama restrictions (End 6). 

' COL, CM - 

Director of Trainins 

12. In conclusion, the MDNR Permit would severely reduce the annual and daily quantity of Fog 
oil required to adequately train soldiers in smoke tasks- In ordu to approach the proposed 
limitations, either hands-on training for OSUT soldiers and junior officers will need to be 
significantly reduced or the number of pera tor  system trained would need to be: reduced. One 

1 I  cation ofthe way to avoid degadation of smoke training requirements would be to rquesr mo i'f. 
draft air permit ailowing 170,000 gallons of fog 017 per year (projected use pius modernized 
systems demand) and an increase to 1,700 gallons of fog oil per day. In order ro provide 
flexibility whiie still mspsthg emknmntal  quality. no limit should be placed on the annual 
training days or hours within a smoke training day. Enally, meteorological measurement. 
recording, predictions, and simulation requirements must be reduced to realinic levels. 

i. 

I' 



OPS D [ R .  TRADOC 

REPLY TO 
A m w  

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
H ~ U w m D S f A T U M M Y ~ l M W ~ E ~  

omaormroclErorrrrvr 
FiMr mmROI, VlROllYlA ~ ~ ~ # ) O O  

June 12, 1995 

Operations Directorate 

Honorable Glen Browder 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 205154103 

Dear Mr. Browder: 
I 

r 

This is in response to your correspondence to the Chemical School requesting an 
assessment of their--conduet-smoke- W g -  at Fort Leonard Wood undtn the air - I! k 

permit issued by Missouri. 

The smoke training permit issued by the Missouri Department of NatUrat Resources 
does not allow the Chemical School to train as it currently does at Fort McCleUacn, but this 
should not preclude the Chemical School from accomplishing its smoke training mission. We 
understand the challenge of moving the training mission and maintaining the established 
environmental standarch at Fort Leonard Wood. Headquarters Training and Doctrine 
Command, in conjunction with the Chemical School, is reviewing the smoke training program 
to assess overall effectiveness and determine modifications which could allow them to operate 
within the established guidelines, all of which we feel can be accommodated. W e  are 
committed to ensuring that courses and tasks wil l  achieve the required military occupational 
specialty qdifkations. 

Increased environmental concerns and regulations nationwide are causing the Army to 
Jeek altxmativc training methodologies in order to protect the environment. The Chemical 
School is already aggressively pursuing the use of computer simulations to teach the smoke 
pIanning process to officers and non-commissioned officers, thus reducing the requirement for t 

F 
field tnining. Additionally, we at Training and Doctrine Command intend to work with the 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources to modify the smoke haining pennit, if necessary, 
to better accommodate chemical training upon its relocation to Fort Leonard Wad. 

Programs of Instruction are routinely reviewed and modified for relevancy and 
changing conditions to ensure units are provided with trained soldiers. The Chenlical School 



OPS DIR. TRADOC 

provides individual training in an institutional environment. Modifications to Cht:rnical School 
training should not impact unit readiness. 

Sincerely, 

Major General, U. S. Army 
Chief of Staff 



ocrunent S epa~ratol- 



r* 

Ilrrr" THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMESION 
.,v * 

EXECUTIVE CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING SYSTEM (ECTS) # 

FROM: mE--&uu5 5 - ( - ~  u E 
mLE: (Ma yc?@-. 
O R G ~ m O N :  

G & 0 5 0 b J ,  R L  

7' 

TITLE & \ p - ~ f i ~ ~  
ORGANIZATION: 

Y36c@- c 

TYPE OF ACTION REQUIRED 
r ...- 

INSTALLAATION 6) DmxJSSED: r= \ t ~  C_C ELL& 

OFFIO: OF THE CHALRMAN FYI ACTION INIT COMMISSION MEMBERS 5 

CHAIRMAN DMON COMMISSIONER CORNELLA . 

STAFF DDRECM)R v COMMISSIONER COX 

EXECUTIVE D m O R  COMMISSIONER DAVIS 

GENERAL COUNSEL t( COMMISSIONER KLING 

MILITARY F D  COMMlSSIONER MONTOYA 

COMMISSIONER ROBLES 

DIR.1CONGRESSIONA.L LIAISON (I/) COMMISSIONER !iXEEJX 
.c- 

I I I 
DIR./COMl'v~CATIONS REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 

DIRJXTOR OF R & A - SECRETARIAT ARMY TEAM LEADER 

NAVY TEAM LEADER 
/ 

DIRECTOR OF ADMINMIUTION AIR FORCE TEAM LEADER 

CID[EF FINANCIAL OFFICER INTERAGENCY TEAM LEADER / 
DIRECTOR OF TRAVEL I CROSS SERVICE TEAM LEADER 

DIR./INFORMATION SERVICES 

Prepare Reply for Staff Diredor's Signature 1 

ACIION. Offer Comments and/or Suggestions 

(L/) 
w 

Prepare Direct Response 

FYI 

P 

Prepare Reply for Cl ' IS Signature - . - - - -- - -- 

\ 

SubjectiRemarks: 

h-epare Reply for Commissioner's Signature 



City of 
GADSDEN 

Phone:(205)549-4646 
FAX: (205) 549-4797 

Ma or 
Steve L m n s  

The Hoi~or~i)lct Alan Dixon, C'JI?' , lrrtli~n 
Ucfcnse Bwe  Clos~~k+e wnd Henfigrlrllrr? t Corn nl ission 
1700 No~.th Moore Sti-cvt, S ~ ~ i l e  1425 
Arlington, V A  22209 

As r menrher of the 71,s. Confer-rllrc of Mi~yors. I :itterkdcd ihr confrrertcc slknlnlel* 
n~er t ing  ia Minrni t h i s  week. o l l c  of fllr n l o l  pr.oli~irlrnt issues tfisrllsscd at thr 
meeting \rlns growing ro1lcrr.n over tlornestir ler-r-or-istn in both l a q r  nlld snlil]l cities 
across thr  lat ti on. 111 wake or ihc 'l'oliyo s u h ~ ~ ~ ; ~ ) .  attnck. t l ~ e  \I1oa+ld 'I'rilclc C:entrr 
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HOWELL HEFLIN 
ALABAMA 

Nnited states Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0101 

June 20, 1995 

The Honorable Alan Dixon 
Ch.a i m a n  
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
~rlington, Virginia 22209 

U 437 U.S. COURTHOUSE 
MOBILE, AL 36602 
(334) 69G3167 

C1 104 WEST 5TH STREE- 
P.O. Box 228 
TUSCUM~IA, AL 35674 
(205) 381-7060 

The entire base closure process is driven by the desire to 
reduce costs. That is why I was very surprised that in 
estimating the cost to close Fort McClellan, the Army did not 
include the additional expense of transferring the thousands of 
retirees and their dependents served by Noble Army Hospital in 
Anniston to the CHAMPUS health insurance program. 

The Army contends that the increased health insurance costs 
at the closing installation would be offset by savings on health 
insurance costs at the gaining installation. ~ccording to the 
GAD, the Army has stated that the "cost and savings wl3uld be 
roughly equalN and having made that sweeping statement they "did 
not analyze them further." The actual figures, howev'x-, for Fort 
~c~lellan\~ort Leonard Wood offer convincing evidence that they 
should have performed a full analysis. 

It is estimated that nearly 69,000 retirees, sur-~iving 
spouses and dependents rely on Fort McClellan for medical care. 
Most are from a large geographical area surrounding F o r t  
McClellan, from as far west as Birmingham, and into Georgia in 
the east. The Army has stated that the cost of putting these 
people on heal tn lnsurarlce will be lief f set by an increasea 
capacity to care for retireesu at the gaining installation. 
UnEortunately, the Army's equation is missing one simple element 
- there is no retiree population at Fort Leonard Wood. 
Therefore, the increased costs at Fort McClellan will not be 
offset by any savings at Fort Leonard Wood. 

When the issue of CHAMPUS cost arose during the 1991 
testimony, Fort McClellanfs Commanding General calculated that 
the cost of providing health services to the retiree population 
in the Fort McClellan area would exceed $252,594,409.49 over 15 
years. This figure did not, of course, include the increased 
costs which would be transferred to Medicare, or physician fees 
expected to exceed $38 million. I am including a copy of his 
cost analysis. 



I can only presume that since the Army does not bear the 
burden of paying these additional C~A~~uS/health insurance costs, 
they view this as someone else's problem. Since, however, they 
will be paid for by federal tax dollars, I cannot share that 
view. I believe the commission should consider these additional 
CHAMPUS costs before reaching a decision on the Armyls 
recommendation to close Fort McClellan. 

with kindest regards, 1 am 

~H/'my 

Enclosure 
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. 
HOWELL HEFLIN 

,. ALABAMA 

COMMITLEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY 

COMMIT~EE ON THE JUDICIARY 
C O M M I ~ E E  ON SMALL BUSINESS Wnited stat@ sena te  

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0101 

June 21, 1995 

The Honorable Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commissi 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Re: Fort McClellan Recommendation 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

437 U.S. COURTHOUSE 
MOBILE, AL 36602 
(334) 690-3167 

104 WEST 5 m  STREET 
P.O. Box 228 
TUSCUMBIA, AL 35674 
(205) 381-7060 

p&$.3g3 zf;fy :2 gy.2 $;zy~:;;f 

~2:y;$:~p 9 5CL A\- -- 
Attached for your consideration is a copy of a Resolution 

signed by nineteen mayors of major cities across the lJnited States, 
including the Honorable &c -y, Mayor of 
Mayor of 0kE!%oma City, opposlng the closure oi 
chemical defense training facility. The mayors recognize the 
necessity for keeping the world's premier anti-terrclrism training 
facility fully functional to assist in training their own police, 

- 

fire and rescue personnel to deal with potential nerve agent 
chemical and biological weapons attacks. 

Consequently, the mayors have called for the preservation of 
Fort McClellan as a disaster training facility in order to provide 
for the internal security needs of our country's cities from coast 
to coast. 

Enclosure 
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
W A S J I I M r 0 N  D.C. 2031 06 104 
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June 20, 1995  

The H o n o r a b l e  ~ l a n  Dixon 
Chairman, D e f e n s e  Base C l o s u r e  and 

Realignment Commission 
1 7 0 0  N o r t h  Moore Stree t , ,  Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

Thank  you for providing US with a copy o f  the 
a t tached  Position P a p e r ,  w h i c h  takes i s s u e  w i t h  ':he 
Army's recommendation t o  close F o r t  McClellan and 
relocate t h e  Chemical School and associated activities 
to Fort Leonard Wood. We welcome t h i s  opportunity t o  
respond to some of the larger issues raised by the 
P a p e r .  

T h e  Position Paper s t a t e s  that the 1993  Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission ("1993 
  om mission") instructed t h e  Depar tment  of Defenst: that 
the Army s h o u l d  "obtain all t h e  required permits before 
t h e  1995  BRAC process began." - See Position Paper ,  p. 3 
(emphasis original). Further, the Paper also surjgests 
that before  t h e  1995 Commission p r o p e r l y  can cons ider  
t h e  recommendation t o  close ~ o r t - ~ c ~ l e l l a n ,  all a c t u a l  
or p o t e n t i a l  legal challenges t o  these permits should 
be resolved. 

This interpretatioq of the 1993 Commissionr:; 
recommendation cannot be squared with t h e  a c tua l  t e x t  
and i n t e n t  of t h a t  recommendation. The 1993 Commission 
merely recommended to the Secretary of Defense t h a t ,  if 
he proposed to close Fort McClellan in the 1995 13ase 
Closure and ~ e a l i g n r n e n t  ( "BRAC" ) round, then 

t h e  Army s h o u l d  pursue all of the required 
permits and certification for t h e  new s i t e  
prior to t h e  1995 ~ a s e  C l o s u r e  process. 

See "The D e f e n s e  Base Closure and Realignment - 
Commission: 1993 Report to t h e  President," p .  1-3 
(July 1,  1993)(emphasisi a d d e d ) .  T h u s ,  contrary to the  
Paper's suggestion, t h e ,  1993 Commission d i d  nok  require 
&he A r m y  to "obtain" a l l  such p e r m i t s  p r i o r  to the 

L *.. 
i&4:'+ - . 5 



closure process. Rather, it merely recommended t h i t t  
the Army "pursue" such permits--i.e., begin the process 
of obtaining the necessary permits, seeking appropriate 
guidance and assurances ftom t h e  r e l e v a n t  r e g u l a t o r s .  

Moreover, the 1993  Commission could not, as the 
Paper implies, have  intended t o  require t h e  A r m y  t o  
"obtain" all necessary permits and have a l l  a c t u a l  or 
potential legal challenges to such permits resolved 
before the 7995 ERAC process began .  In effect, 
establishing such a prerequisite to consideration would 
have prevented t h e  Army from affording McClellan the 
equal consideration required by t h e  BRAC law. See The 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, 
Public Law 101-510,  5 2 9 0 3 ( c ) ( 3 ) ,  1 0  U.S.C. 5 2687 note 
( " I n  considering military; installations f o r  c l o s u r e  or 
realignment, the Secretary shall consider all m i l i t . . a r y  
installations inside the United States equally w i t h o u t  
r e g a r d  t o  whether the installation h a s  been previotrsly 
considered or proposed for closure or  
realignment. " 1 (emphasis added) . 

Lastly, t h e  Paper invites the 1995 Commission to 
consider issues t h a t  a r e  b o t h  beyond i t s  expertise and 
outside of i t s  c h a r t e r .  It suggests that the several 
environmental permi t s  issued by t h e  Missouri Department 
of Natural Resources to Fort Leonard Wood are 
defective, inadequate, or otherwise insufficient, and 
thus it encourages t h e  1995 Commission t o  reject t t e  
McClellan recommendation because the A r m y  has n o t  
"obtained" "valid" permits to re-establish t h e  Cherr ical  
School at Fort Leonard Wood. See Position Paper, pp.  3 
- 2 6 .  Apparently, t h e  f a c t  t h a t  these permits have, 
consistent with previously established and legally 
prescribed processes, been validly issued by t h e  
concerned environmental r egu la to r s  is of no 
consequence. Accordingly, t h e  Position Paper 
recommends that the 1995 Commission, in effect, declare 
t h e  permits invalid--notwithstanding the f a c t  t h a t  such 
a declaration would necessarily contravene the judgment 
of the concerned regulatory agencies and bypass 
established administrative and judicial processes. The 
dangers i n h e r e n t  i n  suchlan approach are so obvious 
that t h e y  require n o  f u r t h e r  e l a b o r a t i o n  h e r e i n .  



yet, t h e  P a p e r  goes s t i l l  f a r t h e r ,  suggesting t h a t  
before  t h e  1 9 9 5  Commission votes  on the McClellan 
recommendation, it s h o u l d l  perform an Environmental 
Impact Statement p u r s u a n t  to t h e  requirements of t h e  
National Environmental Palicy A c t  of 1 9 6 9  (NEPA) to 
assess t h e  impact of the recommended relocation on 
wildlife at Fort Leonard Wood. Again, however, the l a w  
wisely and expressly exempts decisions of the BRAC 
Commlssions from the requirements of NEPA. S e g  The 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 7990, 
Public Law 101-510,  § 2 9 0 5 ( c ) ,  10 U . S . C .  5 2687 n ~ ~ t e  
 he he provisions of [NEPR] . . . shall n o t  a p p l y  to t he  
actions of . . . t h e  Cornmiss ion[ . ]" ) .  Congress t h u s  
acknowledged that: undertaking a NEPA analysis in ; h i s  
context--and thereby subjecting the decisions of :he 
BRAC Commissions to potentially prot rac ted  NEPA 
litigation--would be inconsistent w i t h  t h e  primary 
purpose fo r  which t h e  BRAC law was enacted: the 
establishment of "a fair process that will result in 
the timely c l o s u r e  and realignment of military 
i nstalla~ions~.]" 3 at § 290l(b)(ernphasis added). 

Accordingly, we recommend that the Commission 
disregard the many collateral issues raised by the 
position paper. The Army has applied for and received 
all the environmental permits that it believes are 
presently required in order to re-establish the 
Chemical School and associated elements at For t  Leonard  
Wood. In so doing, the Army has, as recommended t ly  t h e  
1993  Commission, "pursued" all r e q u i r e d  permits a r d  
certifications p r i o r  to t h e  1 9 9 5  Base Closure p r o c e s s .  

Please do n o t  hesitate to contact me if I can 
answer any further questions on this matter. 

I 

' Respectfully, 

I 

, William T. Coleman 111 

Attachment 
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
WASHINGTON D.C. 203 10-0 104 

June 20, 1995 

The Honorable Alan Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Closure and 

Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

Thank you for providing us with a copy of the 
attached Position Paper, which takes issue with the 
Army's recommendation to close Fort McClellan z.nd 
relocate the Chemical School and associated act.ivities 
to Fort Leonard Wood. We welcome this opportur.ity to 
respond to some of the larger issues raised by the 
Paper. 

The Position Paper states that the 1993 Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission ("1993 
 omm mission") instructed the Department of Defense that 
the Army should "obtain all the required permits before 
the 1995 BRAC process began." - See Position Paper, p. 3 
(emphasis original). Further, the Paper also suggests 
that before the 1995 Commission properly can consider 
the recommendation to close Fort McClellan, all actual 
or potential legal challenges to these permits should 
be resolved. 

This interpretation of the 1993 Commissionts 
recommendation cannot be squared with the actual text 
and intent of that recommendation. The 1993 Commission 
merely recommended to the Secretary of Defense that, if 
he proposed to close Fort McClellan in the 1995 Base 
Closure and Realignment ( "BRAC" ) round, then 

the Army should pursue all of the required 
permits and certification for the new site 
prior to the 1995 Base Closure process. 

See  h he Defense Base Closure and Realignment - 
Commission: 1993 Report to the President," p. 1-3 
(July 1 ,  1993)(emphasis added). Thus, contrary to the 
Paper's suggestion, the 1993 Commission did not require 
the Army to "obtain" all such permits prior to the 



closure process. Rather, it merely recommended that 
the Army "pursue" such permits--i.e., begin the process 
of obtaining the necessary permits, seeking appropriate 
guidance and assurances from the relevant regulators. 

Moreover, the 1993 Commission could not, a:: the 
Paper implies, have intended to require the Army to 
"obtainf' all necessary permits and have all actual or 
potential legal challenges to such permits resol.ved 
before the 1995 BRAC process began. In effect, 
establishing such a prerequisite to consideraticbn would 
have prevented the Army from affording McClellan the 
equal consideration required by the BRAC law. See The 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, 
Public Law 101-510, 5 2903(c)(3), 10 U.S.C. § 2687 note 
( " ~ n  considering military installations for closure or 
realignment, the Secretary shall consider all military 
installations inside the United States equally w i t h o u t  
r e g a r d  t o  w h e t h e r  the i n s t a l l a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  p r e v i o u s l y  
considered or proposed for c l o s u r e  or 
realignment. " ) (emphasis added) . 

Lastly, the Paper invites the 1995 Commissi~~n to 
consider issues that are both beyond its expertise and 
outside of its charter. It suggests that the se-feral 
environmental permits issued by the Missouri Department 
of Natural Resources to Fort Leonard Wood are 
defective, inadequate, or otherwise insufficient. and 
thus it encourages the 1995 Commission to reject the 
McClellan recommendation because the Army has not 
"obtained" "valid" permits to re-establish the Chemical 
School at Fort Leonard Wood. See Position Paper, pp. 3 
- 26. Apparently, the fact that these permits have, 
consistent with previously established and 1egall.y 
prescribed processes, been validly issued by the 
concerned environmental regulators is of no 
consequence. Accordingly, the Position Paper 
recommends that the 1995 Commission, in effect, declare 
the permits invalid--notwithstanding the fact that such 
a declaration would necessarily contravene the judgment 
of the concerned regulatory agencies and bypass 
established administrative and judicial processes. The 
dangers inherent in such an approach are so obvious 
that they require no further elaboration herein. 



Yet, the Paper goes still farther, suggesting that 
before the 1995 Commission votes on the McClellzn 
recommendation, it should perform an Environmental 
Impact Statement pursuant to the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) to 
assess the impact of the recommended relocation on 
wildlife at Fort Leonard Wood. Again, however, the law 
wisely and expressly exempts decisions of the BRAC 
Commissions from the requirements of NEPA. See The 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, 
Public Law 101-510, 5 2905(c), 10 U.S.C. 5 2687 note 
 he provisions of [NEPA] . . . shall not apply to the 
actions of . . . the Commission[.]"). Congress thus 
acknowledged that undertaking a NEPA analysis in this 
context--and thereby subjecting the decisions of the 
BRAC Commissions to potentially protracted NEPA 
litigation--would be inconsistent with the primary 
purpose for which the BRAC law was enacted: the 
establishment of "a fair process that will result in 
the timely closure and realignment of military 
installations[.]" at § 290l(b)(emphasis added). 

Accordingly, we recommend that the Commissic~n 
disregard the many collateral issues raised by the 
position paper. The Army has applied for and received 
all the environmental permits that it believes are 
presently required in order to re-establish the 
Chemical School and associated elements at Fort Leonard 
Wood. In so doing, the Army has, as recommended by the 
1993 Commission, "pursuedtt all required permits and 
certifications prior to the 1995 Base Closure process. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I ce~n 
answer any further questions on this matter. 

Respectfully, 

William T. Coleman I11 

Attachment 





POSITION PAPER ON ENVIRONMENTAL AND PERMIT~ING ISSUES 
RELATIVE TO THE PROPOSED CLOSURE OF FORT McCLELLAN, ALABAMA 

PRESENTED BY SENATOR HOWELL HEFLm, 
TO THE 1995 DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

MONDAY, JUNE 12, 1995 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Commission, I thank you for thi:; opportunity to again 

address the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission (BR4C) concerning the 

recommendation to close Fort McClellan in my home state of Alabama. 

In my previous testimony before this Commission at the April 4, 11J95, BRAC regional 

hearing held in Birmingham, Alabama, I focused on the Army's failure to consider the joint 

service and domestic and international training needs currently provided by F'ort McClellan. The 

Army never consulted the Air Force, the Navy, the Marine Corps or th: National Security 

Council about the military value of the Fort, and that is still the case. In addition, since April 

the Fort's far-reaching international and domestic anti-terrorism responsibilities have increased. 

In the past few years, twrnty-four countries have trained their military and civilian 

defense personnel at Fort McClellan, including the Japanese personnel wh:, responded to the 

nerve gas attack in Tokyo's subway on March 20, 1995. As a result of the VJorld Trade Center 
V' 

bombing in New York City last year, Tokyo's sarin gas attack on March 20, a threatened nenre 

gas attack at Disneyland in Anaheim, California, on Easter weekend (April 15-16, 1995), the 

Oklahoma City bombing on April 19, and the discovery just four days ago of a stockpile of 

nuclear-grade zirconium in Queens, New York, (See news stories attached a1 Tab A) the entire 

world -- and especially the United States -- ha; become acutely aware of the absolute necessity 

for us to maintain the best anti-terrorism training capability in the world, which we already have 

at Fort McClellan. As an example of many of our cities' recognition of tht: need to improve 

their ability to counter chemical and biological terrorist attacks, the Port Authority of New York 
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bombing in New York City last year, Tokyo's sarin gas attack on- arch 20, a threatened nerve 

gas attack at Disneyland in Anaheim, California, on Easter weekend (April 15-16, 1995). rhe 

Oklahoma City bombing on April 19, and the discovery just four days ago of a stock~ile of 

nuclear-grade zirconium in Queens, New York, (See news stories attached at Tab A) the entire 

world -- and especially the United States -- ha; become acutely aware of the absolute necessity 

for us to maintain the best anti-terrorism training capability in the world, which we already hnie  

at Fort McClellan. As an example of many of our cities' recognition of the need to improve 

their ability to counter chemical and biological terrorist attacks, the Port Authority of New York 



and New Jersey recently requested Fort McClellan to assist them in training their 1,400 officers 

to be prepared to respond to any such attacks. (See Tab A, pase 5). As another example, the 

City of Atlanta is already training their officials to respond to an emergency during the 1996 

Olympics. (See Tab A, page 6). We hlly expect Atlanta to also request important training 

assistance from Fort McClellan. It is clear to me. as I'm sure it is to you, that the Army 

Chemical School's training expertise and capability to respond to the growing terrorist threat is 

directly related to national security, as well as having a major and direct impact on military 

value -- which is the most important criteria of your own decision proces:;. 

Contrary to their ill-advised recommendations in previous years, this year not even the 

Defense Department has recommended the outright closure of the Army's chemical defense 

training facilities -- they just want to move it. However, if you go alclng with that poorly 

conceived idea under the guise of theoretically trying to save a few dollars -- which I very 

seriously doubt will ever be achieved -- you will be putting our country's internal and national 

security at grave risk. 

The Defense Department's recommendation to close Fort McClellan and to move the 
- - 

Army's Ch'ernicai School and its nuclear, biologicatand chemical defense training facilitieLto - 

Missouri is hinged on the assumption that they can somehow obtain all the F emits, licenses and 
, 

certifications which are required to construct, operate and move the Arn~y's state-of-the-art 

training facilities to Fort Leonard Wood in the short six year time frame required by the BRAC 

enabling legislation. Ladies and Gentlemen, anyone who's had any experience with the 

complicated business of trying to obtain environmental permits and build those kinds of 

sophisticated facilities knows you can't validly obtain all the required permit: in 90 days. It just 

can't be done, and with all due respect, when the officials of the State of Missouri say they've 

- 2 -  



given the Army all the permits they need, please don't be fooled by that misrepresentation. 

When you began your review of the Fort McClellan recommend:ltion earlier this year, 

you keyed on the permit issue. As you knew, the 1993 BRAC Commission wisely rejected the 

Army's recommendation to close Fort McClellan two years ago, because the Army couldn't 

produce the permits necessary to accomplish the Chemical School's and the Chemical Defense 

Training Facility 's ("CDTF") relocation to Missouri. Despite the 1993 BRAC Commission's 

instructions to the Defense Department for the Army to obtain the required permits before 

the 1995 BRAC process began (See page 101 of BRAC hearing transcript dated March 1, 1995, 

attached at Tab B), the Amy did not begin their permit application process until March 1, 1995, 

after Secretary of Defense Perry's base closure recommendations had bezn submitted to you. 

(See page 37 of BRAC hearing transcript dated March 7, 1995, attached at Tab C). In his 

appearance at the March 1, 1995, BRAC hearing, Deputy Secretary of Defense John Deutsch 

testified: "I believe that the proposal . . . to move the Chemical Warfare School Element up 

to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri -- it would not go to Fort Leonard Wood . . . unless the proper 

permits are received from the State of Missouri. " (emphasis added) (Set: Tab B, page 102). 
. - - 

A week later, on March 7, 1995, in his appearancz before this-Commission, Army secretary 

Togo West acknowledged that the permitting process in Missouri woul'd be uncertain. In 

response to Commissioner Steele's questions, Secretary West candidly testified: "I would say 

that there are no guarantees in the permitting process. The one thing that I, as a lawyer, over 

the years have learned, is that we have no real indication as to how the process could turn out 

when a community and a permitting authority begin to come to grips with th: reality. " (See Tab 

C, page 37). 

That reality check has now occurred just as Secretary West predicted. In the past two 

months, the environmental community and a number of concerned citize~ls in Missouri have 



raised serious objections about the speed of the permitting process and have filed numerous 

appeals in and challenges to every single permit proceeding in the state So when Missouri 

officials tell you the Chemical School's move is guaranteed don't you believe them, because the 

Ions and uncertain permitting debate has just begun. It  won't be settled for years, during which 

time Fort McCIellan will have to remain open, and when it is over the Anny may never obtain 

all the permits they need to move the chemical training to Fort Leonard Wood. The long and 

expensive permit fight and the increased costs of building the new facilities in Missouri, which 

. will inevitably result from the permit appeals process, will likely negate any predicted current 

costs savings projected from the recommended move. Moreover, there will only be costs, and 

no savings at all, if the Army ultimately loses the permit battle and the Chemical School's 

facilities have to remain at Fort McClellan. In that event, this Commission's hoped for cost- 

cutting accomplishments will be lost, because the Army won't be able to m.&e good on its very 

.), uncertain permitting predictions to you. 

Since the permits seem to be the predominant issue regarding ihe Fort McClellan 

recommendation, I urge you to closely examine and seriously-question the glaring defects in that 
- - - - a  

L 

process. - - - -  - 

CDTF INCINERATOR HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMIT - 
. 

The most controversial permit question is whether or not the Anny needs a hazardous 

waste permit in Missouri to build and operate the Chemical Defense Training Facility 

("CDTF"). On May 19, 1993, in response to a request from 1993 BRAC Chairman Jim 

Courter, the current Director of Missouri's Department of Natural Resources, David A. Shorr, 

replied: 

". . . we anticipate that the Chemical Defense train in^ Facility would require 
permits from Missouri's Air Pollution Control Program, Water Pollu~ ion Control 
Program (for NPDES), and the Hazardous Waste Program. The vermit for the 
incinerator from the Hazardous Waste Program will. no doubt, take the most time 



to obtain. . . Depending on the complexity of the permit and the c:omplexity of 
the incinerator, the Part 1 Application will take nine to fourtettn months to 
complete. Part 2 of the  enn nit (after construction is complete), will take an 
additional e i ~ h t  months to a year to complete." (emphasis added). (See copy of 
letter dated May 19, 1993, attached at Tab D). 

Nineteen months later, on December 23, 1994, in a letter to Defe:~se Secretary Perry, 

Mr. Shorr confirmed and reiterated for the third time the State of Missouri 's position regarding 

permits for the Chemical School and the CDTF at Fort Leonard Wood. Mr. Shorr stated: 

"As I indicated on June 4. 1993. we anticipate the construction of thi:; facility will 
require air pollution control, water pollution control and hazardous waste procram 
related permits. To date, we have not received applications for such permits and 
eagerly await their submittal so that we can timely review and approve if 
appropriate." (emphasis added) (See copy of letter dated Decembt:r 23, 1994, 
attached at Tab E). 

Consistent with Mr. Shorr's repeated assurances to both BRAC and the Department of 

Defense that the CDTF incinerator requires a hazardous waste permit, on April 5, 1995, Col. 

Anders B. Aadland, Chief of Staff, Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, respond :d in writing to the 
\ 

office of the Chief of Staff, Department of the Army, Washington, DC, as follows: 

" 1. As requested by Congressman Browder, environmental permits /I r .  \ 

submitted by Fort Leonard Wood are enclosed as follows: 
,' -. \ a. Air permit for the CDTF incinerator 
' \ 

- b. 'Air permit for large area smoke tr3ining - - - - - a  

4 

c. Installation-wide storm water permit 
d. Hazardous waste permit for CDTF 

2. As of this date, no official reply has been received from the 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources regarding any of these 
permit applications. " (emphasis added) (See copy of memorantiurn 
dated April 5, 1995, attached at Tab F). 

Surprisingly, and totally inconsistent with his often repeated official position during the 

previous two years, a week after Col. Aadland's memorandum was transinitted, Missouri's 

Director of Natural Resources, David Shorr, stated that a hazardous waste permit is needed 

for the CDTF. In sworn testimony before this BRAC Commission at your regional hearing in 

Chicago, Illinois, on April 12, 1995, Mr. Shorr stated: 



"To answer your question, Mr. Commissioner, three permits are required by.. . 
Missouri: A permit for air construction for the CDTF, which is the Chemical 
Decontamination and Training Facility, a water permit for the base, and a permit 
for the smoke school, which is going -- which was issued as :I PSD permit 
application to si~nificantly deteriorate the air around the area of Fort Leonard 

. Wood. A hazardous waste permit is not required for the thirty-four thousandth 
i '  time. Okay. Any other questions?" (emphasis added) (See page 99 of BRAC 6- 6 \, 

/ . hearing transcript dated April 12, 1995, attached at Tab G). 
1 Q 

According to records at the Missouri Department of Natural Resources ("MDNR"), the 

state received Fort Leonard Wood's hazardous waste permit application referenced in Col. 

Aadland's men~orandun~ on April 6, 1995, and within a sinqle day deteimined that a RCRA 

hazardous waste permit was not needed for the CDTF. During that extre,nely limited review, 

MDNR evaluated only two waste streams which would be incinerated irl the CDTF facility. 

Those were the chromium impregnated filters used in the gas masks and the wastewaters 

resulting from the decontamination of the nerve agents (i.e. Sarin & VX). MDNR's primary 

Focus on the gas mask filters was highlighted in MDNR Director Shorr's testimony at the April 

12 BRAC regional hearing in Chicago. (See Tab G ,  pages 102-103). However, Fort Leonard 

Wood's permit application did not include the following hazardous, or potentially hazardous, 
- - 

wastes which are generated at the CDTF and are likely to be burned in th- incinerator: . -  - .- - - *  - - - -  - 
- 

+f 
a. Laboratory wastes generated at the CDTF facility - Numerous solvents are used in 

' the CDTF laboratory at Fort McClellan for quality control chet-ks and for normal 
/' 

maintenance requirements on various pieces of equipment. That use produces wastes 

which are possibly contaminated with nerve gas agents and are, therzfore, required to be 

incinerated at the CDTF by U.S. Army Directive. Other labora~ory material wastes 

contain metals above allowable Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure ("TCLP") 

levels which are also incinerated. Specific laboratory chemicals which would be 

considered hazardous waste when they are incinerated include: aceto:le, carbon disulfide, 

chloroform, cyclohexane, ethyl alcohol, hexane, hydrochloric acid, isopropyl alcohol, 



mercury, methyl alcohol, methyl ethyl ketone, methylene chloride, nitric acid, potassium 

dichromate, silver nitrate, sodium hydroxide and sulfuric acid. (See inventory of CDTF 

MSDS attached at Tab H). 

b. Waste nerve azent detector pads containing silver nitrate - These pads are known to 
w ~ l  

fail the TCLP test for silver and are burned in the CDTF incinerai.or. 

c Ventilation carbon filters - Carbon filters are used to absorb the active nerve agents 
,J i 

L-' q 

from the ventilation system which maintains a negative air pressure in the CDTF 

building. Nerve agents and materials containing nerve agents haire been classified as 

DO03 reactive wastes by the U.S. Army at facilities that are destroying nerve agent 

weapons. This determination is based on the fact that VX nerve agent is a sulfur-bearing 

material. VX can generate toxic gases, vapors or fumes in sufficient quantities to present 

a danger to human health. A mere rise in temperature will cause a release of toxic 

fumes from the filters. 

Unfortunately, in their hasty review MDNR failed to investigate the above-mentioned 

waste streams and also failed to obtain answers to these -questions from eii:her Fort McClellan 
. -  

or Fort ~eona rd  Wood prior to concluding that a haZardous waste permitivould not be required - 

for the CDTF incinerator. 

As a result of Fort konard Wood's and MDNR's incomplete review of the CDTF's 

potential hazardous waste stream, on May 12, 1995, three individuals and the Missouri Coalition 

for the Environment (an established environmental organization representing thousands of 

members throughout the state) filed an appeal petition before the Missouri Hazardous Waste 

Management Commission ("HWMC"). (See copy of petition attached at Tab I). The petitioners 

asked the HWMC to prohibit Fort Leonard Wood from constructing and operating the CDTF 

incinerator without first obtaining a hazardous waste permit from the state. 'The petition alleges 



that hazardous wastes will be burned in and emitted from the incinerator and that Fort Leonard 

Wood failed to appropriately identify all the hazardous wastes which will be incinerated in the 

CDTF as discussed above. 

In response to that appeal petition, on June 1,  1995, the Attorney General for the State 

of Missouri filed a "Motion to Dismiss" with the HWMC based on the arguments set forth in 

an accompanying brief entitled "Suggestions in Suppon of Respondent's Motion to Dismiss." 

(See copy attached at Tab J). As in most states, in Missouri it is the Attorney General, not 

MDNR Director Shorr, who is responsible for interpreting the law and representing the state in 

legal matters. In his brief on the application of Missouri law to MDNR Director Shorr's 

decision on the hazardous waste permit, the Attorney General contradicted Mr. Shorr by stating: 

". . . the decision petitioners claim is a final agency decision is not a final, 
appealable decision. An agency decision is final when 'the agency arrives at a 
terminal, complete resolution of the case before it. An order lacks finality in this 
sense while it remains tentative, provisional, or contingent, subject to recall, 
revision or reconsideration by the issuing agency. ' 

Under this analysis, the decision by the MDNR that a ~e rmi t  is not reauired to 
operate the CDTF is not a final administrative decision which would render it subject to 
appeal before this Commission. The MDNR decision is continet:nt upon the accuracy 

t, of the information that was sup~lied to it by the U.S. Army Engineers Center in Fort 
Leonard Wood (Army). The decision is also continsent upon the procedures, 
methodologies and waste streams, among 6ther things;-remaining the same as currently-. 7.. 

. \ envisioned by the Army. Furthermore. the determination whether a particular facilitv 
& '  needs a hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal permit is. by statute. the 

res~onsibility of the facility owner andlor operator. not the MIINR. . The MDNR's 
responsibility is to review and approve or deny permit applications submitted to it." 
(emphasis added) (See Tab J, page 5). 

As we know, Fort Leonard Wood had made this determination by the submission of their 

hazardous waste permit application to MDNR in early April of 1995. Consequently, by not 

acting to either approve or deny the permit, MDNR has placed the whole hazardous waste 

permit issue in complete limbo. 

In his June 1 filing with the HWMC, the Attorney General continued: 



". . . the MDNR mav chance its mind as to whether the CDTF, even based on 
the information currently available to the MDNR, reouires a hazardous waste 
treatment, storage or disposal permit. This 'decision' such as it is. confers no 
rights upon the Armv. In any later administrative or iudicial action citine the 
Armv for the failure to have a treatment, storage or disposal permit ior the CDTF 
unit, the Armv could not utilize anv previously made statements b,r the MDNR 
such as those cited in paraqraphs 1 1 and 12 of the Petition filed herein to estop 
the eovernment from brincing its action." (emphasis added) (See Tab J, pages 5- 
6 )  - 

Paragraphs 11 and 12 in the appeal petition (See Tab I, pages 4-5) which the Attorney 

General cited above are the statements which MDNR Director Shorr rnade to this BRAC 

Commission during the regional hearing in Chicago on April 12 that a hazardous waste permit 

is not needed for the CDTF incinerator. Clearly, as Missouri's Attorney General -- the state's 

top legal officer -- concluded in his brief, MDNR Director Shorr's recent a.;surances to you are 

not supported by Missouri law: 

:? 
"The MDNR position that the CDTF unit does not require a hazardous 

waste treatment, storage or disposal permit does not determine any oblieations. 
+ ?:--, . . . legal consequences will not flow from this agency position co~nplained of. 

. 7, 
. The MDNR position that a permit is not required does not really decide anythino, "- \ . ... 

because the MDNR is not strictlv vested with the power to decide that issue." 
(emphasis added) (See Tab J, page 6) .  - 

Consequently, it is clear that instead of being settled -as Director Shorr ,would have ypu - .< - - a  - 
- - - -  . 

believe, Missouri's Attorney General has determined that under the state's statute the hazardous 

waste permit issue in Missouri is not resolved. (See copy of Mo. Rev. Stat. 5 260.395 attached 

at Tab K). Therefore, the Army has met your requirement to have all thl- necessary permits 

in hand prior to your making a decision on the closure recommendation. In the short time 

remaining, it is now virtually impossible for the Army and MDNR to go back and properly and 

legally deal with the hazardous waste permit prior to your June 22 decision deadline. 

Meanwhile, the appeal of MDNR's decision is still pending before the MWVC, and their next 

meeting is not until August 3, 1995, well after your deadline. 



4. , . 
c- As if the Army doesn't already have enough problems, Missouri's hazardous waste law 

/ .  
., 1 also contains a provision which allows interested parties to file a citizen's suit for failure to 

possess a properly issued hazardous waste permit. (See copy of Mo. Relr. Stat. 8 260.415.3 

attached at Tab K). Such a lawsuit typically could not be filed until the operation of the CDTF 

facility is imminent. Consequently, a citizen suit filed against Fort Leonard Wood four or five 

years from now, during the final stages of construction or just before operation of the CDTF 

incinerator begins. could block the whole process at the 11th hour; and tht: Army would have 

, to continue training at Fort McClellan after wasting hundreds of millions of dollars on the 

proposed move. As we've already seen, there are several well organized citizen groups and 

environmental organizations in Missouri who will continue to oppose this moyre, unless the A m y  

and MDNR properly and legally follow the state's well-established hazardous waste permitting 

process, including allowing public input and providing adequate due proce:;s. Some of those 

2 groups have already indicated they will likely file a citizens suit, if it becomes necessary to force 

the Army and MDNR to follow the applicable provisions of the state's environmental laws and 

reulations. Consequently, unless the Army obtains a properly issued hazardous waste permit 
- .  . - 

- for the CDTF- incinerator -- which they most assuredry have not received z- this facility will be 

caught up in controversy and uncertainty for years in the future. 

CDTF INCINERATOR AIR PERMIT 

Fort Leonard Wood submitted an application for an air permit to construct the Chemical 

Defense Training Facility ("CDTF") to the MDNR on March 1, 1995. Key personnel within 

the Army's chain of command, including Army Secretary West (See Tab C ,  page 37) and the 

permit preparers at Fort Leonard Wood, have repeatedly stated they did not begin work on the 

permit applications until after the Secretary of Defense announced his base closure 

. recommendations on February 28, 1995. In the rush to prepare and submit their permit 



applications, Fort Leonard Wood personnel failed to consult with anyone at Fort McClellan, as 

they had been instructed to do by higher Army headquarters (See copy of memorandum dated 

March 13, 1995, attached at Tab L). In 1983 it took personnel at Fort McClellan months to 

prepare the complicated application for the permit to construct the CDT::, at a time when the 

applicable environmental laws and regulations were much simpler to understand and comply with 

than they are today. By then, Fort McClellan had also spent two !!ears working on an 

Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS ") for the CDTF, which began in 198 1. Miraculously, 

. Fort Leonard Wood's personnel prepared and submitted their CDTF perniit application in only 

one dav! (See copy of permit application attached at Tab M). Moreover, to date Fort Leonard 

Wood personnel have repeatedly stated they do not intend to begin work 011 an EIS for any facet 

of the proposed Chemical School move, including the CDTF, until after you members of the 

BRAC Commission make your decision. 

Because they did not know enough about the CDTF and because ihey failed to consult 

with Fort McClellan, Fort Leonard Wood's personnel prepared their CDI'F permit application 

based on outdated drawings, information and engineering data assembled during 1983-1985, (See - - 

. - 
Tab M, pages 2, 4, 8, 11, 13 and 14).on-which-basis Fort -McCleH$nn':; o;iginal permits to - 

construct and operate were issued on November 2, 1983, and June 1, 198:', respectively. (See 

copies of Fort McClellan's 1983 and 1987 CDTF permits attached at Tabs N and 0). Another 

major defect in Fort Leonard Wood's permit application process is their personnel did not realize 

that Fort McClellan's June 1, 1987, permit to operate the CDTF was withdrawn by the Alabama 

Department of Environmental Management ("ADEM") on December 17, 1992, when it was 

replaced by a new permit to operate on that same day. (See copy of Foa McClellan's December 

17, 1992, permit attached at Tab P). The 1992 operating permit was issued by ADEM to 

. 
encompass the dozens of changes and major modifications which had beer. made to the CDTF 



at Fort McClellan. As you can see by comparing the information and flow diagrams in Fort 

McClellan's August 25, 1992, application to ADEM for a permit mocification (See copy 

attached at Tab Q) with Fort Leonard Wood's CDTF permit application to hlDNR (See Tab M), 

Fort McClellan's modifications to the CDTF were not included in Fort Leonard Wood's permit 

application. Therefore, they are also not included in the CDTF air pernli: issued by MDNR. 

Based on the incomplete and inaccurate information in Fort Leonard Wood's permit 

application and because of MDNR's rush to issue the permits before June 22, MDNR Director 

. David Shorr conveniently determined that the air emissions from Fort Leonard Wood's CDTF 

would be de minimis. Consequently, no public comment period and no public hearing 

opportunity was provided by the state on the CDTF permit application, which would have taken 

a minimum of 45 days under Missouri law and would have slowed down tlie permit process. 

On April 10, 1995, MDNR issued a "permit to construct" the CDTF' incinerator, which 

2 Director Shorr has since said is also a permit to operate. (See copy of pennit attached at Tab 

R). However, it is clear from the detailed Conditions attached to the permit that the incinerator 

cannot begin operation until after Fort Leonard Wood conducts and meets .itringent bum tests 
, - 

and strict ehisiiohs tests after construction of the fitiliti. In addition,-Special conditions (a) 

and (b) on page 2 of the Missouri air permit (See Tab R, page 3) state that n2 hazardous wastes 

can be burned in the CDTF incinerator, specifically gas mask filters containing chromium. 

However, as described in the earlier detailed discussion on the hazardous waste permit, it is 

clear that hazardous wastes other than the gas mask filters will be burned ill the incinerator -- 

which requires a permit from the Missouri Hazardous Waste Program. y' 
Q b  

The accelerated "fast track" review of the CDTF permit application, without providing 

8 

; any opportunity for public input or giving Missouri citizens rime to study tht: public health and 

safety and environmental issues, resulted in immediate anger and opposition from environmental 



organizations and public interest citizen's groups in Missouri. (See copies of news articles 

attached at Tab S). Consequently, on April 27, 1995, three individuals and the Missouri 

Coalition for the Environment filed an appeal of the issuance of the CDTF construction permit 

with the Missouri Air Conservation Commission ("MACC"). (See copy of Notice of Appeal 

attached at Tab T). The appeal alleges the CDTF air permit was based on incomplete and 

inaccurate operational data; that hazardous wastes will be burned in anti emitted from the 

incinerator; that more than 100 tonslyear of pollutions will be emitted from the incinerator 

. requiring a pub1 ic hearing process; that the required pre-application motleling, monitoring, 

analysis of visibility and projected air quality impacts were not done; that the requirements for 

prevention of significant deterioration ("PSD") review were not met; a11d numerous other 

d~fects.  The parties seek denial of the permit and a public hearing on the CDTF permit 

application. (A partial discussion of the technical defects in the CDTF air permit application 

and MDNR's permit approval process, which was prepared by the environmental ensineering 

firm of Schreiber, Grana & Yonley, Inc. and submitted to the MACC in support of the permit 

appeal, is attached at Tab U). 
- 

, - 
On April 27, 1995, the same appealing parties-filed a a t i m  with-the MACC to expedite 

and complete the appeal process on the CDTF air permit so there would be some modicum of 
, 

final state agency action on the CDTF permit prior to this BRAC Comnission's decision 

deadline of June 22, 1995. (See copy of Motion to Expedite attached at Tab V). Unfortunately 

\ 
for all concerned, including you members of the BRAC Commission, that motion to expedite 

i.',. $4 
cl(l L,\ was opposed by MDNR (See copy of MDNR's May 5 ,  1995, Response in Opposition attached 

at Tab V), and it was subsequently denied by the MACC in a hurriedly convened telephone 

conference on or about May 9, 1995. The MACC has indicated they intend to assign the CDTF 

air permit appeal to an Administrative Hearing Officer who will then be responsible for 



establishing a discovery schedule and eventually conducting a hearing on the permit appeal. 

That process, which has not yet begun, will take several months to complete. Consequently, . 

the CDTF air permit appeal process will obviously not be completed before the BRAC 

Commission's decision deadline of June 22. 

The MACC's ultimate decision on the CDTF air permit appeal will in turn be reviewable 

by a judicial appeal to the State Circuit Court and by the Missouri Court of Appeals. That 

process typically takes a minimum of eighteen months to two years to complete. It is clear from 

. the public statements recently made by several of the environmental and citizen's groups in 

Missouri that they intend to fight these permits to the end; consequently, the CDTF air permit 

will be subjected to continuing controversy and legal appeals for years to come. During that 

time, of course, no one will know the eventual outcome, and the Chemical School's training 

facilities will be left in a continuing state of limbo with no way for anyone to undo or rectify 

"3. 
-4  a hasty decision made by this BRAC Commission. 

In recent days. various staff members at the MDNR have been making what I consider 

1 to be brash and factually misleading statements about the staps of these pennits. For example, 
I 
I , - 

in an Associated Press story written by DavidA. Lie3 filed inkffersonCity , Missouri, on June I 
I 

/ 7, 1995, Roger Randolph, director of MDNR's air pollution control program stated: "These 

permits are well researched, and the models are double and triple checked. The permits have 

undergone such scrutiny that they are near perfect." The next day, on June 8, 1995, in a story 

i 

i written by Thomas Hargrove published in the Birrnineham Post-Herald, MDNR Director Shorr 
I 
i was quoted as saying: "We follow the law here (in Missouri). If they (Al'abama) are playing 
f 

i 
I games with the law, they should play the same game across the board." Unfortunately for 
i 
! 

MDNR, their permitting process has been far from perfect. In fact, as the detailed technical 
i 

comments which were filed in support of the permit appeal before the MACC have shown, there 



are major serious defects in the permits which don't need a rocket scientkt to understand. 1 
<--7 

To begin with, the legal description of the location of the CDTF contained in the air 

- permit issued by MDNR is Section 21, Township 35 North, Range 8 West. However, that 

location is approximately 12 miles east of the location specified by the longitude and latitude 

coordinates contained in Fort Leonard Wood's CDTF permit application. Moreover, the 

, location specified for the CDTF in MDNR's air permit is outside the boundaries of Fort Leonard 
I 

1 

Wood, is even outside of Pulaski County where Fort Leonard Wood is located, and instead is ! 
L - 
I ' actually situated in the Mark Twain National Forest in adjacent Phelps County. 
' I  

Second, the air permit issued by the State of Alabama for the CDTI: at Fort McClellan 

specifically restricts the quantity of live nerve agent on site to a maximum of one liter at any one 

time. Contrary to the repeated public statements and assurances of both F ~ r t  Leonard Wood and 

hlDNR personnel to the citizens of Missouri, the air permit issued by MDh'R for the CDTF at 

h. 
.F Fort Leonard Wood does include a quantity restriction. 

Third, a temperature of 1,750°F for at least two seconds is required for the complete 

destruction of GB and VX nerve agents in the incinerator, However, no de~ention time, which 
. - 

would assure complete destruction of all live nerve agents in- the siicbhdary chamber of the 

CDTF incinerator, is specified in the air permit issued by MDNR. Moreover; no operating 
, 

conditions are included in the air permit issued by MDNR, even though MDNR Director Shorr 

now says permission was granted by the state permit to also operate the CDTF. 

Fourth, the existing CDTF at Fort McClellan uses two autoclaves for the decontamination 

of the Battle Dress Overgarments ("BDO") worn by the troops while training in the CDTF. 

This makes possible the reuse of the BDO's up to four times before they have to be incinerated. 

This information was included in a letter sent to Mr. A a  Groner at MDNF: on February 18, 

1991, and received by MDNR's Hazardous Waste Section on February 22, 1994. However, the 



inclusion of the two autoclaves was left out of both Fort Leonard Wood's permit application and 

the air permit for the CDTF issued by MDNR. In addition, none of the emissions from the 

autoclaves was included in the emission calculations. Because the autoclaves are not included 

in the permitted equipment for the CDTF, the amount of BDO's which will be required to be 

incinerated in Fort Leonard Wood's CDTF will be four times greater than tne planned amount. 

Consequently, this major omission of the autoclaves from MDNR's air pernit will increase the 

daily waste load to be incinerated at Fort Leonard Wood's CDTF to approximately 1,300 

. pounds, which exceeds the permitted quantity of 1,000 pounds contained in the CDTF air permit 

issued by MDNR. This serious omission will also drive up the cost of the CDTF trainins, 

because four times as many BDO's will have to be purchased by the Chemi-a1 School in order 

to provide the live nerve agent training in Missouri. 

Fifth, Fort Leonard Wood's air permit application for the CDTF ard MDNR9s permit 

3 \ review (which is part of the air permit) specify use of a Midland Ross Pyrobatch model, forced 

! draft, batch type, dual chamber incinerator unit at Fort Leonard Wood. However, Midland Ross 

is no longer in business, and this model is no longer in production. Consequently, Fort Leonard 
I - 
! 

I Wood cannot procure the CDTF incinerator specifiedin-their airpermit-fiom MDNR. 

I 
In the event this list of obvious -deficiencies is not enough to prove the point that 

MDNR's air permit won't allow the Army to build and operate the required CDTF at Fort 

Leonard Wood, a detailed description of additional permit errors and omissions is attached at 

Tab W. 

Because numerous significant errors and omissions have been identified in the CDTF 

permit application and the air permit issuance process, MDNR will eventually be required to 

reevaluate the CDTF permit application and all supplemental information subinitted by the U . S . 

Army for the Chemical School's proposed operations and facilities at Fort Leonard Wood. 



MDNR clearly failed to adequately consider all the applicable regulatory requirements and 

potential environmental impacts associated with the multiple operations and facilities that are an 

integral part of the Chemical School's operation, including the CDTF. Until these numerous 

and serious permit issues are addressed and required procedur-s, regulations, and 

requirements of law (both Missouri and Federal) are complied with by MDNR, the Army will 

not possess all the necessary permits which this BRAC Commission has said are required in - 

order to approve the Defense Department's recommendation. With only ten days to go before 

your decision deadline, it is obvious that the requisite permits will be obtained by the Army. 

Consequently, I urze you to join with the 1991 and 1993 BRAC Commissions and once again 

reject this ill-advised recommendation. 

FOG OIL SMOKE AIR PERMIT 

Fort Leonard Wood submitted an air permit application to MDNF: on March 1, 1995, 

to conduct static and mobile fog oil smoke training in Missouri. (See copy of permit application 

attached at Tab X). Like their CDTF air permit application, Fort Leonard Wood's personnel 

prepared their foo oil permit application in onlv one dav, because they d i j  not begin work on 
. - 

the application until after Defense secretary Perry k-mdunced his base clbsure recommendations 

on Eebruary 28, 1995. Also like the CDTF permit application process, Fort Leonard Wood's 

personnel hurriedly prepared and submitted their fog oil permit application to MDNR without 

first talking to or coordinating with officials at Fort McClellan, despite receiving specific 

instructions from TRADOC headquarters to do so. (See Tab L). 

Because they had been in too big a hurry earlier in the month, on March 16, 1995, Fon 

Ixonard Wood had to submit supplementary information to MDNR modifying their original 

permit application from VOC (volatile organic compound) to PM,, (par:iculates) emissions. 

Their modification also stated that 63,000 gallons per year of "light grade mineral oil" would 



be used to generate smoke at Fort Leonard Wood. (See copies of supp1t:mentary March 16, 

1995, information attached at Tab Y). For some strange reason, no permit application for use 

of additives (such as kerosene which is required to thin the fog oil during cold weather) or for 

use of any other kinds of obscurants or smoke generators was ever submitled by Fort Leonard 

Wood to MDNR, despite the fact that those kinds of materials are a vital component of the 

Chemical School's smoke training program at Fort McClellan. (See Description of Fog Oil 

Smoke/Obscurant Training conducted at Fort McClellan attached at Tab Z:l. 

On March 23, 1995, in response to a Freedom of Information Act request filed by 

MDNR, Fort McClellan provided written information directly to MDNR det3iling the use of fog 

oil, other fbels and obscurants at Fort McClellan over the past five years. (See copy of March 

23, 1995, memorandum attached at Tab 1). The March 23 memo explained that during the past 

five years Fort McClellan used an average of 77,476 gallons of fog oil each year. In 1993, the 

b actual fog oil usage was 93,800 gallons, and in 1994 Fort McClellan used 1 16,350 gallons of 

fog oil in the Chemical School's smoke training exercises. (See Tab 1). Fort McClellan also 

informed MDNR they used gasoline to run the smoke generators, and the 120rt's "potential to 
- 

emit" with 20 mobilizing chemical units would roughly doub'le the -ab;ve listed fog oil and 

gasoline usage totals each year. In addition, Fort McClellan pointed out to MDNR that they also 

use other required smoke generation sources including hexachloroethane smoke pots, colored dye 

smoke grenades, infrared defeating obscurant grenades (brass flakes), and arge area infrared 

defeating obscurants (graphite powder). Finally, Fort McClellan notified MIINR that they also 

expect to begin using millimeter wave obscurants (similar to radar chaff) within the next two 

years. (See Tab 1). Even after receiving that inforination, neither Fort Leonard Wood nor 

MDNR made any further changes to the permit application. 

On April 11, 1995, MDNR issued a draft air permit to Fort Leonard Wood which limits 



the Army to the use of no more than 65,000 gallons per year of fog oil. (See copy attached at 

Tab 2). No use of any other type of fuel or obscurants was allowed under MDNR's draft 

permit. There was also no mention of the use of anti-freeze type additives which must be mixed 

with the SGF-2 fog oil (which is 20 weight motor oil, not mineral oil as stated in the permit 

application) when the temperature drops below 40°F to be able to use the fog oil during the 

winter months. Other conditions in the draft permit limited the Chemical School to doing smoke 

training a maximum of 135 dayslyear for a maximum of one hour per day. Fort McClellan 

. currently trains with smoke at least 250 days per year, conducting from one to four exercises 

per day, with each exercise averaging one hour each, depending on weather conditions. 

Officials in the Army's chain of command subsequently became concerned about the 

severely restrictive conditions in the draft fog oil permit issued by MDNR, because it would 

clearly not allow the Chemical School to do the type and extent of smoke training in Missouri 

which is presently conducted at Fort McClellan. Consequently, they requested an analysis of 

the draft permit from the experts at the Chemical School. In response, on May 16, 1995, the 

Special Assistant to the Commandant of the U.S. Army Chemical School, sent a detailed five 
- 

page memorandum to Headquarters, Department 6f Army; concluding that the draft permit 

conditions will essenrially destroy the Chemical School's ability to effectively do smoke training. - 

(See copy of May 16, 1995, memorandum attached at Tab 3). In summary, the May 16 memo 

concluded that Missouri's smoke permit restrictions "will create overwhelming degradation to 

Chemical Mission readiness" which "would kill both the U.S. Army and U.3. Air Force smoke 

training." (See Tab 3, page 1). The memo also stated that under MDNIL's draft permit the 

Chemical School would lose the ability to train with any other obscurant except fog oil, and the 

fog oil training itself would be drastically reduced to only 25% of current training standards. 

In addition, the Reserve Component smoke training would also be a casualty of the severely 



restrictive Missouri draft air permit. (See Tab 3, page 1). 

After subjecting the draft fog oil permit to a thirty day comment pc:riod, MDNR held a 

required public hearing at Waynesville, Missouri, on May 12, 1995. ;?ublic opposition to 

issuance of the fog oil pernit was voiced by several citizens, and formal statzments of opposition 

were filed by several attendees, including the Ozark Chapter of the Sierra Club (See copies 

attached at Tab 4). In addition, detailed technical comments on the numerolls deficiencies in the 

draft fog oil permit were filed with MDNR by the environmental engineering firm of Schreiber, 

. Grana & Yonley, Inc., St. Louis, Missouri, on May 12, 1995. A partial summary of those 

technical comments is attached at Tab 5. 

On June 7, 1995, MDNR issued a final fog oil air permit to Fort Leonard Wood. (See 

copy attached at Tab 6) .  Unfortunately for the Army, the final permit is even more restrictive 

than the draft permit. The number of special conditions was increased from 24 in the draft 

i permit to 37 in the final permit. Moreover, whereas the draft permit simply failed to mention 

the use of such items as kerosene additives, obscurants and smoke sources other than fog oil, 

hlDNR9s final permit specifically prohibits their use in Missouri. Therefore, the final permit 
- 

is even more damaging to the Chemical School's -ability to-conduct-imcke training at Fon 

Leonard Wood than even LTC Newing predicted in his May 16 memorandum at Tab 3. (See 

article on the impact of the fog oil permit limits on the Army's smoke training attached at Tab 

7) .  The Army now finds itself in a difficult dilemma. They have received a fog oil permit, but 

in reality it's a worthless piece of paper, because it won't allow the Chemical School to properly 

train in Missouri. Undoubtedly it will be a difficult "put check" decision for the Army, but now 

they really have only two alternatives. They can either be honest and admit to you they don't 

have the permits they need to move the Chemical School to Missouri. Or, they can file an 

appeal of their own permit with the Missouri Air Conservation Commission ("MACC") hoping 



to convince the MACC to remove the fatally restrictive conditions in MDNR's pennit. In either 

event, however, the Army will be acting against self-interest, because they will be admitting to 

you that despite the "hype" coming out of Missouri, the fog oil permit is of no real military 

value to the Army. In any event, it is now clear to everyone that your first and most important 

criteria for making your decision as members of the BRAC (i-e. preservatio~i of military value) 

will not be met by this permit. Moving the smoke training to Fort Leonard Wood will damage 

national security by compromising the military mission; therefore, you should vote to reject the 

recommendation to close Fort McClellan. 

Even if the Department of Defense decides to ignore the obvious and play out their bluff 

by not admitting the fog oil permit will seriously degrade the Chemical School's training 

capability, environmental groups in Missouri have already put the Army and MDNR on notice 

that they intend to appeal the issuance of the fog oil permit. Roger Pryor, 1;xecutive Director 

5, v of the Missouri Coalition for the Environment ("Coalition") was quoted in thz press on June 8, 

1995, as follows: "We're going to fight this thing to the end. If the (Missouri Air) Commission 

wants to go forward, they can, but they do so at the risk of it-being thrown out of court." (See 
- 

copy of news- story from the June 8, 1995, Birmingfiam' Newsattached k Tab 8). St. Louis 

attorney Lew Green, Counsel for the Coalition, has indicated in the press that he expects to file 

an appeal with the MACC within a few days. That appeal will take months tcl be resolved, and 

the MACC's decision will then be reviewable in the State Circuit Court and. by the Missouri 

Court of Appeals. The judicial appeals process alone typically takes from eighteen months to 

two years to complete, during which time the fate of the fog oil air permit will ::emain uncertain. 

Clearly, the finality of the permit process which you members of this BRAC ('-ommission have 

so forthrightly sought before you have to make your decision will not be achieved for years into 

b the .future. 



FOG OIL VARIANCE 

Despite beins in such a rush to immediately prepare and submit their permit applications 

to MDNR on March 1, 1995, Fort Leonard Wood's personnel did not realize they would need 

a variance for their fog oil pennit until after they were so informed by MDNR in mid-April. 

Consequently, on April 24, 1995, Fort Leonard Wood submitted to MDPIR an application for 

a variance from Missouri's state air regulations which impose a maximum 20% opacity limit on 

air emissions. (See copy of variance application attached at Tab 9). The objective of the Army 

Chemical School's fog oil training mission is to generate a smoke cloud wh :ch is 100% effective 

in obscuring vision to protect our troops and equipment from enemy detection. Consequently, 

Fort Leonard Wood needed a variance from the state's air regulations before they could be 

legally issued a fog oil air permit. 

The variance application was discussed at the Missouri Air Consenration Commission's 

a. !"MACC'sW) regularly scheduled meeting on April 27, 1995. However, the granting of the 

opacity variance was formally opposed by a number of parties, including three individuals and 

the Missouri Coalition for the Environment ("Coalition"). - (See copies of' news stories and a 
. - 

- -- a 
copy of the-petition filed by the opponents attached at ~ a b  10): - 

The evidentiary phase of the administrative hearing process on Fort Leonard Wood's 

variance request was quickly initiated by the MACC at the insistence of the MDNR, because 

they recognized that timetables normal 1 y followed in processing variance applications would 

prevent MDNR from issuing the fog oil permit before June 22. As a result, fifteen depositions 

of the opponents, Fort Leonard Wood personnel, MDNR personnel and thlz Coalition's expert 

witnesses were scheduled and taken in an extraordinarily short nine day period between May 15 

and May 23, 1995. The parties then had only one day to pour over the voluminous record 

which had been developed and prepare for the MACC's hearing on the variance application, 



which began on May 25, 1995. 

In another unusual turn of events, the Chairwoman of the MACC designated herself as 

the hearing officer. instead of following the normal procedure of referrin;; the matter to an 

appointed administrative hearing officer. A formal hearing on the variance was conducted over 

the two day period of May 25 and 26, with various members of the MACC in attendance, 

several of \rfhon~ actively and aggressively participated in the hearing process, often 

recommending to the Chairwoman how she should rule on various legal issues, objections and 

. evidentiary questions. 

Folloic~ing the conclusion of the hearing of testimony, the parties were given only five 

short days over the Memorial Day holiday weekend to review the lengthy depositions and 

transcripts and prepare and submit by June 1, 1995, replies and exhibits for cc~nsideration by the 

M.ACC. 

s, Under Missouri law, the four (out of six) members of the MACC who did not attend the 

entire two days of the hearing, had to review the lengthy transcript and exhibits before they 

could participate in the variance decision. Moreover, all six - members - of the IVIACC who voted 
. - 

on the variance had to review, discuss and vote on the ~roposed-findingS of fact, concl~sions 

. of law and language in the MACC's order. If you think, like I do, that it was a tal.1 order for 

the six members of the MACC who have full time jobs and other imp~rtant day-to-day 

responsibilities to get this done, you would be in good company. Nevertheless, in just five 

short, but undoubtedly backbreaking days over another weekend, the membtzrs of the MACC 

accomplished their task. On June 6, 1995, the MACC approved an order grantins Fort Leonard 

Wood's request for an opacity variance for only one year from the date of staitup testing. (See 

copy of MACC order attached at Tab 11). The very next day, on June 7, 1995, MDNR 

speedily issued Fort Leonard Wood's fog oil air permit, based on the issuarce of the opacity 



variance by the MACC. 

In response, on June 9, 1995, an individual plaintiff, along with the Missouri Coalition 

for the Environment, filed a complaint in the State Circuit Court in St. Louis, Missouri, against 

the MACC and Fort Leonard Wood challenging the granting of the opacit.7 variance and asking 

the court to void its issuance. (See copies of news article and Petition for Judicial Review 

attached at Tab 12). 

In conjunction with filins their lawsuit, the plaintiffs also asked the State Circuit Court 

for a stay of the MACC's order granting Fort Leonard Wood's opacity variance. (See copies 

of Motion for Stay and the plaintiffs' memorandum in support of their motion attached at Tab 

13). On June 9, 1995, the State Circuit Court issued an "Order to Show (3ause" to the MACC 

and to Fort Leonard Wood to explain why the stay should not be granted. A hearing on the 

Motion for Stay is scheduled for June 16, 1995. (See copy of Show Cause Order attached at 

3 Tab 13). If the stay of the variance is granted, then the issuance of the fog oil permit would 

also be adversely affected, because the fog oil permit could not be legally issued or remain in 

effect if the variance is stayed by the court. - - 
. - 

In'any event, the environmental groups in Missouri have kept their promise to challenge 

the permits and variances, not only in the administrative forum, but also ill court. Even if the 

stay of the variance is not granted, it will be eighteen to twenty-four monthr before the outcome 

of that litigation is finalized, including further review by the Missouri Court of Appeals. 

Meanwhile, the fate of the fog oil permit, which depends on the validity oii the issuance of the 

opacity variance, will also be unknown. 

STORMWATER PERMIT 

On January 24, 1994, Fort Leonard Wood submitted a general facil lty-wide stormwater 

3 discharge permit application to MDNR for a number of ongoing activities at Fort Leonard 



Wood, such as maintenance facii ities, fuel storage areas, asphalt plant, airfield operations, 

landfills, ordnance ranges, etc. On February 17, 1995, MDNR issued Fort Leonard Wood a 

state operating permit for those discharges, which will be effective for five years in accordance 

with normal timetables under the Clean Water Act. 

On March 2, 1995, in a one paragraph letter submission \vhich attached a one page map 

sketch (See copies attached at Tab 14). Fort Leonard Wood requested a nodific:ation to the 

Fort's general stormwater discharge permit to include the proposed fog oil smoke training 

. activities proposed for relocation from Fort McClellan. With lishtning-like speed, the very next 

day, on March 3, 1995, MDNR issued a draft state operating permit modijying the discharge 

of stormwater from Fort Leonard Wood's operational activities to include the Chemical School's 

proposed fog oil smoke training activities. 

Despite opposition from established environmental groups, including the Ozark Chapter 

. 
, of the Sierra Club (See copy of written comments attached at Tab 14) and the Missouri Coalition 

for the Environment, on April 4, 1995, MDNR issued a revised state operating permit to Fort 

Leonard Wood without providing a requested public hearing. The permit was issued for a 
. - 

number of stormwater discharges which included foE oil smoke trainiilg 'at sc:veral outfalls and 

additional discharge points at Fort Leonard Wood. (See copy of permit attached at Tab 14). 
, 

In response, on May 3, 1995, three individuals and the Coalition filed an appeal of the 

issuance of the revised stormwater discharge permit with the Missouri Wuer Conservation 

Commission ("MWCC"). The permit appeal alleges that the stormwater perm .t does not include 

necessary water quality control measures required under State law, that the Aimy failed to seek 

authority to use flame training and fog oil obscurants which will adversely impact water quality, 

and that monitoring requirements for heavy metals were not included for discharges into the Big 

Piney River, along with a number of additional defects in both Fort Leonard Wood's permit 



application and in the permit issued by MDNR. The parties seek denial ~f the permit by the 

MWCC. (See copy of appeal attached at Tab 15). 

The next regularly scheduled meeting of the MWCC is not until June 21, 1995, the day 

before this BIWC Commission's June 22, 1995, decision deadline. Clea:ly, the MWCC has 

decided not to deal with this appeal on an expedited basis, since no action has been taken on the 

appeal. Consequently, the stormwater permit appeal process will not be completed before the 

BRAC Commission's decision date. The MWCC's ultimate decision on thz permit appeal will 

also be reviewable in the State Circuit Court and by the Missouri Court of Appeals. The judicial 

process along typically takes from eighteen to twenty-four months to complete, during which 

time the final status of the water permit will be uncertain. 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION LICENSES 

One of the vital training components of the Army's Chemical School is the nuclear 

defense training conducted at Fort McClellan using live nuclear agents. That nuclear training 

component is included in the Chemical School's proposed relocation to Fort Leonard Wood. 

The nuclear radiation training facilities at Fort McClellan consist of ten laboriltories which utilize - - 

- 
25-30 different radioactive isotopes, many of which Rave half lives that laSt fix decades. During 

the Chemical School's training and testing exercises, the radiation facilitie:, produce LOW level 

radioactive waste ("LLRW"), which averages three 55 gallon drums per year. Unlike Fort 

McClellan, Fort Leonard Wood does not have access to a functioning regio-la1 LLIXW disposal 

facility. Consequently, Fort Leonard Wood will have to construct a LLRW tacility on site with 

the capability of storing and managing LLRW for at least fifteen years and perhaps longer. 

Because the Chemical School utilizes special nuclear materials and praduces LLRW, Fort 

Leonard Wood will have to obtain two new licenses from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

("NRC"), a Part 30 license and a Part 70 license. For a more detailed discussion of the 



operation of Fort McClellan's nuclear defense training facilities, its important functions in 

support of the CDTF, and the requirements for NRC licenses and LLRW facilities at Fort 

Leonard Wood, see the copy of the White Paper attached at Tab 16. The only NRC license Fort 

Leonard Wood possesses is a Part 35 license utilized by the base hospital. To date, Fort 

Leonard Wood has not applied for these two new NRC licenses. In order to do so, the plans 

and design for the new nuclear facilities at Fort Leonard Wood must be attached to a 100 + page 

NRC application. The process of designing and preparing those plans and application is 

estimated to take twelve months. Once an application is received by the NRZ, it cam take from 

thirty days to a year to process, depending on the completeness of the application. 

Even then, Fort Leonard Wood would have only a Limited Operations License, which 

would allow only the storage but not the use of radioactive materials. A final Full Operations 

License would not be issued by the NRC until after the facility at Fort Leonard Wood is 

,t. constructed and inspected. Optimistic estimates by Fort Leonard Wood engineers indicate this 

could take at least three years. As an example of how long this complete: nuclear licensing 

process can take, when the Chemical School was moved back to Alabama from Aberdeen 
- - 

Proving Ground, Maryland, the radiological facility at- Fort Mc~1ellanarec:eived its ~ imi ted  

Operations License in 1980. However, the Chemical School was not allowed to begin full-scale 

operations until its nuclear facilities were finally completed and inspected by the NRC in 1988. 

During the years before Fort Leonard Wood receives its Full Operatioris License, nuclear 

defense training would either have to be continued at Fort McClellan or it would have to be 

discontinued. Moreover, only after the radioactive materials have been removed from Fort 

McClellan and that facility is decommissioned by the NRC may that facility close and its two 

existing licenses be terminated. In addition, if and when Fort Leonard Wood decides to apply 

foi their NRC licenses, the A m y  can fully expect opposition from environmental groups and 



nuclear activists in Missouri. As an example, see the May 10, 1995, testimony presented to the 

Missouri House of Representatives Energy Commission by Kay Drey attached at Tab 17. 

Consequently, like the challenges which have been filed on the issuance of the various air, water 

and hazardous waste permits, it is almost guaranteed that the NRC licensing process at Fort 

Leonard Wood will also be subjected to legal challenses and uncertainty fur a nurnber of years 

in the future. Until that is settled, no one will know for sure whether the Chemical School's 

nuclear training facilities can ever be relocated to Missouri. 

ENDANGERED SPECIES AND WILDLIFE ISSUES 

Another disturbing and extremely serious issue involved in the Chemical School's 

proposed relocation is the Army's failure to comply with, and cavalier attitude toward, its 

obligations under the Federal Endangered Species Act and other wildlife protection statutes. 

According to both the Army and the Missouri Natural Heritage Program, Fort Leonard Wood 

'3 is home to a large number of imperiled species, native species and migrato~y species. Of 

particular concern are the federally listed endangered American bald eagle, Gray bat and Indiana 

bat, which are known to inhabit Fort Leonard Wood. The Army has recommended transferring 
a 

several training activities to Fort Leonard Wood which would iikely- hahn these species. As 

discussed in detail earlier in this position paper, one of the primary activities conducted by the 

Army's Chemical School is obscurant training utilizing fog oil smoke and other smoke 

obscurants. During fog oil smoke training, SGF-2 (similar to 20 weight motclr oil) andlor diesel 

fuel are vaporized and dispersed into the air, where they form a smoke screen composed of 

small droplets of the vaporized substance. Ideally, the smoke screen created during these 

exercises hugs the ground to conceal troop movements. According to the k m y 7 s  report on a 

smoke trial conducted at Fort Leonard Wood in 1993: 

"No findinzs were available on the environmental acceptance of fog oi:! dispersion 
or effects on [Fort Leonard Wood's] three endangered species of Indiana bats, 



Grey bats, and American Bald eagles. An assessment by Federal, State, and local 
environmental officials is a critical factor to feasibility of smoke operations on the 
installation." (See copy of excerpt from "Assessment Report -- Smoke Trial 
1993" attached at Tab 18). 

To date, no such assessment has been done, in spite of avai:able and alarming 

information demonstrating that fog oil and obscurant training will likely adversely affect these 

three endangered species, as well as other wildlife at Fon Leonard Wood. 

The Arnly is already well aware of the potential adverse impact of fog oil smoke on the 

endangered Indiana and Gray bats. On January 17, 1995, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Construction Engineering Research Laboratories published a draft documenr entitled "Potential 

Impact of Fog Oil Smoke on Selected Threatened and Endangered Species" (See copy of 

excerpts attached at Tab 19). That report recognized the Army's need "to minimize adverse 

impacts upon individuals or populations of threatened and endangered species present in training 

3 areas", and notes that "[eJxposure to smokes and obscurants is perceived t3 constitute such a 

potential negative impact." The document also states that there are currently "inadequate data 

to provide an accurate assessnlent of the potential impact of smokes and obscurants . . . on 
- - 

threatened and endangered species occupying trainiq installations. " OR the contrary, sufficidnt 

information does exist to demonstrate that the various types of obscurants. including fog oil 
, 

smoke, will have an adverse impact on, cr at the very least "may affect", the Indiana and Gray 

bats at Fort Leonard Wood, as well as the endangered American bald eagle. 

Many other documents -- both Army reports and scientific pubiications -- reveal the likely 

adverse impact of fog oil smoke on these bats. According to a report entitlcd "Environmental 

and Health Effects Review for Obscurant Fog Oil" by C. J. Driver and others [See colpy attached 

at Tab 20), "[flog oils have the potential to accumulate in the aquatic environment while they 

* are being routinely used and could reach acutely toxic levels for some benthic orgznisms." The 



Driver report also states that "[IJubricating oils such as SGF-2 hake been shown to 

bioaccumulate in aquatic food chains with mammalian top consumers" and that "[l]oss of aquatic 

food sources may affect the survivability of aquatic wildlife young that are dependent on limited 

local resources and hish nutrient requirements during their initial growth period. " The bats prey 

primarily upon mayflies, caddisflies, stoneflies, and other insects associated with the aquatic 

environment. These same mayflies, caddisflies, and stoneflies reside at the bottom of rivers and 

lakes during their larval state, and thus are "benthic organisms". The Drijrer report confim~s 

the Army's own conclusion that fog oil smoke will have a direct adverse affect on the primary 

prey of the Indiana and Gray bats, and thus on the bats themselves. 

Efforts made by the Corps of Engineers in its January 17, 1995, report (See Tab 19) to 

attempt to discount the impact of fog oil smoke on the endangered Indiana and Gray bats are 

highly questionable. For example, the conclusions in the Impact Document are premised on the 

:1. incorrect notion that fog oil smoke training will not occur at night. Furthermore, the Corps' 

Impact Document ignores the fact that fog oil smoke generation occurs most often at prime 

foraging time for the bats -- dusk and dawn. The Corps document does recognize that "fog oil 
- - 

precipitatins onto the vegetation would be ingested b y  and accumulated-in the insects", aid 

that "oils have been used as insecticides in the past . . . ; thus, there may be a reduction in 

insect populations and in turn a reduction in food availability should fog oil precipitate onto the 

vegetation." In spite of its recognition of these facts. the Corps report concl~ldes that the adult 

bats "would not be expected to ingest significant quantities of fog oil." However, in the next 

paragraph, the Corps report recognizes the need to test their critical assumption that "[tlhe prey 

of bats does not contain sufficient quantities of fog oil to cause toxico1o~;ical effects when 

ingested by bats. " Furthermore, the Corps report ignores the Driver rep on:'^ conclusion that 

\ fog oil smoke will have an adverse impact on the bats' food chain. Likewise, other scientists 



have documented mortality of Gray bats resulting directly from pesticide application on the bats 

prey. E x . ,  Clark. D., et al. 1978. "Dieldrin-Induced Mortality in an Endangered Species, the 

Gray Bat (Mvotis grisescens) " Science, 199(4335): 1357-59. 

Unfortunately, the Army failed to reveal in its fog oil permit application or otherwise to 

the Missouri Department of Natural Resources that the Chemical School 's obscurant smoke 

training also utilizes graphite flakes, brass flakes and other additives. Fort Leonard Wood has 

also failed to apply for permission to use HC smoke, a pyrotechnic: smoke-producing 

composition of grained aluminum, zinc oxide and hexachloroethane contained in smoke 

munitions and "floating smoke pots". In addition to fog oil smoke and HC smoke and 

munitions, the Army Chemical School utilizes munitions containing red, white and plasticized 

phosphorus during obscurant training, as well as dye colored smokes for :;ignaling purposes. 

The Army has failed to even preliminarily address the impact which these activities will have 

on the bald eagle and Indiana and Gray bats. I suggest they have failed to do so, because even 

a preliminary analysis would reveal that the planned move of the Chemizal School to Fort 

Leomdrd Wood would be doomed due to the adverse impact the training 7would have on the 
- - 

- 
resident endangered species and their habitat. - - -  - - - a  

In July of 1993, the Chemical Research & Development Center of the U.S. Army 

Armament, Munitions and Chemical Command at Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, 

("CRDC") published a five-volume document intended "to provide a general environmental 

assessment for the overall smokelobscurant program." According to 'Jolume 4 of that 

document, "HC smoke mix and its combustion products pose significant health hazards to 

manufacturing personnel and using troops" and "is fairly toxic to mamnlals. " A training 

accident in the 25th Infantry Division, Hawaii, in 1984 seriously injured twenty-two soldiers, 

one of whom died. According to Volume 2 of the CRDC document, the phosphorus compounds 



used in smoke training are potentially lethal to both humans and wildlife, and may cause 

sublethal effects after prolonged exposure. In at least one case, bald eagles in Alaska died after 

eating fowl which had consumed phosphorus residue. Volume 5 of the CRDC document states 

that "some of the organic dyes presently used in colored smoke pyrotechni: fornlulations pose 

potential serious health hazards to occupationally exposed personnel" and present toxic and 

carcinogenic hazards. While the CRDC documents do not address the health and environmental 

effects of smoke containing graphite or brass flakes, they clearly reveal that the Chemical 

School's obscurant training activities will have a potentially devastating effect on the bats, bald 

eagles, and wildlife on and near Fort Leonard Wood. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Commission, it is important for you to understand 

the adverse impact the Chemical School's activities will likely have on the wildlife and protected 

species at Fort Leonard Wood. Moreover, I draw your attention to the faci: that I was able to 

'3 do so relying almost exclusively on the Army's own documents and reports. It is particularly 

disturbing to me that the Army, which has this information in its possession, has failed to live 

up to its obligations under the Endangered Species Act and other wildlife laws. 
- - 

Before anyone discounts the importance of this issue,-letme remind the Committee bf 

the impact the Endangered Species Act had on a multi-million dollar dam which the Tennessee 
, 

Valley Authority had largely completed prior to the passage of that Act. I was elected to the 

Senate just a few months after the U.S. Supreme Court handed down its famous decision in TVA 

v. Hill back in 1978, and I can personally attest to the consternation in the Senate over the 

Court's ruling that TVA could not complete the Tellico Dam. As a result of nly own experience 

with the snail darter and numerous other endangered species issues since -- ircluding the recent 

Alabama sturgeon fiasco -- I am acutely aware that one small critter can shut down the best laid 

\ plans of any agency -- whether it be the TVA, the Federal Highway Administi-ation, or even the 



U.S. h y .  Consequently, I strongly encourage this Commission to examine carefully the 

I Army's failure to comply with the Endangered Species Act and other wildlife protection statutes 

in making your decision on the Chemical School's recommended move to Fort Leonard Wood. 

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires that the Army, in c:onsultation with the 

U.S. Fish &k Wildlife Service, ensure that any action it authorizes, funds 13r carries out is not 

likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered or threatened species. 16 U.S.C. 

5 1536(a)(2). Section 7 also prohibits the irreversible or irretrievable comnlitment of resources 

during the consultation period. It is my belief that Fort Ixonard Wood's submittal of their 

permit applications to the State of Missouri, coupled with the Army's knowledge that the 

Chemical School's activities "may affect" the endangered species at Fort Leonard Wood, 

triggered its obligations under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act. Certainly that action 

was an action authorized, funded or carried out by the Army. Furtherm~re, if you elect to 

I, accept the Army's recommendation that the Chemical School and other actiqqities be transferred 

from Fort McClellan to Fon Leonard Wood, you will set in motion a procc:ss which cannot be 

stopped by you or officials at the Department of Defense -- thus resulting in an irreversible and 
- - 

irretrievable commitment of resources. Based upon the available science, it' is clear that ihe 

Chemical School's activities will either be prohibited or at the very least severely curtailed by 

the presence of these endangered species at Fort Leonard Wood. 

On April 27, 1995, Congressman Glen Browder wrote to the U.S. Fish & Wildlife 

Service Director, Mollie Beattie, requesting from her information on the i l m y  ' s compliance 

with the mandates of ESA section 7. (See copy of April 27 letter attached at Tab 21). The Fish 

and Wildlife Service replied on May 12, 1995, that the Army had not initiated consultation with 

the Service on this issue, and that the Army did not intend to do so until after this Commission 

ha.s made its decision. (See copy of May 12 letter attached at Tab 21). In my opinion, that 



decision to delay consultation is contrary to federal law, and I suspect a lederal court would 

confirm my opinion. With all due respect, I remind the Commission that, while your own 
I 

actions are expressly exempted from the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act, 

4.2 U.S. C. § 432 1-4370, your actions are not exempted from the requirements of the Endangered 

Species Act ("ESA"). This Commission is well aware of the substantial resources which will 

be required to close Fort McClellan and transfer the Chemical School':; activities to Fort 

Leonard Wood. It would be a travesty if the Army's violation of the ESA ultimately blocks the 

transfer of the Chemical School and other activities to Fort Leonard Wocbd after substantial 

taxpayer money has been spent to effectuate the move. 

Finally, the documented bald eagle death from obscurant training, and the known toxicity 

of these compounds to other birds, raise the question of whether the Amly has satisfied its 

obligations under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, 16 U.S.C. 5 16 U.S.C. $5 668- 

'? 668d and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 16 U.S .C. 55 703-7 12. Although those statutes do not 

contain consultation requirements like those found in Section 7 of the ESA, they do prohibit the 

taking, killing, or poisoning of migratory birds (including bald eagles) and more specifically, 
- - 

the taking, killing, poisoning, molesting or disturbing of bald- eagles. . I- am concerned that tfie 

relocation of the Chemical School and the CDTF to Fort Leonard Wood will have just such an 

adverse effect on migratory birds and bald eagles in violation of these two laws. v'n.fortunately, 

1 can find no evidence that the Army has even contemplated its obligations unjer these latter two 

laws, much less taken steps to comply with them, any more than they hare the Endangered 

Species Act. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT REQUIREMENTS 
7 

I now call your attention to the issue of compliance with the National Environmental 

-. Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. $$4321-4370 ("NEPA"). I recognize that the authorizing legislation for 



the BRAC and the relevant case law demonstrate that this Commission's. decisions are not 

subject to NEPA. While this may have been a wise decision by Congress, :l note that it leaves 

you members of the BRAC Commission, the public, and the Army in the dark regarding the 

ellvironmental ilnpact of your decision. As you know, NEPA requires federal agencies to 

prepare an environmental impact statement before approving any "major federal action 

significantly affecting the quality of the human environment. " 42 U.S.C. 5 4332. It has been 

conceded by both Army and EPA personnel, as well as the environmental coordinator at Fort 

Leonard Wood, that the Army will "definitely have to do an impact statement" pursuant to 

NEPA if this BRAC Commission makes the decision to relocate the CDTF, Chemical School 

and other Fort McClellan activities to Fort Leonard Wood. (See copies of news articles attached 

at Tab 22). Unfortunately, no one will truly understand the environmental cclnsequences of this 

decision until after it has been irrevocably made by this Commission. 

You Commission members have previously expressed your concerns regarding the 

Army's ability to obtain all of the necessary environmental permits and approvals in a timely 

fashion to effectuate the relocation of the chemical School to Fort Leonard Wood. Based on 
- - 

the Army's-previous experience with hundreds of pmjects, it-is undisputed that the Army will 

not be  able to secure the requisite NEPA approvals in the near future --and perhaps not at all. 

As an example, it took the A m y  four years (from 1981 to 1985) to complete the ehvironmental 

impact statement ("EIS") on the CDTF currently in operation at Fort McClelln n. (See also copy 

of letter from David Shorr to BRAC dated May 19, 1993, indicating that prel~aration of an EIS 

for Fort Leonard Wood will take four years, attached at Tab D). 

One of the primary components of an EIS is an analysis of the impacts of an agency 

action upon endangered and threatened species and other wildlife. As discusszd at length in the 

previous section, relocating the Chemical School to Fort Leonard Wood will very likely have 



a severe adverse impact on the three listed endangered species known to inhabit Fort Leonard 

Wood. Therefore, the EIS will likely show that this proposed move will have a significant 

adverse impact on the environment, and I believe the Army will be bound to reverse its decision 

to close Fort McClellan. However, because of the Army's unwillingness lo comply with its 

obligations to consult pursuant to the ESA. and because this Commission's decision process is 

exempted from NEPA, we will not know for four or five years whether the r~commendation to 

relocate Fort McClellan's activities to Fort Leonard Wood was doomed frclm the start. Mr. 

Chairman and Members of the Commission, even though you are not required by 1a.w to do an 

EIS, if you carefully consider the available information regarding the adverse impact on the 

environment of this proposed move, I believe the only reasonable decision ysu can make is to 

reject the Army's recommendation to close Fort McClellan. By rejecting tha: recommendation 

now, this Commission will have avoided needlessly wasting millions of taxpilyer dollars on an 

ill-fated endeavor which will never be successfully completed. 

CONCLUSION 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Commission, there are a host of other permits, 
- - 

licenses and certifications which will be needed by the Army to ac_complish the relocation of tlie 

Chemical School to Fort Leonard Wood. One example is a required approval from the Federal 

Aviation Administration, because the CDTF which has three stacks exceeding 50 feet in height, 

will be located in a fly over zone less than 2500 feet from Forney Air Field which services three 

commercial TWA Express Airline flights each day. Another example is an approval from the 

Department of Defense Explosive Safety Board for the CDTF, as is currently required at Fort 

McClellan. Nume:rous other examples abound, which I dare say Fort Leonard Wood has not 

even focused on. Nevertheless, I do not believe further elaboration of additional permitting 

deficiencies is necessary. That's because I sincerely believe that the detailed discussion already 



provided in this position paper should be more than enough to firmly coilvince you that the 

Army does not now possess, nor are they ever likely to acquire, all the required permits to 

accomplish moving the Chemical School and its training facilities to Fort Leonard Wood. I trust 

you agree, and I urge you to vote to reject this recommendation. 
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HOWELL HEFLlN 
A U B A M A  . 

%tnited state5 Smate 
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June 6, 1995 

David Lvles 
Staff Director 
Defense Base Realignment & Closure Commiss ion 
1 7 0 0  N o r t h  Yoorc ~ i r c c t ,  S u i t e  1425 
Arl ing t -on ,  V i r g i n i a  2 2 2 0 9  

We a re  writinq you a t  the request of Chairman Dixon. D u r i n g  
conversations or] June 5, 1995, t h e  Chairman reconm~end?d t h a t  we 
ask you to schedule a classified session to discuss t h e  chemical 
wc:apons t h r c a t  and the implications of the C h e m i - c a  1 wlapnn,s 
Convention (CWC). 

In previous rounds of the aRAC process, the A l a b d l r l d  
delegation presented a classified brief inq on t h e  chelnical t h r e a t  
and we have been t o l d  t h a t  it was very valuable to t h e  
commissioners. Furthermore, i n  1991 and 1 9 9 3 ,  the BR.4C 
Commissions had hearings on the treaty implications of the 
rccomrncndcd closures. It would, thereforo,  be apgropriato to 
discuss this topic as well during the c l a s s i f i e d  sess ion.  To  
i n s u r e  t h a t  a l l  questions commissioners might r a i s e  a r e  answered, 
WE! would like to suggesc chat you corrsider i r 1 v . i  t.i r'ry l,!le La1 lowing 
Administration o f f i c i a l s  (for questions only) : 

Mr. Robert Bell - National Security Council S t a f f  
Ms. E l i s a  Harris - National security Council. S t a f f  
Dr. Harold Smith - A s s t .  to the Sec. of Defense f o r  Chemical 

matters 
Fr.   art in Lancaster - Special Advisor t o  t h e  P r a s i d e n t  On 

chemical weaporls 

It is o u r  understandinq t h a t  the Comnlission plans t-o hold a 
hearing on June 14, 1995 ,  w i t h  the Defense Department to d i s c u s s  
ac3dit ions to t h e  RRAC list. This would seem to present, an 
excsllent opportunity fo r  the classified scssion t-o o z c u r .  Do 
n o t  h e s i t a t e  to con tac t  u s  if you need he1.p securing a room f o r  
the c l a s s i f i e d  b r i e f i n g .  

we hope you will be a b l e  to accommodate this reqilest for a 
closed b r i e f i n g  on chemical weapons and t h e  CWC. We 3re s u r e  t h e  
Commissjoners will fee l  more secure i n  their decisions knolwing 
they have becn f u l l y  informed on t h e  t h r e a t  f a c i n g  o u r  c o u n t r y  
today. 



Thank you fo r  your assistance with t h i s  important ma tcer .  

c 'len B r o w c l e r  

Richard Shelby a:-, 

United S t a t e s  S e n a t o r  

United S t a t e s  Representative 
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WASHINGTON OFFICE: 

COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY 

COMMllTEE ON THE BUDGET 

May 30, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 

DISTRICT OFFICES: 

Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

The 1993 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission in 
its report to the President recommended that if the Secretary of 
Defense wants to move the Chemical School from Fort: McClellan, 
Alabama, in the future, the Army should pursue all of the 
required permits and certification for the new site prior to the 
1995 base closure process. The 1995 Base Closure Commission at 
the beginning of its deliberations regarding Fort IdcClellan 
announced that the Army should have all the permit:; in place by 
June 22, 1995. 

While I would trust the Commission is carefu1:Ly reviewing 
all permit requirements (including air, water, hazi3rdous waste, 
nuclear, and endangered species), I am writing t0di2y to call your 
attention to two specific permit issues related to the proposed 
closure of Fort McClellan which could have serious negative 
impacts on U.S. military training standards and in.:ernational 
treaties. 

1. Smoke and Obscurant Training 
The enclosed memorandum and attached comments (Tab 1) 

prepared by Lt. Col. Edward Newing detail how the 4rmy may not be 
able to meet its smoke and obscurant t r a i n i n g  requirement i f  the  
Chemical School is moved to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. If the 
Army cannot obtain Missouri state environmental permits that 
allow the same level and types of training permitted now in 
Alabama, the memorandum states that the Chemical School could 
conduct only 25% of its training requirement. 

I believe the information contained in this memora.ndum 
raises serious questions which should be considered und-er the 
military value criterion by which the Commission is required to 
evaluate the Pentagon's recommendation to close Fort McClellan. 

2. International Treaties 
The State of Alabama has indicated it may not grant the 

environmental permit necessary to carry out the destruc:tion of 
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the chemical weapons stockpile at Anniston Army Depot because of 
the removal of emergency response resources now stationed at Fort 
McClellan. If this permit is not issued, the United States would 
not be able to meet the requirements of the Bilateral Destruction 
.Agreement with the former Soviet Union or the Chemical Weapons 
Convention, which is expected to be ratified by the United States 
Senate this summer. 

The Alabama Department of Environmental Management (ADEM), 
in a February 13, 1995, letter to me (enclosed, Tab 2) stated 
that should Fort McClellan be closed, "the Department could not 
issue the necessary environmental permits to allow const:ruction 
and operation of the chemical demilitarization activities at 
Anniston Army Depot unless such time as the Army could 
demonstrate to our satisfaction that adequate and competent 
emergency response and backup security capabilities are in 
place. " 

In a May 9, 1995, letter (enclosed, Tab 3) to Army Secretary 
Togo West, ADEM Director John Smith states, "In order for the 
Army's RCRA [Resource Conservation and Recovery Act] permit 
application for the chemical weapons destruction facility at 
Anniston Army Depot to proceed, this Department requires a 
detailed accounting of how the Army plans to replicate the 
support assets now available at Fort McClellan for response to a 
chemical accident/incident at the Depot, should Fort McClellan 
close.1t The RCRA permit cited lists the specific resourc:es now 
stationed at Fort McClellan that will be called upcn to respond 
to a chemical accident or incident involving the nearby stockpile 
I have enclosed a copy of the section of the permit application 
listing those resources along with internal Defense Department 
memoranda instructing that those resources be preserved (Tab 4). 

Retired Colonel Kenny W. Whitley, former commander at 
Anniston Army Depot, in the enclosed unsolicited letter to me 
(Tab 5) states that "Closing the Fort and moving the Chemical 
School would reduce the comunity-wide ability to deal with an 
accident at the depot." 

The Army on May 3 in response to my inquiry requestling a 
specific definition of the support the Army will provide to the 
chemical demilitarization operation (Tab 6) stated, !!The Army is 
still trying to determine what, if anv, support is required from 
Fort M~Clellan.~~ The Army's response further states that the 
COBRA analysis for closing Fort McClellan includes only a 
$150,000 annual cost for 1000,000 square feet of facilities space 
to accommodate the demilitarization support activities. 

I would argue that $150,000 hardly covers the cost of the 
resources cited in the RCRA permit, namely: Decontaminatlion team, 
medical assistance team, security control team, cormunic:ations 
support team, rescue squad, public affairs office, plans and 
operations office, Noble Army Community Hospital, ~rovost 
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marshal, traffic control and security force, directorate of 
plans, 
logisti 
c ommuni 

training, mobilization and s 
cs, staff judge advocate, di 
ty activities, joint informa 

ecurity, directo~rate of 
rectorate of perisonnel and 
.tion center and ~zmergency 

operations center. 

To my knowledge, the Army to date has not perfxmed a 
detailed accounting of the resources necessary to s~pport the 
chemical weapons destruction program. Therefore, I request that 
the Commission require the Army to provide a detailed outline of 
how it plans to replicate the Fort McClellan demilitarization 

nsources. I support resources and the cost of providing those r- 
believe the costs involved are significant and will have a direct 
impact on the Fort McClellan COBRA. I also request that the 
Commission ask the Department of Defense how it plans to meet the 
obligations of the Bilateral Destruction Agreement and the 
Chemical Weapons Convention if Fort McClellan is closed. 

I respectfully request that the Commission's analys'is and 
review team carefully review all permitting issues assoc:iated 
with the closure of Fort McClellan with the assistance of the 
General Accounting Office, which addressed this issue in its 
April 14, 1995, report to the Commission and with which I have 
met regarding this issue. I also ask that the Commission take 
the particular issues raised here into consideration when making 
its decision about whether the Department of Defense has deviated 
from the closure selection criteria. 

Independent organizations of no less stature that the Henry 
L. Stimson Center and the Center for Strategic and International 
Studies agree that movement of the Chemical School at this time 
and the disruption that would result from the closure of Fort 
McClellan carry serious negative implications for the success of 
the Chemical Weapons Convention and the Bilateral Destruction 
Agreement, as well as our nation's chemical defense program. I 
have enclosed copies of letters these organizations sent to the 
Commission regarding these two international agreements (Tab 7). 

Thank you for your attention to these matters, and I look 
forward to your response. With kindest regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Glen Browder 
Member of Congress 
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SUBJECT: Review of DraR Air Permit, Forl Lcanard Wood Smoka Trainir,lg 

1. The purpoaa of this memonndurn ir to provide comments on the subject iioarmmt pet your 
reque3t. Moro detailed comrnena arc found at the enc1o~ure. 

2. The Statc o f  Mirsouri smoke permit restrictions, if implemented, will create overwhelming 
degr8drtIon to Chtmlcnl MIssior~ nrdlncss. The restrictions will cut back the minimum 
amount of annual €08 oil use by 30%. Thc dally allowance for moke trdning; time will be cut by 
75%a suffering thesc unacccptablo losses, it Ruther limits our Joint forcos to smoke 
operatiow during weather conditions which may exist only 6W of the yeat. 'The smoke p m i t  
vhually eliminates more than an6 clmoka went por day. The impact would ba violations (subject 
to flnes) for 92 days what two wcnt9 are trained, another 56 days when three eventg are trdncd, 
and inothef 21 days whsa four sepante events am underwey at one time. If tfllllowed to sand, tha 
Miwuri emoke p4t eIIow3 ur to conduct roughly 25% of training to stand~itdy thue 
ratrfctctlanr would kill both the U9 Amy and US Air Force rrnoke trrrlnla;g. 

I 

3. During the Chemical Funaianal Araa Apalyris on 3 1 Oet 94, the'vice Chiefof Staff 
challenged the Army to "take the laad on proactive involvement with agencies dratting 
snvlronmental regulatory requirements that impact on chemical training on A m y  ranges. PON 
on leading towards the lwt rorlrietivc mtwt~ that provide tho maximum training oppowities. 
(A4crion ODCSOPS)" 

4, Under Bsss Realignment and Closure action$ Fort Leonard Wood, unfbrtu~uately orithout 
coordlnadon with the Chemical School, applied for a smoke permit and variance. The Msjouri 
smoke prmit rcwictions will inadvertently squuh the VCSA's goal and tragiurlly crip~ple chs 
capability to conduct smok training One o f  the ma8 stunning rastrictiolw o f  this permit is the 
loss of capablllty to train with smoke hand grenades, vehicular smoks gramda, smoke pots, 
in .hnd  defeating grenades, dot control agents, and ktge area i&ared obscurar\ts. Tho Resrrvc 
Component ~moke training at the Chernicll School would also bo a ~nsualty. 

5 ,  If YOU haye quutlons regarding thir quick asxssmcnt of 1 hc smoke and obaclrrents issue, 
ploasa call mu, DSN 865-6228 or commercial 205-848-6228 or Fax 865-6786. 

End 

Special Asrigtatant to the Commendant 



1. pe 1. titfo Fort Wood phWided ~ O U  (L dtdt  ajl psrmic. Since the iuur! is now at the 
varimcc hauing stage, whuc ir the "flnal'? Conoidaing the impacr thim h.u on Cha[cd 
Mission Area trrining, wc need ta see the rsrl this. 

2. pg 1, title The basis for permission is to "construct a mtic md mobile: fog ail smoke 
lralnIngfociHpW Thi3 nomenclature ia not doscriptivt of ~ h a r  the &my ~I*C~POSC$ to do. 
Could it be that Missouri Clam Air laws do not cover field militasy trainmfi and rangee? 
Tha "fiacility" being canstrueled is a storage arca for fog oil dnrmr. Ftjrt Wood *I1 
blaze road network through some wetland areaa and pouibly construct some observrtiaa 
towerr throughout the maneuver area which is already dedicatad.to .other tvpa of  training. 
Thh curlous interpolation of fa smoke'training srea to a "b~iliry" deceives ;he pvbllc u to 
what the putpase ef the psrmit i s  for, Sincs tho pennit was gained without public 
comment. it would be difflwk for people to know what this is. Since the vitn'an~c doer 
rvia commait, pcrhrp~ they will underatand smoke mi 1 not occur in what muld 
rcasombly died a fixed facility. 

34 ps 1, dtle If M i u d  har authority fbr Title V of the Clean Air Act, it ~ o u l d  s a w  
prudent to mention thd Fdcra? statutes, beyond their laws. They still mrut camply with 
federal atanduds and cnrure them activities, espeaially aincs It is 4 Fedem1 itatatlation, 
meet standard% Thi~ legal footin$ is importmt and not just r cormttic toucl~. 

4. pg 2, pws I, The mnud throughput of anIy 65.000 gallons id  unaccuprat~Je. Wc do 
not know how this bgum tvas calculated, but it appean to bs aa average d s o r t .  Forgot 
tho a v ~ g e a  OMT a five year period. We 0aIcu1atu training requirements on operational 
tempo, currefit and projected. The prajectcd consumption needs to be at lea!ft 95,000 
gallons per year which inchrdss both the Army and Air Force course loads an3 
plans. Additiodly, dJI US Amy Chemical units (70% of the Chemical Corptl) arc 
f tqukd to mobilize at the Chumid School. The potential to amit mu4 ba w h e n  into 
the permit, which as w0s wploincd to DNR previously would roughly double the 
dsdons, 

5, p& 2, para 2, The limit of 3,700 lbs during a 24 hour period is uaacceptabla The 
Army end Alr Force need more than one hour per day on m y  occasiow. As stated ln 
tho cover ldtur tho number of two, thiea, ~d four event3 per day is uitia1 to training 
loads. If nor adjusted, this limitation will cut out 75% of our training capability. 
Addidonally, there is np mention of other typor of pbscursnfs u$cd by the Chemical 
School. Smoke hand grenade3 (various colon), vehicle grenades (red phosphorur and 
brars fl aka), HC moke pots, safer woke pot3 (twaphalic acid), and large area i&md 
ob~arrnnt materials are usrntial portion3 of training and qudifjing chemlcal sc~idlers. 
Thig permit axcfudw Lbis typa snlako. 



6. pg 2, pan 3 The PMlO lass than 2,600 Ibs per hour eannor wcr be ntet. EWU thou& 
droplet sizes average about one mia~'n, we would violate this limit evay time ws turn r 
generator on, drivc through dual, of ujeinfrared abscunnta (by design greater than 10-14 
microns in size). fR obacuration is a critical skill to c4untcmmt,we memy fR target 
acquisition dmiec~. It is not p~jsible to simulate this ~crtsar/~b~curation phenamcnon at 
this time. It is a lamed behavior at the insticution8[ lwd. 

7. pg 2, para 5 Reporting ofviola~iom appcm to be tw glow, At lot of damage could 
engua unlesll a more rapid mcthodolopy ia adopted. 'Ibis permit ueds to adjust threshold 
limits beyond 65,000 gallons per year to at least the combined totjll of cunw and! 
projected trainin6 loads (we could live with a bare bonej of 95,000 gal/yr). ' Scdng bsck 
tMaing by 30% i s  unacceptable ro readness 

0. pg 3, p m  7 How will the QAPP piart d a c t  ths "usmi" as ChKnical9chool and Ait 
Force Disaster Propartdncss Technical Training? The QA plan must be caordinaed with 
potential usen. 

9. ps 3, para 8 Someone necds to cdculate tho volumiww record keepin<g costs. Who is 
thc Pcrmites: Fon Wood pUronnd or thr Chanicll School? How is For!: Wood going 
to impbrncnt this? Why is only fcg oil record keeping ncwsaryl Other ol~smrants need 
t~ be tallied and conm%ute to the entire atmo~pheric load The cmiasions earn tho dis~cI 
engines of HMWWVs and APCs iu wdl as the MOOAS powering the smoke gene:rdton 
are sources, Do64 t h i ~  add to the poundaga allowed por day? O~her milita~y vehicular 
trahtng, automobiles, electrical generators, comtruction tpulpmeut, railr~a i activities, on 
Fort Wood upparsntly nerd to be part of the daily tmal as well. 

9. pg 4, para 13 What equipment should be used or is adable for MET data? Who 
allcots it? ffsoldicn and a h o n  are to do this who cert'fiu them and whoa, how oficn? 
Calculation of mixing height ir of pluticular concern, from whet6 i d  it mcasu red mdl hd w 
doas it apply to each sita and Imgth of plume. 

10. pg 4, pan 14 Limitations on Opefatian% How ofken (per month) do the38 conditlaru 
exist? N e d  to go back at lea* 5 yean to see  if^ ~e h M d ~ ~ f f C d  by tutificial restreints. 
This hss the potential, when synergistically w m b i  with rsdudon in annual gallomi 
dlow&bla and only ono hour per day could absolutsly shut dowp smoke trair~ing. 

1 1. pg 4, para 15 I do not undcrsad how a stars wcncy can dictate the f o r c ~ s t i q  lead 
times. Thay establish a jtandard ~d now want to tell the Army how to suck egg$. This 
State agency 19 redly beyond their authority to tJI ua how to manage compli;mn~e with 
stiurdarda, 



12. pg 4, pan 16 Doos this mean MBT conditions (air stability and dltd direcbtion) cue to 
be continuously monitoted/mca3~~ed or juat before the event. Need to mluatc  ths 
percent of timc wind directiom and spcedr are unlavorablc. Qulck refmsncs lndlcatas 
unfavarablble ~nditiotu &st around 35% of tho time. The only rvailablo wind roao is 
twonty p u b  old. 

13. pg 5, para 160 Ifthe Director i s  meant to be the Director of D m ,  thir presents an 
interesting legal situation for the Army. Thia blanket authority seems ro bc a catoh-all 
phraso which sJlows ths Dimor to unlatorally tsrminatc Atmy smoke o,~traUtlon~. This i~ 
abjurd. lf permit violations occur, enforce it, but the Director hauld have no legal basis 
termlnme smaka for "to be dasrminsd" reasons. Pwhaps this is the place where m inwn 
can state the Director mi@ be ovrm?cd by the EPA or other Fedorrl qgmcies. These 
mystarious powerr of rho Director placo the Anny at risk md should be olhinated. 

14. p# 6, para 23 We would be automatically in violation if tried to maintain current 
training kvcls. The air qutlhy modeling snndarda need to be addreased in this document. 
Air models used by the EPA rre not a speciflc for cloud dynamics and concentration as ' 
tb ona autltblished by the Army (formally the Am~gpheric Sciences kt~aratory). EPA 
models use hdusnial chemical sack emirgiolu and tramlare that to unokla gmtratar 
aourcas, wme of which aro mobile. No known BPA modd io an accurate reprsscntation. 
The Combined Obscurant Model for Bcttlcfield Induced Contaminanw (COMBIC) b the 
world4 best model and rhould be used, especially Jince it is poa~ible to mcjdel all type3 of 
abscurants, not just fog oil. Other sourca am the Joint Technioal Group for Munition4 
Effectiveness-Smoke ad Aerosols Group asscdsment report3 which have tailored smoke 
munitions and generators for the past ten y m .  If we are goiog to use models, wa l~auld 
do it correctly. 

15. pg 6, pm 24 Injury ro plants and animal life have not been tharoughiy documented. 
Sierra Club m d  others note ( p i t o  accurately) the &my rnalyscs on subjective and most 
are inconchslve. The Army cannot avoid the challenge that specific tests save not been 
done at Fort Wood or Fan McClellan, Army references cite known 3tudil:s which treat 
ffars and frmna with about 5,000 t i r n e ~  the amount that might be expected ftom Army fog 
oil operations. I intuitively believe it is safo, on: canmt mbasute the downwind 
deposition, but it is hard to avoid the criticism that it has to 30 gomewhqra, Thc worst 
w e  i$ a challe~e of fag oil spillqc et the generator sites. Fort Wood will mitigate thig 
with their Installation Spill Contingency Plm. It is difficult ca rrttribute dlrtxt or 
approximate damage to plant3 and animals if no base line is available. Hoar does the otha  
obscurants a f k t  plants and animals7 DNR hag the Army aasejvnenr data, but chme not 
to allow thcsc in the air permit. What is diRerent about fog oil? Unraason,~bls enjoyment 
of life is another nebulous tern. Smoke by its very nature may be considcrtd a nuisance 
and 1R ob~curhntg are deff wd as nuismca dug. I see big problems here. It ir r legd tarpit 
which placcs the ontlre a r ~  o f  smoke generation for the 8urvivaI o f  fighting ibrccs at 
tramandaus risk 



16. pg 7, Attachment A Their four $bas hwt not been m e a d .  Thtr o w  data which 
elri~ts 8s Fott Woad i~ measured Erom the sirtfold, Himtlcal wind data is mdtat. 
Con~idcdng the relation olspeciflcity rdqulrcd to comply with this pernit, microcllmatic 
studies should be performed at each of these altcs, As atated in Fort Mc:Clollan,'r 1993 
Smoke Report @ut tajectcd by Fort Wood) ~asonal wind pattern$ and .ape& limit smakc 
training at tthess sites becaum of the potential €or onpoJt migration or intderencc with 
other post activities. Con~ervstive egtimatetes ate that between 25-50% c~f  the t imq smoke 
oporatiorw wSll be limited. Since we use smoke 250 days o f  the year, fLttLr erosion of 
training opportunitiss aie csnain, BxcIudc the non tnfnoable twnin, avoidsnca o f  
endangered rpebieicd arefis. small ponds, wHlands, impact area% the inf4rnous miilion dollar 
hole UM, ammnent area, stlmdoff distancu between the inrallation boundary and 
rrnoke weas, tho major thoroughfare bisecting the installation, the bombing range md 
thrrr is Ias space than it qpeats. The bortomline is that weuther i s  one of the hemost 
limiting factors ofdl, We can scbemtle~ CIWW, tmq locations, but we; annot jchcduls 
Mothu Nature. Pram samhsnr wlrh over twenty yeua of unokc geowat:at ucpdtfsncr I 

tding you this amoke permic is a diaasttr far the fbture of the Army's moks pmmm. 
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February 13, 1995 Fob James, J r .  

PO BOX 301463 
MONTGOMERY AL 

The Honorable Glen Browder 

361 30-1463 
Member o f  Congress F~~ ~2 4i$fj 
2344 Rayburn House O f f  i ce B u l l  d l  ng 

Physical Address: 
1751 Cong. W. L. 

Dickinson Drive Dear Congressman Browder: 
Montgomery, ,9L 
36 109-2608 Thank you f o r  your  l e t t e r  i n q u i r i n g  about the  impact t h a t '  possi b l e  

base-closure or r e a l  i gnment a c t i o n  a t  F o r t  McCl e l  1 an or- Anni s ton  Army 
(205 ) 271-7700 Depot could have on the  Department o f  the  Army's c u r r e r t t l y  pending 
FAX 270-561 2 envi  ronmental permi t appl l c a t i o n  f o r  the  chemf ca l  demi 1 i t a r 1  z a t i o n  

a c t i v i t i e s  a t  Anniston Army Depot. 

Field Off ices: 
The r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the  Department o f  the  Army and the  Sta te  

o f  Alabama w i  t h  respect  t o  the proposed opera t i on  o f  t t  e chernlcal 
1 10 Vulcan Road deml 1 1 t a r 1  z a t i o n  act!  v i  ti es a t  ~ n n i  s ton ~ r m y  Depot has been iI long and 
Birmingham, AL complex one, owing t o  the  nature o f  the  undertak ing anc the  irl sks 
35209-4702 associated w l  t h  t h a t  undertak i  ng. Fur ther  compl i cat1  ns the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
(205 ) 942-61 68 has been the  research and development necessary t o  b r i r g  t h i  !j a c t l v i  t y  t o  
FAX 941-1603 f r u l t l o n .  For a l l  o f  t he  d i f f i c u l t i e s  inherent  i n  t h i s  i n d u s t r i a l l y  

d i f f i c u l  t and pub1 i c l y  sensl t i v e  a c t i v i  t y ,  the  r e l a t i o r  sh ip  between our  
400 Well Street organ iza t ions  has been open, f r a n k  and product ive .  We have made progress 
P.O. BOX 953 i n  overcoming some o f  the  techno log ica l  and procedural hurdles necessary 
Decatur, AL 

35602-0953 
t o  s a t i s f y  the  Sta te  o f  Alabama t h a t  the  h e a l t h  and saf 'ety o f  ou r  

(205 ) 353-1713 
popu la t i on  i s  adequately pro tec ted and t h a t  r i s k s  r e l a t e d  t o  chemical 

FAX 340-9359 d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n  are e l iminated,  minimized, o r  c o n t r o l l e d .  

2204 Perimeter Road AS you are aware, F o r t  McClel l a n  and Anni s ton  Prmy Depot are major 
Mobile, AL components o f  the  Contingency Plan subrni t t e d  by the  Army and requ i red  by 
36615-1 131 40 CFR P a r t  270.14(b)(7) and P a r t  264, Subpart D. The purpose o f  t h i s  
(205 ) 450-3400 p l a n  i s  t o  minimlze hazards t o  human h e a l t h  and the  environment f rom 
FAX 479-2593 f i r e s ,  explosions, o r  any unplanned sudden o r  nonsudden re lease o f  

hazardous waste o r  hazardous waste cons t i t uen ts  associated wSth the  
deml 1 i t a r 1  z a t i o n  f a c i  1 i t y  a t  Ann1 ston Army Depot. As acknowledged by the  
Army I n  I t s  Resource Conservat ion and Recovery Act  (RCRA) Hazardous Waste 
Permit  App l i ca t i on ,  the  p rov i s ions  o f  the  Contingency Plan " . . . w i l l  be 
c a r r i e d  o u t  immediately whenever there  i s  a f i r e ,  exp lcs ion ,  o r  re lease o f  
hazardous waste o r  hazardous waste cons t i t uen ts  t h a t  ccu ld  th reaten human 
h e a l t h  o r  the environment." 

We see f rom correspondence provi 'ded by your o f f i c e  t h a t  the  Deputy 
Secretary o f  Defense i s  f u l l y  cognizant  o f  the resources a t  F o r t  McClel lan 
and Anniston Army Depot t h a t  are committed t o  the  chemical 
demil i t a r i z a t l o n  program through the  Army's RCRA permi t  . We note t h a t  the  
Deputy Secretary i n  an August 8, 1994, l e t t e r  t o  you asked the  Secretary 
o f  the  Army " t o  work c l o s e l y  w i t h  the Alabama Department o f  Environmental 
Management t o  respond t o  the s t a t e  requirements and t o  be f u l l l y  responsive 
t o  t h e i r  concerns." 



I n  response, the P r i n c i p a l  Deputy Under Secretary f o r  Acqul s l  t l o n  
and Technology i n  an August 11, 1994, memorandum t o  the  Secretary o f  the  
Army stated,  "We must commlt appropr iate m l l  l t a r y  resouraces (such as the 
fo l l ow ing ,  which have been i d e n t i f i e d  a t  t h e i r  cu r ren t  l o c a t i o n )  t o  
support the d e m i l l t a r l z a t l o n  e f f o r t : "  

A t  F o r t  McCl e l  1 an: "Decontami na t ion  Team, Medi c:al 
Assistance Team, Secur l t y  Contro l  Team, Communic:ations 
Support Team, Rescue Squad, Pub1 c A f f a l  r s  O f f  1 c:e, 
Plans and Operations Of f i ce ,  Explosive Ordnance 
Detachment , Nobl e Army Communi t y  Hospl t a l  , Provost  
Marshal , T r a f f  1 c Contro l  and Securi t y  Force, 
D i rec to ra te  o f  Plans, Train ing,  Mob1 1 i z a t i o n  and 
Secur i ty ,  D i r e c t o r a t e  o f  Log is t i cs ,  S t a f f  Judge 
Advocate, D i r e c t o r a t e  o f  Personnel and Communitjt 
A c t i v i t i e s ,  J o i n t  In format ion Center, Emergency 
Operatlons Center." 

And the Ass1 s t a n t  Secretary o f  the Army for  I n s t a l  l a t l o n s ,  . 
L o g l s t l c s  and Environment i n  a September 23, 1994, l e t t e r  t o  the  
commanders o f  F o r t  McClel lan and Anniston Army Depot, st,ates: 

"As we approach cons t ruc t ion  and u l t i m a t e  
d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n  operat ions a t  Anniston Army 
Depot, the comprehensive response p lan  w i l l  be 
a s i g n i f i c a n t  document subject  t o  rev iew by the 
Alabama Department o f  Environmental Management 
d u r i  ng the permi tt i ng process. " 

A rev iew o f  the Army's pending a p p l i c a t i o n  demonstrates t h a t  the  
Army, j u s t  as we, has re1  l e d  heavi l y  on the support avai  l a b l e  f rom F o r t  
McClel lan and Anniston Army Depot t o  s a t i s f y  the requirements o f  the  
Contingency Plan. Nowhere i s  t h i s  more apparent t h a t  i n  the Disaster  
Contro l  Plan-Cheml ca l  Event Response A s s l  stance Subml ss lon found i n  Volume 
V I  A o f  the Army's app l i ca t ion .  This submission demonstrates the c r i t i c a l  
role which has been contemplated for Fort McClellan and Anniston Army 
Depot i n  the  event o f  a chemlcal l n c l d e n t  or accldent  r e l a t l n g  t o  chemlcal 
d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s  a t  Annlston Army Depot. I t  has been the 
a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  t h a t  emergency i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  which has g iven us the 
assurance as we reviewed the Army's submission t h a t  a chemical acc ident  o r  
I n c i d e n t  would r e s u l t  i n  an immediate, e f f e c t i v e ,  and a p p r o p r ~ a t e  response. 

We recognize t h a t  the support a v a i l a b l e  from F o r t  McC1ellan and 
Anniston Army Depot could be r e p l i c a t e d  w i t h  an appropr ia te  ded ica t ion  o f  
resources. However, the  resources appear t o  be e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y  l a r g e  and 
w i l l  r e q u i r e  extensive t r a i n i n g  o f  personnel, cons t ruc t ion  o f  f a c l l i t l e s ,  
and p r o v i s i o n  o f  equipment. This would be t r u e  whether the support were 
provided by Army personnel o r  through a cont rac t .  These requ i red  
resources are i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  the Chemlcal S tockp i le  Emergency Preparedness 
Program, which incorporates the use o f  Fo r t  McClel lan and Annlston Army 
Depot Resources. 



A cont rac t  f o r  such resources does r a l  se an issue o f  concern, 
however. The chemical agents i n  quest ion inc lude some o f  the dead l ies t ,  
most t o x l c  compounds developed f o r  chemical warfare. These inc lude 
mustard (HD) and nerve agents (VX and GB).  The a v a i l a b l l  l t y  o f  m i l  i t a r y  
personnel t o  respond t o  a chemical accident  o r  i n c i d e n t  g ives us a l e v e l  
o f  confidence t h a t  appropr ia te  a c t i o n  w l l l  be taken f o r  the  simple reasons 
t h a t  so ld ie rs ,  u n l i k e  c i v i l i a n s ,  are subject  t o  orders,  the  disobedience 
o f  which c a r r i e s  f a r  more ser ious imp l i ca t ions  than those t o  which a 
c i v i l i a n  would be subject .  The Army's plans inc lude  the  use o f  deadly 
f o r c e  i n  appropr iate circumstances, a matter  which a l so  favo rs  the 
employment o f  m i l i t a r y  s e c u r i t y  fo rces.  

The area adjacent t o  Anni s ton Army Depot i s  a densely populated 
area, and the p r e v a i l  i n g  winds could ca r ry  an a i r  em1 ss ion ac:ross t h i s  
populated area. Thls f a c t o r ,  coupled w l  t h  the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c : ~  o f  the  
muni t ions and components t o  be d e m i l i t a r i z e d  a t  Anniston Army Depot and 
our p lace l n  the schedule f o r  d e m i l i t a r i z a t l o n ,  d l s t l ngu ishes  us f rom 
o the r  chemical d e m i l i t a r i z a t l o n  s i t e s .  The requirement f o r  immediate 
response t o  a chemical acc ident  o r  i n c i d e n t  inc ludes extensive 
communi c a t i o n  networks, secur l  t y  personnel t o  deal w i  t h  popul a t i o n  
con t ro l  , emergency medi c a l  personnel t r a l  ned t o  deal w l  t h  chemi ca l  
i n j u r i e s ,  and facilities designed t o  t r e a t  the chemica l ly  i n ju red .  Not 
l e a s t  among our concerns i s  the  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  unauthorized i n t r u s i o n  a t  
the Depot. A1 though the r l s k  o f  such an event may be low, the  
imp l l ca t lons  are severe and r e q u i r e  a h lgh degree o f  s e c u r i t y  and r e a c t i o n  
capabi li t y .  These are n o t  resources which are read! l y  aval laLble f o r  
immediate response, and they w i l l  have t o  be rep1 i cated i f  F o r t  McClel l a n  
o r  Anniston Army Depot are  closed o r  rea l igned s u b s t a n t i a l l y  and the 
chemical d e m i l i t a r i z a t l o n  a c t i v i t y  a t  Anniston Army D e p ~ t  i s  t o  be 
permi t t e d .  

Because For t  McClel lan i s  the home o f  the  A r m y ' s  Chemical School 
and M i  1 1 t a r y  Pol i cy School, i t i s o n l y  na tu ra l  t h a t  Army p l  an~ners have 
inc luded the resources a t  F o r t  McClel lan i n  developing t h e i r  Contlngency 
Plan. Furthermore, Noble Army Hosp i ta l  personnel and f aci 1 i tl es are 
un ique ly  q u a l i f i e d  t o  address chemical i n j u r i e s  due t o  the long experience 
w l t h  such r i s k s ,  as we l l  as the cu r ren t  opera t ion  o f  tha  Chemical Defense 
T ra in ing  F a c i l i t y  (CDTF) a t  F o r t  McClellan. This f a c i l i t y  a l s o  ensures 
t h a t  we w l l l  be able t o  t r a i n  appropr iate personnel a t  Anniston Army Depot 
as we1 1 as community emergency response personnel i n chl?mical p r o t e c t i o n  
and decontamination techniques. I am aware o f  Army s tud ies  which 
e s t a b l i s h  the conf idence-bui ld ing aspect o f  CDTF t r a i n !  i g  and consider 
such t r a i n i n g  f o r  our communi t y  backup t o  your Continge i c y  Plan t o  be an 
appropr ia te  measure t o  be undertaken. 

Some o f  the s p e c i f i c  support elements t o  be for thcoming f rom F o r t  
McClel lan resources i n  the  event o f  a chemical acc ident  o r  i n c i d e n t  
i n c l  ude acceptance o f  casual t i e s  a t  Noble Army Hospi t a l  . Thi s i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  important t o  us because the opera t iona l  concept developed by 
the Army s t i p u l a t e s  t h a t  pa t ien ts ,  attendants, equipment, and veh ic les  
w i  11 be decontami nated before they are accepted a t  loca' l  c i  v l  1 i an 
hosp i ta l s .  I m p l i c i t  w i t h i n  t h i s  concept i s  the capability t o  accomplish 
such decontamination. We are p a r t i  c u l a r l y  concerned t h i l t  the s i g n i f i  cant  
decrease i n  t r a i  ned m i  1 i t a r y  heal t h  care prov iders  associated w l  t h  the  
c losure  o f  Noble Army Hosp i ta l  a t  Fo r t  McClel lan w l l l  leave us w l t h  a 



s l  t u a t l o n  where, I n  the event o f  major chemlcal i n c i d e n t  or accldent ,  
l o c a l  hospl t a l s  w l l l  n o t  accept contamlnated personnel f o r  f e a r  o f  
contamlnat lng t h e l r  own f a c l l l t l e s ,  and the Army w l l l  no longer  have a 
f a c l l l t y  ope ra t l ona l  t o  deal w l t h  such clrcumstances. 

Other areas whlch cause us concern inc lude the  a v a l l a b l l l t y  w l t h l n  
the  immediate geographl c  area o f  an Exploslve Ordnance Team. The 142nd 
Exploslve Ordnance Detachment i s  c u r r e n t l y  located a t  F ~ r t  McClel lan, and 
the  n o t l f l  c a t i o n  procedures i n  the  event o f  a cheml cat accldemt o r  
l n c l d e n t  c l e a r l y  r e f l e c t  t h a t  they have been inc luded i n  the  Army's 
plans. I n  add l t l on ,  support teams f rom F o r t  McClel lan respond t o  
requirements f o r  secu r i t y ,  communlcatlons, on-s i te  medlcal as'slstance, 
rescue squad and p u b l i c  a f f a l r s  are assets which the  Ar~ny and the  Sta te  o f  
Alabama have r e l l e d  upon as a v a i l a b l e  i n  the event o f  a chemlcal acc ldent  
o r  chemlcal l nc lden t .  I f  F o r t  McClel lan were t o  be closed, adequate 
p rov fs lon  would have t o  be made t o  rep lace these suppormt teamts. 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  F o r t  McClel l a n ' s  extensive resources, t h e  Army's perm1 t 
a p p l l c a t l o n  and the  Department o f  Defense's August 11, 1994, memorandum 
c l t e s  the  f o l l o w l n g  resources a t  Annlston Army Depot: "D i rec to ra te  f o r  
Law Enforcement and Securi t y ,  Dl r e c t o r a t e  f o r  Ammunl t i 0 1 1  Operat lons, 
Ammunition Surve i l l ance  D iv l s lon ,  Depot Equipment D iv isa lon ,  Environmental 
Management D l v l  s lon, Heal th Cl l n l c ,  Depot Commander, E l e c t r o n l  cs L l a l  son 
O f f l c e . "  

These are n o t  minor considerat ions whlch can be overlooked. 
Rather, they  cons t l  t u t e  major concerns because they have s l  g n l f l  cant  
impact upon the  resources lmmedlately a v a i l a b l e  t o  respond t o  an emergency 
s l  t ua t l on .  

Under these clrcumstances, I express t o  you my grave concern about 
the  proml sed emergency response capabl 1 l t y  whl ch w l  11 be! unaval 1 able i f  
F o r t  McClel l a n  o r  Annl s ton Army Depot were t o  be c losed o r  r e a l  lgned. 
Thls i s  a substant lve  concern f o r  the hea l th  and safety o f  the  p o t e n t i a l l y  
a f f e c t e d  populace. O f  equal concern t o  me i s  the  e f f e c t  whlch t h l s  
c losure  o r  r e a l  lgnment might have upon our  re1 lance on r ,epresentat ions 
made I n  t h e  Army's p e r m i t  a p p l i c a t i o n .  I c e r t a i n l y  would e x p e c t  t o  be 
n o t i f i e d  o f  any such d r a s t i c  change i n  circumstances. 

The substant ive  concerns whlch I c a l l  t o  your a t t e n t i o n  p lace a t  
r l s k  the pe rm l t  whlch the  Army seeks. Should F o r t  McClel lan o r  Annlston 
Army Depot be closed o r  r e a l  igned, the Department cou ld  n o t  issue the  
necessary envlronmental perml ts  t o  a l l ow  cons t ruc t i on  and opera t i on  o f  the  
chemlcal d e m l l l t a r l z a t l o n  a c t l v l t i e s  a t  Annlston Army Depot unless and 
u n t l l  such t ime as the Army could demonstrate t o  our  satisfaction t h a t  
adequate and competent emergency response and backup s e c u r i t y  c a p a b l l l t i e s  
are I n  p lace.  

Sincerely,  

hn M. Smith 
Mi r e c t o r  



February 6, 1995 

Mr. John M. Smith 
Director, Alabama Department 
of Environmental Management 
PO Box 301463 
Montgomery, AL 36130-1463 

DISTRICT o?ClC~s: 

104 FEDERAL BUILDINO 
POST OFPICE BOX 2042  
AnnlsTon, AL 3 6 2 0 2  

PHONE: 236-5655 - 
107 FEDERAL BUILDING 
Orturr .  AL 3 8 8 0  1 
PHONE: 745-622 1 

Dear Mr. Smith:. 

In less than a month, the Department of Defense will release 
its proposed list of actions for the 1995 round of base 
realignments and closures. As you .know, Fort McClellan was . 
previously proposed for closure by the Department in 1991 and 
1993, but the Defense Base Realignment and Closure Cornmi-ssion 
found that the Department llsubstantially deviated1! from the 
required closure criteria and removed Fort McClella,n from the 
closure list. 

In 1993 the Alabama Department of Environmenta:L Management 
in a letter to the then-Acting Secretary of the Arm- seriously 
questioned the Department of the Army's ability to rneet the 
requirements of its Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
Hazardous Waste Permit Application for the chemical 
demilitarization activities at Anniston A m y  Depot should Fort 
McClellan be closed. As you know, the RCRA pemit i-pplication 
includes extensive resources at both Fort McClellan and Anniston 
Army Depot for responding to a chemical accident/incident at the 
Depot. These resources are also cited in subsequent Department 
of Defense and Department of the Army internal correspondence. 

With the 1995 round of base closures quickly approac!hing, I 
write to inquire how the Alabama Department of Environmental 
Management would view the viability of the Army's RCRA permit 
application for chemical demilitarization if Fort Mc'lellan 
and/or Anniston Army Depot were to be considered for closure or 
realignment. 

I look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

Glen Browder 
Member of Congress 

0180 CALHOUN CHAMBERS - CHILTON CLAY CLEBURNE COOSA L i E  

MACON RANDOLPH RUSSELL ST CLAlR TALLADEGA TALLAPOOSA 



MAY-24-95 WED 11 : 07 ADER FAX NO, 3342717950 

ALABAMA ' 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVlRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

May 9, 1995 
John M. Smith, Director 

k i l ing  A ~ ~ I ~ S S ;  The Hart. Togo Hest 
PO BOX 301463 Secretary o f  t h e  Army . 

MoNrGoMERy Ar Room 3E178 Army Pen tagon 
36 130-1463 Washlngton, DC 20310 

Physical Address: 
1751 Cong. W. L. Dear Mr. Secretary: 
oickimbn Drive 
Montgomery. P A  
36 109-2608 

(334 ) 271 -JIM 
FAX 270-5612 

35209-4702 
(205 ) 942-6168 
FAX 964-1603 

400 Well Street, NE 
P-0. Box 953 
Decatur, AL 
356029953 
(205 ) 353-1773 
FAX 340-9359 

2204 P e e *  Road 
Mobite, AL 
3661 5-1 131 
(334 ) 450-3400 
FAX 419-2593 

Fob lames, Jr. 
Governor 

As you are aware, t h l s  Department i s  the pern l  t t i n g  agency whlch 
currently has under rev lew the Army's proposal t o  Construct and operate a 
chemical demilitarization facfllty a t  Anniston Army Depot. An lntegral 
part o f .  the Army's applfcatlon, as presently constftuted, i s  a relfance 
on support from Ft. McClellan. You can imagine our surprise when the 
Army recently announced its recommendation that  Ft. McClel lan be closed. 
The tnconsistency i n  the Army's approach f n  its appllcatlon for the 
cherni-cal demi 1 i tarizatton fact 1 l ty 1 s o f  consf derat 1 e concern and has 
been the subject  o f  previous correspondence to t h 1 m  Act1  ng Secretary 
Shannon in 1993 when a slmllar situation developed. A t  the rlsk o f  being 
somewhat repetltlous. the  following factors deserve your at tent ion.  

As you know, F t .  McClellan is a major component' of the Contingency b 

Plan submitted by the Army and required by 40 CFR P i t r t  270.14(b)(7) and 
Part 264, Subpart D. A review o f  the Armyti pending Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act  perm! t appl  l cation demonstr-ates that the 
Army has re1 ied heavily on the support avai lable f rm F t .  McClel Ian t o  
satfsfy the  requirements of the  Contingency Plan. This i s  apparent i n  
the Disaster Control Plan - Chemical Event Response Ass1 stance Submi ssion 
found i n  Volume V I  A of the Army's application., T h f s  submission 
demonstrates the critical role which has been ccntemplated for F t .  
McCleIlan i n  t h e  e v e n t  o f  a chemical inc' ident  or accident relating to 
chemlcal demll 'i tarization activities a t  Ann1 ston Army Depot. In llght o f  
the proposed closure, I am impelled to ask what are the Army's plans to 
protect the  comuni ty  durl ng the demi 1 i tari zation opeloation? My concerns 
for the community's safety and the permlt application's viability are , 

deepened by the Army's recent statement to C0ngressma.n Glen  Browder that 
I t  is " s t t  11 trying to determine what. I f  any, suppcrt i s  required from .; 

Ft. M ~ C l ellan.~ 
t 

A s  recently as March 15, 1995 ,  hospital and emergency personnel from 
Ft. McClellan partlclpated in the Annlston Community Exercise to test 
response e f f e c t 1  veness. Indeed, no communi ty exerc l  st! has been conducted 

1 
t o  date without the  ass is tance  o f  F t .  McClel lan perslannel. I t  has been 
the aval lab1 1 i ty of t he  extens ive  emergency i nfrar tructure whi ch has 
provided assurance t h a t  a chemical acc iden t  or incident would r e s u l t  in 1 
an fmedfate,  effective, and appropriate response. 



P H A  NU, 3 3 4 ~  1 1 ( 3 3 ~  ro  UJ 

The Hon. Togo West 
Page 2 
May 9 ,  1995 

Because F t .  McClellan is the home of  the Army's Chemical School and 
M I  1 1  tary Pol i c e  School, it 1 s only natural that Army planners have 
included the resources a t  F t .  McClel Jan i n  developing t h e l r  contingency 
p l a n .  The avallablll t y  o f  military personnel t o  respond t o  a chemical 
accident or i n c l d e n t  provfdes a level of conflden1:e that approprlate 
action will be taken for the simple reason that soldlers, unl ike  
c lv l l lans ,  are subject  to orders, t h e  disobedience c I f  whlch carries far 
more serious fmp11catlons than those to  whlch a clvlllan would be 
subject. The Army's plans inc lude the use o f  deadly force in approprfate 
circumstances, a matter  whlch a1 so favors the employment of m i  1 i tary 
securl ty forces. 

1 
Furthermore, Nobl e Army Hospl tal personnel and facf 11 t l  es are 

unlquely qualtfled to address chemlcal injuries due to thelr long 
experlence wfth  such rlsks, as well as the  currenl: operations o f  the 
Chemlcal Defense Tralning Facll ity a t  F t .  McClel' an. Some of the 
specfffc support elements to be forthcoming from Ft. McClel lan resource 
I n  the event of  a chemical accident or inc ldent  fnclude acceptance of 
casual tl es a t  Nobl e Army Hospl tal . 

In addition, support teams From Ft. McCleIlan respond t o  
requirements for securf ty, communl catlons, on-si t e  medl cal assf stance, 
rescue squad and publlc affalrs needs. These are assets which thel Army 
and the State of A1 abarna have re1 i ed upon as aval l  abl e i n the event; o f  a 
chemj cal accident ar 1 net dent. 

I 

We note that the Army, I n  l t s  1995 base closurc! report, call sl only 
for Uminfmum essentfal f a c i  i 1 t l e s ,  as necessary, t~ provide auxi'l lary 
support t o  the cheml cat demi 1 i tar! zatlan operatlorr a t  Anni ston Army 
Depot. t' In order for the Army .I s RCRA perm! t appl cat ion for the  chemi cal 
weapons destructlon facillty a t  Annlston Army Depc~t to proceed, t h i s  
Department requires a deta l  led accounting of how the Army plans t o  
replfcate the support assets now available a t  F t .  Mcc=lella.n for response 
t o  a chemlcal accfdent / lnc ident  a t  the Depot, skiould Ft. McClellan 
close. This 'accounting should Include where these support assets will be 
located and what facl 1 l tl es and equi prnent w l l  1 be provl ded. ! 

Unless t h e  Army can demonstrate that adequate and c o m e t e n t  
emergency response and backup securlty capablll t l e s  are i n  plac the 
State  of Alabama could not i s s u e  the necessary environmental perm ts t o  

a c t l v l t l e s  a t  Anniston Army Depot. 

i, 
allow construction and operation o f  the c h e m l c l l  demilltarifatlon 

I 

i 

SI ncerely, 1 

Jc@n M. S m l t h  
D l  rector 



O E P W  SECRETARY O f  bEEN8EI 

Honorable Glen Brovdar 
R o u w  of Repraoentat ivn 
Waohlngton, DC 7 0 5 1 5  

In o u t  rreeting on June 16, 1994, y W  and I cfi&auuad 
Dtpartzont of mfanae PO"Y and intentions on ~ 1 1 v e r a 1  m t t e r ~  
related t o  tbe  Qludca litarfration Projact achedured 
h f a t a n  Mpet. You r r p a s t e d  that f p m i t k  r r 4 w =  on 
these u t t e r s ,  and I ra p l e a s d  to teepond to thir repurrt, ~8 
YOU knov, t h e  Depar tsen t  is eager to emduct  its bu8i:nur Fn 
XaMer  sat is open and roots col~aunity to tha  B U ~ U  
exfrnt pearibla. "afcXuard 

a rrsurancu you rrquut rrrvr : 
this purpo.8 and thtraforr e u a w o  tha pi t i f? .  tieap~nae. 
previdrd b c l o v .  

p l u r r  r r r t  rrruted t h a t  vo ah- your oew4.m for mi. and 
mvimrcarr ta l ly  round dostrucAion of oharia1 mponr a t  
M f r t o n .  ~ p a c f f i a l l y  I 

u e i o n  807SA of W l l a  L a w  103-139, no 
t -0- 

federal fundo w i l l  be rued to rtudy +ba f a u i b f l i t y  of 
ramuval or transpot tat ion  o f  unft~zy chniul waapolul. frm - 
or i n t o  A m i s t o n  m y  M p t ,  ex-g+ 8s pnitt-ad by +hat 
aactfon.  

a risk uuamm&L 

h f o n  c s a r t r u c t i o n  of t h o  uhufcal r r a p r u  d i r p a u l  
facility b u g h .  

%will sont inu.  rasearch into mutrallration t o c d m o l w  
\ l tm~tm r s m  

and, h o u l d  brr&tbrou ha =cut $ u l y  h i o h  3 ~ w t t a t .  P imprmed uaf r ty  o r  om ronaan ta l  p u i o r m m c r ,  va rill 
mdcavor to apply t h e  nev  d a t a  te d e s t r u c t i o n  drrign a* 
oparation at m i s t o n .  



We w i l l  i n c o w r a t e  l a t r o n o  learned from t 3 e  Jobna~ton A t o l l  
m d  Tooote h t destruct ion f a c i l i t i e s  into +ha doaiqn 
and opcrst ion of  tg. e h i a t o n  facility. 

~ n n r l L Z u E o n t r l c t :  
h required Fn #act ion  2106  of W l i c  Lav 103-160, nanr of  
tha fund8 a p p t  r iatrd,  purrunt  to ur authoriration o f  

roprirtioru O% reation 3104 (a )  f o r  construl*ion oC the  
z i c a l  vaqxma d * s W o t i e n  faoillty a t  Annilton w i l l  b. 
obli tsd until t h e  I e r r h r y  o f  b.fansa  o u h l t s  a 
crrt r f ication i n  aewrdanca v i t h  t h t  ptovirflan. 

b 

a e t t  of featire c a r b o n  f lltratlon 
r y s t e a  available into t h o  design of the  k m i s t o n  disposal 
froillty. 

S t o c k b i r .  -ma m 
lie v i l l  pnrvide for suiaua pmu- e n ~ l m m ~ n t  
and h w n  b u l t h  of the c d t y  mrroundfng h n i a t m  A W  
Mpot by rwiding rffaativa I a a d W i p  to enrurr tha 
mucesrr iu! trpl-ntation o* the Qlarisal 8twkpi1.1 
M o n e y  h v p u d n r a r  Pragru. 

only f o r  daatnauti- of a&-1 - 8 - p ~  m.nd a & U ~ n a  
starad a t  Wig- 7 D.pat, t h e  81FrFartion of 
that rtoclcpila i 8  m p  .fa, t h e  f.oilLty w i l l  k d i a t l r d  
and r-ed. 

a11 op.rat lona in full i w a r a ~ . , a  of 
~ o ~ e i o n a l  wrraighf through the  .uthotlrrt.Lon 
appropriations p-80 



1 a r r u r a  you t h a t  t h e  Depa-ent of 0.f.n~. w i l l  cont inua  to 
emure t&at  tho  deatruotion o t  our e h r d u l  veapana afodcpila ig 
acco;rpliuhod i n  full cognirancr of  the  obqoinq need t o  pro tec t  
our people and our  emriromtnt. 

6Fnasrely, 



THE U N O E R  SECRETARY OF CEFENSZ 

3010 O E f E N S <  F%rJTACO.q 
'UASHIhGTCN. OC -3C 10 

A a ' - u ~ l o h  A h 0  
'XCkh-v 4irj 1 1 is94 

808JBCTa ~ h a m i c a l  We&ponr ~emilitarirrtioa S ' 8 a i I . i t y  a t  
m i a t o n  A w  Depot, h i s t o o ,  ~labamdh 

g f f o r t r  a r e  ongoing t o  ensure the euoc~errLu1 start: of 
c h d c a l  weapoae d a d l i t  itiratioa operat ioe.8 atl m i a t o n  

D e p o t .  10 order t o  g a i n  t h e  r * q u i d t ( b  eupport for 
tharr  operationa, wa murt en8ure the appliaatfoa of 
certain eafeguarda which wilf #.tisty ~ O G . ] ~  oon~aemr and 
mPhanoa the  rafety of t h o  drmflitariratioa proorrr.  

Wa need t a  be fully rerponriv. t o  t h o  A l r b l u  
Departmoat o f  Znvfromeatal  Managmeat, and W* a n r a t  commit 
a~propriata military rorourcra (ruck a s  t h a ~  f ~ l ~ h w i n g ,  . 
which hate baaa idratified &t t h o i s  o u r t 8 n t  l o c r t i o a )  t o -  
clupsort tho  d~silitariratfoa r f for tr  

Diracforatm for  Law X n f o r a ~ 3 . a ~  and B~curity 
~ k 0 e t o t . t .  f o r  m u a i t i o n  O ~ e r a t i o n r  
m u n i t i o a  8 u r ~ . o i l l a n e e  Ofvf rfon 
b e p t  P q u i p e e s t  ~ i v f  8i0n 
~ n o i r o m o a t a l  M u a q e e e n t  Dfvirion 
~ a r l t b  ~ l i a i o  
Depot C o u a a d a r  
~lectroniaa ~ i a i r o n  o f f i c e  

Deooataaiaatfoa T e ~ a  
Medical A a r i r t r n c e  Tesrn 
8ecurity Control T e l n  
Cazmaunicationr Bupport Team 
Rescue Squad 
Public Af fair8 O f f  i e a  
P l m a  and Operation. Office 
Hxplosivo Ordnsnce b a t a o b o a t  
Noble A m y  Comaunity f l o r p i t a l  
Provoot Warahrl 
~ r a f f l a  C o n t r o l  aad s e c u r i t y  Y o r c e  
~ i r e c t o r a t o  o f  ~ l a ~ d ,  I r c l l n i n g ,  Hobilixatioa and 

81curi ty 



Directorata of  ~ o g i r t i o g  
8t . f  f Judge  ~ d v o c r t o  
~ i r e o t o r a t e  o f  ~ o r o o n n e f  and C O - ~ J ~ L ~ ~  ~ c t i v i t i e ~  
Joint I C I ~ O ~ ~ ~ ~ O I I  C ~ ~ l t e f  
Smorgoney Oporationr Cent a t  

1 1 appreoiato your timely attentior1 in tbi. 
u t t e r .  1 hope that you will be 1 t o  roport t o  ne i n  
the very n o a t  future t h a t  the coordination r*quired to 
endure c o m i t n r ~ t  of rppropr ia ta  r e r o u t a a r  h o r  beea 
accomplirhod. 

P l e a o e  in fo=  Dr. Ted ~ r o a i ~ ,  Deputy ~a.isfurt t o  the 
$ e c r e t r , y  of ~efenrr ( ~ h m i c a l  oPd ~ i 0 l o g i c l . 1  Hatter#) 
tho a t a t u u  o f  yout  cootdination af for tc r .  I j r .  l?roeir 
be roaohcd a t  ~xtenrion 1 5 1 0 9 7 .  



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
Of FICE O f  THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

INSTALLATIONS LOGISTICS A h 0  EYVlRCYMEH T 

110 ARMY PENTAGON 
WASHlNCT ON OC 203 10.01 10 

Major General Alfonso E. Lenhardt 
Commanding General 
U .  S. Army Chemical and Military 

Police Centers 
Fort McClellan, Alabama 36205 

Dear General Lenhardt : 

F o r t  McClellan and Anniston Army Depol: have 
historically maintained an outstanding relationship. 
This relationship has resulted in cooperative agree- 
ments and mutual support for each installation's unique 
roles and missions. 

Since March 1989, a response plan has provided the . 
basis for procedures and actions to be employed by Fort 
McClellan in support of a chemical accident:/incident 
should such an event  occur at Anniston Arm!? Depot. As 
we approach construction and ultimate demilitarization 
operations at Anniston Army D e p o t ,  the comprehensive 
response plan will be a significant document subject to 
review by the Alabama Department of Envircnzental 
Management during the permitting process. It wlll also 
become visible to elected officials and local citizens 
as they evaluate the emergency preparedness posture of 
Anniston and the surrounding communities. 

The commitment to provide appropriate Department 
of Defense resources is demonstrated in t h e  attached 
memorandum from the Principal Deputy Under Secretary of 
D e f e n s e  for Acquisition and Technology. Request t h e  
Memorandum of Agreement between the U .  S. Army Chemical 
and Military Police Centers and Fort McClellan and 
Anniston Army Depot be reviewed and updated to assure 
the resources referenced in the attached memorandum ore 
specifically addressed. Also, request a copy of t h e  
revised contingency plan be provided to my Deputy tor 
Chemical Demilitarization, Colonel Jazes Cc~verstone, 
after revision. 



I appreciate your cooperat~on on this extremely 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Robert M. Walker 
Assistant Secretary of the Army 

(Installations, Logistics 8 Environment) 

Attachment 

CF : 
Commanding General, U .  S. Army 

Training and Doctrine Command 



OEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OFFICE OF THE A S S I S T A N T  S E C R E T A R Y  

ICJ!jTACLATIOYS LOGISTICS AN0 EHVIROhVEqT  

110 A R M Y  PENTAGON 

WASHlNGrON OC 20310.01 I0 

Major General Dennis L. Benchoff 
Commanding General 
U .  S. Army Industrial Operations Command 
Rock Island, Illinois 61 299 

Dear General Benchoff: 

Anniston Army Depot and Fort McClellan have 
historically maiztained an outstanding relationship. 
This relationship has resulted in cooperative agree- 
ments and mutual support for each installation's unique 
roles and missions. 

Since March 1989, a response plan has provided the 
basis for procedures and actions to be employed by Fort : 
McClellan in support of a chemical accident/incident 
should such an event occur at Anniston Army Depot. As 
w e  approach construction and ultimate demilit.arizistion 
operations at Anniston Army Depot, the compr~~hensive 
response plan will be a significant document subject to 
review by the Alabama Department of Environmental 
Management during the permitting process. It will also 
become visible to elected officials and local citizens 
as they evaluate the emergency preparedness posture of 
Anniston and the surrounding communities. 

The commitment to provide a p p r o p r i a t e  Department 
of Defense resources is demonstrated in the attached 
memorandum from the Principal Deputy Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition and Technology. Request 
Memorandum of Agreement between Anniston Army Depot and 
the U .  S. Army Chemical and Military Police Centers and 
Fort McClellan be reviewed and updated to assJre the 
resources referenced in the attached memorand ~ r n  are 
specifically addressed. A l s o ,  request a copy of the 
revised contingency plan be provided to my De?uty for 
Chemical Cemilitarizatron, Colonel J+-ss Couerstone, 
after revision. 



I a p p r e c i a t e  your cooperation o n  this extremely 
important m a t t e r .  

Robert M. Walker 
Assistant Secretary of the Army 

(Installations, Logistics 8 Environment) 
\ 

Attachment . 

CF: 
Commander, Anniston A r m y  Depot 
A s s i s t a n t  Deputy  Chief of S t a f f  

for Chemical and Biological Matters, 
U. S. Army Materiel Command 



May 7, 1995 

Colonel(R) Kenny W. Whitley 
501 12th Street NE 
Jacksonville, Alabama 36265 

Congressman Glen Browder 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 205 15 

Dear Congressman Browder, 

The following is unsolicited. 

When I retired after 28 years' service in 1994, I hoped to not look back, but rether to focus on a 
fiiture in education, However, I feel compelled to speak out on the issue of closing Fort 
McClellan and moving the Chemical School and other tenants to new locations. I say, 
"compelled" because I believe I have unique credentials and experience that ought to lend 
credence to what I have to say. Those credentials are: 

I commanded Anniston Army Depot from 1989 to 199 1, to include its chemical 
weapons storage facility, so I know the risk in storing these tenible weapons, and I 
know the capabilities of the depot to deal with a disaster. 
Immediately thereafter, I served as the Director of Training and Doctrine, US 
Army Chemical School, so I know the capabilities and importance of that school 
(though I was an Ordnance Officer, not a Chemical Corps officx). 
Then I served for two years in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia as the Senior 
Logistics Advisor to the Saudi Land Forces, next to the major chemical threats of 
the world. I know the threat. 
I live in Jacksonville, Alabama, so I know the confidence that having the Fort near 
the depot gives to  residents of this area. 

What I have to say, and you may forward these comments to whomever you tfink might benefit 
fiom them, is: 

In the event of an accident at the depot, the personnel of Ft. McClellan and in 
particular those of the Chemical School and MP School would 11e invaluable assets 
to the depot and the surrounding community. The depot is very good, but there is 
no doubt in my mind that as its Commander I felt even better kr,owing those 
resources of the Fort were close at hand. If I had made the foregoing statement 
while in command I would in all probability have been relieved, as I was 
specifically ordered not to comment on matters concerning the Fort. 

(continued) 



The Chemical School provides our Armed Forces and those of many friendly 
countries with the ability to detect, decontaminate, and, if need be, operate in a 
chemical environment, whether that environment comes from another Army or 
terrorists, or from an accident. 

The threats of any of the above three causes for a need of chemical skills are very 
real. Now is no time to be moving the Chemical School, as ir.evitab1 y a new 
learning curve would ensue. I can say unequivocally that Saudi Arabia is not 
capable of dealing with a Chemical attack, and that if such an even occurred during 
the learning curve, the results would be disastrous. 

Closing the Fort and moving the Chemical School would reduce the cornmurlity-wide ability to 
deal with an accident at the depot. Closing the Fort and moving the Chemicitl School would 
reduce our training abilities at a time when the threat of military use of Chemical we:apons 
remains, and terrorist use of such weapons is a rising threat. 

Sincerely, A 

k e n n y  W. Whitley 
Colonel, USA, Retired 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE LIAISON 

1000 ARMY PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON DC 2031 0-1 600 

May 3, 1995 

Honorable Glen Browder 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 205 15 

Dear Congressman Browder: 

This replies to your April 17 and 18, 1995, letters to Lieutenant Colonel 
Dave Reed, concerning Fort McClellan and the 1995 Base Realignment and 
Closure process. 

Officials in the Axmy Basing Study office prepared the enc1osc:d informa- 
tion papers in response to your questions. 

I trust this information will be of assistance. 

Sincerely, 
% 

George T. Greiling 
Lieutenant Colonel, U. S. Army 
Chief, Special Actions Brimch 
Congressional Inquiry Division 

Enclosure 

Printed on tB Recycled Paper 



Please provide: 

1. A specific definition of the support the Army will provide to the chemical 
demilitarization operation. 

The Army is still trying to determine what, if any, support is required fio~n Fort 
McClellan. The contingency plan that was included in the Army's Comprehensive 
Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) pe~mit application 
did contemplate the provision of certain support from Fort McClellan; however, such 
support can now be made available from other sources, which the Alabama Department of 
Environmental Management has itself recognized. As part of the COBR4 analysis closing 
Fort McClellan, 100K square feet of facilities space ($lSOWyr.) were lef: open to 
accommodate personnel support which may be required. Additionally, the Army intends 
to relocate the 142d Explosives Ordnance Detachment (EOD) fkom Fort McClellan to 
support the chemical demilitarization mission at Anniston Army Depot. 

2. Where this support will be located and what facilities and equipment it will 
involve, 

The COBRA analysis closing Fort McClellan relocates the 142d Explosives Ordnance 
Detachment (EOD) with all of its equipment and personnel to Anniston P m y  Depot. The 
lOOK square feet of facilities space left open at Fort McClellan is to acco:mmodate other 
support which may be determined necessary. The exact facilities to be lejt open will be 
determined during the implementation phase. 

3. The annual cost of this support. 

The bhe operating support dollars remaining at Fort McClellan for 1eavir.g lOOK square 
feet of space open is $150K per year. 

4. How this cost is figured into the return on investment for closure of Fort 
McClellan. 

The $150K mentioned in question 3 is a percentage of the base operating cost for Fort 
McClellan. When facilities are left open at an installation the amount of swings obtained 
from the closure is reduced. Therefore, the $3 16 million dollar twenty year net present 
value for the COBRA analysis closing Fort McClellan would increase if the lOOK square 
feet of facilities in question were also closed. 



T H E  H E N R Y  L .  S T I M S O N  C E N T E R  
Pragmatic steps toward ideal objectives 

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

We are writing to call your attention to the possible 
ramifications of the proposed closure of the Army base at Fort 
McClellan in Alabama on the successful ratification and 
implementation of the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) and on the 
effective training of U.S. forces to operate in a chemical 
environment. The Army plans to move its Chemical Defense Training 
Facility to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. This transfer will be 
quite difficult to accomplish, however, as it. could take 
considerable time given the constraints of public opinion. 

First, the Army's inability to relocate McClel_an1s Chemical 
Defense Training Facility to Fort Leonard Wood could disrupt the 
continuity of operations at a facility that is the core of the 
nation's chemical weapons defenses. The crucial elements of an 
effective defense against a chemical weapons attack are well-tested 
equipment and well-trained troops. Fort McClellan is the sole 
facility in the United States, indeed, among all of our allies, 
where soldiers can train using live chemical agents. Just as 
confidence in our equipment and training stood us well in the face 
of Iraq's threat to use chemical weapons during the Persian Gulf, 
t h i s  capability will be the bulwark of  future  U.S. deterrence  of 
and defense against a chemical weapons attack. 

We understand that permits have been issued foi: construction 
and operation of a replacement facility at Fort Leonard Wood. 
However, public opposition near Fort Leonard Wood is increasing and 
could result in a significant delay in this site's availability. 
Common sense dictates that the Commission not approve a proposal to 
close Fort McClellan until all hurdles at Fort Leonard. Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal challen~ges, and 
completion of construction -- have been cleared. 

Second, the Army's plans to move the Chemical Defense Training 
Facility to Fort Leonard Wood could derail the program to destroy 
the U.S. chemical weapons stockpile. Our study on the status of 
the U.S. chemical weapons destruction program (The U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Proqram: Views, Analysis, and Rec:ommeindations , 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 

2 1  Dupont  C i r c l e ,  NW Fit'ch F loo r  Washing ton ,  DC 20036 re! 2021223-5956 fax 202/785-9034 



problem facing the Army in its execution of this prog:tam. Trust is 
again an issue, and a vital one at that, because the Army has 
explicitly linked the availability of resources at Fort McClellan 
to the safety of chemical weapons destruction in nearby Anniston. 

When speaking to the citizens of Anniston, Army offi-cers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort MlzClellan as a 
safety net -- a cache of expertise and equipment -- that would be 
available throughout the operation of Anniston's chemical. weapons 
destruction facility. This promise has been a pri:ncipal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the rlumerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during des:truction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical Assistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Em,ergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February'l995 letter, the Director of Alabama's Department of 
Environmental Management John M. Smith stated that closure of Fort 
McClellan would undercut his department's "reliance on 
representations made in the Army's permit application" an,d "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeksel' 

The Army has clearly stated that the risks to public health 
and the environment will only increase the longer these chemical 
weapons are stored. If citizen resistance blocks the Army's effort 
to build and operate a destruction facility at Annismton, 
its plans for the subsequent construction of similar facilities at 
six other sites in the United States will be placed in jeopardy. 
Delay in this program could have serious consequences for public 
health and the environment in several U.S. communities. 

In addition, the premature transfer of the Chen'iical Defense 
Training Facility to Fort Leonard Wood could result in the Army 
being derelict in its duty to fulfill a Congressional mandate to 
destroy the chemical weapons stockpile by 2004. The Army's 
inability to destroy the stockpile in a timely fashio:~ would place 
t he  United States in violation of the CWC. The CWC, which awaits 
U . S .  Senate approval, requires destruction of chemical (arsenals 
within a ten-year timeframe and is likely to enter into force early 
in 1996. 

While we applaud the streamlining of America ' s defense 
facilities, our nation's ability to defend itself against a 
chemical weapons attack and the safety and viability o C destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sacr:ificeld amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the Conuniss.ion hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly corlsider these 
important issues. 



In closing, we believe that it would be wise for the 
Commission to once again reject the recommendation to close Fort 
McClellan, keeping this facility open until a replacement facility 
is constructed at Fort Leonard Wood and the destruction operations 
at Anniston are completed. To do otherwise wou:.d jeopardize 
important national security objectives and interrlational arms 
control treaty obligations. 

Smithson Michael Krepon -I 
r, CWC Implementation President 

Project 



Center for Strategic & International Studie:; 
Washington, DC 

May 10, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chisixman 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am writing with regard to the proposed closure of the Army bast: at Fort 
McClellan, Alabama. As you know, this base has previously been targeted for closure and 
the commission has previously acted to reverse that decision. The cornm.~ssion should again 
act to keep Fort McClellan open. 

In prior correspondence with the commission, I raised my principal concerns which I 
will not detail here for the sake of brevity. But the punchline is simple. At a time when 
chemical weapons are proliferating, the United States cannot create new vulnerabilities in 
the training and competence of its forces in chemical warfare. At a time when a major new 
international chemical disarmament convention is entering into force, the 1 Jnited States 
cannot lose one of its major tools for making that convention succeed. 

The army's proposal to reshuffle its chemical defense assets in the wake of the 
closure of Fort McClellan is unlikely to be able to accomplish what the national :mi terest 
requires. The arguments made to you by Amy Smithson and Michael Krepon in a letter 
dated May 5 explain this more fully. I wish to align myself with their arguments, although 
I would go further in emphasizing the existing deficiencies in the U.S. defense posture as 
revealed so starkly in the Desert Shield operation. 

Thank you for the opportunity to raise t h e m t s  f o r - t i o i l .  

Brad Roberts 
Research Fellow 
Editor, nte Washington Quarterly 

1800 K Street Northwest Washington DC 20006 Telephone 2031,/887-0200 
- - 
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RIEMORANDUM 
May 3 1 ,  1995 

Please i n s e r t  t h e  a t t a c h e d  d o c u m e n t  

b e h i n d  Tab 4 w i t h  t h e  l e t t e r  t o  C h a i r m a n  
D i x o n  s e n t  by C o n g r e s s m a n  B r o w d e r  dated 
May 30,  1995, I t  was  i n a d v e r t e n t l y  
o m i t t e d  from t h e  p a c k a g e .  

Thank  y o u  f o r  y o u r  a s s i s t a n c e .  
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MAD Application 
D a t e :  1/13/92 
Revision No. 4 

PREFACE 

Title 14, Part B, Section 1412, of Public Law (P.L.) 99-145, as amended, 

(the Department of Defense Authorization Act, 1986) directs tho Secretary of 

Defense to carry out the destruction of the United States stockpile of i lethal chemical agents and munitions. 
mniston Army Depot, Alabama, currently stores a portion 3f the stockpile 
and proposes the construction and operation of a lethal chemical agent and 
munitions disposal facility within the installation. A hazardous waste 7 

permit to dispose of the lethal chemical agents and munitions is 
required from the federal Environmental Protection Agency or states 

with Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) authority. 1 
This document contains the RCRA Part A and Part B Applications for the fa- 
cility. These applications address the facility's management (i.e., treat- 
ment and storage) of the lethal chemical agents and munitions and wastes 
generated. The applications address only that area of the installation per-. 

tinent to the lethal chemical agent disposal facility. A Part B Application 
for the rest of the installation has already been submitted. 

This application was developed under United States Army Contract No. DAAA 
15-89-D-0003, under the direction of the Office of the Program Manager for 

Chemical ~emilitarization, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland. 

acted in Questions regarding the content of this document should be dirt 

writing to: 

Program Manager for chemical Demilitarization 
ATTN : SAIL-PMM-E 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland 2 10 10-5 4 0 1 

This document consists of the following: 

VOLUME I 

Section A RCRA PART A APPLICATION 

Section B FACILITY DESCRIPTION 

B- 1 General Description 

B- 2 Topographic Map 
B- 3 Location Information 

B- 4 Traffic Information 

Section C WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

C- 1 chemical and Physical Analyses 
C-2 Waste Analysis Plan 

C-3 Waste Analysis Requirements Pertainirg to Land .Disposal 

Restrictions 

ANADR4. Pref ace 



AN.AD ~ p p l ~ c a t ~ o n  
Date:  1/13/92 
Rsvision No. 4 

VOLUME I1 

Section D GENERAL PROCESS INFORMATION 

0- 1 Process Description 

VOLUME 111 

Section D 

VOLUME IV 

Section E 

Section F 

F- 1 
F- 2 

F- 3 

VOLUME v 

VOLUME VI-A 

Section G 

Detailed Demilitarization Process Description 

container Design 

Tank Systems 

Liquid Incinerator Design 

GENERAL PROCESS INFOWTION (cont.) 
Metal Parts Furnace Incinerator Design 

Deactivation Furnace System Design 
Dunnage Incinerator Design 

GROUNDWATER MONITORING 

PROCEDURES TO PREVENT HAZARDS 
Security 
Inspection schedule 

Documentation of Preparedness and Prevccntion 

Requirements 
Preventive Procedures, Structures, and Equipment 
Prevention of Reaction of Ignitable, Reactive, and 

Incompatible Waste 

CONTINGENCY PLAN 
General Information 
Emergency Coordinators 

Implementation 

Emergency Response Procedures 

Emergency Equipment 
Coordination Agreements 

Evacuation Plan 

Required Reports 
Installation Disaster Control Plan 

CONTINGENCY PLAN (cont.) 

Attachments E l  through G-6 

ANADR4. P r e f  ace 



VOLUME V I - B  

S e c t i o n  G 

VOLUME V I I  

S e c t i o n  H 
8- 1 
8- 2 

S e c t i o n  I 

S e c t i o n  J 

S e c t i o n  K 

s e c t i o n  

S e c t i o n  M 

ANAD A p p L ~ c a t i o ~  
D a a t e :  1 / 1 3 / 9 2  
~ ~ e v i s i o n  No. 4 

CONTINGENCY PLAN ( c o n t . )  
At tachments  G-7 and G-8 

PERSONNEL TRAINING 
O u t l i n e  of  T r a i n i n g  Program 
Implementa t ion  of T r a i n i n g  Program 

CLOSURE, POST-CLOSW, AND FINANCIAL. REQUIIZEHENTS 
C l o s u r e  P l a n  
Pos t -Closure  P l a n  
N o t i c e s  Requi red  f o r  D i s p o s a l  F a c i 1 i t j . e ~  
C l o s u r e  Cos t  E s t i m a t e  
F i n a n c i a l  Assurance  Mechanism f o r  C l o s u r e  
Pos t -Closure  Cos t  E s t i m a t e  
F i n a n c i a l  Assurance  Mechanism f o r  Pos t -Closure  
~ i a b i l i t y  Requirements  
S t a t e  F i n a n c i a l  Mechanism 

OTHER FEDERAL LAWS 

CERTIFICATION 

INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS FOR SOLID WASTE 
MANAGEMENT UNITS 

CLOSURE EQUIVALENCY DETERMINATION 

C o n t e n t s  pages  f o r  e ach  s e p a r a t e  volume a r e  i n c l u d e d  a t  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  
t h a t  volume immed ia t e ly  f o l l o w i n g  the Preface. The c o n t e n t s  pages are 

followed by t h e  Acronym and  Abbrev i a t i ons  l i s t .  Con ten t s  pages  f o r  a l l  
o t h e r  text volumes of this RCRA a p p l i c a t i o n  are i n c l u d e d  a f t e r  t h e  Acronym 
l i s t .  



A N A D  Application 
D a t m :  7/23/90 
Revieion No. 5 

Volume VI-A 
LIST OF ATTACHNENTS 

attachment T i t l e  

Preface 
Acronym6 and Abbreviations 

G-1 DATA SHEETS AND DIAGRAMS FOR MUNITION TYPES 

G-2 CHEMICAL EVENT RESPONSE AM) ASSISTANCE PLAN 

G-3 COORDINATION AGREEMENTS 

G-4 INSTALLATION FIRE FIGHTING CAPABILITIES 

G-5 FEDERAL REGISTER, 3-15-88, VOL. 53, NO. 50, PAGES 8504-8507 

G-6 AnCR 385-100, SAFETY MANUAL 



U a t m :  ~ i i  
Ravisfon No. 4 

section C 

CONTINGENCY PLAN [40 CPR 270.14(b)(7), 264.50 through 264.56; 
M C  14-8-.02(5)(b)7., 1 4 - 5 - . 0 4 )  

The information contained herein io submitted in accorda,nco with the re- 
quirements for a Contingency Plan, ra contained in 40 CP'R P a r t  270.14 (b) (7 ) 
and Part 264, Subpart D. Tho purpome of the Contingency, Plan i. to minimize 
hazard. to human haalth or tho mnvironment from firoa, axploaionm, or any 
unplannad mudden or nonmudden roloroo of hrzardou8 wamta or htrzrrdoum wamte 
conmtitumntm am8ocirtul with thm demilitarization facility at Annimton Amy 
Depot. The provision8 of thim Contingency Plan will be carried out L Lnnediately whenever there irr a fire, rxploeion, or releaee of hazardoue 
w a s t e  or hazardourr waste constituent. that could threaten humc~n health or 
the environment- 

I 
The mpecific roeponmibilitisn of key installation personnel for addreaming 
morgency mituationr involving uncontrolled chemical agent rel.eaao are de- 
scribed in the in8tallation Chemical Event Reapon80 and ,bsaimt.ance Plan 
Attachment G-2). C - 7 

Anniaton Army Depot Coanuander and Chemical Stockpile Dispoeal Program 
Director are temponoible for distributing the Contingency Plan to include 
appropriate reeponee personnel (both on and off the f aci:Lity ) , appropriate 
regulatory personnel, and appropriate Major Comnand elemonto. 7 
The facility Director is responsible for reviewing and updating the Con- 
tingency Plan- Changes will be distributed in the form c ) f  inserts to the 
plan to all individual6 on the distribution list. 

ANADRS. SECTC 



Date: 7 / 2 3 / Y U  
Roviafon No. 5 

1 

G-3 IXPLEKENTATION ( 4 0  C I R  264.52(a)  and 264.Sd(d) ;  
AAC 14-5 - .04 (3 ) (&) ,  14 -5 - .04 (7 ) (d ) )  

Tha p rocaduras  used  at t h e  f a c i l i t y  i n  t h a  avan t  o f  an  maatrgancy arm 
deec r ibed  i n  S e c t i o n  C-4. The method for c m u n i c a t i n g  arid d e t e c t i n g  
agen t s ,  t h e  e v a c u a t i o n  p l a n  and melf-help and f i r m t  a i d  px~oceduree a r e  

cowaon f o r  a l l  emergencies ,  and a r e  d i scuseed  i n  S e c t i o n  C:-5. Deta i l ed  
procedures f o r  a c t i o n s  t o  br t a k e n  i n  t h e  even t  of  d in rup t . i on  of  proceee  
equipment, a g e n t  emergenciam, or  d e t o n a t i o n  of axplooivem a r e  provided i n  
S e c t i o n  C-4. Tho i n s t a l l a t i o n  Disamter  Con t ro l  P lan  is df.scuaoled i n  
S e c t i o n  C-9 and i n  inc luded a 8  Attachment G-2 .  

c n  cam. of fit. or unplanned releame t o  t h e  environment,  t h e  C o n t i n g e n c y 7  

I Plan  will be implemented. Implementat ion w i l l  coneimt o f  n o t i f ~ y i n g  the 
Chemical S e c u r i t y  O f f i c e r / S t a f f  Duty O f f i c e r .  F u r t h e r  p r c ~ c e d u r e s  a r e  
d e f i n e d  i n  t h o  Chemical Event Remponee and Aeoiotance Plar i .  L 





SOSAN-C S 15 March 1990 

MEMORAND~PI FOR: SEE OISTRIBUTION 

r SUBJECT: Disaster Control P lan  - Chemical Event Response and ~ s s f  s t a n c e 7  

1. This plan  has been prepared i n  support o f  the DESCOM-CCP. It i s  
pub1 W e d  f o r  the In format i  on, guf dance, and necessary action o f  Anniston 
Army Depot (ANAD) a c t i v f  t i e $ .  

2. Thl s plan supersedes Annex C, (Chemical Accident/Incf cent Response and 
Assistance Plan)  t o  ANAD-OCP, 14 Nov 89.  Recommendations concermnjng the 
content  o f  t h i s  plan should be d i rec ted  to the ANAD Chemical Surety O f f i c e  
( SOSAN-CS) . 
FOR THE COMMANDER: 

Encl 
OCP-CE8A -1 e f ,  M I  7 i tary Personnel O i  v f  s i o n  



CHAPTER 1 

Introduction 

PURPOSE: 

a. T h i s  plan asfablishes required organizat ion,  pallcles, responslbilttias, 
procedures for response and assfs~ance t o  chemical e\#ents ( C E )  a t  o r  

Anniston Army Depot. 

b ,  ThSs p l a n  Is appl f c a b l e  a f t e r  the occurrence of a. CE. 

1-2 .  SCOPE: T h i s  annex a p p l l e s  t o  a l l  ANAO organ iza t j ons ,  t enan t  
a c t i  v i m  atrached a c t l v l  t i e s ,  and v i s i t o r s  t o  the Depct. 

1-3.  PRIORITIES: 

a. The firsr p r i o r f r y  i s  saving l i v e s  and  evacuating casua~lties. 

b. Reduclng o r  e l i rnjnat ing t o x i c  chemical downwind hazard. by 
contami nat f  on cont ro l .  

c. Preventing further c a s u a l t i e s .  

d .  P r o v i d i n g  timely and accurate s t a t u s  reports on operation to EOC/FCP 
and h j  gher headquarters. 

e. Prov id ing  t imely and accurate in fo rmat ion  t o  the mebfa, the 
pub1 i c, and their representatl ves. T h f s  i s  necessary especia l ly  when an 
o f  f-depot hazard exists.  

1-4. DEFINITIONS: 

a. Chemical Event (CE). A CE I s  elcher a Level I ,  Lwei 11, o r  
Level I I I emergency. See q . ,  r., and s . be7 ow. 

b. Chemical Event  Sfte:  The geographical  l o c a t i o n  o f  a CE. 

c.  Assistance F f e l d  Command Post O f f i c e r  (AFCPO) : The f n a i v i d u a l  
appointed  ~y t n e  Commander ro supervise operar ions ax the C E  s i t e .  

d .  Augmentation Force (AF ): Add i t i  onal  mi 1 i t a ry  personnel (or 
u n l  ts), o f n e r  than  tnose assigned t o  a s p e c i f i c  securi ty o r  reserve force,  
trained and capable o f  augmenting the security and response forces as 
required, 

e. CE React ion  Forces: A l l  personnel &ha are required t o  take 
a c t i o n  u h e r  t n i s  r a n  when n o t l f f e d  of a CE. 

f. Chemical Event Response and Assistance ( C E R A )  : Those a c t i o n s  
taken t o  szve l i  i e ,  preserve hea l  ch ana s a f e t y ,  secure cht!micaI surety 
materie l ,  protect  property, and p r o v j  ae for  t h e  control release o f  
I n f o r n a t i o n  d u r i n g  a CE. 
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3 .  L e v e l  I 1 1  Emergency: Community Emergency: This  level wlll be 
declared wnen the preaicted chemlcal agent no-effects dosage distance extends 

i n s t a l  l a t f o n  boundary. 

t. "REDLEG:" Code bard  used f n  con j u n c t i o n  with a CE occurring on - 
the Degot. It should no t  be u t f  l i z e d  by p e r s ~ n n e l  f r o m  off-depot rho  may De 
request ing CERA assfstance. 

1-5, GENERAL : 

a. t h i s  PI an bill  be implemented by the Directorate for Law Enforcement 
and Security whenever a CE 1s reported co them. If I t  i s  later determines 

me situation reported d i a  no t  require faplementaticn of thls P l a n ,  
t h e  F C T O  or the OPNSO may terminate the implements t l o n  o f  the Plan.  

o. CEW exercises,  uslng check11 srs prepared by Depot elements, will be 
(onducted a t  least quarrsriy, t o  verl ty the Oepatls ablltiy to react  t o  a C E  
I, 

c. Changes, addif lons,  and delot lons to this CERAP will be coordinated 
through the Chemf cal Surety Of f k e r  (CSO) . 

d .  Of sasrer Control Plan - Chemical Event Response and Assistance 
(DCT-CERA) respons ib l l  i t l e s  w i  11 be l ncl uded in the S t a f f  Duty Offfcer/HCO 
Snstructfons. 

1-6. OBJECTIVES: To assure the capabi 11 ty o f  ANAD to respond r a p i d l y  and . 
e f f e c 6 v e l y  to any CE. 

7 .  POLICIES: 

a .  Responsible elements w i  11 automatf cal ly i n i t i a t e  r:his Plan by cal l  ing 
the Security Desk Operatfons O f f i c e r  w f t h o u t  furrher I ns t ruc t i on  when a CE 
occurs on Depot. 

b Par?lcipaots I n  Ul is  Plan are aurhorized t o  take immediate, 
necessary a c t i o n s  t o  respond to actual emergencies that may occur d u r i n g  
rehearsal o r  t e s t t n g  of thls Plan. 

c .  hmun i  t i o n  and/or Surveil lance supervisors i n  charge o f  chemical 
operations a t  the time a CE occurs are responsible f o r  a l l  operations a t  
t h e  CE s i t e  until the  AFCPO arrjves,  

d .  Any f n d i v l d u a l  hav lng  knowledge of an abnormal or ~ n u s u a l  si tua:ion 
i n v o l v i n g  chemical sure ty  materiel s tored a t  ANAO or f n  any way under the 
cogni zance o f  ANAD will not1  f y  the CSO 1 mrnedl a t e l y .  

e .  As a precau t i on ,  a l l  personnel working I n  the  C L A ,  khen n o t i f i e d  o f  a 
CE, w i l l  e x i t  t h r o u g h  the designated hot1 h e .  The supervi::or o f  the crew wlll 
take precau t i ons  to ensure t h e f r  route to the h o t l i n e  will not take them 
through t9e contaminat lon .  I f  contarni n a t i o n  'Is unavoidable, the suparvi sor 
w f l l  ensure t h e  r o u t e  ro the hotlfne m i n l m i t e s  the crews exposure. 



o. If E U O  support f s  deemed necessary by the AFCPO,  dna i f  t h l s  
s u p p o r t  Is avaflable w l r h l n  nornal response tfrne. no acrlons (except  for 
evacuat ion  o f  casual t i e s  and decontamfnation e f f o r t s )  wtl. be taken a t  a C E  
s i t e  u n t i l  €00 has c e r t i f i e d  the C E  s i t e  i s  free of any e~:plosfve hazaras. 
A l l  o t h e r  observa t ions  and/or a c t i o n s  w i  11 be done from a safe djsrance. I f  
EOD suppor t  f s  noz readi ly a v a i  l a b i e ,  the OPNSO w f  11 deter8mine what actfons 
to take based on In fo rmat ion  furnished by AFCPO f o r  che CE: s i t e .  P u b l i c  
Law restrf c t i o n s  do n o t  prevent the transport and chernlcal neutral i r a t i o n  of 
lethal mater la l  when health or safe ty  o f  any person f §  encangerea. Normally, 
Immediate disposal s h o u l d  rrot be necessary. 

1-8. RESPONSIBILITIES: 

C a. ANAD f s  responsfble for the Immediate control of  any CE w h l c h  my 
occur on the Oepot. 

b. Team chiefs are Tesponsl bl e f o r  p7 anning/providl  ng team training. md 
developing equi pment checks/procedures t h a t  ensure that th s i r  team can 
e f f e c t l v e l y  implement t h e i r  assigned portion of thls p l a n  and mainta in  their 
equipment in proper workfng order. 

c. Ir i s  mandatory that each l n d i v t d u a l  jnvolved in the handl jna of 
chemical agents be famillar w l t h  the p r o v f s f o n s  of thfs Plan since 
immediate r e a c t i o n  1s requfred to minimize the hazards of {I CE. Failure 
o f  any person to accompl I sh h i s  asslgned f u n c t i  on may jeopiirdi 2e the 
accompl i shmenz o f  the Plan and result i n  serfous Injury or death t o  himse l f  
or another person. 

(' DIRECTORATE FSR AMMUNITION OPEZATIONS ( D A O )  I s  r e s ~ r o n s l  bl  e for: 

(1) Execu t i ng  n o t i f i c a t j o n  as required i n  Chapter 3 o f  -chis 

( 2 )  D i s p a t c h i n g  ambulances and dr ivers  under the control of  FCPO 
t o  hotllne when n o t i f i e d  o f  Q. (Does not fnclude any arnb~lance already 
comrnfcred t o  CE support.) 

( 3 )  Dispa t ch ing  e i g h t  radlo equipped (hmuni t f o n  ~ e t )  vehicles 
t o  B l a g  78 upon n o t - i f l c a t i o n  o f  CE. 

( 4 )  D i s p a t c h i n g  Decontamfnat lon Teams 1, 63, and 64 t o  team 
assembly p o i n t  rhen C i  occurs  unless already i n v o l v e d  I n  CE. 

( 5 )  T a k i n g  ~neasures t o  account  fo r  Arnmunf t i o n  Operat ions D i  v i s i o n  
[ A u O )  personnel who may be barXing downwind from Ci s i t e .  Report such 
personnel t o  EOC f o r  a i s p o s i  t i on .  

(6) Dispatching one 2-1/2-ton t r u c k  w i t h  r a d l o  on ,\mm Net t o  
Bldg 73 f o r  Chemical Defense Team (CDT) and one 5-ton truck to Bldg 78 
( C D T  S u p p l y  Truck). Dispatching t ~ o  r a d i o  e q u i p p e d  bob t a i  I s  t o  B ldg  78 
t o  p j c k  up FCP a n d  COT. 

e. CHIEF , -AMPIUNIT ION SURVEILLANCE OlYISION ( A S D ) ,  OPA i:; responsible 
f o r :  



f .  Upon lap1 emencat ion of  t h i  s P l  an. personnel and equipment resources 
requfred t o  r e a c z  t o  a CE will have p r i o r l t y  o v e r  a l l  o the r  o p e r a t i o n a l  
requfrement, 

g. AI 1 personnel work ing  i n  the CLA a t  t.7e tine o f  a C( or emergency 
t i n e  members respondlng t o  a CE w i  11 donate blood  sarrples for cho~fnesrerase 
(CHE) t e s t i n g  prior t o  leavlog t h e  Depot a f t e r  a CE 1 n v o l v i n g  nerve agent. 

h. Team chiefs  will c o o r a i n a t e  leave requests w l  t h  duty supervisors to 
ensure team funct ions can be imp1 emenxed a t  a1 7 dme:. 

1. When contarninatfan extends beyond boundarfes, CEM w f l J  be 
expanded t o  of  f-Uegot areas as regui red. 

j .  Asslsrance for off-depot  CEs: 

(1) Degot CE reactlon f o r c e s  are n o t  r e s p o n s i b l e  for respondlng t o  
CEs i n v o l  v f  ng non-rni 1 irary commercial chemicals in t h e  possession of, or 
control led by, civilians, commercial concerns, or c f v l l  authorltles. In M e  
interest o f  pub1 l c  s a f e t y ,  mil l tary ass1 stance may be given c l v i l  author1 t l e s .  
The Commander i s  au thor i zed  t o  render such a s s i s r a n c e  t o  prevent In ju ry  or 
death. Further m i  l i tary assistance would require a rcquest  from a Federal 
Agency ana thar  federal Agency wul a bave to ce r~ l ' f y  that they kl;? funds 
available t o  reimburse the mllltary. Upon cornpletfon o f  t h e  o se ra= ion ,  
a Standara F o r 3  1980 0 (Y ucber f o r  Transfer aetkeen Appropriat fans,  and/or 
F u n d s )  would be s u b m i t t e d  by the Finance and Accounr l r~g  D i v i s i o n  to the 
r e q u e s t i n g  Federal Agency f o r  rejmbursement o f  c o s t s .  

( 2 )  ANAD Ci Reaczion Forces will nor be dispatched of f -depot  unless 
a u t h o r f z e d  by the Oegot Commander or  fn  his absence tre Acting Oepcr Commander. 

(31  rn CONUS, non-milirary chemical spills are handled by t h e  
responsl bl e party  w i  ch rpport i  ng t o  f h e  Environmental Pro tec r jon  Agency [EPA) 
or  the Coast  Guard t h r o u g h  the Naxional  Response Center (NRC). For a s s i s t a n c e  
beyond the f n i t f a l  protectfon o f  rtle p u b t l c ,  c j v i l  authorities should be 
referred t o  the NRC (800-424-8802), which i s  operated j o l n t l y  by the EPA and 
Coast  Guard. The  NRC has a 000 r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  who can coordinate any 
further m f l j  tary ass4 stance. The Arxy Operations Center  (DSN/AUTOvOh 225-0441 3 
w i  11 be n c t i  f l e d ,  tnrough FORSCOM (USN/AUTOVON 538-0162/0170), o f  the request 
f o r  ass1 stance from the c i v i l  au tho r i  t i e s ,  

k. 'All o f f - d e p o t  n o n - o f f i c i a l  queries, i n c l u d i n g  red la  fnquirles, 
r e c e l v e d  by persons otner than PAD, concern lns  a CE w f ' l l  be answered a s  
follows : "I have no cornen;. You may reach the P u b l l l :  A f f a i r s  O f f i c e r  a t  
235-6281, " 

1. A1 1 requests ( t o  hi  gner headquarters and o the r  sources)  f o r  assist-  
dnce d u r i n g  a C E  s i  tua t fan  w i  11 be routed through the COC. 

m. A1 1 f nformat ion  d l  sseminatod t o  or received f r o m  o f  f-depot sources 
( t o  lnclude l ocal  a u t n o r i r i e s )  w f l l  be c o c r d i n a t e d  w f  t t  t h e  PA0 (6281) .  

n. O u r l n g  CE?A o p e r a t i o n s ,  requests f o r  t r z c i n g  of te lephone c a l l s  or 
m o d  t o r i n s  o f  t ~ l e p h c n e  csnversa:lons u i  11 be prscassec I A N  Army re ;u la t ions .  



( I )  Executing n o t i f i c a t i o n  as outlfned i n  C?apter  3. 

( 2 )  D f s p a t c h i n g  AS0 P a t i e n t  Transfer  Yehicll? (PTY)  d r i v e r  t o  
hotline. or t o  the  FC? t o  s u p p o r t  Ci opera t i ons  un1e:;s a l ready  fnvolved i n  C i  

( 3 )  O is?a tch ing  Decontamf na t i on  Team 65 t o  assemblly po in t  when CE 
occurs unless already involved i n  CE. 

( 4 )  D i  spatchfng e i g h x  vehlcles, ( t w o  wlth Ammo Net frequency] t o  
87dg 78 when not f f l ed  o f  CE. 

(5) Taking mtasures t o  account f o r  AS0 persc~nnel who may be 
*orking downwind f r o m  CE s i t e .  Repor t jng  personnel 1:o EOC f o r  dfsposi t fon,  

[ f. CHIEF. DEPOT EQUIPMENT DIVISION (OED). PEL i : ;  responslble for: \ 
\ 

1 )  Provfdfng mobile 
durlng the hours of darkness. 

1 
l i g h t  plants f o r  CE2A operattons conducted 

( 2 )  Assurfng tha t  a l l  vehicles and equlpmenl: desfgnatea for CERA 
use are provided p r l o r l  ty maintenance service.  

( 3 )  Standby t o  d'lspatch add i t iona l  vehicles and equfpmenr when 
taskea by t h e  OPNSO, 

I g. CHIEF. ENYIRONMENTAL MANAGEHENT DIVISION. C - DEL f s  responsible 
for :  

L 
(1) Hazaraous pollut l 'on substance control IAN Annex G ANAD-OCP. 

( 2 )  O i l  spills IW Annex G ANAD-OCP. 

( h. C i i I E i ,  M I L I T A R Y  PERSONNEL OIYISICN. (MPD) OPCA I, f e  responsible for: 
\ 

(1) i nsu r l ng  t h a t  SDO/SONCO i s  advfsed t h a t  in case o f  a CE t n e  
door key to t h e  EOC is located in Radio Room o f  the Dfrectorate  f o r  Law 
Enforcement dnd Securf ty (DLES) . 

( 2 )  C o n t r o l l i n g  v j s i t o r s  i n  conjuction rith Protoc;ol during a CE. 

( 3 )  Provfding l o g i s t i c a l  support t o  v f s i  tors. 

i. Direc~ors are responsible f o r :  

(1) PI annl ng and prepari ng for evacuat ion  o f  d l  r e c t o r a t e  personnel 
upon oraer o f  EOC as s p e c i f i e d  I n  Chapter 5 .  

( 2 )  E n s u r i n g  t h a t  n o t i f i c a t i o n  plans  f o r  CERA Teams assigned t o  
thefr  d i rec tora te  are adequate and workable. 

( 3 )  E n s u r i n g  t h a t  CERA Teams a s s i g n e d  to thefr  d i r e c t o r a t e s  report 
to the i r  d u t y  s ~ a t i o n s ,  a s  requlrec!. 



( 4 )  Releasing personnel as31 gned t o  CERA Teams and supporring 
funct ions when regulrad t o  per fo rm t h e i r  ass igned funct lons.  fnc lua lng  any 
r e q u i r e d  t r a l n i n g  needed t o  develop skills or t n a i n ~ d l n  proficiency. 

( 5 )  Ensuring t h a t  assfgned teams, as s p e c i f i e d  below, are adequately 
s u p p l i e d  and equlpped t o  car ry  out t he i r  d s s l o n  and funct ions as establfshed 
I n  thts Annex. This will inc lude p r o v f d l n g  property book/hand receipt 
suppor t  for  a1 1 supplies and equipment not  a v a i l a b l e  t h r o u g h  normal rnisslon 
stocks. 

DLES 
CSO 
0 A0 
DEL 
OEL 
DAO 
DAO 
OAO 
OAO 
DPA 
OAO 
0 PA 
DO IM 
DO 14'4 

ASSIGNED f EAMS 

Securi t,y 
EOC 
FC? 
Fire 8 Rescue 
A c f t  0p1 Br 
AFCPO 
CDT 
Survey 
Decon T~ns ( ~ m m o  D i v )  
Oecon Tins (Survl  D i v )  
Medical Tms (Ammo Dfv) 
Hedica l  Trn (Survl  D l v )  
Computer Support 
Radi o/Tt!l ephone Support 

j. S p e c i f f c  responsibf li ties for t he  accomplishment of th i s  Plan a r e  
o u t l i n e d  by chapter and l i s t e d  by team i n  the Index. 

1-9. TENANT ACTIVITIES: The f o l  h i n g  a c t l v l  t l e s  a r e  tertant a t  ANAD: 
Health C l i n i c ,  DOIN-Admfnistraffve Branch, E l e c t r o n i c s  L i a i s o n  Office (ELO), 
Defense Reutlll z a t l o n  & Marketing O f f i c e  (DRMO) , 1ntersra1:e United, Post 
Restaurant Concessionaire, and Rockwell International MIs:,i le System. i n  
case o f  a C E ,  the Health C l i n k  dl1 be n o t l f l e d  by DLES cln Conference Call 
1 and wf77 rece fve  evacuatton ins t ruc t fons  f r o m  che EOC, I f required. 
Rockwell w f  1 l be not1 f l ed  by a Conference Call 4. DOIM-Acrninl's:cratlve - 
Branch, the DRMO w f  11 be n o t i  f l e d  by DEL and wi 11 be f nc l  idea  i n  DEL 
evacuation plans. The EL0 wlll be n o t i f i e d  by DS? and rlll be *Included fn 
DS? e v a c u a t i o n  plans .  Frequent v 7 s l t o r s  to the ammuni t f o n  1irni1:ed area are I vendors, p u l  pwood cutters, and maintenance c o n t r a c t o r s .  ?'he destination o 
these personnel wlll be majntalned by Coosa Gate and e f f e c t  n o t S f l c a t i o n  
and evacuat ion  o f  personnel by the most e x p e d i t i o u s  means. These 
n o t i  f l  c a t f  on methods Include, b u t  are not I f  mired to ,  r a d i o ,  telephone, 

3 
messenger, and vehicle or he1 icopter mounted P A  system. 



Request f o r  Assi  stance and Off-Oepot Coord ina t ion  

16-1. Requests addressed t o  h f  gher headquar te rs ,  c h i  1 Ian  agencies,  and other  
i n s t a l l a t i o n s  f o r  a s s i s t a n c e  t o  c o n t r o l  a CE situation ki"7  be routed 
t h r o u g h  the  EOC. This will p r e v e n t  duplicaring t3e r e q u e m  and ensure C h a t  
personnel dfspatched  t o  the Depot t o  render assls:ance arc: 

a .  Proper Jy cleared. 

a .  Granted access t o  the emergency sf  t?. 

c. In possession of required protect ive equipment and other  equf pment 
a n d  s u p p l  i e s  t o  accompl j s h  their mission. 

a. Provided transportation t o  the s i t e  ( i f  requ i red ) .  

16-2. Depot o r ' f i c f  d l  s responsible for partf c u ? a r  technf  cal areas may c o n t a c t  
an approved source t o  requesf assistance when authorized b y  me OPNSO. 

f' 16-3. Both Fort ~YcClellan, AL and the Augmentatlon Farce have the missSon to 
support  ANAD durfng a CE sftuation. 

a. Fort RClellan has the responslbil l t y  t o  p r o v i l e  funct lonal  
trained and equlpped t o  render support to ANAO in a tfmely manner. 

Notf  f l c a t f o n  procedures and teams are ldsted f n  para 16-10, A SOP w f  11  be 
and agreed upon by b o t h  Commanders. 

b. The Augmentation Force identified i n  the CSO s1ife supports ANAO. 
N o t i f i c a t i o n  procedure f s  i l s t e d  i n  para 15-8. 

16-4. To enable these r e a c t f o n  elements to respond qufcklir, an a l e r t  
noci f f c a t i o n  will be telephoned t o  bath Fort k C l e l l  an and Augmentation 
corce as outlined i n  paras 16-10 and 16-13. The more p r f o l *  n o t f c e  that can be 
a f f o r d e d  b o t h  organfzat ions the f a s t e r  t h e i r  r5spcnse capabil ity can be. 

16-5. Upon approva l  o f  Depot Commander, requests t o  c i v i l m ' a n  agencies for 
assistance may be made by PA0 by c o n t a c t i n g  organizations ; i s tea  i n  Tab 0 
t o  th i s  Appenalx, 

16-6. The  f o l l o w i n g  s g e c i f f c  types o f  a s s i s t a n c e  can be otltafned f r o m  AMC or 
o t h e r  m i l i t a r y  sources, I f  not  a v a i l a b l e  f rom Fort  M ~ C l e l l z n  c r  the 
Augmentazion F o r c e  as i n d i c a t e d  be1 ow: 

a. The Surgeon General's chemical medical c o n s u l t a r t  can be 
provided to ANAO by c o n t a c t i n g  Commander, AMC, ATTN: AMSO:-SU, T h i s  
person should not be requested u n t l l  c o o r d i n a t i o n  i s  made rf i  t h  MEDDAC, F o r t  
McCl el I an  (which renders primary chemical medical support t o  the Depot), C nd approved by the Depot Commander. 

b .  Cecontaminantes, i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  d e p o t  stocks, c a n  be obtatnet i n  
a CE s i t u a t i o n  as outljned In para  16-12. 



c. USATE;I personnel can be obzained f r o m  Commander, Edgewod Arsenal, 
ATTN: CDR, U.S. Army Technical Escort U n i t ,  Edgewood Area, APG, MD 21010. 
Routine requests must meet gufdellna In AR 740-32. Emergency requests are 
t o  be made by most expeattlous means followed by conf i rmat ion  in w r i t i n g .  

16-7. The CSO w i l l  mainta in  regular and dlrec t  liaison k f t h  local c l v f l  
authorities t o  ensure thaz they are f ul ly Informed on the Chemi cal Surety 
Program and prepared t o  respond should a CE s i  t u a t f o n  requfre 1:helr support 
o r  endangor o f f - d e p o t  c f v i l f a n  areas. As a mlnimurn, ljalson and 
c o o r d i n a t f  on w i  11 be maf n ta fned  MI t h  Cal houn County Emergency Management 
Agency and Alabama State Troopers through Commander Jacksonville Post. 

16-8. Emergency requests for PEMA 1 terns such as p r o c e c t l  ve masks can be 
obtaf ned t h r o u g h  AMCCOM, Sure ty  O f f i c e  (309 782-6609, non-duty hours 
OSN/AUTOVON 793-1110, ask operator f o r  S t a f f  Duty O f f i c e r .  Items can be 
requlsitloned telephonically usfng  02 priority. Items f o r  normal 
operatf ons wf 11 NOT be requisi t foned uslng this procedures. 

16-9. Request fo r  SRF w f l l  be made dfrectly t o  DESCOM PI ans and Operat ions 
U i  v t  sloo/Emergency Operations Center, on lye 

16-10. Assfstance - Fort McCIelfan f 
I a. Request for asslstance addressed t o  F o r t  McCl ellan from nKAD durlng d ~ -  

hours can be obtatn'ed by contacting Plans a n d  Opera t ions  3 f t i c e .  

( i ) Pr lmary - telephone - 848-3116/4835/4773 

( 2 )  Alternate - T a c t l c a l  Radjo, EOC (frequenc.j 36.05 MHz) .  

b. Requests f o r  asslstance t o  F o r t  McClellan sou:-ces after d u t y  
hours will be made by con tac t i ng  Fort McClellan Sta f f  Duty Of f l ce r .  i 

Telephone - 848-3821/3822 I 
c. Request for assistance from the 902 Mi 1 i tary [ n t e l  1 igence 

Group, F o r t  McClellan, dur ing duty hours can be obtained by contact ing  the 
Special Agenr I n  Charge a t  848-3415. A f t e r  duty hours colrract t h f  ough F o r t  

~ c C l e l l a n  S t a f f  Duty Offtcer. 

/ d. CE support teams a v a i l a b l e  f r o m  Fort McClella~l: 

( 1 )  €00 Team. (NOTE: €00 response may be requested directly 

", - 

k 

f rom the EOO Det as foll cws: duty hours - 848-5124/5430; /]on-duty hours - 
848-1477. Ask f o r  €OD stand by, ) 

( 2 )  Decon Team. 

(3) Medical Assistance Team. 

\ ( 4  Securi ty Control Team (PI atoon s i z e ) .  I 
( 5 )  C o ~ m u n i c a t i c n s  S u p p o r t  Team (wire and rada 'o )  . 
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/ (6) Rescue Squad, l i g h t .  

(7) Publfc A f f a i r s  O f f i c e r .  

( 8 )  OPNSO. 

/16-11. Assistance - Civilfan Sources 

a. Requests t o  c i v i l I a n  Sources for assis tance  w f  11 be made only when 
suf f l c i e n t  assis tance f s  not  avaf  Table from Fort McClel 1 an. 

b. Approval o f  the Depot Commander I s  requf red prlor t o  any 
requests t o  c f v f l  I a n  sources o r  n o t i f i c a t i o n  t o  c l v f  l l a n  saurces of CE a t  

NAD. 

c. Listed below are c i v i l I a n  agencfes and te lephone numbers of 
those agencfes whlch may be contacted hy the EOC for  addlt.lona1 support i n  
the even t  o f  an emergency. Other agencies, n o t  l i s t , o d  below, may be 
contacted  when authorlred by the Depot Commnder. 

AGENCY TELEPHONE 

Alabama S t a t e  Emergency Management Agency 
Alabama S t a t e  Trooper - J a c k s o n v i l l e  
Anniston C i t y  Police 
American Red Cross 
Cal houn County  Emergency Management Agency 
Ca 1 h o u n  County Sheri f f 
Ambulance Service and Rescue Squad 
Anniston F i r e  Department 
NE AL Regtonal Medical Center 
Stringfellow Memorial Hospital 
Ta 1 1 a ~ e p  County  Emergency Management Agency 
WANA (Radio  S t a t i o n )  
WDNG (Radio S t a t i o n )  
UHMA (Radio S t a t i o n )  
HJSU (TY Station) 
FBI 

d.  Assistance furnished by c i v i l i a n  agencfe 
usea as a back-up force for depot personnel p a r t i c  
agencf es w i  17 not  be granted access t o ,  or contac t  

(205 ) 242-13519/4378 B 'ham 
435-3521 
238-1800 
236-0391/831-0;!65 
22 7-7023/0982 
236-6395 
237-8572 
236-3541 
235-5121 
235-9957 
761-2125 
237-1627 
236-8291/!38-1450 
237mi3 741/4716 
237-96511236-4040 
2 3 7 - 0 3 W  (205)252-7705 B'ham 

s l i s t e d  itbove wlll be 
I p a t i n g  f a  a CE. rhese 

w.1 th, ch~:mlcal surety 

1 15-12. Addi ti onal  Decontamfnantes 

a. Request fo r  addftional decontaminantes n o t  a v a i  l a b l e  at ANAO 
w i l l  be made t o  P l a n s  and Operat jons Of f i ce ,  Forr McClel Ian, as a prlmry 
source. 

b. I f  F o r t  McClel I an  cannot p r o v i d e  reques t e c  decontaminantes, 
telephonic requisitions w i l l  be made as I n d i c a t e d  b d c w  us lng  02 i ssue  
p r i o r i t y  d e s i g n a t o r .  ( T h f s  procedure w i l l  N O T  be usea t o  o b t a i n  
decontaminantes f o r  routine operations. ) 



NSN - NOMENCLATURE -- RON SOURCE 

6810-00-233-1715 Sodf urn Carbonate, Bag 100 1 b . drum DGSC, R f  c hmond 

6810-00-1 74-6581 Sodfum Hydroxide, 100 l b .  drum DGSC, R i  chrnond 

6830-00-255-0472 HTH-HTS, 100 i b .  drum D G S C ,  RS c hmond 

6850-00-297-6653 ST8, 50 10. arum OGSC,  Ri c hrnond 

6850-00-656-0926 A n t i s e t t i n g  Compound. M2 1 / 2 i b ,  can DGSC, Rlchmnd 

S i l i con ,  An t i f oam Agent OGSC, R i  chmond 

d.  Telephone numbers and contact p o f n t s  a t  supply sources are: 

(1 ) Defense General Supply Center, Richmond 
Emergency Supply Operations Center (ESOC) 
duty and non-duty hours: DSN/AY 695-3881 or (804) 275-3881 

( 2  ) AMCCOM, AMSiYC-MMN-C 
d u t y  hours - DSN/AY 793428515757 or (309) 7134-428515757 
non-duty hours - DSIY/AY 793-1110, ask for Stiiff Duty O f f i c e r  

e. Household bleach, 1 gal  bottle, 6810-00-598-7316,, i s  a local 
purchase l tern and i s  no longer stocked by OGSC, Richmond. 

16-13. Augmentation Force 

a. Request f o r  Augmentatfan Force (AF) a s s i s t a n c e  can be obtalned by 
submitt ing request d i r e c t l y  to the AF. POC f s  the same as f o r  i n i t i a l  
a ler t  not4 f i c a t f o n  ou t l l ned  I n  para 15-8. 

b. Telephonic n o t i f i c a t i o n  r i l l  also be made to HOAMC, ATTN: AMC- 
P E - S ,  during du ty  hours (DSN/AY 284-9563) or AMC S ta f f  D u t y  O f f i c e r  dur ing  
non-duty hours (DSN/AV 284-9223). 

c. Stand-by n o t i f f c a t i o n  will  be made whenever intelligence 
repor ts  or chemical agent operations warrant it. This  will increase t h e  
AF's response capabi 1 i t y  and s l  gni f i c a n t l y  reduce t he i r  response time. 
This notfflcation w i  17 incl  uCe nature of t h r ea t  o r  potent ia l  hazard, t f m e  
frame, and any speclal requirements. 

16-14. Expl  os i v e  Ordnance Detachment 

a. MISSION: 

(1) For a CE the €00 Detachment can be expected t o  provide 
support, 

( 2 )  T h e  €30 Detachment provfdes render  safe  prxedures i n  case 
of a CE, 

16-4  



b 

b. NOrlFICATfON: EOO Detachment be n o t i f f e d  as spec f f f ed  i n  
Chapter 3. 

c. COMMAND: Upon e n t r y  t o  Annfston Army Depot the €00 Team will be 
under the conrro? of the OPNSO, 

d . SI GNAC : 

(1) Prlmary - 8y EOO radio net frequency 49.70 

(2 )  Secondary - By telephone or messenger. 

e. EXECUTION: 

(1) The €00 team wf 11 ' report t o  ANAO during a CE as directed by 
the ANAO ECC, 

( 2 )  80 prepared t o  accomplish €00 related ta::ks in removing 
explosive hazards. 

( 3 )  The on s f  t e  operations wfll be conducted according t o  the 
appropriate €00 SOPS. 

( 4 )  The equipment and organizat ion o f  €00 teams i s  determined by 
t h e  detachment leader but wjll include Level A p ro tec t ive  equipment. 



Attachment G-3 

COORDINATION AGREEMENTS 



This Merromura of U&ersta,- by ard betwen &sf scan Ar=y kmt: & U.S. . 

Ar=ny M & i d  wtzmz~t Activity, Fort  McCfelIan, A l a ,  36205-5083, siall 
ba ef fut lve  whcn ~lgnc! by both wile. 

?Ls aFeerrrenc shali te c c s i c e r e d  as s ; z $ e - ~ t a l  :a all reqJda:icrs, laws, 
directle publls3A by cc-tect at;',xritis, z+ subject ta t?s te-rzs cf 

sclr" reguiatfurs & laws. 2 2 s  kk.rcrzd~~ cf t'.e,stadirg . r ? a l l  c=~ . s t i t . xe  
a mu- u d e r s t a r d l r ~  betwee2 ',=z p h - t F s  as :a r e e d  & :jrx&~?25 tc be 
ur&rzaksr. in C-2 zeiical s ~ ~ c z t  of Z----is:c. .--Y{ reor .  

6 - .  1. U.S. m y  ,-3AC iZe= Eeslt:? Clinic), Fc;.: ,%1sll~., A 2  xi':. 

. . 
b. C c c z ~ t i o r a l  Illrpss cr LY;c-;. ;t-. e - ~ l q - r r !  ssTa:.- ,n-;  EL-. i l l r s s  cc 

d l s e a e  car-ce*, by e . ~ l c ' r . ~ e n t  will be ,LLzds?rJ r - e r s s z ~  -e a7=! tr=zent as 
fc3loks : 

c. Ncr.ccc+atlo~~l in;-z! i l l , -~ss.  Sef :l:,-e c i z ~ ~ s l s  alb 
trea-r,t of rarzcc;-;aclcrrl z+ illr-ss a e s  are  rs t  r e s ~ s l 5 i l l c l e s  
of an c c c u ~ t i o n a l  health s e r ~ i c e  prqrarn euce?t : 



w 
1 11- ard CFxrrdrn that &re not job rclatcrd wIl.1 be t=-aated 

1: cn bssb. aJ l  ot!!r -, enplq- will t r  advised to visi: 
t!!ir p T i ~ t e  p h y b l c h ~ .  

( 2 )  St- o d e A n .  Wrlttm nedica.1 &rs for e n r m v  care a d  
trsamt of m t f a n a l  a d  m ~ d p t l d  llb- I I L ~ J -  will bc 
prrpared ard sfgrrd by the m l b l e  ?hyslc?an to ashurr $=pr M w  of 
e-ies by the haalth servia staff in t k  of or' prlo~r to the 
arrival of a pmfclan. 

d .  Mintain an inventory of c%&d, b i o l c g i d  , d c l ? q i c a i  a d  
physical in the work envircmez~t of a?? ANAD activities. 

f . Ferfcrza &ical emraticrs 2, acts*arze w i t h  l q a l  L* r m a : a r {  
requlrernenu. 

S. S u p r t  t k ~  Eearirg C c n s e r a t l c n  .Yzsrm k y  f i z ~ i x ~  =a11qs, 
c-vsellrq e.nplcyes, aMrristerir; as -:--'. 

. - . .  
k. , ? 2 i 7 . ? ~ i ~  CCZA-ZT~CTA~ ?--:<: ,T-+:E~ E=L~LS:T=:~.,T reczrL 2.e 

re-xrts. 

. . .-+.. c=,xan5er :!ZJLYLT~ Cn-e C .  recc,rzxzvdatibms ts t;p i-st3112-;+- 
kealt.", a,* welfare cf c.?,P izstal lzt lcr ,  -X;~.J~~C~O. 

q. a ~ r z 2 r i a ; e  m;si<e e,zl~ricn/crsd:a:lcn ,>. efizr: Zs 
crgcirg b . 2 2 ~  t5 service r e l a t e  ~r-s. 



r. ' Actively partkipate in M D M C  Per Mien d -1 ty Assuran- 
ProgranrJ. 

2 .  Andstan Amy Dcpot will: 

b. Ehsurt that sc-ld pc-l fa r  the t e c a t e d  p?aais?~nent, 
pride, terrninatim -tima, ard a y  ~cmary mnar! v4hi25 irpet tlr?r 
a p p o i n ~ t s .  

c. that empluyeeswha rep== for m t a m t  as thebnsC!t of an 
c c r ~ r a t l o n a l  Cisease/ir.jur/ Pave i? Pel: a prcperly carplet&: 

(1) CA-16, 7 q - t  f a r  2anirac:~~ ~ d / c r  Iteammt fz r  C c z ~ 9 t l s d  
Diaq~islDiseax, for  a~rtpriazer? P L s  pc--scrrel, o r  

Gm.. >*- ( 2 )  LS-1, F w t  ,-, ,&aticn e l m  -a-?t fcr Ccz:at:cnal 

2. L'tlllzs all meam available, i? m,+xticr. wic!! Wall -Is 
ssals, t3 eFsure a safe arxl FzaltLC.;l xzr~ki-q e r ~ l - - ~ t  f c r  'Uzlr eqlq- 
a?d assimec! perscnr~i .  



D j t p :  
16 Dec 89 .- . . .10 Jan '30 - -- - - - - - - -  - 



GRORG8 8. BBCSTIDl, JQ, H . D .  
Colonal, Mcdical Corpa 
Commander, Noble A m y  C o m i t y  Hospital 

MYRA X1tX;OIZB 
President, Jacksonville 2mergency . 

Ambulance Service 

DATE: 

J O r n  tv -RE,. 
Capt a h ,  &mifitton Ebergency 
Rescue Squad 



: . h r x s e :  The p";x:se or Ln2s xezcrz-kcx I s  t= e:-=rss ;src-;is:lc;.s cf 
q e e m e n t  be- ee 2 . S .  Amy Medl-1 r>epar=zenr Xct:vit.( ar2 t?z ."IOrtr.easc 
~~ Reglaral Wicai C e n t e r  ccncemlq *z L~,M x x i  tzeamer-t of clsaster 

resxltirq f;.n _ a . c ! ! c a l  re ia ted  acticent. 

: - \ -ycr i fGp-- .F-  - .  , - .  -4 .l-.. CT , = c z ~  law ?r.fzrrszz,".: z~P.?~:Qc:  Z :  ~ l l : ~ c e ~ , i ;  z ~ c ~ l ~ ~ c o  
:cures. 

( 2 )  Notlflcatlcn of A i a ' m  S t a t e  Fealth Cer_r;ar:,o?.t. ci P~. G~ --- P-..-- -*-. . 
Seal'lh. rje-mnts, a;* t,kn NorV;r,Pas~ K a i z n a  F q l c r a l  ,".ledis31 Cer.:er. 

; 3 )  Notlf icstticr: cf all U ~ l t ~  S t a t e s  sct-e-z-?1er.'t z:e-.ti!s .z_=! /cr  
activiries r e r e d .  

( 4 )  Notiflcatic?. sf ?sst ? k l f c  > i f a i r s  fcr F r z T r  c x z ! l r ~ t l ~ z ~  :dl:: a11 . - 
YZAS mdla z d  c c n t r ~  c r  r p ~ s  releases. 

( 5 )  If t)e ac,-:de,-.:,'Inci&,p.t t ~ t ~ r s  off ~ s t ,  ~SSIS:: i.". tk z&i=a: 

- . - 
j L'xn rztlf:catlc?. ky > Z A C ,  :=rt .?4cCLe-,~~,  or C5Ie . f  ? ? : I ~ s i ~ I ; l ~ ,  

~ . : s : z T .  E L 7  C ~ T X ) ~  (.W), :,'.at asslstx.ce is r-eItz2, ?ctl_;i ?zs?:.tal staff 
zd. ?repare to r e c e l 0 n  c s i a l t l e s .  



~cques ts  fc r  roAC sFpcrt w:il 
e l l a ,  C u r l q  normal duty hmxs 
Telep!!cne No. 238-22W,  or w i t ! !  
hau,ps and weke.-Cs/holldays, Tel 

c .  Chief mysician, A W  O c c q a r l r a  

.? 
fcllcwmg actfms are takeJq: 

1 .%silt? C:i.?lc, will e!!m cz 

! 1 )  
acc:cent.' 
t ? !  wi'zat, 
f r 5  :ke 

Noti,? Cd.zw, .XEilCAC F o r t  e l e l l a n ,  Llmedia:e .;- i...* I r i ident  -,,., _-sfble 'cat::-LT s u p r r  
when, w h e r e ,  P m  and ;luiAr cf - . 9 - 2  .,es : 

accldent;'ir-c:cent. 

a.  It is =ec=qL=eci Lbat t k  i r ~ c z ~ ~ e d  2 r ~ ; a i e r ~ ~  c l  c-zzz-sl q e z t s  ..-& 
I z r  c,-rcfal, i.+cs:rlzl z.i nl l l ' t~ - - -  7;ycses F S ~  =-= ~ t e r r t i s ~ l  :?=ear cf 
a seriocs c ~ ~ d c a l  acc:cer.: t3 rslce,-,:s zi t-,O .:r.rzsrz:: Z ~ S .  Y:5! 'J.S. .L-; 
p!&lc=l 3.ewcnent Act:vl?: &,rL tLz ? j C r z - s ~  ' c a ~ ~ a  F s : ~ c r a i  .--lcai C z i r e r  . . &Tee in pr2nciple t -ka i  a c-mrebenslve =?a-w~ce Xsaster  ,313: =?:;;ti= ccr.:a:;. 

. . crc~isizrs fo r  tne care zrk tzca-zt -,f v i c t ~ ~ s  res-cl t i?~ fzsm a z?_pr".lw, 
, . IS, t ? . e r e f c ~ ,  -,,"ie 3:;resse i--:znr 3f -., u. - .  .,... r e l a t d  accident. " ' -&= *. --( 

Mlczl 3el;a-trrfiqt P ~ t i - ; : ~ i  and ;=z :;crLL-23: .La&- T q ~ c r a l  Yeilcsl i e z t e r  

2 .  ?atie?rs will be t,-asgcrt& :a e-s Ncr:,'..east Alakra 7e;ic:r-31 ;Wlc31 
C e ~ t ~ r  i n  Cove-mmnt przwiced a r t t r z l ~ ~ c s  .&ere crsczicai arC .ir. a~ , -c?r :a to ly  
eyt2-,-xd civiiiar. emrgency &-ical ve3cies  wi=en tf.e patient led exL- the 
capcl ty  of Gwe--zent-wned ve:hicl=. "spx ta t lcn  of .mr.:e?ts will be 
c~x,-di~ated wder seyxate me.mrw& cf 2 7 7 e e ~ ! r  wit! tke lccal 2~.eqezc{  
I*!dlcal S s ~ i c e s .  



e .  It should bt rtcqr2zcd t!%t dcctors,  nL-ses and ctlcr ex! 
&cal pc-1 m u i t  have acc- to -t:cral ?.- a k  wr. 

' 
p r ~ i d r  l n s tm~t lon  as to the prapcr  hatdllx ard t.-eawnc J C  pa:: 
suffer- from m e a l  po1scd.x~. I t  is u&erstccd eat t-.e U.S. 
M i c a 1  b p a r m t  Activ:ty wlli ,-rortlde and c z e i r a z e  sue,'; t-=lzr 
appropriate erne-J nedical care providers. Pz kr=-Jsst /Cabana w:zra: 
W--lcal Center agrees to assist in p r c m r i r q  ard c x r i i r ~ r i n ;  t h s e  p q . u r r  
f o r  civilian lrredlcal care  prcviders. ?ar:ic:l;at?on cf civil irn r~di-1 c z e  
=rcvide,rs in the tralr2.x F r q r a m  will be tzicntar{ ark wl'th M relzku-serer :  
;,- , , ,.. rh.e G a v e m z l t  . 

f .  Z-2 !Vort!xast A l z ' z a m  3q:cnaI :#&lcal t e r . : ~ ~  . r s r  L3*,-e ;r=eP~sr::cze 
. . .  . 2 ?At+ Chloride, A t r c ; l r - ,  rnk -' , J  sclu:lcrs :: srcz::::ent c z : c l t l o s  t s  trea: 2 

~ ~ n i m u m  of four p t l m t s  ar ail  :a. 

5 .  Cmrdira:ion: T.ds r r ~ z n ~ 2 - n  wil; ce 1.1 e i f c r  fo r  =-,O -peria? cf : yar:.: 
3 8 7  thscqh 28 ?ejra--/ :?9: arL will k ~P.::W& zn-al1:. L:( b:.: -a-::e;. - .  ::=her -prV .nay CX.C,OJ :-2 nemcr&~n .-. ZC c q 5  y i c r  srr jz ten ~ ~ c t i c e .  

- rres ldent 
Sortk-e=s: Ala'cam T~icral 
. W f  cal Cenrer 



Chief Bwecutive Officer 
Northeast Alabama Regional 
Medical Center 

/&a- ROCER V .  C M L  
Colonel, HC - A m y  Xedic~l I lepar taen t  

Activity 
Comaandlng 



ALLEN FLETCZR 
z, 
Chief Executive Officer  
northeas t Alabama 2eg 1 on;] I 
Xedical C a t e r  

- -  . - .. . . r. . .  lQc%---- 



1. 3 u , . z e :  % Fcty-cse os :!2s =raw==. ?s :; = q m s  r;:n:sicrs or 
agreement be- *LIE 3.S. 'Wi~al 3eplr=?c Aczi-~;r;r ~WQ .d\e 20iy M e  
of Jesus Hcspltal cc~c-o r2 .q  t!L c u e  aK! r=ea=rx ci &sasa:er vic'llrs 
r e t i -  f z z  a c?-cai reiated ac=i&t. 

( 4 ;  Noil f ica t fc :  of Z c s t  2(.2ilc A f $ a f , s  :cr ; r zFr  cxrCrat lan XI:! all 
RWS  fa L-d c=z:rcl cf FLEWS = l e s s .  

( 1 )  L%n mt i$ ica t im 5 XEDEAC, Fort .Wlellz~. 2: ~Wef Ph?=icia?. 
.Aruylst=n A n y  D e ~ t  ( W A D ) ,  ?ar assisti-c= Is . " -E&,  -s:I2{ hffipit:~: s:a-FC 

?repre t o  receive c3scaitles. 

( 2 )  Ersure actions are ccadinated  w i t ! .  t ?SZAC.  Fort XcCleilm or  W ,  
as necessary. 



( 3 )  R e q u s t s  f~ -7 r t  w:ll 'ce cx,-;,:rar& wit.': =', ,?5X;IC, 
Fort: W l e l l a n ,  &N mnaal cfu?! WT (0730-16C0 ?CU,T, I*-y' t*~ 
Friday), Tele-2 No. 238-2200, o r  w: C? the Stat! 3 ~ y  Officer dur:.~ 
ncn-Cut-i hcurs and webrCs/hol:dqr Tele;*c.o :lo. ;3G-2;5;,';1345. 

c. m e !  Physician, ;WAD Ckc!cpat:cral Xeal-,': CII.-lc, u:,, ~ZSL-O L-.t? 

followirq acrlans are takec: 

(:) Z J o t l 3  m, 'EZEAC For', ,Xlel,&p.. i.-fat2ly of a-. 
accldcnt/incident requ,-:ng p s s l b l e  'sack-c? sx-,cr: recpl,-czx=!xs, :3 :.?flee 
the w h a t ,  when, where, h c ~  a d  mkr cf tzc;al:ies ;If a..a:.:ab;e) resul;:~~ 
f=-cn the accl&m/l.xfcent. 

a. i? is recqn2=& Cat i z= . -ozse  ?r-,aaLe~ce cf Lme.ni31 5-er.:,c -s& . . 
f c r  c-crnrciai, InC.clsO-' <. -al rmd ~51 :a .z~  j ~ ~ s e s  s s e s  =.,-,O ;cT~~.::z- r 2 ~ 3 :  z z  
a seriaus c.henical ac=l&nt :s resic---c . . - - -' - -me . . .LA..-. , .,, ,=--- .,. . a,-2 3. 2.2 .: . S . .2--; 

. . 
Xedlca; ;?ewr=rer.~ Act~vl?: ack :.'e 3 l : r  /k?;e :i -esas Xcsaxa- asy;T..i 1.: 

. . .  ~ri,"r=i?ie *at a cr~re,' le,-slve aVez-wlce 3: ses t ~ r  3 : ~ :  s . " c ~ c  ccz::sin 
pruvisiors for p~ care zrd t reammt zf vic-;~ --.s r ~ x i - ~  .,.x f =--,a a c?~.:cal 
r e l a t e -  accfdmt . 1: I s ,  :?zrefgre. -,-. e:.;ress& iz~ent 31 t 2 ~  "' U s  2 .  - A-.- ... v . . --' ;JCyf. P!&-lc31 C e v = . ? t  Ac::vit'~ M t-2 Kc:-{ .kx cf J e w  r.cs?itL .- .\ -4 : : .-. 
:ckzr lscal eznerqzxy * i c a L  ~ r s v i c e - ~  zmL ;k-----ir< qezc i e s  P. :l:e p;er.: zf 
a r?o~le: acclden?. 

t. ?he Fbly N a m e  of J e s s  Kospicrl s; t -Ls  z~a6.1 rs .-ece:*x ad ::EX czy 
,dl:-a7 or tlvi1:m vict2n of a c:ze?.:cal ac=icer.t cr. a 24-?2~.2=. 7-2zq{ a - he:.: 
-is. 3 e  Faly  Name of Jesus ?cs2i:21 a F e s  tz p r w f c e  ar;zrz?rlsrs & . . r-cessa,"y treament testi.~ (incl*xk?q C;-s,::estnrase :5(;::;;r) cf :~2.::ents 

. - 
-3 q z n  their azwrlval ad ccntlnued st2y ar t ! ~  :-'.c,y :k- cf 3 e x s  :".s~clta,. -..- 

e l c a i  records of all military a-C Ze?+rz.ent of L-2 ;L-! c.:-~llfzr. pe-rszrzel 
created for  c . k f c a l  k-e at z ! !  X21* .~  Same of JEUS Eosp:.tal w: l l  be 
a l ~ l l a b l e  :c tke Y. S. A ~ T Y  ,Wical >--~xe.?: xrcr: rocel?: c:: 2 fcz21 e i t t e r .  .. . 
r q i e e t  fzm t bs  rnllitz-~ ahysiclm resFrs;=-e f z r  each :2t:.erts' t t - 2 .  

*a?.?.i cles 

cer- : .% - -2-: am- .-- - ,,--,c~ a-e = r c x r l t ?  der----- .---Y. -- ---- . - - - --.a. G.-.& --: =- - --  -- z - s c  r==::::z :3 :.Ye .. - 
zg,*{ NZT~ cf J e s s  5cs;::tl. 



e .  It W d  br rrc-zed Lnat C K Z O - Y .  and oLnrr  -?.--;err/ 
deal p--1 mLur .Lave access to bmtlcra :  p w  a d  c o r ~ c s h c p  
provide instructior. as to Lhe proper lmlin; Kd t r P a w n r  :t patients 
suffering f m  c-cd p:scnl;r?. It :s * d r s t o o d  t?ar ::e G.S. X-1' 
Mcdlcal Ccparmert Acrl*:::! will ~ r = . ~ i c e  zr-i c=ordlr~te s ~ c r :  :--:~Arq r ~ r  
z ~ m p r i a t e  a n e x p r y  .mi& =are ;rcvlcers. 2 - e  ? s l y  :a oi S=sp:ra: 
q e e s  to assist in prcmt?n;  cmrdinar~q t'.ese 7 ~ ~ s  f3r c:*~:l:ar. 
medical care provice-rs. ?"~icirptian =f c i v i l l a  xedlcrl? ca re  2rx:ee.y L: 
:?& trainirq p r w a m  will r vcluntr-( a k  7s rzlmc~xer.ezr ::: ~ 7 . p  
r d v e m n t .  

5 .  Cocrdk!arlcn: 5 s  zezzrard-z xi11 L=e iy ef fec: rcr =:e e r l c d  =f  : war=.'. 
1987 t . L o ~ i !  29 r ' e b r q  391 and xill ' 

. . . 
3e rev:?&= .zPma,,-; ;;y c.zt2 -2::s. 

Ei- r  - ~ ? f  m.s-.l --'e memorzka. * q r .  3C -kys ;ricr k~:.:zzr. ZC::ZZ. 

Hr. Vic Glanalva 
Adni,?istracive Of f l c e r  

. . :-:oiy Name of ;ess :-:cs;::t- 



WIL- E. DRIMURD 
Executive Director 
Holy Name o f  J e s u  Hospital 

Colonel, K 
U.S.  A m y  Medical Depar tment  

Activity 
Comaand i ng 

DATE / 



W O U N D U H  OP URDtESTANDIRC 

BtlVttN TBI! 

US )I!!DIa mPAPT)(ZHT ACTIVITY, FORT HCCLZLUH, M A S A M  

m m  

STRINCPELLUU BOSPITAL, A N ? l I S t O N ,  A U B A W A  

1. Purpose :  The purpose o f  t h i s  meaorandom i s  t o  e x p r e s s  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  
agreement  beeween the US Army \ l e d l c a l  ~ e . ~ a r c m e n t  Act i v i  r : r  and t'7e S c r i n g f c  i  l ov  
~ o s n i c a l  concerning t h e  c a r e  and t r e a t m e n t  o f  d i s a s t e r  v i c :  ias r e s u i t  i n 8  iron 

C : , ~ I A ; L ~ :  r e l a t e d  a c c  i d e n c .  

. R e f e r e n c e :  The b a s i c  r e q u i r e n e n c  for c h i s  memorandum i s  c o c t a i n e d  i n  HC 
HSC message. 3013hOZ Scpccmber  1980, sub jec:  : Yedica  l Support ior Chcn ica  1 
Gpe r a t  i o n s .  

a.  C o m a n d e r ,  US Z.rny ? E D D A C ,  Forc  ? fcCle l l an  w i l l  e z s u r e  t 5 c  io11,cuir.;  
3ctians a r e  t a k e n :  

( 1 )  N o t i f i c a t i o n  o f  l oca !  l a w  enfarcenenc age?.c ies of e=cr rcnc : :  
szbu!z,ce r o u t e s .  

2 N o c i f i c a c i o n  o f  A labaca  S t a t e  H e a l t h  9 c p ~ r : x e r . c ,  Ci::.- a n d  C J U Z : ~  
H e a l r h  D e p a r t m e n t s ,  and t h e  S c r i n q f e I I o v  H o s p i t a l .  

( 3 )  N o t i f i c a t i o a  o f  a l l  U n i t c d  S c a c e s  governnent a g e c c i e s  a n d i o r  a c : i v : t i c s  
r e y u :  r e d .  

( 1  N o t i f i c a t i o n  o f  Post P u b l i c  A f f a i r s  f o r  ?roper i s o r c i n a c i ( > n  u i : t  
a l l  - e w s  media  and  c o n t r o l  o f  news r e l e a s e s .  

( 3 )  I f  the accidenc!inciden: occurs off p o s c ,  ~ s s i s c  i n  [ k c  a c ! d i c ~ !  
evacaacion a n d  t r e a t m e n t  b y  p r o v i d i n g  m e d i c s t i o n s  and pc r sonce !  ;s zeed!cd 
wl:h:n c a p a b i l i t y .  

b .  D i r e c t o r  ( C h i e f  cf S t a f f ? ,  S c r i n e f e l l o w  Hos>ica! v i l !  ens; rc  t h e  
fo l lo .d :ng  a c t  i o n s  a r e  t a k e n :  

(1 )  Upon n o t i f i c a t i o n  b y  ?!ZDDAC, For: H c C l c l l a - ,  o r  C h i c :  P h y s i c i ~ z ,  
Anr.is:on A r m y  D e p o t  , c h a t  assistance i s  n e e d e d ,  nccif:, hos;ri:al s c z i f  
and p r e p a r e  t o  r e c e i v e  c a s u a l t i e s .  

( 2 )  Ensure a c t i o n s  a r e  c o o r d i n a t e d  v i c h  ?tEDDAC, Forc  LlcClel ian o r  
AHAD, a s  n e c e s s a r y .  



p<? 
t 

, ~ e q u e u c r  f o r  W D D A C  support will b e  coordinated wich 
Clcllan, during n o r m a l  duty hours (0730-1600 hours. H o n d ~ v  
~ , . l ~ ~ h o n e  NO. 238-1200. or v l c h  the Staff D u t y  O f f i c e r  du :,, and veekends/holidays. Telephone No. 23R-2151/2345. 

chief Physician. ANAD Occupational Health Clinic. will ens 
I lo , , ing  actions are taken: 

(1) Notify C d r ,  MEDDAC, Fort XcClellan. imedijtely o f  an 
,,cidenc/incidenc requiring p o s s i b l e  back-up rupporr requirements, 
t h e  what, when, where, how and number of casualties ( i f  avaflable) 
from tbe accidenc/incidcnt. 

C d  1r , 
c h I:U 

r i n g  

! IEDDt lC ,  

non- 

( 2 )  Refer/transfer casuaities to ?!EDD.:.C. For: ?IcClellnn. unless 
ocherwise instructed or directed by Cdr, ?!EDDAC, For: ?!cClellan. 

L. Concept of 9oerations: 

:cr  
G St! 

!!ed i 
t n a t  
cJre 
' <  - - ,  
and 
;rev 

3 .  It is recognized that the increased prcvaic-ce of chelical agencs u s e d  
commercial, industrial and military purposes o s e s  che porc::-~f~l t h r c ~ c  o f  
rious chemical accidenc to residents o i  the .:..--iscan a r e a .    he US .Ar-y 
cal Department Accivity and the Strlngfcllov E c s n i c ~ l  agree in principle 
n coeprehensive area-vide Disaster Plan shouid contain provisions for :he 
and creacment of v i c t i m  resulring froc a che=ic~l related accidect. ;: 

therefore, the expressed intent of the CS irxy ;-!edic~l Depar:-cnc .:c: il.-i:;; 

the S:r<ngfelloc~ Ifcsnical to work v i : : ~  other 1 e3ergcnc: c c d i c ~ i  
Iders zna planning apencies in the e v e z c  of ; c 5 c 3 i c ~ l  . ~ c c i d e n c .  

5 .  The Strinqfcllo:~ Posnital st;rnc!s read:; to rccci 
silitsry or civllian victim of a chcaical a c c i c e 3 c  on 
basis. T h e  Scrinnfc!lnv E o s c i t ~ l  agrees to provide ~ o p  
ireat3e-c ar ,d  ccscing i including Cholir.cs~er;se :.:+::no, 

J 

h e r  3 and cont:nued s:ay at t h e  Strinzicii-*: I1e 

records o f  a l l  military and Deparcaenc o f  the A n y  civi 
for chemical exposcre ai the Strin2fello~r uosnir?' -<ill 
:he US A r z y  ? M i c a 1  3e?arcme~c upon receipt of a f s m a l  
eke n i l  i:ar:.* physician responsible for each p a t i e n i s '  c 

vc and :: 
~ L - ~ o I J ~ ,  

ropriz:e 
of ?a:i 

sai:'3:. 
liar. p c r s  
be made 
vrit:cn 

3rc. 

' c a t  a n y  
7 - d s y  

and ne:: 
cr.cs c;. 
'P ,he  3 ( ~ d  
0r.r.c 1 t 
ava i l a b  
reque:;: 

. 3econcaminacion of patienrs, attendar:~, equi?nent and vehiclcs : i l l  
'LC the responsibility of :he US A r m y  ?!edical 2epaar:nez: .Acri.~icy or o t k c r  

: r a i n e d  personnel provided b y  the U S  A.rmy. A nilicary 7hys:cian v i l l  c c r - i f - . -  
2a:ir-ts are properly deconcaminaccd ~ r i o r  c3 crz2s?or;:ion C J  the 
' : r inofe!lot :  U o s ~ i r ~ l . .  

d. Patients will be transported to the Strinefel!sv Hospica! i q  

tovcrnment provided ambulances where practical ;nd i 2  appropriately equipped 
civilian emergency medical vehicles when the p ~ c i c n :  l o a d  exceeds :he cap3c i :y  
of Covernment-owned vehicles. Transporcacion of pa:ien:s will b o  coordin-ced 
~ n d e r  separate memorandas of agreenenc witn the icc31 Ezergency iledical 
S c r v i c c s .  



t should be r 
~ e r ~ o n n e l  m u s t  
nstruction a s  
from chemica 

c Activity wi 
mcdfcal care 
ing and cootd 

Parciclpsc 
program w i l l  be volunt 

cogniz 
h ~ v e  a 
to t h e  
poi30 

1 prov 
provid 
nat ing 
on of 
ry and 

ed 
c c e 

Pr 
n f n  
i d e  
er3 
t h 

c iv 
wi 

chac doctors, nurses 
3s to c d u c a t i o n ~ l  p r  
oper handlfng and t r  
g. I t  is underscaod 
and coordinate su c h  

. Thc Strinqf.cllov 
ese prograzs for civ 
ilian medical care p 
t h  no reinbursement 

and othcr 
grams and 
acrnenc of 
that the U 
training f 
osnital ag 
lian medic 
oviders in 
rom the Co 

emerqcncy 
uorksh.ops v h i c h  

pac lenlts 
f .!my X c d i c ~ l  
3 r  ~ p p r o p r i a t c  
rces to ~ s s i s :  
a l  cJrc 
che c r ~ i n i n g  

vernment . 
f. The S~rinp,r'ello11 Hosni t.11 -use have preposic ioned Z P.Lt! Chloride, 

~ c r o p i n e ,  and 1'1 so lu t ions  i n  sufficient quancitics to treac d ~ ~ i n f m u n  o i  f o u r  
patients at all times. 

5. Coordination: This memorandum ;rill 3 c  ir. c f f c c c  for the pcrioc! 05 1 !!,~rch 
1987 through 28 February 1991 and w i l l  be revieved annuall:: by '>och part i c s .  
Either party may cancel the memorandum u?on 30 days prior vricclln notice. 



Administrator 
Stringfellow Hogpita1 

woe/ * 
DATE 

Colonel, K: 
U. S. A n y  Medical 0c:partaen t 

A c t i v i t y  
Commanding 





n T x z M  OF i;,YDmm~.Ix 

B F w E N  THE 

AND THZ 

PI- HQS3ITAL, PI-, W A  

-. w e :  - T3e - z  of 'his &mra,zdm is :o smrws p m i s i c r ~  cf 
qreernent bemeen tLs U.S. Army .Weal +ar=ner.r A c t i v i ~ l  ard tk-e ?l&?~c:t 

Eospi ta l  cczcerrrirq the care ad t r e a m t  ~f d?sas:er victims re* ti74 f f -R 
a c:?uznical related acc:dent. 

a. L=-&r, U.S.  ;-cuy "?DAC. Fcrz :?c=lellc? x:ll em2%s :=.'.e 2llcwi.;- 
act  i o r s  are taken : 

( 2 )  Nztificatlcr. of Alas- Stare Fealt:? 3eF=nr. C.LT; z-25 CZLY?:) 
Zeal ',': k ~ ~ - - - n t s ,  aizi tAhe Pi-t t J ! l t a l .  

(3) Notif:-tion of all UrLted States p~-~m.t  q c ~ . i e s  =~5/3r 
zc t Lvi t res rqlclired. 

( 4 )  Notification of Fcst Public Affzi-T fcr 2-r cca-d l ra~ icn  wl:! a l l  
r-rzs r&-ia zd cmtroL of r~ =leas=. 

(5) If ac=ident/incid~qt OCZL'S off -- < ,  zsist  i!: tq.e :n,!xLra: 
e t a c a t f z n  s& treacnent t.).. p m v i 6 1 . ~  .eicarlc.-s L-L -=-szr.s.el as ?-e&- 
with:? ~ e b i l i t y .  

( I )  Upcz mtlflcaticr. by . C C A C ,  Fc r t  W l e l l a ,  cr C2.ef ZF'~,s:clz., 
. - >--=-1stcr, E L 7  Gepct (hi=) ,  that asslstazce Is ~ k e " , ,  r.a-;ii L - -  ?-5i?: ' :a: s:~:: 

32 ?re-pre t o  receive casxaities. 

( 2 )  Ensae actions aze cccrdi7atet w i ~ !  . E Z . q C ,  Zcrt McClelli~q o r  xx. 
as r'J?Cess22-~. 



m r t  will 
1- r~'ma1 duv houLr9 

8 - 2 2 0 0 ,  or w i t h  

(1) N o c ' ~ ~  *, m D A C  Fort E l e l l a  

tx? coors 
( 0730- 1600 
Ve Sta f f  
e m  No. 

hours 
kt.,. c 

228-2 

t e l y  o 
accldent,/incic~~t r ~ r i r ~  _=slbie bacx-up support reqcrzcrzrezexs, :a Izel\-rcfe 
tcre W I ~ C ,  when, where. 'm a& m m h r  of casua2:es [ i f  avallaole) _rs&-;-- --. 
i-rn - - -,?E accident, L-,clc~!t. 

:2) .3efer./t=t;-sfer casuaitles to .=W, 3rt :c3lell;t?, *:Less z:in.e,-.~:st? 
irstrxted or directed 'c.t CCr, , 9 D A C ,  73n ,c?cC:ellar-. 

a cwreher rs ive  area-wlce 3isaster ?la? s ; d c  czntaln ~ X V ~ S ~ Z S  $2: 2-e C=O 
. . 

a,? t r e a a e x  cf v:cr;zs rscrl~1,y f-xrn a z ? ! d c 3 1  r ? l a t &  acrlcer.:. 1: I s .  
t x r e f  cre, tk_e c-=rss&- in~ent of *ie U. S .  A r r y  .W-lcai E e ~ r t m e n t  .Ac t:*;i Y: 

b. PE Fle5wr . t  Ecspitai starxis re&e! tc receive zrsd t-o:3: 27 nllf:~~ 
o r  c:vi l im victLn 3f a c 3 d c a l  act i ten:  m. a 24 -1 -zvs ,  a wek kals .  
7 2  ?:w&r..c i - ! ! i t a l  -ees to ?ratfde acprccrlzte a-sd r.oces!:arj t r9aa.ect  

. . 
,,-, , 3f _x::erbts t ~ : x  tze:: ;t-riqdal znd t e s t l - y  ( I , - , c l~Li r~  C?slLrresterzse tes--- - '  

zi cznt:nc& stay at t-3 ?i&ni E-xa;. 7-2 .-:cal rec::% cf a l l  . . in:~:t&-j =~rd 3e+r-~t of *s E L 7  c x i l i a n  ~-rsor-?el i r e 3 t ~ ~ i  rzr  c r 2 ~ . ~ ~ 1  
e . . T e  at ez ?leL'?~:?.t Y-cltal will be mzce zcaila'cie ;o ere G.S. ;L"n;y 
w ~ c a l  Zer-t?,.pqt c ~ r :  receipt of a fc-1 wr:xer: q e s :  5:-,;; z e  zllizz-! 
.-.- ,.55zclx. r e s ~ r s l b i e  f z r  each ;.;atLents ' m - e .  

' - .  :yair~ -x,-scrz!l ?rc*v'ic& "=J :>z U.S. .LY]. A z i : L : r :  . - .  = z , z : . z i ~ - .  :&la- 

. . 6. ,=atier!.is will 'x t,rz-s._xrt& ts t--e ?l+--- -..-.. . .YE?: ra l  I.-, CF. -~TT~T.~~ . :  
. . . .  

=n zrcvic& a~k~1=2es wi-=re practical azk Ir: ar?rs?rla:sly G;:;Y- t:;.:, 1,. 

c=,~er .c /  .~.e;,lcal ~;e:?itles w?e9 *z yr:er. t  I& aoZP- -. .- - - 2 t>e caraci 7; c f 
Ccver?mer,t-A vehicles. Trars-+rtzticr. of _ra:ier.ts wlli czcz i i~at& 
w 2 e r  s e ~ z t e  merr~r~dlls of weernex wi-' -. t2e lccal 3rzxpnc-i W-ical 
S ~ - r v i c s .  



t?dt & c t ~ ~ ,  and cr? 
css to e~cat lenal  p q w  a 

ical peisunlng. It is umierstood that t5 

p m f c f e r s .  2 e  ? f h t  
in p m t l n g  c m f i i ~ t l n g  t k s e  p- for civi 
. particlpatkm of c i v i l l a  medim1 C- pmvi&rs 

p r q r a m  will be ~ l u n t a r y  and w i t h  ro z i n w e q t  f~ ~bz 

re r m e !  -7.c: 
,rd wrkihcps 
af ,;zat:lents 
10 U.S. Amy 
t--alnfnj fcr 

:icspltal agre 
.:ian medical 
in :\e train 
c e r m . t .  

f .  T& Piedmont Hcspiral Rlusr have 2 r e ~ i t i c n e d  2 ?-W (Xcrlde, 
~t -wpinc ,  ard TV s o i u t i ~ ~ s  k sufficlen; qunrltles czear a ,en!- ai :CUT 
~ t i m t s  at a l l  thes. 

5 .  Cmrdinat:on: TMs mmcrarfun w:ll '5e 23 effect far ths - y r z c d  sf 1 Y=c.". 
19a; th-oqn 28 Feb- 199i wiil 'a? rwi- a r x u l l y  :y ' k t h  :=riff. 
E f ~ C r e r  prr-1 m y  -2el ?s .nemr&n .-n 30 &ys ?r:or written r ~ t l c e :  
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YBmBUIDOY OF UTDBBSIUIDIY~ 
B m m  

MOBLE ARMY COYYDYITT HOSPITAL U D  EAST ALABAMA HYEBOEOClI MEDICAL SERVICES 

SUBJECT: C a r e  and t r a n r p o r t a t l o n  of D l r a r t r r  V i c t l u  R o r u l . t l n #  from a 
C h e m i c a l  Related A c c i d o n t  

1 .  P u r p o u o .  Tho p u r p o r e  o f  t h i s  memorandum is t o  e x p r e r t  p r o v i s i o n 8  o f  
a g r e e m e n t  b e t w e e n  Y o b l r  Army Community H o s p i t a l  and  E a s t  Alabama Emargency 
M e d i c a l  S e r v i c o a  c o n c m r n i n g  t h o  c a r e  and  t r a n r p o r t a t l o n  of  d i ras1 :or  v i c t i ~  
r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  r c h e m i c a l  r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t .  

2 .  P r o b l e m .  I t  i r  r e c o g n i z e d  t ha t  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  p r e v a l r n c s  of  c:hsmical 
a g e n % r  u s e d  f o r  c o m n r s r c i a l ,  i n d u r t r i a l  and  m i l i t a r y  p u r p o a e r  p o r a r  t h e  
p o t o n t ~ a l  t h r e a t  of r e r i o w  c h e m i c a l  a c c i d e n t  t o  r e s i d e n t s  of  t h ~  b n n i s t o n  
a r e a .  I t  fs the  e x p r a s a e d  i n t e n t  o f  t h e  U.S. Army k d i c a l  D e p a r t m e n t  A c t r v i t y  
t o  work w i t h  o t h e r  h e a l t h  c a r e  f a c i l i t i e s  and  l o c a l  omergency  m d i c r l  
p r o v i d e r s  i n  t h e  e v e n t  of  a c h e m i c a l  a c c i d e n t  i n  a manner  p r e s c r i b e d  by  l a w ,  
Army B e g u l a t  l o n s  , a n d  h w n i  t a r t a n  c o n c e r n s .  

3 .  S c 9 p e .  To d e f i n e  e a c h  p a r t y ' s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  

4 .  U n d e r r t a n d i n g a ,  a g r e e m e n t s , - a u p p o r : ,  and resource r t q u i r e m c n t , ~ .  

a .  I t  s h o u l d  be  r e c o g n i z e d  that d o c t o r a ,  nurses and o t h e r  erneygency 
a e d i c a l  ? e r s o n n e l  m u l r t  h a v e  .ccess t o  e d u c a t i o n a l  p r o g r a m  and w r k o h o p s  which 
p r o v i d e  t n a t r u c t i o n a  a s  t o  t h e  p r o p e r  h a n d l i n g  and  t r e a t a c n t  of p & t i a n t a  
s u f f e r i n g  f r o m  c h e r n l c a l  p o l n o n l n g .  

b .  I t  i s  u n d e r s t o o d  that Noble Army Cornmui ty  Bospl t a l  and E a s t  Alaba- 
Emergency  M e d i c a l  S e r v i c e a  r i l l  c o o p e r a t e  t o  p r o v i d e  d i r e c t l y  o r  t o  c o o r d i n a t e  
with o t h e r  e n t i t i e s  such t r a i n i n g  f o r  a p p r o p r i a t e  h e a l t h  c a r e  p r o v i d e r s  a n  
prescribed by l a w  and  Army R e g u l a t i o n s .  

c .  Nob le  Army C o m u n i t y  E o s p i t a l  a g r e e s  t o  p r o v i d e  East Alabanu Zsergency 
M e d i c a l  Services a n d  l o c a l  o m e r g e n c y  m e d i c a l  s e r v i c e s  w i t h  ~r i i a t  ~f p r e f e r r e d  
drugs a n d  m e d i c a t i o n s  which  m y  be  n e e d e d  !n t h e  t r e a t m e n t  o f  p a t i e n t 8  w i t h  
c h e m l c a l  p o l a o n l n g .  



'Q? 

5 .  K f f o c t l v o  data o f  t h l a  a 8 r a o w n t  l a  1 Aprll 1089. A g r o o ~ r n t  8hould bo 
rev i0 -d  m n u l l y  by b o t h  partirr. 

GEOWH R. BH0STROM. JB.. M . D .  
Colonel, IIC 
C o u n d l n g  



1. PurpoK. '2ba parpo+. of thi. mmoraodu tr t o  srpras prwimicm of 
wbecnt bs- Yoble w i t 7  - p i t d m  b h t 0 0  h w v  
Squad end J.ck.oanille k g -  L b u l w  -la. 

2. Robla. In the dvsnt of a 4 o r  d d m t  or m t d  dhaatu, a m  or 
mre of the abope -timed pertiam ability t o  W e  the 8i':uatian could be 
a t r e s a d  or over tad. Bad up or an altematire ~ d c e  i 8  8 ~cccaaity. 

a. In the event Annhtan Emergency Bactzc Squad or J e c b c n v i l l e  W r g e a c y  
W u l a o a  mice . r e  rmable t o  r a p a d  to an eargeay call, tbs 
hbdanca Service a s m i g ~ d  t o  Robla Amy C a m l t y  k p i t a J  and locatad OII 

Fort WcClellsrr wil l  respcad, i f  mvailsble, rbm r q w s t e d  by t h  abave 
partia.  Hilitaq aPbtdmce rapotme uill ba 1 F . i t . d  t o  crureutly a t a b l i a h a d  
areas of a v e r a g e .  C i v i l i s n  paticnts will be t ~ . p o T t o d  t o  J h o n v l l l e  
Bospital and Worthemit Alabga b g l d  M a 1  C m k .  Uil1tu-y p a t i e n t ,  t o  
include tbsir . . dependents, w i l l  be t r a r v p o r t e d  t o  Robla ~ r q - ~ a a m i t y  , 
Borpital. ' . . . 

b. In the event the I d u l m a  Gerrias 1. rmable t o  ratpod t o  ao 
csergency d l  on F o r t  Mlsllr. or PC- Range, h i s t o o  B c l - g m c y  -cue or 
Jacksonville bergency dabulancs Gcrria,  w3rfcbeoer i. svai1sbI.e. wi 11 repond 
to the a r g m c y  call. A l l  patimta w i l l  be tranrportsd to Noble b u y  
Coenmity Hoepital ,  u n l a a  directcd by mdical cootral a t  Roble brry C c r n m i t y  
Hoapital ts t-port to another Meal t-trrmt facility. C i v i l i t m  
ambu lenca  will contact the Military Polim at telephcme n u d e r  -555 prior 
to entering Fort  M l e l l a n  or P e l h  Range. 

c .  &I the event of a dbaater --ring r i t h i n  t h i s  rcgioo. the Noble 
&my Carnunity Hoa?ital Chmudcr, or hi .  d a i g n a t e d  rsprcsentetive, w i l l  
determine whether military penomel  end arbulancm vill -pond to tbs 
eccidmt mcene. 

6. Bffmtive date of t h i 3  agrbaent i a  th date the laat  party r i o r  the 
w m t .  m e  ag-reeaent will be reviewed annually by a l l  part\-. 
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U.S. Otpartment of justice 

lmmlgration and Naturatiratlon Service 

crrs.. - my 
r~ L 

Orrice of tho Commtrdonst 423 Eye Streef N. h! 
k'arlrington, D. C. 20336 

Major General Alfons~ 8. Lenhatdt 
Cammanding &nerd 
United States Army Chemical and 

Military Police O e n w  
Ft. McClellan, AL 36205 

-I 

. . -  

The Immigration md Naturalization Sesvlcc (INS) wili 'b hiring and a a i n i ~  
approximately 1,350 Bordu Pam1 Agents in each of the next 3 years m' 96-98). This will 
exceed the naining capacity of the Federal Law Enfarcement Training Center -1). 
Togeth~, the INS and the FLBm will have 10 e~tbblish an adjunct training hlcility to train many 
of thest new agenu. 

As you know, with the assistance bf Ft. McClcUan and th6 Alabama National Guard. we 
trained 500 new Border P a w  Agents at your facility fiom Octobet 1988 to February 1989. 
Given our excellent experience then, we are rtquurdog your pexmission K, train approximately 
1,950 Bwder Patrol Agents (650 per year) utilizing the National Guard or other $ppropriatc 
facMitits as you may designate tit Ft. McClellan, between Cktober 1995 end Fabruary 1998. 
Pnsuming you agree, we pmpose sending an advance ream to Pt. McCltllan on April 21,1995. 
to meet with you and your staff to further discuss thir initiative, 

R i c h N  Ulrich (INS) and Ray Rice (FLETC) have been designated :a the co-managera 
for this project They will head the team and mange participation of representatives of the 
Bordu Patrol A c e m y  and the F]tRTC. If this 4s acceptable, plcssc ad vise Mr. Ulrioh or 
Mr. Rice at your earliest convenience. Mr. Ulri~h can be reached at either (202) 616-2587 or 
(912) 267-2509 and Mr, Rice can be reached at (912) 267-2991. 



A copy of a similar letter to Major CkzlcraI Jamcs E Mmn is enclosed ThvlL you in 
advance fbr your considaation of this mqueBt. 

- .  
Deputy C~mmissioncr 
hmigration and ~amraljza~ltton Service 

Charles F. Rinkevich 

CC: Aautmt General, Alabama Natioaal Oumi 



U.S. Dcl~trtment nf Justice 
lmanigmtbn nnd Naturaliratio n Smim 

Major h e r d  James E. M m  
Alabama State Miliury Depanmenr 
Office of the Adjutant General 
P-0, Box rill 
Montgomery, AL 36109Mlf 

The Immigration snd Nahualiration Service (INS) will bo hirin~ and treining 
approximately 1,350 B~rder Pam1 Agents in each of tha mxt 3 yews (M 96&98). Thir will 
exceed thc mining capacity of the Feded Law Enforcement Tdnhg d n t e r  
Together, the INS and the FLEX will have to establish an adjunct oatning facility to tmin many 
of these new agents. 

A8 you know, with the astlst8nce of Ft. McClsllan md the Alsbma Naticjnrl Guenl, we 
trained $00 new BOlrder Pam1 Agents at yaw facility from Qctobcr 1988 to Feb- 1989. 
Qiven our excellent expvienos then, we am requesting your pnnission to train ,appXimatcly 
1,950 B o d  Pam1 Agents (650 per year) udlizing the National Guard or Q*IX appmHatt 
faduties at Ft. M c C ~ ~ ~ M ,  between Ck~ober 1995 and February 1998, Resuming .yea am, we 
PmpoSa S-8 an &v~.~xx tm to Pt. M c C I ~ ~ ~ U I  MI Apd 21,1995, to meet youl staffto 
funhcr d i ~ ~ u s t  this initiative. 

Richard Ulrich (INS) and Ray Rice (PLETC) have been desimatd as the co-rnanagm 
for this prajact, They will head the team and armnge participation of mpresentatlves of the 
Bordet Pam1 Academy and tbe ELETG If this is acceptable, please advise hlr. Ulrich or 
Mr. Rice at your earliest convenience. Mr. Ultich car1 ba reached at either (202) 61 6-2587 or 
(912) 267-2509 and Mr. Rice can k reached at (912) 267-2991. 

NOLSINNY IV3 LZ:Sl 56 -60 -30  
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A mpy d a  letter to Major Gwerai Alfanso E. h n h d r  i l  mclosM, m a  
in a d v ~ ~  for your consideration of this quest.  Ym 

Deputy COrnrni~bionar 
Immigrukm and Naturallatton S m - ~ e  
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GLEN BROWDER 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 

May 16, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

Dcfense Base Closure and Realignment commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

We are  writing to request t h a t  the Defense B a s e ?  C l o s u r e  and 
~ealignment Commission add t o  its schedule of public: hearings a 
session on the impact of the Department of Defense's 1995 closure 
recommendations on U.S. arms control trearies. In ;.adition to 
the issues cited below, we believe DOD ' s closure rec~ormnendations 
carry implications for other international treaties involving the 
United States. 

Specifically, our focus is the impact of the recommended 
closure of Fort McClellan, Alabama, on the Chemical Weapons 
Convention. the 1989 Memorandum of Understanding (MCU) between 
the United Sta tes  and the former Soviet Union for bilateral 
v e r i f i c a t i o n  and data exchange on the two nations' chemical 
stockpiles and production/storage facilities, and the Bilateral 
~estruction Agreement between the United Sta tes  and t:?? former 
soviet Union for the destruction of our mutual chemiral weapons 
stockpiles. 

~ r t i c l e  X of the Chemical weapons Convention, which is now 
pending before the United States Senate. pledges assistance and 
protection to any member s t a t e  t h a t  is threatened by t h e  
potential use of chemical weapons or against which ell- arnica1 
weapons are used. Assistance includes detection equ:.pment and 
alarm systems, protective equipment, decontamination equipment 
and decontaminants, medical antidotes and treatments a n d  advice 
cn any of these protective measures. Fort McClellan, as the 
~ r m y ' s  NBC (Nuclear/~iological/Chemical) Center, woul d p lay  a key 
role in providing this assistance. 
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Thirdly, Port McClellan is cited as a key emergency response 
resource in the Army's application for the environmental permit 



Page 2 

necessary to carry out d e s t r u c t i o n  of the chemical weapons 
stockpile situated at nearby Anniston Army Depot. State  
officials have stated that closure of Fort  M c C l e l l a n  would p u t  
the permit at risk, therefore jeopardizing the B i l a t  era1 
~ e s t r u c t i o n  Agreement between the Russian Federatior. and t-he 
United S t a t e s  to destroy o u r  respective stockpiles by 2 0 0 2 .  

Former Ambassador Robert L. Rowny testified before the Base 
Closure Commission about this i s s u e  in 1993 and is available to 
testify again in 1995 if called. We are also aware t h a t  the 
Commission has received unsolicited correspondence cn this issue 
from chemical weapons experts associated with t h e  Stimson Center 
and the C e n t e r  for Strategic  and International studies-- 

We believe that the proposed closure of Fort McClellan 
carries s e r i o u s  implications f o r  t h e  implementation of the 
Chemical Weapons Convention, the 1989 MOU and the 1990 Bilateral  
Destruction Agreement. While we request t h a t  t h e  Comnission 
strongly consider a public hearing to receive testim3ny on these 
arms control treaties, at the v e r y  least we ask that t h e  
Commission ask President Clinton how the United Statss plans to 
rneet the requirements of these international agreerne.lts if the 
recommendation to close Fort McClellan is uphe ld .  

S ince re ly ,  

Glen  Browder 
Member of Congress United States S e  

- I 
Richard Shelby 
United Sta tes  Senator4 
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Honorable Howell Heflin 
United States Senate 
Washmgton. D. C. 20510 

DCPARTYEECt OF THC ARMY 
O F ~ C  OF nte cwar ac w ~ n r e  m 

1600 ARMY PeNTAOON 
WABHlWQTON DC 2OSlb140b 

May 8. 1995 

Dear Senator Meflin: 

This replies to your April 13, 1995, letter to the Defense Base C:losure 
and Realignment Commission. concerning the cost of building a new Chemical 
Defense Training Facility (CDTF) and dismantle the current CDTF. 

During Commissioner Davis' visit to Fort McClellan, he received 
conflicting &ormation regarding the cost to build a new CDTF. One figure 
briefed was 670 million. This estimate included $1.7 million for penruts and 
documentation, $28 million for buildings and facilities, and $40 millic~n for 
an incinerator. This estimate is significantly higher than U. S. Army Training 
and Doctrine Command's and the Assistant Chief of Staff for Installation 
Management's estimate used by the Army Basing Study. However, d i h g  the 
visit wrap-up session the Fort McClellan leadership donned Commissioner 
Davis that the $70 million figure briefed was incorrect. 

The Army's best estimate of the cost to build the CDTF at Fort Leonard 
Wood is the $30 million figure used in the COBRA analysis. a s  cost includes 
the incinerator. When the CDTF was built at Fort McClellan, the incinerator was 
included in the overall 6 14.2 million original construction cost. Apprc ximately 
$4 million of this was attributed to the waste treatment system with incinerator. 

In its application to the Missouri Department of Natural Resourcc:~ (DNR), 
Fort Leonard Wood included a worst case cost estimate of $43 million to build a 
CDTF. This included the $30 million identified in the COBRA analysis closing 
Fort McCIellan and an additional $13 million to meet more stringent require- 
ments if the incinerator had to be upgraded to a hazardous waste incinerator. 
When the pennit application was submitted, Fort Leonard Wood was unsure of 
D m ' s  requirements for hazardous waste mitigation. However, DNR has since 
formally stated that no hazardous waste permit is required. Therefore. the $30 
million estimate rcrnains the best and most accurate available. 



Disposition of the CDTF along with all other facilities will be detterrnined 
during the implementation and execution phases. Commissioner Daw s received 
a briefing that the cost to dismantle the CDTF would be between 640 and $50 
million. The Amy has not defmitively determined the cost of dismantling the 
CDTF; however, i t  is expected that the majority of costs will be related to 
environmental issues which are not included in COBRA analyses. The 1993 
Base Realignment and Closure estimate for dismantling the CDTF, inflated to 
Fiscal Year 1996 dollars, is $10 miilion. 

I trust this information will be of assistance. 

Sincerely, 

George T. Greiling 
Lieutenant Colonel, U. S. Amy 
Chief, Special Actions Branch 
Congressional Inquiry Division 
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CCbMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 
ALAN J .  DIXOPI, CHAIRMAN 

Colonel Michael G. Jones 
Director, The Army Basing Study 
200 Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 203 10-0200 

Dear Colonel Jones: 

May 4, 1995 COMMISSIONE:RS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCA CO> 
GEN J. B. DAVIS, USAF ( R E T )  
S. LEE KLlNG 
RADM BENJAkllN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET) 
MG JOSUE RO SLES, J R . ,  USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUISI: STEELE 

The Army Team is currently evaluating data relating to the proposed clow-e of Fort McClelan, 
Alabama. Your responses to the following items will be appreciated. 

1. No increase is shown in the Army COBRA for CHAMPUS costs resulting fionl the closure of 
Noble Army Hospital. Is it the Army's position that these costs would not in f i ~ t  increase? The 
Army Medical Command Deputy Chief of Staff for Resource Management, in its BRAC 95 data 
call, shows an increase of $3.7 million per year resulting from this proposed clc~sure. Please 
comment. 

2. The mtlitary construction detail report for Fort Jackson, SC shows renovation of an Applied 
Instruction Building and construction of a new 54,000 square foot storage warehouse. What 
realigning activity do these facilities support? 

3. Please spec]@ how the Polygraph School is to be housed at Fort Jackson. 

Any required clarification concerning these questions can be given by Mr. J J. Gertler, the Army 
Team analyst. 

Thank you for your assistance. I appreciate your time and cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

A m y  Team Leader 
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-HOVI.'ELL HEFLIN 
a ALABAMA 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 
NUTRITION A ~ D  FORESTRY 

COMMITTEE ON THE JLIDICIARY 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINLSS 
-- 

The Honorable Alan Uixon 
chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1'700 North Moore Street 

4 3 7  U.S.  C ~ U R T H ~ U ~ E  
MOBILE.  AL 3 6 6 0 2  
( 2 0 5 )  6 9 0 - 3  1 6 7  

104 W E S T  5TH STREET 
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~rlington. Virginia 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

1 am writing on behalf of one of my constituent:;, Col. Orval 
Mntteson (Ret.), who wishes to testify before the Cormission. 

Colonel Matteson's distinguished military career stretched 
through World War I1 and he is therefore very familiar with the 
Defense Department's requirements during a period of full 
mcbilization. Drawing on this experience, he makes E strong case 
that the Services should keep all their training bases, including 
Fcrt !bicCle; l z r  . Fie persuasively argues that the Def~nse 
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The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
The Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission 

1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

April 14, 1995 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

In connection with the Department of Defense recommendation 
to move Army missions from Fort McClellan, Alabama to Fort 
Leonard Wood, Missouri, General Davis, a member of the Commission 
has, I understand, visited Fort McClellan. I extend a most 
cordial invitation on behalf of the people of the Fort Leonard 
Wood area to visit the Fort to see what preparations are already 
underway and to see what a warm welcome the mission will receive 
at Fort Leonard Wood. 

I do hope that General Davis will be able to makt2 the visit; 
he will be impressed by what he sees there. 

Sincerely,, 

Christopher S. Bond 
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT <:OMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 
ALAN J. DIXON, CHAIRMAN 

April 20, 1995 COMMISSIONERS: 
AL CORNELLA 

Major General Jerry C. Hamson 
Chief of Legislative Liaison 
Office of the Secretary of the Army 
1600 Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 203 1 0- 1 600 

REBECCA COX 
GEN J. B. D I~V IS ,  USAF (RET) 
S. LEE KLlNG 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET) 
MG JOSUE IIOBLES, JR., USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUISE STEELE 

Dear General Harrison: 

Attached is a letter I received from members of the Alabama Congressional delegation 
concerning Fort McClellan. 

I would appreciate your responding to the questions raised and providing a copy of your 
responses directly to the members of the delegation. I would also appreciate your providing a copy of 
your response to the Commission. 

Thank you for your assistance. I appreciate your time and cooperation. 

C hai 



The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

- -  - -  - 1700  North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I During Commissioner Davis' visit to Fort McC1ellanf Alabama, 
on March 22, hs was briefed by Amy Chemical SchoaL affisials 
that the cost to build a new Chemical Defense Training Facility 
(CDTF) at Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, would be $70 million. 

The application submitted by Fort Leonard Wood on March 1 
f3r an air permit for the CDTF incinerator listed the facility 

i 
~ 3 ~ t  as only $43 million. 

Ye;, ;he Department of the A m y  COBRA (Cost of Base 
Re-lignment Action) submitted to the Base Rezlignmer?t and Closure 
Commission calculates the return or investment for For t  McC1eilex 
2s  5 3 0  million to construct a new CDTF. 

which number is correct? 

Also, what are the Army's plans to dispose of-the present 
CDTF should the Commission uphold the ZVmy's recommenaation to 
close Fort McClellan? During the March 22 briefing, the cost 
cited to dismantle the CDTF was approximately $40-50 million. Is 
this number correct and is it included in the return on 
investment? 

We respectfully request that the Base Closure C o ~ s s i o n  
require the Anny to provide answers to these questio~ls concerning 
the proposed closure of Fort McClellan. A response hy May 1 
would be appreciated, and we ask that the Commission provide us 
with a copy of the Army's response. 

It appears the Army is dealing very loosely and 
inconsistently with these cost estimates, which raises a more 
basic question of whether these loose and inconsistent figures 
indicate that the Army has not seriously considered the cost of 
closing Fort McClellan. 

With kindest regards, we are 
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Sincerely, 

b 

- ;.*' / 
. / .  -/. ,f e* .- 

Howell Hef 1 in c,:l-.sT 
United States &ator * 

Glen Browder - 
Member of Congress 

I c c :  Department of the Army 
U.S. Army Chemical School 

I 
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April 19, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dea.r Chairman Dixon : 

I am writing this letter today to express my individual support and 
belief that the overwhelming majority of the citizens of Anniston 
support the retention of the Chemical Defense Training Facility at 
Fort McClellan. 

Chairman Dixon, the history of this community's support of the 
military is unique and well documented. The original location of 
Fort McClellan in Calhoun County resulted in part from a 
willingness of our city to purchase the land and give it to the 
United States Army for its use. Through the decades of its 
existence, Fort McClellan has always been viewed as a partner and 
asset to this conmnunity. 

The construction of the Chemical Defense Training Facility at Fort 
McClellan i n  the mid 1980's was made without any opporiition; not 
because this community is naive but because we are patriotic. The 
assets represented at Fort McClellan of over 6 million square feet 
of buildings and approximately 40,000 acres of land ~epresent a 
huge resource to the Department of Defense and the United States of 
America. 

There is currently permanent party personnel from all klranches of 
the armed forces located at Fort McClellan, as well as an ongoing 
international presence as our country's allies and forrer enemies 
come to train and review the chemical decontamination procedures 
offered. 

The linchpin of the defense of Fort McClellan has bee11 and will 
continue to be its critical and significant military value. From 
a geographical standpoint, Fort McClellan offers ease of 
international mobilization through the ocean ports at Msbile and 
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Savannah, Georgia and the Atlanta and Birming.~am airport 
facilities. It should also be noted that our own municipal airport 
has landed C-5 cargo aircraft. Our region has an (~bundance of 
natural resources and an extremely low cost of living. We have in 
Alabama: an inexpensive tax structure, an abundant supply of 
housing, and outstanding recreational opportunities which all serve 
to increase the quality of life for soldiers stationed at Fort  
McGlellan. 

The army is projecting a potential job loss of over 10,700 jobs 
should Fort McClellan close and there be no economic recovery. 
This number represents approximately 18% of the local work force 
and an undetermined portion of the local total payroll.. Speaking 
very selfishly, I think this represents an excessive loss to our 
community. In view of Fort McClellan's severe envi.ronmentally 
impacted properties, the likelihood of quick reuse and substantial 
economic recovery is doubtful. 

It must also be noted that this community has generally embraced 
the concept of incineration of the chemical weapon:; currently 
stored at Anniston Army Depot. We did this knowing the substantial 
skills and assets at Fort McClellan would be available i.n the event 
of a chemical disaster in association with that process. The 
Armyf s proposal to leave "a contingencyw for this purpcse has been 
neither defined nor budgeted. 

Chairman Dixon, basically what I am trying to express h=re is this 
community embraces Fort  McClellan and w e  value our country. If we 
truly believed it were in the best interest of our country to close 
Fort McClellan, we would be extremely supportive of this effort 
regardless of the local economic impact. I pray the close 
examination of Fort McClellan' s assets and the pitfalls of the 
projected savings proposal will reveal Fort McClellanfs ability to 
again survive the BRAC process intact. 

I appreciate your willingness to serve our country in this 
important role as BRAC Chairman. I wish you weLL in your 
deliberations and will of course endorse BRAC's final decision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

David Dethrage 
Mayor 

DD: jd 
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THE DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT C:OMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 
ALAN J. DIXC)N, CHAIRMAN 

COMMISSlOF4ERS: 
AL CORNELLA 
REBECCA CCIX 

April 6, 1995 GEN J. 8. DA'IIS, USAF (RET) 
S. LEE KLlNG 
RADM BENJAMIN F. MONTOYA, USN (RET) 
MG JOSUE RC)BLES, JR., USA (RET) 
WEND1 LOUII'E STEELE 

Major General Alfonso E. Lenhardt 
Commander 
U. S. Army Chemical and Military Police Centers 
Fort McCleIlan, Alabama 36205-5000 

Dear General Lenhardt : 

I would like to thank you and the people of Fort McClellan for your efforts to make my 
recent visit both informative and productive. The briefings and discussions were: very helphl and 
provided information important to the Commission's review of proposals regarding the Fort. 

Please convey my appreciation to your stafffor a job well done. I woulcl like to 
particularly commend Colonel Bob Mashburn and Colonel David Foley, who prcvided a most 
interesting tour, Lieutenant Colonel Robert Abemathy for the command briec and Captain Mark 
Lee and Ms. Sherrill Hewitt, for all their logistical help. 

Again, thank you for your assistance. I appreciate your cooperation. 

S. Lee U n g  
Commissioner 
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April 17, 1995 - + ~ Z O U - ~  

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

SUBJECT: Army Support to the Chemical Demilitarization Program 
at Anniston Army Depot 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

Fort McClellan and Anniston Army Depot are major components 
of a Contingency Plan submitted by the Army and required by 40 
CFR Part 270.14(b) (7) and Part 264, Subject: to support the 
chemical demilitarization program at Anniston Army Depot. 

In the recommendation on Fort McClellan in the 1995 
Department of Defense Base Realignment and Closure report it is 
stated that there will be "... minimum essential facilities, as 
necessary, to provide auxiliary support to the chemical 
demilitarization operation at Anniston Army Depot.If And, in the 
justification paragraph it states, "The Army has considered the 
use of some Fort McClellan assets for support of the chemical 
demilitarization mission at Anniston Army Depot. The Army will 
use the best available assets to provide the necessary support to 
Anniston's demilitarization mission." 

We are aware that the current Fort McClellan Chemical 
Response Plan (March 22, 1989) will be updated based or1 recent 
DOD guidance (enclosure 1) following ongoing coordination between 
Fort McClellan and Anniston Army Depot. The DOD guidar.ce for 
Army support appears to be more comprehensive than the support 
currently specified in the current Fort McClellan Chemical 
Response Plan (enclosure 2) . 

We have requested that the Department of the Army provide 
the following information: 

1. Specific definition of the support the Amy will provide 
to the chemical demilitarization operation. 

2. Where this support will be located and what facilities 
and equipment it will involve. 

3. The annual cost of this support. 

4. How this cost is figured into the Return on Invctstment 
for closure of Fort McClellan. 
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We will provide the Cornmission with a copy of the Army's 
response to this request for information as soon as we receive 
4 + 

Thank you for your consideration of this information. With 
kindest regards, we are 

Howell Heflin 
& ig@ 

Sincerely, 
8 

United States Wnator United statesd Senator 

Glen Browder a 
Member of Congress 

Enclosures (2) 

cc: Fort McClellan 
Anniston Army Depot 
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Mobilization Plan rn a til 

Fort McClellan will provide: 

20 ~hemicalAccident/lncident Reaction Teams (HQ Bn) 
- * 8 Quick Reaction Teams (Provost Marshall) 

Chemical Response Team Chief (Chemical School) 
Decontamination Team (Chemical School) 
Emergency Medical Team (Medical Activity) 
Public Affairs Office Reaction Team 
EOD Detachment 
Operational Support (Emergency Ops Center) 

Y L .  - 
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BRAC CONCERNS 

- The c o s t  s tudy w a s  no t  coordina ted  with t h e  Pos t  f o r  e r r o r s  o r  o v e r s i g h t s  and 
it has  not  s i n c e  been shared  wi th  t h e  Post.  McClellan personnel  w e r e  a b l e  t o  see 
a copy obta ined  by t h e  l o c a l  community l e a d e r s  and have only been a b l e  t o  make a 
cu r so ry  review. 

- Auditors from USAAA have not  t a l k e d  t o  o r  come t o  t h e  Post  t o  v e r i f y  c o s t  
information a l though s t a t emen t s  were made t o  t h e  commission t h a t  t h e  c o s t  model 
had been audi ted .  The USAAA audi ted  McClellan's source  d a t a  f o r  BRAC 91  and 93. 

- An agreement t o  use  180,000 a c r e s  of National  Fores t  land was not  b u i l t  i n t o  
model f o r  maneuver acreage  (should have rece ived  c r e d i t  f o r  1 / 2  a c r e a g e ) .  This  
would have p laced  McClellan among t h e  t o p  i n  TRADOC fo r  maneuver acreage.  The 
Fores t  acreage is  p e r f e c t  f o r  ~ ~ / c h e r n  type  t r a i n i n g  - convoy c o n t r o l / p r o t e c t i o n ,  
c o n t r o l  of  roadways ( v a s t  road network) ,  land naviga t ion ,  mobile smoke, road  
marches, s u r v i v a l  s k i l l s ,  rappel ing ,  bivouacs, etc, Acreage was inc luded i n  t h e  
model only  f o r  mob i l i za t ion  al though a c t i v e  t r a i n i n g  can  be expanded i n t o  t h e  
f o r e s t  a s  needs a r i s e .  Had t h i s  acreage been included,  McClel lan 's  i n i l i t a r y  
va lue  would have moved from being i n  t h e  middle i n  TRADOC t o  t h e  t o p  t h i r d .  

- The c o s t  of a  new CDTF has  not  been c l e a r l y  determined and t h e  c o s t  of 
d ismant l ing  t h e  o l d  one was not  considered i n  t h e  c o s t  Model - l abe led  an 
environmental c o s t  and excluded. Cost t o  b u i l d  and d ismant le  t h e  o l d  may reach  
$120 M i l  - g r e a t l y  d i f f e r e n t  from $30 M i l  used i n  t h e  c o s t i n g  t o  a r r . ive  a t  t h e  
payback per iod .  

- The $40 M i l  purpor ted  savings  is  not  accu ra t e  from a common sense  s t a n d p o i n t  
given t h e  d o l l a r s  McClellan r ece ives .  I t  is  l a r g e l y  der ived  from e l n i n a t i n g  t h e  
h o s p i t a l  ( h a s  a  $19 M i l  ( F Y  95)  a  year  c o s t ) .  Reducing t h e  h o s p i t a l  t o  an  
o u t p a t i e n t  c l i n i c  could  save  $10 M i l  annual ly (no c o s t  s t u d i e s  have heen made t o  
suppor t  t h i s  s av ings  estimate) ... s i m i l a r  t o  a c t i o n  taken  a t  Fo r t  L e e .  

- The added c o s t  t o  t h e  ARNG is apparent ly  not  f u l l y  captured  i n  t h e  c o s t  model. 
The assumption of Pelham Range and t h e  e a s t e r n  p a r t  of t h e  pos t  ( w i t k .  r anges )  
w i l l  r e q u i r e  t h e  Guard t o  maintain t h i s  a rea  along wi th  t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  
faci l i t ies .  The Guard's acreage w i l l  rise from a few hundred t o  over 30,000 
acres with  a  v a r i e t y  of ranges,  roadways, u t i l i t y  d i s t r i b u t i o n  s y s t e a s ,  etc. 

- The c o s t  of a  r e s i d u a l  f o r c e  i n  support  of demil a t  AAD has not  been de f ined .  
A pro to type  o r g a n i z a t i o n  has  not  been developed and c o s t  determined. This  c o s t  
i s  a l s o  an o f f s e t  t o  savings  i f  t h e  c o s t  model t r e a t s  it proper ly .  Cur ren t ly ,  
t h i s  c o s t  is  expected t o  approximate a t  l e a s t  $5 M i l  annual ly.  

- The DOD Polygraph I n s t i t u t e  ( D O D P I )  c o s t s  do not  i nc lude  a l l  c o s t  a s soc ia t ed  
wi th  t h e  program and s i g n i f i c a n t l y  unde r s t a t e s  t h e i r  c o s t s .  Costs  were a l s o  no t  
coordina ted  wi th  t h e  DODPI and no a u d i t s  were made of c o s t  d a t a  t h a t  s c t i v e l y  
involved DODPI. 

- The c o s t  model appears  t o  t r e a t  basic t r a i n i n g  (BT) l eaving  F o r t  Leonard Wood 
and t h e  two schools  going t o  For t  Leonard Wood a s  a  "washm c o s t .  Forl: Leonard 
Wood d o e s n ' t  ag ree  t h a t  t h i s  is  poss ib l e .  Comparing t h e s e  t r a i n i n g  p~rograms is 
l i k e  comparing t h e  c o s t  of grammar school t o  t h e  c o s t  of provid ing  h iqher  
educat ion ,  For t  Leonard Wood cannot pick-up t h e  Chemical and M i l i t a r y  P o l i c e  
Schools wi th  no c o s t  i n c r e a s e  - y e t  t h e  c o s t  model shows no BASOPS inc:rease. 



For t  Leonard Wood i s  s t r o n g l y  r e s i s t i n g  l o s s  of t h e i r  BT. I f  BT i 2 3  no t  moved, 
t h e  c o s t  a n a l y s i s  w i l l  f u r t h e r  o v e r s t a t e  p o s s i b l e  savings  of closir lg McClellan. 

- When as soc ia t ed  c o s t s  a r e  accura t e ly  used based on supported estlimates and 
p e r t i n e n t  c o s t s  a r e  not  a r b i t r a r i l y  excluded o r  minimized, t h e  pay back w i l l  
l i k e l y  exceed 10 y r s  and annual saving  w i l l  be a  f r a c t i o n  of t h e  $4.0  M i l  c la imed.  

- Once t h e  d e c i s i o n  is  made t o  move, and c o n s t r u c t i o n  c o s t s  a r e  s u s t a i n e d ,  any 
environmental c l a s s  a c t i o n  s u i t e s  f i l e d  t o  block t h e  CDTF a t  F o r t  Leonard Wood 
would jeopardize  both  t h e  $loo+ M i l  investment by t h e  taxpayer  a t  F o r t  Leonard 
Wood and p o t e n t i a l l y  cause  t h e  l o s s  of l i v e  agent  t r a i n i n g  f o r  t h e  d u r a t i o n  of  
t h e  l e g a l  process  i n  a  pe r iod  when t h e  growth of chemical and b i o l o g i c a l  weapons 
a r e  becoming a major i n t e r n a t i o n a l  concern. 

- Trainees  would be housed i n  1960 v in tage  unai rcondi t ioned  ba r racks  a t  F o r t  
Leonard Wood compared t o  modern a i r -condi t ioned  s t a r s h i p  complexes a t  McClellan, 
u n l e s s  added c o s t s  a r e  allowed f o r  renovat ion of Leonard Wood bar razks .  

- Weather f o r  outdoor t r a i n i n g  a t  McClellan provides  a  g r e a t  l eng th  of a v a i l a b l e  
days which r a r e l y  sees tempera tures  o r  cond i t ions  adverse enough t o  i n t e r r u p t  o u t  
door t r a i n i n g  ( c l i m a t e  s i m i l a r  t o  Benning and Bragg).  

- McClellan has  modern s t r u c t u r e s  with t h e  l a t e s t  technology b u i l t  i n t o  it's 
appl ied  t each ing  f a c i l i t i e s ;  not  t h e  obso le t e ,  unneeded f a c i l i t y  t h a t  BRAC is 
suppose t o  e l imina te .  

- The community would be  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  impacted s i n c e  t h e  town is  s m a l l  and 
McClellan is  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  employer. M i l i t a r y  bases  i n  At l an ta ,  No~:folk, San 
Francisco  and s i m i l a r  met ropol i tan  a r e a s  have much less impact on t h e  cities p l u s  
t h e  acreage  is valuable .  Also, l i t t l e  va lue  w i l l  be  accrued h e r e  from t h e  post 
a f t e r  cons ide r ing  t h e  upkeep c o s t  of u t i l i t y  systems, roads,  b r idges ,  and o t h e r  
i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  compared t o  uses  t h a t  can be made of r e s i d u a l  s t r u c t u r e s .  
Cont rac t  s t u d i e s  f o r  t h e  l o c a l  community's Economic Adjustment Author i ty  has 
shown more nega t ives  than  p o s i t i v e s  s i n c e  most acreage  w i l l  no t  be c leaned up, 
bu t  t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  t h e  National  Guard. L i t t l e  va lue  is expected from remaining 
buildings and structures since local land is plentiful and new construct ion  c o s t s  
a r e  among t h e  lowest  i n  t h e  na t ion .  

- The  BRAC d e c i s i o n  process  involving t h e  c l o s i n g  of McClellan has long l o s t  i t s  
o b j e c t i v i t y  and has become a power s t r u g g l e  by Army personnel  who have been 
involved i n  t h e  BRAC process  s i n c e  F Y  88, p r i n c i p a l l y  a power o f f i c e  at t h e  HQ, 
TRADOC l e v e l .  Costs  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  McClel lants  c l o s u r e  a r e  not  f a r  d i f f e r e n t  
t han  o t h e r s  wi th  lower m i l i t a r y  va lue ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  s i n c e  environmental c o s t s  are 
not  p a r t  of t h e  dec i s ion  process.  I f  they  a r e ,  t hey  should be included i n  t h e  
c o s t  model. 

- Const ruc t ion  a t  Leonard Wood over  r ecen t  yea r s  has  f a r  exceeded t a e  miss ion  of 
t h e  pos t .  Being t h e  Engineer Center he lps  it g e t  m i l i t a r y  c o n s t r u c t i o n  p r o j e c t s  
through engineer  channels  and t o  t h e  t o p  of t h e  Army's l ist  f o r  Cong.cessiona1 
cons ide ra t ion .  A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  Leonard Wood must have a d d i t i o n a l  miss ions  t o  
u t i l i z e  i t s  e x t e n s i v e  new f a c i l i t i e s  (except  s o l d i e r s  ba r racks )  t o  pireclude a 
p o s s i b l e  Congressional  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of t h e  expendi tures  (MILCON i n  a n t i c i p a t i o n  
of f o r c i n g  new missions i n t o  Leonard Wood). Fu r the r ,  t h e  BRAC nomination p rocess  



is largely run by the Engineer Corp with engineers heading up the Army's Total 
Army Basing Study (TABS) Office, For example, the FY 93 BRAC Chief of the TABS 
office was made CG at Leonard Wood. 

- Whether McClellan is closed or left open, the process should be based on an 
objective evaluation that does not involve a conspired predetermination based on 
pass judgements, parochial interests, a cover-up of MILCON expenditures, a desire 
to avoid work by updating existing documents from BRAC 91 and 93, cr a single 
BRAC Officer's refusal to accept previous decisions- 



Itinerary 
for the visit of 

Mr. Henry L. Hinton and Mr. David R. Warren 
Gsneral Accounting Office 

Washington, DOC, 

5 -6  April 1995 

APPROVED 
DATE- 

Escort Officer: Mr. Tommy Buryeee 
Duty Phone: 5-5233 
Home Phone: 835-1823 
Duty Poeitionr Director, Resource Management 

Wedneeday, 5 April 1995 

1720 CST 

Thursday, 6 April 1995 

0715-0725 

0730-0815 

EVENT 

Ar r ive  At l an ta  A i r p o r t  
Renta l  Vehicle  t o  
Holiday Inn, Oxford, A L  

Arr ive  a t  DRM 

Gree t ings  
Command Brief  - HQ Conf Rm 

Enroute t o  CML School 
- Area 2000 Lay-Aways 
- USAF DPTT 
- Area ~ O O O / W A C  Museum 

Chemical School 
- Warfight ing Center  
- Radio logica l  Trng Lab 
- Fox Trng Simulator  

Enroute t o  CDTF 
- Hospi ta l  
- Reception B a t t a l i o n  
- Decontamination Apparatus 

Trng F a c i l i t y  
- N a t l  Guard S i t e  
- Mout F a c i l i t y  
- Ammo Storage  Upgrade 

M:. Burgess 

COL Hoffman 
CIbT G r e e r  

Mr.. Burgess 

L'I'C N e w i n g  

M r -  Burgess 

CDTF LTC Newing 



EVENT - 
Enroute to DOD Polygraph Inst 
Gen Spt 
- Maint Fac 
- Permanent Party Barracks (900) 
- Smoke Range 
- Starship Barracks Complex 
- ~F~~/Commissary Complex 
- McClellan Lodge 
- BOQ/VEQ High Rise Complex 
- USAMP Museum 

DOD Polygraph Inst 

3nroute to MP School 

MP School 
- Warf ight ing Center 
- Computer Center 
- Cadwell Auditorium 
- Library 

Enroute to Golf Club House 
- Sports Complex 
- Area 3000 Lay-Away8 
- Dependent School 
- Youth Center 
- Dependent Housing 
- Waste Water Treatment Plant 

Upgrade 

Lunch - Golf Club House 

Enroute to Pelham Range 

Windshield Review 
- Guard Maint Site 
- Trng/~aint Fac 

Enroute to Center Pad 

Overview Flight 

Enroute to HQ Conf Rm 

Environmental Briefing 

Fcrt XcClellan Support 
to Depot Brief 

Lash-up Responses to GAO 
Quest ions 

Mr. Burgess\ 
LTC Newing 

1fr. Pope 

Efr. Burgess 

1,TC Burden 

Mr. Burgess 

MI:. Burgess 

M r .  Burgess 

Mr. Burgess 

Mr. Burgess 

Mr. Burgess 

Mr. Burgess 

Mr. Levy 

Mr. Harvey 

Mr, Burgess 

Depart for Airport 



BIOGRAPHY OF POC PERSONNEL 
Fort McClellan, Alabama 

- COL Hoffman: Chief of Staff and Garrison Commander. Coordinated actions 

and visits for the FY 93 and FY 95 BRAC's. Has overall 
responsibility for oerations of the installation, 
particularly base support. 

- Mr. Burgess: Director of Resource Management for the installation. 

Installation Coordinator of FY 91 and 93 BRAC and alternate 
for FY 95 BRAC. Primary position responsibilities include 
installation budget, manpower, management analysis, and 
various resource related programs and responsibilities. 

- LTC Newing: Chemical School Proponency Officer for the Chem.ica1 Corp. 
Point-of-contact for BRAC planning for the Chem.ica1 School 
and was Officer-in-Charge of Smoke Tests at Ft Leonard Wood 
for BRAC 93. 

- Mr. Pope: Support Officer for Finance and Logistics at tho DOD 
Polygraph Institute. Point-of-contact for BRAC in FY 91, 93, 
and 95 and currently planning coordinator for the potential 
move to Fort Jackson. 

- LTC Burden: Military Police School Proponency Officer for the MP Corp. 
Point-of-contact for BRAC planning for the MP School. 

- Mr.Levy: Director of Environment for the installation. Environmental 
Point-of-contact for BRAC 91, 93, and 95 and responsible for 
installations environmental programs and liaison with the 
Alabama Depaztment of Environmental Management (RDEM) and the 
Environmental Agency (EPA). 

- Mr. Harvey: Director of Plans, Training, Mobilization, Security and 
Reserve Component Support for the installation. Installation 
Chemical Surety Officer and installation coordinlltor for the 
Chemical Stockpile Emergency Preparedness Program (CSEPP) 
support to Anniston Army Depot. 

- CPT Greer: Secretary for che General Staff and developer of the 
installation fac-c book for BRAC. Presents Command Breifings 
azd maintains updated facts concerning the insta::lation. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEHENT NO. I (LOCA 

MASTER AGREEKENT 

between 

DEPARTHENT OF DEFENSE 

U . S .  ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, MOBILE DISTRICT 
and 

FORT WcCLELLAN 

and 

U.S. DEPARTXENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOEST SERVICE 

NATIONAL FORESTS IN A L A B W  

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this / day of %L 
1994. by and between the U.S. Army. Fort Mc Clellan through the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Mobile District. hereinafter referred to as the Corps 
of Engineers, and the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Forest Service, 
through the Forest Supervisor of the National Forests in ALaba~a, 
hereinafter referred to as the Forest Service. under the authority of 
Section 7 of the Granger-Thye Act of April 24, 1950. 

WHEREAS, the Forest Service is authorized by Acts of Congress and by 
regulations by the Secretary of Agriculture in accordance vith the Act of 
June 4, 1897, and the Master Agreement of September 30, L988, copy 
attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit "A", to provide certain 
use of the Shoal Creek and Talladega Ranger Districts, Tl~lladega Division. 
Talladega National Forest for military training activities; and 

WHEREAS, a determination of the unavailability and unsuitability of 
DOD land was prepared prior to the execution of this Agreement, copy 
attached to and made a part hereof as Exhibit "B"; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the U.S. M ,  Fort Xc Clellan 
and the Forest Service to cooperate in the utilization of land designated 
within ihe Talladega Division. Talladega National Forests for rraining 
exercises for the Department of Army (active and reserve); and 



UHEEEAS, the Forest Service agrees to al.10~ the ~ r m y  (Fort XcClellan, 
AL) use of appro.ximately 180,000 acres of Forest Service lands for certain 
low impact training (road marches, convoy training, land navigation, 
mounted patrols and reconnaissance training) subject to coordination and 
prior approval of each use. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above premist:~, the parties 
hereto agree as follows: 

A. Coordination: Meet annually prior to the beginning of the Fiscal 
year (October 1) to set up the projected program of lov impact 
military exercises that are planned for the Talladega ~iviiion, 
Talladega National Forest. Additional meetings nay be necessary 
as determined by either the Forest Service or the Corps of - zngineers. 

B. The Corps of Engineers vill: 

1. Be responsible for completing all Special Use Applications and 
Report (Form FS-2700-3) for the use of the Talladega Division, 
TaLladega National Forest. 

2. Insure that each use of Forest Service land i s  supported by an 
approved USDA-Forest Service Special-Use Applicatton and Report. 

3 .  Obtain funding from Fort HcClellan, based on lzstimate provided 
by the Forest Service for actual administrative costs incurred in 
conjunction vith the Army's use of National Fares.: lands. 

4. Maintain fund control and reimburse the Fores~: ServFce upon 
receipt of the semi-annual billing. 

5. For non-recurring uses, require the requesting military unit 
z o  provide a Plan of Operations with its request. For recurring 
xses, require the requesting military unit to provide a General 
Plan of Operations with its request. (This inform~.tion can be 
provided during the annual meeting.) Prior to eac:h use, a 
specific Plan of Operations will be submitted by E'ort McCLellan to 
=he Forest Service. 

5. Identify a representative of Fort HcCellan that will serve as 
a Liaison to the Forest Service. This person will. be the key 
contact person used by the Forest Service in coordinating the low 
impact activites on public lands. 

7. Allow for a 90-day turn-around time to complete the 
requiremenis of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 
?rocessFng of the Special Use Permit by having Ft HcClellan apply 
30 days in advance. 



8. Have Fort Mc Clellan furnish environmental data that vill be 
used by the Forest Service in preparing the nec:essary 
environmental analysis. 

C. The Forest Service vi11: 

1. The Forest Service vill provide the Corps cf Engineers 
annually by September 1 an estimate of funds for the succeeding 
fiscal year to cover actual administrative costs that vill include 
processing and issuing the Special Use Permit(s), completing NEPA 
analysis and monitoring the lov inpact activities. Billings vill 
be processed by the Forest Service on a semi-annual basis, vith 
final billing for the fiscal year to be processed by October 22. 
An estimate of final billing for the current fiscal year 
expenditures viLl be provided by September 15. 
(Consolidated billings for recurring and non-rezurring exercises 
is preferred, with appropriate break-out of costs by exercise name 
or other identifier.) 

2. Issue special use permits for lov impact niiitary exercises, 
after NEPA analysis, that are compatible vith on:her forest uses 
and consistent with the National Forests in Alabama Lands and 
Resource Management Plan. 

3. Determine the Level of NEPA analysis needed based on the 
proposed Low impact exercise(s) and complete the same. 

4. The Forest Service vill provide the Corps of' Engineers and 
Fort McClellan copies of maps vhich indicate the. areas vhich 
comprise the approximately 180,000 acres relati\-e to this 
agreement. This map vill be provided at the anr,ual meeting and be 
updated as deemed necessary by the Forest Service. 

D. It Is Mutually A~reed That: 

1. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as obligating the 
Forest Service or the Corps of Engineers to expend or as 
obligating either agency in any contract or other obligation for 
future payment of money in excess of appropria~Fons authorized by 
Lav and administratively made available for this vork. 

2. Any damage to National Forest Land viL1 be reported by the 
Forest Service to the Corps of Engineers and Fort McClellan. The 
Corps of Engineers vill be responsible for insuring that damage is 
mitigated by Fort McClellan. However, Lf the Forest Service, the 
Corps of Engineers, and Fort HcClellan agree, and if funds are 
available, the Forest Service nay complete the v ~ r k  under a 
coLlection agreement. 

3. This Agreement may be terninated by either p'irty by giving at 
least 60 days' written notice to the other party. Unless so 
terminated, it shall remain in force Fndefinitel:~. 



4 .  This Agreement will be reviewed on an annusl basis and revised 
a s  mutually agreed upon. Any revision will be by formal amendment 
executed by both  parties- 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed t:his  Agreement as of 
the date first vritten above. 

U. S . $WY /CORPS - .OF a ENCIbfEERS , HOBILE DISTRICT 

TITLE C h i e f ,  Real Estai:e D i v i s i o n  

FORT H&&/ 

BY &&-- 
C h i e f  of S t a f f  

T I T L E  

U.S. DEPAEtTKENT O F  AGRICULTURE, FOREST SERVICE 
NATIONAL FOESTS I N  ALABA~XA 

BY 
.. . 

i \ I 

TITLE 1 JOHN H . YANCY! Fares t . d ~ u p e r v ~ s o r  
,' d 



Mclellan anendy operates two incinerators. The first incinerator is located at Building 292. the 
Noble Army Community Hospital (NAC1.T). The NACH incinn~ator is a dual-chan~ber controlled air 
system with a rated capacity of 375 Rdhr. The incinwator bums Type 6 material2 ( s a d  byprodu~ 
w ~ e ) .  The second incinerator is located at the Chemical Refewe Training Facility (CDTF). The 
f ~ ? .  s t u d e e a m i n a t e  equipment that has been contarninad 
with a snrmlatd material (i-e banana oil) for the nerve agents YX and GB. Tne uijbrms r = w @ -  

contain trace amounts of  VX and GB, but concentra5ons were  no^ available- 
tjms cornmated uniforms BUS %d wasfewat& used in the training building. Roth the N A M  
and CDTF i n c i n a a t o n i i  

4 



Noble &my Community Hospital (NACH) 

NACH maintabs a daily log of the pounds d medical waste incinerated. The bags of waste are 
weighed ad recorded be&&* each bum B a d  on an interview with the incherator operating 
personnel, Teltar Inc., an merage of 1300 pounds per month of Type 6 waste is bunted The I n M d  
Hygenist who monitors waste activity for the incinerator provided valus for the annual 
throughput of Type 6 waste. The M values c o M  the Teltar value. A c h  ofregulated medical 
waste f?om the M from March 1993 to March 1994 is shown in Figure C-1. Based on the data in 
Figure C- 1, during 1993 the medical waste incinerator bwned approximately 7.3 tons of Type 6 
materials. Xncinetation occvs for 8 h o w  followed by chamber cooddom. It is assumed that this 
cycle is 24 how in length The incinerator is operated 5 days a week for 52 weeks of the year. 
Although no exact records of &el usage are kept, the incinerator operations manual indicates thaa an 
average of 800 arbic f e  pa hour of natural gas is burned in the incinmt~r under normal operating 
conditions. The m-urn fueI burning rate of the incinerator is 3,200 cubic fe t  per :lour. 

\ 
Cbemid Ddense Taining Facility (OTF)  

The CDTF mcinmtor incinerated 1 15,300 gallons of wastavater and 139,900 111s of solid waste 
(mostly ut%orms) using 390,550 cubic feet of n a n d  gas in 1993. Fuel use and waste data was 
obtained fkom the CDm &&ty personnel. 

Emission fkctors wed to e d m t e  pollutant Born the hospital incherator at  Fort McCldlan 
were obtained from AP42 section 2.6 an Medical Waste Incineration (Rekrence 15). The emission 
factors that were used for the NACH wae for unmntrolled missions, since the NACH has no control 
device on the stack. Pollutant missions calculated are for those specified ideatified in AP42. 
Wssi0135 for all pollutants werc CaIcuIated by multiplying the amount of waste burnej per year by the 
d o n  factor for each pollutant, The criteria and HAPS emission factors are shown in Table C-l. 
The SCC used far the medical waste inbrator  5-0160545 (sdd waste disposdgovernmd 
o h  incin&on/paihologiEal). Because the emission fildors account for incinera::ar &el use, the 
h u m  potential emission is based on the m h u m  amount of waste that would be incinerated. The 
maxbmm waste incinerrrted was d e h d  as the rnaximn~ ddy amount fiom the wastz lags times 260 
days of operation, nsulting in 14.56 tons of medical waste. 

Thas are no spcci£ic emission factors available for the CDTF incineration of nerve agent contaminated 
dorms and wastewater, as this incinerator is the only one in the country of its @e. The emission 

used in the previous inventory by TETC were based on industrial boiler emissions. Industnod 
boilers burn at a lower temperature with shdrter residence h e  than incinerators, resulting in a greater 
degrse of incomplete combustion No emissions were &mated for burning of the wastewater due to 
lack of avail&* of deta on m M o n  byprocluck or emission factors to support tlre analysis. The 
ML'F incherator uses a wet wall scrubber on ths exhaust system. The specific scrubber efficiency was 
not avzdable, therefore, high energy (wet scrubber) controfled emission fBctors for medicat wastes 
(AP42 Table 2.6-1) were assumed to praide a r a n a b l e  estimate. Some of the emission species for 
medical wastes may not be applicable for the CDTF wastes. A SCC of 5-02-001-01 was assigned to 



the CDTF incinerator (solid waste d i s p ~ ~ ~ ~ ) m m e r d ~ i n ~ o ~ r n u ~ t i p I c  chamber incinerator.) A 
hkxhurn Potential Factor qf-two times the 1993 actual emissions was used. 

A monitoring system has been instaned in the incinerator stack to measure nerve agta concentrations. 
An is tripped if the VX or GB comentraticn?j exceed 0.8 of  the Time Weighted Average (TWA) 
for fie agent. The TWAs for VX and GB are 0.00001 and 0.0001 milligram; per meter cubed 
(rndm3), respdvely. Using the d m  triser and estimating the gas flow rate *om the stack (based 
on a 4 R stack diameter and assumed acit velocity of45 Wsec), a maximum emir~sion in lbslhr was 
cafaxllated for VX and GB. The maximum emission for GB was calculated as 1.0 E-05 Ib./hr; the 
maximum mission for VX was 1.0 Ed6 1 b . h  Note that these enlissions ue given only to 
dern0-e the potential and are very conservative, as the triggering of the stack alarm has 
never OCCUT~~.  The resulting emissions wodd be 0.0976 lbJyr for GB and 0.0876 lb./yr for VX. 



Table C-1 
~ncontrolled Medical Waste and CDTF Emission Factom b (Ibs. pollu tant/(oa feed) 

I t 
Pollutant Emission Factor Emi~si~i?  Pictoe* 

Hydrogen Chloride 3.3SEM1 
Hj&ogen FIuoride 1.49E-01 
Hydrogen Bromide 4.33E-02 
AlWninum I .OSE-02 
Antimony 1.28E-02 . - 

h e &  2.42E54 
Barium 3.24E-03 
B-9 6.25E-06 
Cadmium 5.48E-03 
Chlorine 1.05E-0 1 
Chromium 7.75E-04 
Copper I .25E-02 
Iron 1 :44E-02 

I 

L4ead 7.28E-02 -- 

* Chlorinated Dibenzo-P-Dioxin 
** CDTF factors based on high energy wet scrubber controlled emissions condition &om m42- 

2.6 Table. Where uncontrolled fgctors had a lower value with a higher rating; that emission 
factor was usecL 



3. SAMPLECALCVLAnoN 

mpIe ddaf;ion was used to calculate NACH a d  emissions of N& 

Emission Factor: 4.95 lbs. pollutant per ton feed 
Waste Burned: 7.8 tons of Type 6 waste 

7.8tons 4.951bs-NO, 
x 

tb = 38.61-N0, 
Yr tun Yr 

This sample calculation was used to calculate CDTF actual dnission of Hydrogen Fl~~oride. 

4. OZONE SEASON DAaY EMISflONS 

The typical ozone season daily emissions were calculated &om the amount of fuel used d d g  the 
) months ofJung July, and August 1993 and divided by the mrrnba ofdays in the that months. Far the 

medical waste incinaator, ir$imtion was available on the amount ofmedicd waste incinmed during 
the 1993 ozone seasun. For the CDTF, the waste incinerated was assumed qua1 over the ozone 
searon months, based on annual waste (water not indudad). 

5. ~ S T O N S ~ Y  

See Tables C-2 throug,h G?. 



Table C-2 
NACSH Incinerator Criteria Pollutant Emissions 

* 
- a .  - 

Actual 
Emissions 1 Emissions Emissions 

* Based on pradua of maximum daily lbs. incinuated *om waste log and 365 days o f  incineator 
@eration 

----. ------. ---- -I --- -- 
-CC----C Tabla C-3 

/" 
+.-----*/ CbTR Incinerator Criteria Pollutant Emissions 

/ 

i * Defined as twice 1993 ClXF reported waste incinerated. I 
Table C-4 

Total NACH / CDTR Encinerator Criteria Pollutant Ernissioxls 
I 
1 
I 
I I 

\ 
\\ 

\ 
Far CDTF defined as twice I993 reported waste incinerated. F w  NACH based o.3 product of 

Ibs. kcherated from waste log and 365 days of  incinerator opefation. /' 



Table C-6 
CDTF liicineratar Actual and Maximum Potential 

HAP Emissions 

* m e d  as twice 1993 m?F reported waste incinerated. 



Table C-7 
Ozone Season Daily Incinerator Emission 

(Lbsrnay) 

* Fpr CDT'F defined as twice 1993 reported waste incinerated for the o m  p d d .  For NACH based 
on product o f  maximum daily of 112 ibs. from records and 365 days of operation on a 24 hour 
opaating cycle. 
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February 13. 1995 Fob James, Jr. 

PO BOX 301463 The Honorable Glen Browder MONTCOMERY AL 
Member of Congress 36130-1463 
2344 Rayburn House Of f ice  Bul ld ing  fE3- L Z  

Phystcal Address: Nashtngton, DC 20515 
1751 Cong. W. L. 

Didinson Drtw Dear Congressman Browder : 
Montgomery, AL 
36109~~608 Thank you for your letter I nqu i r ing  about the ftnpact that possible 

base-closure or realfsnment action a t  Fort McClellan or Annlston Army 
(205 ) 271*77W Depot could have on the Department of the Army's currently pendf ng 
FAX 270-5612 envi ronmental permi t appli catton for the cheni ca l  deml 1 I tar1 z a t l o n  

a c t l v l t l e s  at Annlston Army Depot. 

F i e l d  oiiices: 

9 10 Vulcan Road 
Birmingham. AL 
35209-4702 
(205 ) 942-6168 
FAX 991-1603 

a WeH Street 
P.0- Box 953 
Decatur, AL 
356626953 
(245 ) 353-1713 
FAX 340-9359 

The relationship between the Department o f  the rrrmy and the State 
of Alabama w l  t h  respect to the proposed operatlon o f  tht! chemical 
den! 1 i tar lzat ion a c t l v f  t l e s  a t  Anniston Army Depot has been a long and 
complex one, owl ng to the nature of the undertaking and the rl sks 
assoclated w i  th that undertakfng. Further compl f cating the relatfonshlp 
has been the research and development necessary to  bri nq t h i  s act! v i  ty to  
fruitfon. For all of the d f f f i c u l t l e s  inherent  i n  this industrially 
d l f f l c u l t  and publicly sensl t i v e  ac t iv l  t y ,  the relation:.hip between our 
organlzatfons has been open, frank and ptoductlve.  We have made progress 
I n  overcoml ng some o f  the technological and procedural hurdles necessary 
to sattsfy the State of Alabama that  the health and safety of our 
population i s  adequately protected and that rlsks related to chemlcal 
dernilitarlzation are elimfnated, minimized, or controlled. 

2204 Perimetw h a d  A s  you are aware, Fort McClellan and Annfston Army Depot are major 
Mobile, AL components o f  the Contl ngency Plan submitted by the Arm) and requlred by 
3661s-r 131 40 CFR Part 270.14(b)(7) and Part 264, Subpart D. The purpose of t h i s  
(20s ) USO-3800 p l a n  i s t o  mf nimlze hazards to human heal th  and the environment from 
FAX 479-2593 f i re s ,  explosions. or any unplanned sudden or nonsudden release of 

hazardous waste or hazardous waste constf tuents associated w i  t h  the 
deai I t tarizatlon faci 1 i ty a t  Ann! ston Army Depot. As acknowledged by the 
Army f n i t s  Resource Conservation and Recovery Act  (RCRA) Hazardous Waste 
P e r m l t  Applfcatfon, the provisions of the  Contingency P l a n  " . . . w i l l  be 
carr ied  out immediately whenever there i s  a f i r e ,  explosion, or release of 
hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents that  could threaten human 
hea l th  or the envlronment." 

We see from correspondence provf ded by your o f f  1 :e that the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense I s  fully cognfzant of  the resources a t  Fort McClellan 
and Anni ston Army Depot that  are committed to the chemlcl~l 
demi 11 tarlzatfon program through the Army's RCRA permit. We note that the  
Deputy Secretary i n  an August 8. 1994, l e t ter  to  you asked the Secretary 
of the Army " to  work closely w f  th  the Alabama Department of Environmental 
Management to respond to the s t a t e  requirements and to be ful ly responsive 
to  t h e l r  concerns." 
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In response, the Prlnclpal Deputy Under Secretary for Acqul s t  tton 
and Technology in an August 1 1 ,  1994, memorandum to the Secretary of  the 
Army stated,  ''We lnus t comni t appropriate m l  1 1 tary resources (such as the 
following, which have been identified a t  t h e i r  current locatton) to 
support the demf 1 i tarf zation effort :"  

A t  Fort McClellan: "De~~ntddtination Team, Medlcal 
Ass1 stance Team, Securl t y  Control Team, Ccmmunl catlons 
Support Team, Rescue Squad, Pub1 i c  Affatrs O f f l c e ,  
Plans and Operatfons Offi  ce, Explosf ve Ordnance 
Detachment, Noble Army Communi ty Hospf tal , Provost 
Marshal, T ra f f ic  Control and Securi ty  Force, 
Directorate of Plans, Training, Hobi 1 lzation and 
Security, Dfrectorate of Log! s t 1  c s ,  S t a f f  Judge 
Advocate, Directorate of Personnel and Conununt ty 
A c t l v i  t l e s .  Joint Information Center, Emergency 
Operations Center. " 

And the Arst stant Secretary of the Army for Installations, 
Logls t fcs  and Environment i n  a September 23, 1994, letter to  the 
commanders of Fort McClel lan and Anntston Army Depot, states:  

"As we approach construction and olttrnate 
den1 1 l tar1 zatfon operations at Annl ston Army 
Depot, the comprehensive response p lan  w i l l  be 
a sfgnfficant document subject to  revteu by the 
A1 abam Department of Envl ronuntal Management 
dur l ng the perm1 tti ng process. " 

A rev lew of  the Amy's pendtng appt lcation demo~istrates that the 
Army, just as we, ha$ re1 fed heavl ly on the support avaqi lab1 e from Fort 
McClel lan and Ann! ston Army Depot to  satisfy the requfrc!ments o f  the 
Contingency Plan. Nowhere 1 s this mote apparent that l e  the O i  saster 
Control Plan-Cheml cal Event Response Ass1 stance Subml s s l  on found In Volume 
V I  A of the Army's applfcatlon. Thls submlssfon demonstrates the critical 
role which has been contemplated for Fort McClel lan and Ann1 stcn Army 
Depot i n  the event of  a c h e ~ k a l  incldent  or accident tcalating to chemfcal 
demilftarlzation activities a t  Annlston Army Depot. I t  has been the 
a v a i l a b l l f t y  o f  that  emergency infrastructure whlch has glven us t h e  
assurance as we revlewed the Army's submission that a chemical acc ident  or 
incident would result  i n  an imedlate, e f f e c t t v e ,  and approprlate response. 

We recognize t h a t  the support aval lable from Fort McClel I an  and 
Annl ston Army Depot could be rep1 i cated w f  t h  an approprlate dedl cation of  
resources. However, the resources appear to  be extraordlnarl ly  large and 
w l  1 1 require extenstve t ra in ing of personnel , construction of f a c i  1 l tl es ,  
and provisfon of equipment. Thls would be true whether the support were 
provfded by Army personnel or through a contract. These requlred 
resources are in addition to the Chemical Stockpll e Emergency Preparedness 
Program, which incorporates the use of Fort MeClellan and Annlston Army 
Depot Resources. 
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A contract for such resources does ralse an issue of concern, 
however. The chemfcal agents i n  question include some ?f the dead1 i e s t ,  
most tox f c compounds developed for cheml cal warfare. These 1 ncl ude 
mustard (HD) and nerve agents (VX and GB) . The avaf lab! 1 i ty  o f  mt 1 I tary 
personnel to respond to a chemical accident  or inc ldent  gtves us a level 
of  conffdence tha t  appropriate act ion wi 1 1  be taken for the simple reasons 
t ha t  soldiers, unlike civ l l lans ,  are sub jec t  to orders, the dlsobedlence 
o f  which carries far more serious implications than those to which a 
civilian would be subject.  The Army's plans include the use of  deadly 
force I n  appropriate circumstances, a mat ter  which also favors the 
employment of m i  1 l tary securl ty  forces. 

The area adjacent to Anni ston Army Depot 1 s a densely populated 
area, and the prevalltng winds could carry an alr emission across t h i s  
populated area. This  factor, coupled w l t h  the characteristics of  the 
munitions and components to be demllltarlzed at Anniston Army Depot and 
our place in the schedule for deml l l t a r l za t ion ,  distinguishes us from 
other chemi cal demi 1 i tar1 zation s t  t e s  . The requl rement for imnedI ate 
response to a chemical accfdent or inctdent includes extensive 
comunication networks, securl ty personnel to deal w l  t h  population 
control , emergency med t cal personnel trai ned to deal w l  t h  chemf cal 
lnjurles, and facllitles destgned to treat the chemically injured. Not 
least among our concerns i s  the potentla1 for unauthorlzed Intrusion at 
the Depot. Although the risk of such an event  may be low,  t h e  
imp1 icatfons are severe and require a high degree o f  security and reaction 
capabll i t y .  These are not resources whlch are readily avai table  for 
immediate response, and they will have t o  be replicated i f  fort HcClel lan 
or Annl ston Army Depot are closed or real igned substantlal l y  and the 
chemlcal demi l i t a r i z a t i o n  a c t f v l  t y  a t  Annf ston Army Depot i s to be 
permi t ted . 

Because Fort McCle1 Ian 1 s the home of the Army's Chemical School 
and HI  1 i tary Pol 1 cy School, t t i s  only natural that Army planners have 
Included the resources a t  Fort McClellan i n  developing thelt Contingency 
Plan. Furthermore, Noble Army Hospltal personnel and facllttles are 
unlquely qualtfted to address chemlcal injuries due to  the long experience 
wi t h  such ri sks, as we1 l as the  current operation of t h e  Chemf cal Defense 
Training Faci 1 1  ty (CDTF) at Fort HcClel lan. Thf s facil f t y  also ensures 
that we will be able to train appropriate personnel at hnniston Army Depot 
as we1 1 as conanunfty emergency response personnel I n  chemlcal protectlon 
and decontamination technfques. I am aware o f  Army stud1 es which 
establ l sh the conf idence-but id1  ng aspect of CDTF trai ni ng and consider 
such t r a l n l  ng f o r  our comunl ty backup t o  your Contt ngency Plan to be an 
appropr fdte measure t o  be undertaken. 

Some of the specific support elements to be forthcoming from Fort 
McClel lan resources f n  the e v e n t  o f  a chemlcal accident or i n c i d e n t  
include acceptance of  casual t l e s  a t  Noble Army Hospi tal . This i s 
part1 cul arly Important to us because t h e  operational concept developed by 
the Army s t4  pulates that  patients, attendants, equtpment, and vehicles 
w f l l  be decontaminated before they are accepted at local clvllian 
hospf tals. Imp1 ici t wlthin th ls  concept i s  the capabi 1 i t y  t o  accompl f sh 
such decontamination. We are part! cul arly concerned t h a t  the slgntft cant 
decrease i n  tratned m l  1 l tary heal t h  care providers associated wi t h  the 
closure of Noble Army Hospftal a t  Fort McClel Ian w i  1 1  leave us w i t h  a 
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sltuatlon where, f n  the event of major chemical inctdei l t  or accident,  
local hospitals wlll not accept contamlnated personnel for fear of 
contaminating their own facflities, and the  Army wlll IIO longer  have a 
f a c i  1 l t y  operational to  deal w i  t h  such c i  rcumstances . 

Other areas which cause us concern t ncl  ude the  ava i  labi I f ty w i  t h i n  
the lmnedf a te  geographic area of an Explosive Ordnance Team. The 142nd 
Explosive Ordnance Detachment f s currently located at Fort HcCl el lan, and 
the notiffcation procedures i n  the event of  a chemical acc ident  or 
Incident c lea r ly  reflect that they have been included 'n the Army's 
plans. In addition, support teams from Fort McClel Ian respond to 
requirements for security, communications, on-slte med4cal asslstance, 
rescue squad and pub1 ic a f f a i r s  are assets which the Army and the State of  
Alabama have re1 led upon as aval lable i n  the event of i t  chemical accident 
or chemlcal i n c i d e n t .  I f  Fort McClellan were to  be clc)sed, adequate 
provi slon would have to  be made to replace these support teams. 

In add1 t f  on to Fort McClel 1 an's extensive resources, the Army' s perm1 t 
appl i cation and the Department of  Defense's August 1 1 ,  1994, memorandum 
c f t e s  the  following resources a t  Annlston Army Depot: "Dtrectorate for 
Law Enforcement and Securi ty, O I  rectorate for Ammml ticln Operattons, 
Amnunltfon Surveillance Division, Depot Equipment Divlslon, Envfronmentai 
Management Divi sion, Health Cl f n f c ,  Depot Commander, Electronics LIal son 
O f f f c e . "  

These are not m l  nor const derations wht ch can be overlooked. 
Rather, they constf tute major concerns because they have slgnif  f cant 
Impact upon the tesources imnedtately aval lable to respond to an emergency 
s i  tuatfon. 

Under these el rcumstances, I express to you my grave concern about 
the p r m i  sod emergency response capabi 1 1  ty whl ch w l  1 1 be unaval 1 able 1 f 
Fort McClellan or Anniston Army Depot were to be closed or realfgned. 
TRIs  t s  a substantfve concern for the heal th  and safety o f  the potentially 
affected populace. Of equal concern t o  me i s  the e f f e c t  which t h i s  
closure or realfgnment might have upon our rellance on representations 
made In the Army's perml t application. I c e r t a f  nly would expect to be 
n o t i f f e d  o f  any such drastic change f n circumstances. 

The substantlve concerns whfch I call t o  your attention place a t  
risk the permft whfch the Army seeks. Should Fort McCibllan or Annlston 
Army Depot be closed or realigned, the  Department could not 1 ssue the 
necessary environmental perml t s  to a1 low construction a.?d operation o f  the 
chemical demilitarization actfvlties at Annfston Army Depot unless and 
untf 1 such t lme as the Army could demonstrate to our sa t f  sfactton t h a t  
adequate and competent emergency response and backup security capabilltles 
are i n  place. 

St  ncerel y, 

B hn M. Smith 
1 rector 
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City 
loses 
trust 
Anniston leary of - 

Army looks out for our interests," 

Jacksonville, whose district includes 
From page A1 Calhoun County. 

By Rick Bragg 
New York Times News Service Many residents believed it was historic all^* the people have 

ANNISTON - The partnership prudent to support the incineration, Staged marches* no d'rotests* no 
between Anniston and the nation's even if they had concerns about resistance. Now they betrayed, 
military was based on need, and safety. They did not want to seem un- said Donna who runs an in- 
trust. patriotic, and risk losing their bene- terior design business in the city of 

The Army needed a dirty job factor. about 30,000 people. "I haven't talked 
done. People in the city needed work to anyone in town who tloesn't feel 
- even if it meant -allowing the Besides, the incinerator, they be- that way," she said. "It's the worst 
Army to hide a weapon so deadly, so lieved, would serve as an insurance scenario." 
morally r e p u ~ I l t ,  it Was never policy' The primary base, Fort Ms. Harmon has been among the 
used. McCle l l a~  a center for research and minority who opposed the ncinerator 

For almost .rb years, one pmt~ty--- of and biolog- from the start, a gmup sometimes 
p i ca l ' h ' ny  town has given safe ha- ical weapons, be needed in the branded as unpatriotic. Btd develop 
ven to-a milit* stockpile of nerve event a chemical disaster at the merits of the last few vreeks, she. 
gas SO potent that just a speck On the depot where the weapom are  stored said, "have opened the eyes of a lot 
skin &- in thg air wil17kill. In return, or  a t  the incinerator, some military of people." 
the military phpped up the local boosters argued. 

Rudy Noll, a retired lieu .enant col- economy with Thus, they reasoned, if Anniston al- ,I l i ~ i o ~  in Calhoun county, is ar- a for who lowed it to be hilt it W O U ~ ~  p a r -  dently premilitary and has long remembered the tug of the cotton 
sack. antee that the fort remain backed the incinerator. But, he said. 

Now Anniston and the surrounding Open' "If the fort were closed, Ihe public 
counties not only face the possibility For a while that logic seemed would not be so willing-" 
losing their main military base, but sound. Though targeted for closure in Bulldozers have cleared the land 
of being left with the Army's chemi- 1991 and 1993, Fort McClellan -was and construction, already blessed by 
cal garbage, or having the weapons twice spared. many elected officials, aivaits the 
incinerated in their own back yard. 

calhoun county, of But when the federal government s i m g  of a state environm'?ntal per- 

niston is the county seat, residents released a short list last month of mit' No matter what happens 
bases it wants to close, F~~~ ; ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l -  things in this patriotic corner of Ala- 

have been largely supportive of 
building the incinerator to destroy Ian Was On it. Those who trusted in bama may never be the same. 

the rusting, leaking r ~ k e t s  and the the military to do right by them are "The citizens and army had a part- 
mines' now stored in undergmund now afraid they may be left with nership," said Doris Gertler, a re- 
bunkers at  the nearby Anniston something worse than an abandoned tired internist who lives ou .side An- 
Army Depot, the smaller of the two military base. niston. "And trust." 
installations. "We are losing confidence that the The old-timers who ?uork~?d:in the 
' Please turn to ANNISTON, 

page A6 
(P lease  see  " ~ n n i s  ton" nex t  page .  ) 
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igloo-shaped bunkers remember how 
they used to test for leaks with caged 
rabbits, walking down rows of rock- 
ets  packed with enough poison to kill 
whole cities. 

The poison sarin, a few drops of 
which proved so deadly last month in 
the Japanese subway tunnels, is har- 
bored near Anniston by the ton. All 
told, there is a s  much as 3 million 
pounds of sarin and other poison 
stored, some of i t  more than 40 years 
old. 

Within just a few miles are 
churches, restaurants, kindergartens 
and quiet streets. More than 100,000 
people live within 30 miles of the de- 
pot. 
"We grew up with it," Browder 

said. "We have it. W* don't have a 
choice."-For now, the only choice the 
residents have is whether to live next 
door to a toxic storage site or a toxic 
incinerator. 

Anniston is just one site where the 
military is trying to destroy its 
chemical weapons stockpile, as  re- 
quired by treaties with the former 
Soviet Union. The others are in Ar- 
kansas, Colorado, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Oregon and Utah. But An- 
niston is by far the most heavily pop- 
ulated of the sites. 
Ip the past,, at least, there was a 

sweetener for the city: the work. 
Generations have raised families and 
paid college tuitions with paychecks 
from the military. In recent years, 
almost 1-in-5 civilians in Calhoun 

County made their living from the 
military. 

Now the proposed closing of Fort 
McClellan threatens a combined to- 
tal of 10,000 military and civilian 
jobs and an annual economic impact 
of $600 million, said Noll, executive 
director of the county's Economic 
Adjustment Authority. 

It is the authority's job to help the 
area diversify, but if the fort closes, 
realistically, there is little else. 

Some residents wonder if it might 
be time to break their dependency on 
the military. Brooks Clark, a finan- 
cial adviser, said the county could of- 
fer buildings a t  Fort McCIellan to in- 
dustry for just dollars a year and get 
thousands of jobs in return. 

If the fort closes, the military 
would still have to provide emer- 
gency response units and laborato- 
ries for the area. 

If that happens, Browder said the 
Army should have to truck its 
"chemical garbage'' out of the 
county, rather than incinerate it, and 
he has introduced legislation to allow 
transportation of the aging stockpile. 
Army officials have balked a t  mov- 
ing such dangerous chemicals  
through populated areas. 

The great fear is that the Army 
will b u n  the weapons in Anniston, 
which would take years, then use the 
incinerator to b u n  other toxic waste. 
The Army has promised it would not 
do that. But in the eyes of many in 
the community, the Army's word is 
no longer to be trusted. 
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/ Those Who Trusted the Military Feel Betrayed I 

By RJCK B U G G  Bes~des, the Inonerator, they bc- Rudy Noll, a retrred Zleutenant col- 
Cr -,. r lleved, would serve as an insurance one1 bwng in Calhoun County, Is ar- 
f', Y':%,~ $drci:,"fl. policy. The main base. Fon McClrl- dmtly pro-rnilitay md hsr long 

ne pa*ndrship Ian, a center for research and deve1- backed the memerator. But, he s a d ,  
tween his city bprnenl of cfiernlcal and b~olcgrcal " I f  the fort were closed, the public 
he weapans. would be needed in the would not be qo w~lling..' 

mlljrary wag based on need, and event oi n chemlcal alsaster a t  the B~lldozers have cleared thc land 
t rust  n e  Army need& a dirty job dcpot where h e  weapons are stored and Construction, already blessed by 

done. Pcoplt? here seeded work - 3r ac the hcmeraror, some rnilitarf~ 3any  elected offic1a1.s~ dwarts the 
even rt m a n L  allowing the boosters argued. Thus, they read srgnhg of a state enviranrnentsl per- 
t~ hjde a weapon sodeadlye so nor- soned, ~f Anniston dllowed IC to be ml t  No matter what happens next, 
ally repugnant, wM never used. bulk II would @Jarantee thar the fort Lhlngs m fils ptriotic cOrner of Ala- 

For aImost 40 yean. his prototyp. Would remalnaPen- bama mayr never be the same. 

lcaI Army town has glven safe haven For a while rhec I O ~ I C  qeemd "The cltirens and army had a 

to a military srockpde of nerve gas sound. Though targeted lor clusure pamersh'p," Gcnler, a 
so P O ~ ~ H L  that just a speck on the in 1991 snc.1 1997, Fort McClellan r v ~ a  rebred wtlu live3ofJtsld@ 
skin or in the a ~ r  will lull. In rerun, twice spared the sx  ,4nnlston. " . h d  trust" 
be military pmvped up the local The old-urnen who worked in Ihe 

But when Lhe Federa Govern- !gloo.shaped bunkers remember ecanOmy'ui~ ''' instalk- men1 released 3 short list last month h,, bey used ro mt for Ie* w,rh ''On* godsend for *Op'ewho sU1 O! bases it  wanrs to dose, Fort Mc. . caged iabbltS, wabg mws of remembered lug pfthecofton Cleilan was on it. Those who trusted roekefi packed arb sack. in the mrlitary to do right by them ,o lull whole 
They had o m  slang for  it: are now afraid they may be left wtrh The pDson sarjc a few drops of 

"Workin' far the w ' m e n r "  It was samcthing worse thonan abandoned filch p m v d  deadly iast monb 
marriage, they believed, of genera- mllitary base. 
ClOrlS. 

the Japanese subway tunnels, Is har* 
"We are losing c~nf idence  that bored here by the ton. AU told, 

NOW h i s t o n  and the surrounding Army l ~ k  Out for our mtcresrs," is ,, as j ml]lion pounds of sa- 
counde not only face the pombility faid Rcpmcnta~ive  Glen Browder, ,in and here, 
losing their main military base, but a Democrat who represents A h -  dome of it more ban 40 years old, 
of bung left wilh the Army's Chemi- bama's Th~rd Congressfonal D i s  Within JUST a few rmles arc 
WI garbage, Or having the wtspons trict, includine Calhaun C~unty- church&, reStsumtP kindergar- 
incinerated in their own backyard liistorlcaIly. the people have tens and quiet streets. ,More Lhan 

In Cllholm Counry, of wh~ch Anm staged no marches, no protests? no IOO,WO p ~ l e  five wrajn 30 
NSton h the cmnty seat, residencs resistance. Now bey feel belrayed, ~e d e p ~  
have been lergeiy suppomve of sald Donna Rarmon. who runs an m- 

lLw, grew up it1, M ~ ,  Blow- 
bUl lb@ the h.iocinerat~r 10 desvoy terior d n i p  bushes$ In this ~ ~ t y o l  der aid "we save n we have 
fha ~Swg, l d h g  rockets and tbe about 30,000 people. "1 haven't a choice" Far now, the only choice 
mines now SfOred Tl underground talked to tnY0ne in tOwn Who doesn't the nsid-8 have a whether to five bunkers at the nearby h r l w t 6 n  feel way," she said- ''It's the n m  door y, a toxic stonge die or a 
Army Depoc, the smdler of me two worst 3cenario:' 
installations. 

toxic incherarot. 
nmon has among Anniston is just mesite where 

*Many resldults here believed rt minority who opposed b e  hencinera- milituy is rrying to destroy i tg  
ww pmdent to SUppQrt the bcxnera tor from the Star4 3 P u p  some- demcal weapons ;tockpj]e, as re- 
tion, even it they had concerns about times branded as unpsrriouc But w e d  by -ties h e  former 
SafeCY They did not want to seem un- developments of a e  last few weeks, Soviet Union. me athe= are 
patrfoti~ andrls'k l~s ing  their bent+ she fad. 4'bave apened the eyes of a kansas, bIorado, Indiana Ken. 
factor- lot of people." wcky, Maryland, Oregon and Utah, 

i?mmP.*. 
£ r o m p .  7 
met n m  -ie famjb and people were amcaed, trlcd and aen- mon success agana hcernJlm9 
say only that they are followlag the we will have more success against 
,-a=s no State nepnnmea "It's become a wlldfire industry - kidnapping." 

~ S S U ~  a rmmmmdation w p~fl table  that I don't 3@e any end But in Cotombb, ZI-1 aaJ Mexl- 
Americans who vbit the camtry re- h 9&ht," Sad* Fr-dnd~Co SMtfS, d det~dveS have fa'1en vie- 

main in major clttes snd neW6paper editor and former kid- tirn to the temptation Of 
rural areas. napping victlm who IS p m ~ d m t  of ~ a n m m 8  they were sent to pay 4 an 

securtty experts say most victlns Pafs effort to catch kidnappers. Others 
arc seized fmm merr cars. some TO try t0.gt6p kidnapplngs, Ecua- muhely kill k l d n a ~ ~ e r s  On the TQt 

kidnappers d b l o a ,  bur olh- &r mated  a separate anti-kidnap when *ey find tbemt often undercut- 
ers use their == to block a vjctimJs phg police force in January, R10 de mg their - hesbgat !ms-  
car and force it come a s r q ,  In Janelro doubted its force in Febru- "Police here Ilk@ to flrc thelr guns 

the B a r n  neighborbod In ko, ac ary, a d  Colornbta is adding 130 de- --what they fEedi8 gray matter an* 
local authorities plan cbnsrmcr t ~ ~ t l * ~  to its am-kldttappmg Umt tnvmtf8ative know.hQw," aid Car- 

to close access t~  is Calomb(als Defense Minlsrer, Fef- 10s Fmg~so,  a Rfo Jane- crimi- 
aalucnt neighbrhmd of 500,000 pea- n m i o  Botera ~ja, said in an inter- nal lawyer who h a  nego-t* sev* 

,]e, Barn has sllfter& kidnap view that the Government Was re0r- er* h=rsge "When POiia 
>ings slnce 1991. Crib- liken g;~nizinfl anti-kidnapping Squads and *e lVwes[ level crimin;rrs at 
:aces to medieval drawbridges. creatlng a national informatlon bank hiding places, never get to the 

Of a e  \4,000 Colomblam esthac. to lklp catch kidnappers. H e  con- leaders of the k l d n a ~  gnngsb" 
d ra have taken part in udnapph?gs tended that the Government had a SOrne busint?n% people are not 
1st year, the police amesred or better SucceS rate Yirh solvtng ur- w ~ * &  the new pollce units ta 

illcd 350 - fewer *an 3 Brcentm of ban kidnapplngs than the oWl'all st& learn fob* '"We armOnnS 
6 3  rtported cases ol k~dnapplng in tlstics would i n d i a l s  . an average at 10 cars a month," sald 
o]om&ia in a e  last three pars, the "The GQV9mment i 3  t r v q  to Rumbe!% NeiVal Rivq a 

,lice mscued ody 1 1 of make a grcat effort to control Lhe fro mriy compmy. 
)stages. For these crime, only 70 problem, he s a ~ d  "AS we have 

14 

But lhls 1s by far the most hcavlly 
populated of the sltcs. 

In a e  past, ar :east, h e r e  was s 
sweetener tar b r s t o n :  ~ 5 e  work 
Generatlons have raised families 
and p e ~ d  college tulhons wth pay- 
check s from the military- In recent 
years, drnost 1 in 5 c ~ v z l i m  m Cal- 
houn Co~cnty made the~r living from 
the m Hrary. Now the proposed dos- 
Lng of Fort McCleilan threatens a 
combined total o i  10,000 miiItrrry and 
civ-~lla n jobs and an annual cconomlc 
impsc : ot 3600 m  illo on, 3&d Mr. h11, 
executive director of thc county's 
Econo~nic Adjusrment Authority. 

It is he authonry's job ro help the 
area diversHy, bur if the fom clws, , 
rcalisncally, there is little else . 

Somcn restdents wonder 11 it might 
be time to break their dependency an 
the military. Brooks Clark, s fin* 
Cia1 adviser, said Zhe county could of. 
fer bulk'krgt ac Forc L~cCldian t~ in-, 
dkary f i n -  just dollars a year and gel, 
thousanris at jobs in return 

If the fort closes, ;he rn~lltary 
would still have to provide emergen-, 
cy respollse unrts and Iabornrones 1 

for the at eg. 
If rhsr Ilappens, I&. Browder said 

the Army should have to truck its 
"chemical garbage" out of b e  coun- 
ty, rather than irlclnerator i t ,  and he 
has introduced legislation to dlow 
transporc,ktjon of the aglng stockplk 
Army offi~:iais have baked at  mov- 
mg such ddngerous chernjcaIs 
through pc pulated areas. 

n e  grcilt fear a that the Army 
will burn tlte weapons bere, which - 
would take years, chen use the mcm- 
emtor to burn other toxic wasrc The 
Army has ju-urnised it muld not do 
rhar But In the eyes of many m this 
Commmlty, theArrnyqs word i a  nfi 
longer to be trusted. 

LcmxN F n w m  'I.mEs 
S1ri.l 7 ,  1995 

Iraqi army post 
Gen Sultan H s b i m  m a d  
has replc. cad General Ayad 
Fteih al-lbwi as the Iraqi 
army's cllief of staff, s ta tera  
newspapc ~rs reported 
yesterda~'. 
Gen .4k mad appeared in a 

medal g i ~  ing  cemony on 
mqi teleiision beside Mr -46 
Has= alqMajeed, defence 
minister, LS the new chid of 
&iff. 
Geu Ahinad served as a 

&idoh a t d  Corps CO?3lBWld2t 
In the h a i  m e d  forces rind 
led the h qi sidc in 
negotiatio~u with the allied 
commandern at the end of the 
1991 G W  War over Kuwai t  
Amv, Ba!rhdad 

1 

f 
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Fort boosters 
plan to meet 
with additional 
commissioners 
By Eric Larson 
Star Military Wrrter 

Keep~ng up with a member of 
the Base Closure and Realignment 
Committee can be difficult, as a 
leader or the "save the fort" effort 
learned 'Wednesday. 

Accompanying commissioner 
Lee Kling on his tour of Fort 
McClellan Wednesday made Ger- 
ald Powcll's legs ache. 

It won't. get any easier. 
Powell and other members of 

the Calhoun County Chamber of 
Commerce Military Affairs Task 
Force will have to travel to other 
states to meet with as many of the 
commissioners as possible between 
now and June, when the eight- 
member panel will meet to vote on 
whether to close the bases. 

Of course the task force mem- 
bers want to tell the commissioners 
more about why they think Fort 
McClellan's Military Police and 
chemical schools ought not to be 
moved to Fort Leonard Wood, Mo. 
But they also want to be there to 
support Anniston Army Depot. 

Although the depot is supposed 
to receive about 1,000 jobs through 
this year's realignment, it  might 
never see them if commission 
members alter the Army's recom- 
mendation to shutdown vehicle 
maintenance missions at two other 
depots and move them to AAD. 

Task Force members will be at 
commission hearings April 19 in 
Dallas - where Red River Army 
Depot hil l  be discussed - and 
May 3 i n  Baltimore - where Let- 
terkenny Army Dcpot supporters 
will tout their base. 

S. Lee ffiing 

The Pentagon is recommending 
closing Red River Army Depot in 
Tcxas and moving its tracked ve- 
hicle workload to Anniston. Penn- 
sylvania's Letterkenny Depot 
would lose work on the Howitzer 
vehicle. BoLh bases would lose 
their Dcfense Distribution centers 
to Anniston. 

"If anyone tries LO say that An- 
niston Army Depot can't handle 
the workload, we want to be there 

to offer a counterargument," 
Powell said. 

Tuesday's regiona hearing with 
the commission in Birmingham 
and two trips to McClellan by in- 
dividual commissionc:rs within the 
past three weeks seerled encourag- 
ing, he said. 

Commissioner Jarnes B. Davis, 
who visitcd the fort Idarch 22, ap- 
peared espccially impressed with 
Fort McClellan's in~portance, he 
said. 

"I hope we have ill James Davis 
someone who will c:lny the flag," 
Powell said. 

Still, the overall c~utlook for the 
fort is not totally rosy. Task Force 
members had hoped that the 1993 
commission's instructions would 
be carried through, but this year's 
commission isn't holding the 
Army to the letter. 

The 1993 commission told the 
Army to get the ncxessary envi- 
ronmental permits for building a 
new live-agen t training facility at 
the Missouri base &:fore trying to 
close McClcllan again. 

The Army failed .o do that, but 
Commission chai:-man Allen 
Dixon has said the  commission 
will accept permits before June 22. 

"I think it's marl: of an uphill 
battle this time around," Powell 
said. 
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Missourian says 
he'll be objective 
on McClellan fate 

By Rose Livingston 
News staff writer 

FORT McCLELLAN - A member 
of the base closure commission, who 
is also a native of the state where the 
Defense Department wants to relo- 
cate Fort McClellan's chemical 
school, said he is certain he can re- 
main objective when he votes on the 
matter. 

"I was put on this commission to do 
one thing and that is to look at every- 
thing for what is good for the country 
as a whole and not for my area or 
any other specific area," said Base 
Realignment and Closure Commis- 
sioner S. Lee Kling. "I will adhere to 
that very strongly." 

Kling toured Fort McClellan 
Wednesday following a regional 
hearing Tuesday in Birmingham 
where commissioners heard from 
representatives of 23 sites in seven 
states and Puerto Rico. He said he 
decided to visit the base while he 
was in the area. 

The commissioner has also re- 
cently toured Fort Leonard Wood, 
Mo., which is about 150 miles from 
Kling's home in St. Louis and stands 
to gain from Fort McClellan's c l c ~  
sure. 

Rose Livingston 
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Sole arsenal 
The Fort S timely defense 

HE PRESIDENT and 
the CIA worry whether a 
chicken feed plant in 1 Iraq could convert to the 

production of toxic weapons. 
Iran places the means of 

chemwar at the oil bottleneck 
called the Strait of Horn-uz. 

And a worldwide sect gets the 
blame for chemical terrorism in 
the Tokyo subway and turns up 
in possession of biological 
agents as well. 

Those current events all form 
the backdrop to the base closure 
hearings for Fort McClellan, the 
western nations' sole establish- 
ment for defensive training 
against two of the modern 
weapons of mass destruction. 
Our defenders of the Calhoun 

County base so essential to 
national security responded 
appropriately to commissioners 
weighing the case. 

Some hand-wnnging goes on 
because the community didn't 
don t-shirt slogans and flood the 
Birmingham hearing this week 
with banners and balloons. 
Base-closing is neither pep rally 
nor plebiscite, however, and 
won't be decided on either a 
community's zeal or its fear of 
purely local concern over eco- 
nomic advantage. 

Our case for McClellan is 
quite simply its military value, 
as Congressman Glen Browder 
told the commission, deciding a 
case ~o similar review boards 
previously heard before retain- 
lng Fort McClellan in America's 
arsenal of defense. 

The nation can afford only so 
many bases. But the retired mil- 
itary men who spoke for our par- 
ticular establishment told com- 
missioners the nation also can- 
not now afford any interruption 

in the chemical and biological 
warfare training .VcClellan pro- 
vides. 

Japanese security officers who 
investigated the toxic attack in 
Tokyo had trained here. And 
Operation Desert Storm suc- 
ceeded largely because 
American forces had learned the 
lessons McClellan has to offer. 

A move of that chemical 
school from a depleted Fort 
McClellan would interrupt es- 
sential preparation of our GIs 
for the conflict that may be corn- 
ing around any comer. judging 
by today's headlines. 

HE BASE review process 
will quite frankly jeopar- 
dize national securitv if it 

closes this base, accordinglo the 
expert testimony based on evi- 
dence from within the military 
establishment. 

To underscore the point of 
national security over local eco- 
nomic advantage, the witnesses 
told commissioners if the tables 
were turned and the chemical 
school were elsewhere, they 
would argue just as fervently 
against the interruption of bring- 
ing the training into McClellan. 

B ALLOONS, banner, t- 
shirts - they provide a 
certain comfort for a com- 

munity eager to save their garri- 
son and anxious over the conse- 
quences of losing so important 
an economic mainstay. 

Fort McClellan is not a savings 
and loan institution. however, 
but an arsenal that stores and 
dispenses one of the most tender 
of national weapons - realistic 
training that can't be obtained 
anywhere else in a seamless, 
timely hshion against the back- 
ground of today's fearsome cur- 
rent events. 
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Army draws fire for way 
McClellan shift planned 
By Rose Livingston 
News staff writer 

The Army has been sloppy and 
slow in its application for permits to 
relocate Fort McClellan's chemical 
school to Missouri, a retired general 
told the commission that could de- 
cide the base's future. 

"It appears that this thing was 
thrown together in a hurry," said re- 
tired Brig. Gen. Peter Hidalgo, cit- 
ing outdated' information in the air 
permit application the Army filed as 
part of its plan to move the school to 
Fort Leonard Wood, Mo. 

Hidalgo was one of four retired 
chemical experts who spoke on be- 
half of Fort McClellan during a re- 
gional hearing with the Base Re- 
alignnient and Closure Commission. 
He charged that the Army has ap- 
plied for only the air permit, despite 
Missouri law requirements for wa- 
ter and possil~ly hazardous waste 
permits. - -- ---A_ 

U.S. Sen. Howell Heflin, D-Ala., 
said the Army Failed to apply for ad- 
ditional permits in order to avoid 
public opposition that might delay 
plans to move Fort McClellan's live- 
agent traing school to Missouri. 
"They deliberately have not ap- 

plied for any permits that require a 
public hearing," he said. "They're 
putting training and military read- 
iness at risk." 

Gov. Fob James attacked the De- 
fense Department's recommenda- 
tion to move the school, calling it a 
step backward. 

"The risk associated with moving 
the chemical school far outweighs 
any fiscal savings," he said. "To du- 
plicate that is far more expensive 
than to go with what you've got." 

A crowd of about 150 listened to 
the Alabama leaders' 65-minute 
presentation designed to persuade 
the BRAC members to remove Fort 
McClellan from the list of bases to 

be closed, and to increase the mis- 
sions at Redstone Arsenal in Hunts- 
ville. 

Hundreds of supporters from 
bases in Meridian, Miss., and Mem- 
phis filed in afterward for their time 
before the commission, which heard 
from advocates of installations in 
seven states and Puerto Rico. BRAC 
members will begm voting on Penta- 
gon recommendations in late June 
before sending the list to the presi- 
dent and Congress for approval. 
U.S. Rep. Glen Bmwder, D-Jack- 

sonville, said the move to save Fort 
McClellan is more than an attempt 
to keep jobs or businesses in the An- 
niston area. 

"We're not basing our case on poli- 
tics or economic considerations, 
simply the military value, the abil- 
ity of our men and women to survive 
and fight a chemical war," he said. 

Walt Phillips, a member of the 
Calhoun County Military Affairs 
Task Force, said any disruption 
would reduce the value of the train- 
ing. 

Until 1973, he said, soldiers 
trained with live agents outdoors at 
Fort McClellan. When the school 
moved to Maryland, the Army 
couldn't get permits to use live 
nerve agents and had to start using 
simulated chemical weapons. 

"T+ lV78 a disaster," he said. "They 

found that soldiers don' ; take train- 
ing seriously if they're using simu- 
lants." 

The Army then re-e~t~iblished the 
chemical school at Fort McClellan, 
which is the only one 01' its kind in 
the Western world, and I~egan train- 
ing soldiers with actual nerve agents 
in 1987. 

Soldiers from 24 cou~itries have 
trained at the Chemical Jecontami- 
nation Training Facility, including a 
Japanese detachment that re- 
sponded to a terrorist zttack that 
killed 10 with the poisor gas sarin 
last month, said Ret. Maj Gen. Ger- 
ald Watson, a former commandant 
of the chemical school, ?who urged 
commissioners not to move the fa- 
cility. 

"The result will be thiit our na- 
tional security will start to hem- 
orrhage," he said. 

The only private Alab~ma resi- 
dent to come forward for a chance 
to talk to commissioners was retired 
Col. Orval Q. Matteson of Jackson- 
ville. He warned that the base-clo- 
sure process threatens tht t nation's 
survival. 
"I'm probably the onl*? person 

you've spoken to who fought in 
World War 11," said the 82-year-old 
Matteson, who said he reported to 
the Army's 6th Infantry in 1938. "I 
was there. I know about such 
things." 1, 
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Briefing, tour highlight 
second BRAC visit 
PAT1 TILLER 
News Staff Mfriter 

A second member of the 1995 Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission will visit Fort 
McClellan today 

S. Lee Kling, special advisor and managing 
director of Willis Corporation of Missouri, is 
scheduled to meet with McClellan's senior 
leaders and be given a detailed briefing of the 
fort's missions prior to a tour of the facility. 
Msmbers of Calhoun County Chamber of 
Commerce's Military Task Force are also ex- 
pected to talk with Kling during a private 
meeting at the Fort. 

A native of.  St. Louis, Missouri, Kling 
chairs the Board of Directors of Kling Rechter 
& Company, n merchant banking company. 
He served two years as an Army officer in the 
early 1950's. His professional resume also 

were to discuss the closure of bases in  Ala- 
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, Tennessee, South 
Carolina, Florida, Louisiana and Puerto Rico. 

Representatives from Calhoun County were 
scheduled to go before the commission begin- 
ning at 8:40. The delegation was to have 65 
minutes in which to make its case on behalf of 
Fort McClellan which has been put on the 
Pentagon's recommended closure list for a 
third time. 

Commissioners expected to attend the meet- 
ing include Kling, Ret. A r m y  Maj. General 
Josue Robies, Jr., Rebecca Cox, A1 Cornelia, 
and Ret. General James B. Davis. 

Davis visited Fort McClellai on March 22 
of this year and met with military and civilian 
leaders. 

Chamber Task Force members hope to use 
these visits to impress upon the commission- 
ers the importance of Fort McClellan's mis- 

included a variety of positions with insurance sions. 
and financial companies. The information the commissioners gather 

Kling's visit follows Tuesday's Southeast from their visits is expected to be panof the 
regional meeting of the BRAC commission at commission's deliberations in late-~unc. 
Birmingham's Boutwell Auditorium. At press BRAC members will report their findings to 
time, five of the eight BRAC commissioner President Bill Clinton on July I. 
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the Commission 
Fort supporters optimistic about their case 

Tuesday. "You alw;iys would like 
By Eric Larson more time." 
Star Military Writer -. - - chemical and . 

militqt police schools to h e  Mis- One of the factcrs that distin- 
If only it were possible to read minds. ,,* base. guishes this effort from the 1991 
Then Fort McClellan's SupPo- Kling said he had not thought and 1993 baseclos~lre rounds - 

might have a better idea of whether their about whether his Missouri con- both of which resulted in the 
arguments for keeping their base open nections would require him to re- commission removilg McClellan 
are getting across t.0 h e  six fllen and two cuse himself during the vote on fi0m the Pentagon's list - is the 
women who will decide the fort's fate. McClellan. He noted ha t  he has fact that SO many fo mer brass are 

Local offcials were cautiously opti- connections to Fort McCle]lm, part of the discussi ~ n .  Tuesday's 
mi~tic after presenting their case at the - one of his sons went through hearing had two retired generals 
Base Closure and Realignment Corn- basic training at the fort, he said. and "0 retired colollels who have 
mission's regional hearing in Birming- After the tour Kling was played major roles at the fort's 

chemical or military police ham Tuesday. But members scheduled to sit down with leaders rhmls, weren't saying whether "Y'" ' W ~ Y  to of fie community who would like save the fort for a third time in five 
to convince him that McClellan is years. Joining Mojecki and Phillips in 

On a visit to Fort McClellan this worth keeping. making presentation:: to the com- 
morning, commissioner S, Lee Kling The McClellan boosters argued mission Tuesday wen: Gerald Wat- 

the pitch by McClellanVs support- Tuesday at the C O ~ ~ ~ S S ~ O ~ ' S  re- son and Charles Hi les, both for- 
ers "a very good presentation." gional hearing in Birmingham that mer ~ ~ m m n d e r s  of the fort. 

"Some very good points were made moving the schools would hurt Outsiders must come to the 
yesterday," he said at a news conference training and Put national security fonvs defense becaus<: its missions 
before a briefing and tour of McClellan at risk. Although their focus was don't receive the dt:ference hey 
todayg On lhey 'Iso lalked deefve, said Hines, row 

Kling, however, did not take a firm about the impormce of Fort of Prairie View A&M University in 
stand on McClellan, saying only that he McC1ellan the local economy- Texas. Within the Army there is 
planned to "look at everything which is "an absence of intenla1 advocacy 
good for this country as a whole and not The commission has until July for the chemical corps and military 
any specific ares." 1 to make its recommendations to police corps," he said. 

The St. Louis banker visited Fort Congress on which bases to close. 
-- -- 

-Leonard wood in Missouri last week. Because there wasn't my time The fact that the commission 
'The A ~ ~ ~ ,  wants to move McClell@s for feedback from the commission has twice voted Fort AfcClellan off 

-- - members, "time will tell" as to the list is a good omen going into 
whether Tuesday's arguments sank this base closure I-ound, said 
in, said Rick Zehrer, defense liai- George Schlossberg, a Washington 
son for the Alabama Department of consultant hired by ihe state of 
Economic and Community Affairs. Alabama to argue for all its bases. 

"They certai~ly seemed to be Just as with the Fersian Gulf 
paying attention to all the points," war in 1991, this year s round has 
said Jack Mojecki, one of three re- seen an event that was unplanned 
tired chemical corps officers who and unfortunate, but can't be ig- 
helped give the presentation. nored. The Tokyo su)way nerve 

"We were a little rushed, but I gas attack in March also has cast a 
think we were able to make all the spotlight on the fon'.r Chemical 
points we wanted to," Walt Phil- Defense Training Facility. 
lips, a former chemical officer and Since the last two rounds, "our 
member of the Calhoun County position hasn't gotten weaker. It's 
Chamber of Commerce Military only gotten stronger," .Schlossberg 
Affairs Task Force who also spoke said. 
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Congre~s oof the Pfniteb atate$ 
Islashington, BB: 20515 -. 

..2'"- '3 * .: :r p t:+$ 
. , - + -  -*dq,&q 

April 18, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1730 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

During Commissioner Davis's site visit to Fort McClellan on 
March 22, he was briefed by Army Chemical School officials that 
it required 6-7 years (1981-1987) for the present Chemical 
Defense Training Facility (CDTF) to be permitted, constructed and 
become operational. We have requested that the Department of the 
Army provide the following information: 

1. What is the time schedule for permitting, con:struction, 
and operation of the proposed Chemical Defenst? Training 
Facility (CDTF) at Fort Leonard Wood, Missourli? 

2. Will the proposed CDTF become operational before the 
present facility at Fort McClellan is closed? 

3. If the answer to Question 2 is yes, will the 1T.S. 
Army Chemical School remain or will the CDTF hecome a 
stand-alone facility? 

We have requested that the Army provide this infclrmation by 
May 10 and we will forward the Army's response to the Commission 
as soon as we receive it. 

With kindest regards, we are 

Sincerely, 

United States M a t o r  

- 
Richard Shelby 
UI ' lited States Senator 

Glen ~rowder 
Member of Congress 





THE ARMY BASING STUDY 

BRAC 95 
ALTERNATIVE 

DOCUMENTATION 
SET 

ALTERNATIVE NO. I TSS-1C1 I 
[)ATE 

STATUS OF ANALYSIS: RED [XI  Dec 94 
AMBER r I-- 
GREEN [ ] -- 

DESCRIPTION 

Close Fort Leonard Wood except maintain an expanded enclave for the 
Reserve Components. Realign the Engineer Schod and Center t c ~  Fort 
McClellan and basic training to Forts Knox, Sill, and Jackson. OneStstion 
Unit Training realigns to Fort McClellan with the Engineer School. Acquire 
land and rebuild facilities and ranges needed by the Alabama National Guard. 
Truck driver training (88M) realigns to Fort Knox. 

ANALYST: MAI BLAKE HOLLIS, TRADOC ANALYST 1 



LEONARD WOOD 
FT SAM HOUSTON 

O&M 73 
MILCON 402 
OTHER - 149 
TOTAL 624 

CLOSE LEONARD WOOD 
RELOCATE THE ENG SCH & CTR TO McCLELLAN 
RELOCATE LEONARD WOOD BT TO SILL, KNOX & JACKSON 

STEADY STATE ($M) 83 (2000) 
RELOCATE OSUT TO McCLELLAN 
MAINTAIN AN EXPANDED RESERVE ENCLAVE 20 YEAR NPV ($M) 463 

CLOSEHOLD I SENSITIVE 1 I THE ARMY BASING STUDY 



FORT LEONARD WOOD 

OPERATIONAL: - Deferred from study during BRAC 91 and BRAC 93 
- Collocates Engineer, Military Police and Chemical training schools 
- Eliminates 1 basic training location 
- Operationally infeasible - adverse impact on training 
- Less training area (McClellan - 45K acres \ Leonard Wood - 62K acres) 
- Virtually eliminates ALARNG training at McClellan 
- Must RELOCATE & build for ALARNG facilities & training areas 
- ITRO consolidated civil const engr & motor vehicle operator tng at LW 

I ENVIRONMENTAL: Significant increase in environmental noise and smoke hazard. 

PERSONNEL: 
MILITARY CIVILIAN 

I STUDENTS 

I ECONOMIC: 56% direct and indirect job loss from total civilian employment of 39K 

REDUCTIONS 

RELOCATEMENTS 

i OTHER SEKviCiiiiDo~ FACTORS: None .-.- 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED Close McClellan and RELOCATE Chem and MP schools 
to Leonard Wood more operationally & financially sound 

Cost = $259 M 

CLOSEHOLD 1 SENSITIVE 

i 3673 1039 8944 # 

356 
I 15 

9 .  



THE ARMY BASING STUDY 

BRAC 95 
ALTERNATIVE 

DOCUMENTATION 
SET 

I ALTERNATIVE NO. 11 

SECTION l 

SCENARIO DEVELOPMENT 



Close Fon McCleIlan, except maintain an expanded enclave for the Reserve Components. Realign the 
Engineer School and Center to Fon McClellvl and basic training to Forts Knox, Sill anti Jackson. One- 
Station-Unit Training nligns to Fort McClellan with the Engineer School. Acquire land and rebuild 
facilities and ranges oeeded by the Alabama National Guard. Truck driver (88M) realigns to Fort Knox. 

f. INSTALLATIONS IN SCENARIO: 

TABS FORM A-1 (AUG 94) 
- - 



UICfSRC DESCRIPTION: PERSONNEL STRENGTH: STRATEGY: 
oFF/WOF/ENYcIv~AFK)THER 

h. REMARKS 
Fort Leonard Wood was d t f d  as a closure arnrlidak, due to cod. The om-ti- tcb execute this 
SecArmy was $612 M using COBRA Ver 5.04. The arrrtnt option costs $624 M as executed in 

I The growth +ed by this alteraativt at Fort McClellan can be accommodated but requires some 
investment to improve or expand the aistbg of the surrounding community. 

TABS FORM A-1 (AUG 94) 
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VlOVL55 SHEPPARD AFB, INSTR ELE 
* VJOVL65 

W O V L 7 0  
M 
M 

ACTTC MGT ENGR - 

PANAMA CITY, FL INSTR EL 
GOODFELLOW AF INSTR ELE 

0 0 0 



THE ARMY BASING STUDY 
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SET 
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PERSONNEL & ORGANIZATION 

DATA 



MIR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMk'; as of 16 MAY 94 

ACTlVEARMY 
ASP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

~ r m y  Base = MlRT LEONARD WOOD 
Stn Code = 29977 
Station = FT L WOOD, MO (FORT LEONARD WOOD) 

Lease = DAGA41W10041000 Exp = 091301% Interest = --------------- = = = = = = = P = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - -  --,------------ 

UIC R g t / U n b r  B r  P a r m t  U n i t  SRC ACTCO 
A s g t  TPSN D e r i v a t i v e  Unit S o u r c e  EDATE F Y  C V  Y FY FY F Y  F I 
OaOMC corrp~ IOEP COIUn 1WC 1995 1996 1997 1W1! 199V L L - :  
============.=========================== -.--------------------""""--------------------------------..---------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------- 

TYPE UNIT: TOE UNITS 

00 0005 EN BN CBT CORPS MECH 0543SL200100 U OFF: 24 28 28 28 211 28 29 
FC 21353 SMS 19941116 W F :  1 1 1 1 ' I  1 
vSKD3 1 USSE ENL: 471 458 458 458 4Sll 458 458 

Ud7M 00 0063 00 DETEOO TEAM 09527LBOoUn, U OFF: 1 1 1 1 .I 1 1 
FC UW2 SWS 199b1016 UOF: 0 0 C 0 I I  0 0 
-6 1 U!iW FC1W ENL: 16 16 16 16 It; 16 16 

W F M  00 0093 W )  HSQEVACUATIW aftMuO00100 J OFF: 0 
FC unz S~IS i w n s  UOF: o 
US8m4 1 USSn ENL : 0 

BY PRIME Pam 
A C O P P W  

1 

CO ASLT FLT BRG 

1 
L 

co PIP~LINE U ~ S T  

1 

OFF: S 5 5 5 !i 5 5 
wc: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
EWL: 153 1% in in iz! in in 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 41 0 0 
Y#: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
E I t l : 3 8 3 8 3 8 5 1 1 3 8 3 8  

OfF: 0 
w: 0 
ENL : 0 - 

OSOTOtlCoOZOO J OFF: 0 
#S 1OOCWlSU)F: 0 
VSSE ENL : 0 

05434L000200 J OFF: 5 0 
S)IS lOOSWl5 UOF: 1 0 
VSSE ENL: 145 0 

.? WXQM 00 0562 EN DETFFTG FIRE TRK (KS1OLB00100 U OFF: 0 0 0 0 ! I  0 0 -' FC 31573 Sf4S 19941016 W F :  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.' ' vS8NoC 1 USK FC1095 ENL: 6 6 6 6 0 6 5 

,:~UHD6M 00 0521 EN DETFFTC UATER TRK OS5lOLCOO1W U OFF: 0 0 0 0 ( I  0 0 
..., FC 31575 SnS 19941016 W F :  0 0 0 0 (1 0 0 

VZBCEG 1 VSSE FClOOS ENL: 2 2 2 2 i! 2 2 
- - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - - - - - - - - - - -  - .  

TOTAL OFF: 40 39 39 39 30 39 3: 
TOTAL W F :  3 3 3 3 :I 3 3 

OE m S  TOTALENL: 1023 882 918 918 9111 918 918 _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMAS as of 16 MAY 94 

A r n A R M Y  
A S P  STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

m y  Base = FORT LEONARD WOOD 
Sul Code = 29977 
Station = FT L WOOD, MO (FQRT LEONARD WOOD) 

Lease = DACA41!W10041000 Exp = 091301% Interest = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  --------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------- 
UIC R g t m n b r  B r  P a r e n t  Unit SRC ACTCO 
A s g t  TPSN D e r i v a t i v e  Un i t  Source  EDATE FY FY FY FY FY FY FY 
OOOMC Coap0 W)EP C U U N  1994 1995 1996 1007 1998 1999 2000  -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  .......................... 

u0vLSS vOVl CTRCTR & f T  LUOOD OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 
T C  40551 ~ U U L  bntrvnuu ~ r t i  INSTR ELE TAD UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VSEU TC0295 ENL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

WVlS7 YOVL CTRCTR & F T  LUOOO OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TC 56551 W ~ L  co D ssc EN BN TAD WF : o o o o o o o 

1 VSEU TCO29S ENL: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

UOVL65 M t f L  CTRCTR 6 FT LUWD Off :  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TC U S 5 1  UO\fL PANMA CITY, FL INSTR ELE TAD WF:  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 YSEU TC0295 EWL: 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 

mrn UO~L CTRCTR L n LWOO OFF: o o o o o o o 
TC 46551 UOM GQI)FELLW AFB IUSTI EL€ TAD W: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 YSN TeazpT OlL: 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

UOVL71 UM CTRCTR & FT LUIQ) OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
~ ~ ~ 6 5 5 1  VOVL HQ co smn  RAWS BN TAD w: o o o o o o o 

1 YSEU TCOZQS OIL: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
./ 
n~ UM CTRCTRL n LWOO OFF: 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 
-46551 UM HQ 00 8TTH EWCR BN TAD W: 0 0 0 0 0 0 .  0 

1 VSfll Tm295 EML: 122 122 122 122 122 122 122 
UEC: 10 10 10 10 10 1 0  10 

-74 UOVL CTRCTR & FT LUOQ) 
TC L655l WOW. W A %TH TRANS BU 

1 

YOVLn W V L  CTRCTR L FT LUOOO 
TC (6551 WVL CO 8 SUTH TRANS BW 

1 

WF: 
TAD .w: 
YSfll la295 Em: 

UEC: 

OFF: 
TAD w: 
VSEU 1'CSZPS EWL: 

. OFF: 
TAD W: 
VSEU T m 2 9 5  EWL: 

-76 UOvL CTRCTR & FT LUOOO OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TC 46sS1 UOVL CO C SETH TRANS 8N TAD W: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VSEU TCO29S ENL: 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 

UOVL78 UOVL CTRCTRLFTLUOOO OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TC 46551 VOVL CO A 8 7 l H  ENGR BW TAD W F  : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1 VSEU TCO29S ENL: 1 5 7  1 5 7  1 5 7  157 1 5 7 .  157 1 5 7  
USC: 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 

W L T P  W V L  CTRCTR L FT LUOOD OFF : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
TCC6551  W V L  CO 8 STITH ENCR BN T AD W F  : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VSEU TCOZOS ENL: 88 88 88 88 88 88 88 

UOVLtlO W V L  CTRCTR L FT LUWD OFF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
TC 46551 UOVL CO C 8 R H  ENCR BN TAD W F :  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 VSEU TCO295 ENL: 103 103 103 103 1 0 3  103  103 

W L Z B  VOVL CTRCTR 6 FT LUOOO OFF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
46551 UOVL 169TH ENCR BN TAD W F :  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

J ~ R ~ V  1 VSEU TCOZOS ENL: 15 15  15  1 5  15  15  15 
USC : 2 2 2 7 2 Z 2 



FOR OFFICIALCUSE, ONLY * -  

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

S A W  as of 16 MAY 94 

nrmy Base = FORT LEONARD WOOD 
Stn Code = 29977 
Station = FT L WOOD, MO (FORT LEONARD WOOD) 

Lease = DACA419910041000 t'xp = W/30/% Interest = ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------- -------------- - -  
UIC Rg t /Unbr  B r  Parent Uni t  SR. ACTCO 
Asgt TPSN Derivative Unit  Swrce  EDATE FY FY Y FY FY f t  F r 
OODMC Canpo ~ E P  rrww IWC 1005 i w 6  1 9 9 7  iwe im 2005 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  ------- - - -  

WINOW WINO BOE3RD BASIC TNG OFF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
Tc 66105 WINO B CO 3-10TH INFANTRY TAD UOF : 0 0 0 0 C 1  0 i 

1 TATC TC0295 ENL: 1 6  16 16 16 16, 16 ' &  a L 

W m l O  U l m  BDEMD BASIC TNG OFF : 2 2 2 2 2 ' 2 2 
TC 66105 U 1 W  B CO 4-10TH INFANTRY TAD UOf: 0 0 0 0 C 1 0 C 

1 TATC T C O M  EWL: 16 1 6  16 16 16 1 6  15 

v l M O l 3  U1MO BOE3RD BASIC TNG OFF: 7 ? 2 2 i' 2 2 
TC 66105 U 1 W  C #) 2 - l O l n  INFANTRY TAD YOF : 0 0 0 0 [I 0 0 

1 TATC EML: 16 16 16 16 10 16 16 
/ 

s-YI)IQIC UlMO BDE3RD BASIC TUG OFF: 2 2 2 2 i ! 2 2 
TC 66105 UItlQ C CO 3- lOTH I I F M T R Y  TAD W: 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

1 TATC TCOZOS ML:  16 16 16 l6 10 16 16 

Ulm15 ulna mUw, BASIC T I G  OFF: 2 2 2 2 i' 2 2 
TC 6610s UlHQ C 00 4-lOfH I W F M R Y  TAD W: 0 0 0 0 (I 0 0 

1 TATC TCOt05 ENC: 16 16 16 141 16 16 

'lWO18 Ulna mOw, W l C  ncG W F :  2 2 Z Z  i ! 2 2 
66105 Ulna 0 CO 2-1OTH IWFAWTRY TAD WF: 0 0 0 • 1 0 0 

1 TATC TCOZPS ENL: 16 16 16 10 16 16 

.Ul#19 vtnQ QoE3ao U S I C  TNC OFF: 2 2 2' z i! 2 2 
TC a105 UlnQ 0 Q) 3-1QTI 1NFAltRI TAD YDF: 0 0 0 t 1 0 0 

1 TATC TCOZOS EYL: 16 16 "16 Y 1 16 M 

UlnQ B O W  BASIC T I C  
Ulna 0 CO 4 10TH INFANTRY 

1 

ulm mORD @ASIC T I C  
u1m E co 6-IOTN INFANTRY 

1 

Ulm BDORD BASIC TUG 
Ulm A CO 5-1OTH INFANTRY 

1 

U 1 m  80- BASIC T I C  
Ulm B CO 5-10TH INFANTRY 

1 

UlMO BDE3RD BASIC TNG 
WINO C CO 5-1oTH INFANTRY 

1 .. 

TAD 
TATC 

TAD 
TATC T C O m  

TAD 
TATC TC0295 

TAD 
TATC 

TAD 
TATC T C O m  

OFF: 
W F :  
ENL : 

WF: 
UOF: 
ENL : 

OFF: 
W F  : 
EML : 

OFF : 
UOF : 
EWL: 

OFF.: 
UOF: 
ENL : 

WlMO40 UlMO BDE3RD BASIC TNC OFF: 2 2 2 2 ;? 2 
TC 66105 U l n a  D CO 5-10TH INFANTRY TAD W F  : 0 0 0 0 I )  0 

1 TATC TC0295 ENL: 1 6  16 16 I6 I t 5  16 ' 5  

UlHOG1 U l W  BDE3RD BASIC TNG OFF: 2 2 2 2 ,? 2 - 7 
0 0 0 0 TC 66105 U l H 9  E CO 5-1OTH INFANTRY TAD W F  : 

1 TATC TCO29S ENL: 16 16 16 16 1 1 6  :o 

'1W2 UlHO BDE3RD BASIC TNG OFF : 2 2 2 Z > 2 Z 
i C  66105 UlMO E CO 2-1OTH INFANTRY A 3  WF : 0 0 0 a 0 0 C 

1 TATC TCOZOS ENL: 16 16 16 U 115 1 6  't 



MIR OFFICIAL USE ONLY - - 
S A W S  as of 16 MAY 94 

ACTNEARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

. .my Base = FORT LEONARD WOOD 
Stn Code = 29977 
Station = L WOOD, MO (FORT LEONARD WOOD) 

1 .. ,..A = .-,, 1).4CA41!W10041000 Exp = OY/30/9(; l--f-rest = --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- - 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------?------- 

U IC  Rg t /Unbr  B r  P a r e n t  U n i t  SRr ACTCO 
A s g t  TPSN O e r i v a t  ive Unit , ,urce EDATE FY FY FY FY F Y  FY FY 
OOOMC colpo COEP CCWUl 1004 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
=w---=======M======================================-=====--=============================- ------------------- ---------------- 

UlClQZE LllMQ BDE3RD BAS1 C TNC OFF: 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
T c  66105 Ulna HP 6-1OTH INFANTRY TAD W f  : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 TATC TCOZOZ ENL: 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 
USC : 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

Lf lW BDE3RD BASIC TNG 
LllC14 35TH EWCR 8N 

1 

OFF : 
UOF : 

TCO295 EWL: 
USC : 

TAD 
TATC 

TAD 
TATC 

DAR 
U R E  

TAD 
W C  

OFF : 
WF: 

TCOZOZ EYL: 
USC: 

U2S8 D I V  ENG W RIVER 
FT L E r v r P n  UWO AREA OFC 

1 

LDLF RCN6TH U U C I D C  
r rw ~ T H  RGN FT LEV RA 

1 

& tOOZ 0 0 O P E I f E s T L N U  
SF46041 LDqtOUOQTECTEOOFTLUQX)  TAD 

1 FACS 
% 

WF: 
m: 

SFOCQS 011: 
USC: 

-- 
ws235 LBSZ BW UUINsaM M I  
AS 56084 CBS2 FT LEOURD UOOO RES OFC TAD 

1 KT I S 

OFF: 
UIF: 

60295 U C :  

U3vs14 uJvs C T R U U M I L P E R S  
)(P -1 LBVS PER~OWEL smIn #R PT TAD 

1 FAPU 

OFF: 
UOFr 

NP0395 EML: 

-!A Ll3VS HQ 20 ROTC REGION 
TC 66850 bl3VS 4 BDE UQ) RCN ROTC FLU OAR 

1 TROT 

OFF: S 5 5 5 5 S 5 
UDF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
EYL: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

U43T2O LEST ACTV LOG SUP L O G U  A OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
X ' X I b t l l  f i 3 T L A O F T L H ) O D  TAD 19960601 UOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 ADLS X 1 0 m  ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC : 2 6 6 6 6 6 6 

U4902l WOO CTROFAS INDIAMAPOLIS A OfF: 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 
OF U 2 l  LKW DAO FORT LEOUARD UOOO TAD 19931101 YOF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 JDFC 0F01B ENL: 24 38 38 38 38 38 38 
USC : 0 93 9 3  93 93 93 93 

Ud9U06 u69R GRPRC TRN STH ARMY OFF: 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 
FC 46031 UL9R R T T 1  LEONARD V332 TAD M F  : c. 0 0 0 0 0 0 n 

1 TRAP FC2095 ENL: 14 2 2 2 2 2 2 

9R17 LlGOR GRPRC TRN 5TH ARMY OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 . 46031 LU9R RTT2 LEWARD Uoa> TAD WF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 TRAP FC2095 ENL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 





FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
S A M P S  as of 16 MAY 94 

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRAM)C 

m y  Base = FORT LEONARD WOOD 
Stn Code = 29977 
Station = R L WOOD, MO (FORT LEONARD WOOD) 

jrc..a3c: - " " - 4  .....-.. 419910041000 Exp = 09/30/% I n te res t  = 
=========================================================================================--.-===::================= 
U I C  Rgr/Unbr Br Parent Unit SRC ACTCO 
I C ? ~  TOCU Der iva t i ve  Snit  Source EDAT t FY FY F v  r v  F i  f Y  F Y  
DOOMC coai>u mutr CCNlH 1994 1995 19% 1997 1998 1W 7000 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.------------------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  ---- 

INSTALLAT 1 Oh1 TOTALS 

=====================-=_===========================================================================::================= 
TOTAL OFF: 967 967 935 931 931 931 931 
TOTALWF:  40 42 42 41 41 41 41 
TOTAL ENL: 10584 10415 11990 12169 120'15 12016 12016 
TOTALMIL:  11591 11424 12967 13141 129117 12988 12988 
TOTAL USC: 1913 2207 1952 1962 19% 1956 1956 
TOTAL OTH: 2767 2767 2767 2767 2767 2767 2771 
TOTAL CIV: 4600 4974 4719 4729 4731 4723 4727 
TOTAL POP: 16271 16398 17686 17870 in-18 inti in15 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------.------------------ ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.------------------ 

Supported Poprlntion (All Scrriccs) 

Active: 855 
Dependents of Active: 22947 

R e s e r v e  Coaparwrrt: 4750 
Ocparknts of Reserve Colporrart: 336 

Retiree: 6894 
Dqmdmts of Retiree + Survivors: Ilm -------- 

47)60 

Sarct: FY 1993 D E R S  data frm the Dcfa\rc M i c a 1  Information System CDMIS) 



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
ACTIVE ARMY 

ASiF STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

SAMN; as of 16 MAY 94 

.my Base = M)RT LEONARD WOOD 
Stn Code = 29978 
Station = FT L WOOD, MO (ECS 66 (G))  

F3cilit!. ID = 510010 Cong Dist = 03 MUSARC = 102 ARCOM 
Facilit~ - ECS 66 ( G ) ,  BLDG 1391-A 

FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO 65473-5840 Phone: 3 14-256-1207 

Lease = DACA4199100Q1000 Exp = 091301% Interest = hl?'7';?TPLAN ------------------------------------------------------------ ----------------------------------------------------------------- - - -  ------------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ------- - -  - - 

U I C  Rgt/Unbr Br Parent Unit SRC ACTCO 
Asgt TPSN Der i va t i ve  Unit Source EDATE F Y i r F Y  F Y  F Y  F Y  F Y  
D a ) M C  Cocrp0 ClOEP C C W  1WL 1995 1996 1997 1999 1999 2000 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

TYPE IINIT: TDA UNITC 

U30V!2 U3DV F T S F l S l O U R C C M  
FC -10 ECS 66 (GI (FTS) OAR 

1 ARFU 

OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
WF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USC: 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 

W V ! N  W V  FTSFTS 10ZARCCH OFF: 0 
FC 66810 VSOE.1 002S HASH DET 1 (FTS) DA1 W F  : 0 

1 AR FU EWL: 0 
UX: 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

TOTAL OFF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL YDF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

'IDA UN'n'S TOTAL ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTALUSC: 30 29 29 29 29 29 29 ---------------------------------------.------------------------------------------------------------------.------- 

~ P E  UNIT: TENANTS 

m V 6 8  U3DV FTSFTS 102ARCOn OFF : 0 
FC 66810 VSOEAI 002s 10 MSP WSH DET 1 O A I  W F  : 0 

1 AUFU 'EWL : 1 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
TOTAL OFF: 0 , O  0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

O T H E R  TENJ??S - 
TOTBl. EU? : 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 

--=====-========---,,~======--=====================================y-~~==-=.==============~ 

TOTAL OFF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL Wf: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL EWL: 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I N S T A L U T I W  TOTALS TOTAL M IL :  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL USC: 30 29 29 29 29 29 29 
TOTAL OTH: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTALCIV :  30 29 29 29 2 9  29 29 
TOTALPOP: 31 29 29 29 29 29 29 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

------------*------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 



OOWCESSIONS 
SATO 
BANK 
CREDIT UNION 
RED CROSS 

U4JX A O T C  nGT ENGR 
W490 CTRDFAS INDIA 
w3ZH SCHPOLYG INST 

A: R FORCE 
AF DISASTER PR 
AIR FORCE 

W06Q HQ USA RCTG Q11 
POLYGRAPH INST 

----- ----- ------ ------ - 
21 11 104 136 

S I P  TROOP LIST ORMRED BY f W O R  UNIT 
F o r t  McClellan -- 01102 
M UNIT Z -- GARRISON 

FY 2000 

CA 
K UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION _- ---- --------- -- ---- -- ------------- 
TC MK5AA MKS CTRUSAOWPa 
AX 031805 AAFES 
04 W S O l  BASOPS OONTRAC 
C?l eSKSO2 BASOPS CXINlRAC 
CX e4K512 MEOW COH172AC 
DF DCSROB DEFENSE (30MSV 
NF TRlOOl NON-APPROPRIAT 
MF TR-2 KIN-APPROeR I AT 
cn M S l l  . MDDAC COPCrCZAC 
ar esK510 BASOPS COPmZAC 
Cn WKS09 BASOPS CONTRAC 
0 4  e4JCSo8 BASOPS CONTRAC 
m e4Kso7 BASOQS cmTRAc 
04 wsos BASOPS cowxhc 
QJlebKs04 BASOPS CuaRAc 
cn w s o 3  BlCSOPS a B m A c  
fC WCSBAA 12113L000 00 0014 AG BNOARm 
NF TRFW3 M)N-APPRWRI AT 
FC MK1840 WOU8 GARHQ USA FT M 
ttS I Q K - A  W2Pll A C N S A E D D E P  
C1SW2KNA Ct2P1L ACnsA M D  DEP 
TC WKW MKS CTRUSA ulHJ & 

nc UIC 

----- ------ ------ ------- 
231 , 176 407 543 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
OFF W F  ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP 

S I P  TROOP LIST ORDERED BY PWOR UNIT 
Fort Leonard Wood -- 29995 

W UNIT A - EN CTR AND SCH 
FY 1996 

CA TOTAL 
SRC R S W B R  OESCRIPTICN OFF ClOF ENL MIL 

--------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ----I ------ 
WOVL CTRCTRLFTLW 207 19 1386 1612 

ENGINEER SCH F 247 12 24 283 
ENGINEER SCH F 128 0 0 128 

121 131000 00 0399 AG BNMRMY 0 1 39 40 
NCOACADPIV- 0 0 331 331 

wOVL CTRCTR & FT LW 6 0 6 12 ----- ----- ------ ------ 
588 32 1786 2406 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY M30R UNIT 
F o r t  Leonard Wood -- 29995 
MAJOR UNIT 8 -- USATC EN 

FY 1996 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
CIV CIV CIV POP 

------ ------ ------ ------- 
889 0 889 3295 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
K UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTICN OFF M)F ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP - ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ----- ------ ------ ------- 



U1nQ BDEXDEASICT 
REEPTIOlJ STAT 
USATC. n. woo 
USATC, FT. WOO 

UtW 6E2NDTNG(05 
M I N E  CORPS 
USATC, FT. WDO 
USATC, FT. MI0 

----- ----- ------ ------ - 
96 0 8859 8955 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT 
For t  k i 0 ~ r - d  W -- 29995 

MAJOR UNIT C -- CORPS TROOPS 
FY 1996 

-- ------- 
57 9012 

Database 
Vet 4.20 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
?C UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTICN Off WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP -- --- -------- -- --- -- -------- ----- ----- ----- ---- ------ ------ ------ ------- 
FC WC9WAA 05520LC00 00 0285 EN TM QUARRY 7STP 0 0 38 38 0 0 0 38 
FC WC32AA 19477L000 00 0463 MP CQ CBT SPT 5 0 172 177 0 0 0 177 
FC WC9NAA 19477L000 00 0300 ff CX CST SfT 5 0 172 177 0 0 0 177 
FC WAMAA 05435L200 00 0005 EN BN CBT CORPS M 28 1 458 487 0 0 0 487 
FC UOXQAA 05510LB00 00 0562 EN OETFFTG FIRE T 0 0 6 6 0 0 0 6 
FC WOW 05510LC00 00 0521 EN DETFFTG CCATER 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 ---- ----- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------- 

38 1 848 887 0 0 0 887 
ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 

For t  Leonard Wood -- 29995 Ver 4.20 
MAX)R UNIT Y -- TENANTS 

FY 1996 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
K: UIC SRC RS UN~M BR DESCRIPTION OFF KF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP 

CE CQSBIB U2S8 DIV ENG MD RIV 1 0 0 1 9 0 9 10 
XB WYWR WOV6 WATCXM 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 
SEMKE28 HOKE AGV USA LEGAL 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
AF F l M  OOO1 AIR FORCE 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
AF ~ ~ 6 8 0 ~  a+ 3 7 5 0 6 ~ ~  o o o o o 2 2 2 
CE W A 3  00 0249 EN BN PRIM KMER 0 1 15 16 0 0 0 16 
FC W67AA 09527LB00 00 0063 OD OETEOO Tun 1 0 16 17 0 0 0 17 
FC M9R06 WQ9R 6RPRCTRNSTH 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 
W M9021 W90 CTRDFAS INDIA 1 0 38 39 93 0 93 132 
XX U43T20 U43T ACTVLCSSJPL 0 0 0 0 6 0 6 6 
lC W ! A  U3US HQ 20 ROrC REG 5 0 2 7 0 0 0 7 
RC W I N  W6Q HQ USA RCTG M 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 
CE UO3F03 UO3F CTRENGRHOUS 0 1 15 16 0 0 0 16 
AF )(60001 AIR FORCE 2 0 8 10 0 0 0 10 
W W 1 4  WNS CTRUSAflILPE 0 0 19 19 0 0 0 19 
AS W 3 5  W3S2 BN USAI)oI1 M 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 3 
SF W3Q205 W3Q2 CMD OPER TEST 1 0  1 2 1 0 1 3 
CB -48 U3LF RGN6THUSACIDC 0 3 5 8 1 0 1 9 
RX #OR01 RED CROSS 0 0 0 0 0 11 11 11 
OF !OK04 DEFENSE PRINT1 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 7 
OF !OM03 MFREUTILaM 0 0 0 0 15 0 15 15 
DF !OK02 DEFENSE INVEST 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 
UG !OM01 GSA 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 
FC U3DV!2 W3W FTSFTS 1OZARCO 0 0 0 0 29 0 29 29 
FC WUM)6 WUW FTSTS 102ARCO 0 2 8 10 0 0 0 10 
FC MWB4 W US A M  RES SP 28 1 46 75 10 0 10 8 5 
XX W4L628 W4L6 USA TMOE SPT G 0 0 3 3 7 0 7 10 
TC W 1 2  WdM ACrrC S T  ENGR 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2 
fC U49R17 W9R GRPRC TRN 5TH 1 0  1 2 0 0 0 2 --_-- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 

42 9 183 234 190 16 206 440 
09/19/94 ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY W R  UNIT Database 
WR- For t  Leonard Wood -- 29995 Vet 4.20 

MAJOR WIT Z -- G4RRISON 
FY 1996 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
PC UIC SRC RSUNMBR DESCRIPTION OFF M)F ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP 
-- ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
,--. - - - -  # ? p c - ;  ';SA FT & a  n 2 3 0 0 0 2 - .  - - 



WlML ACNSA- 171 2 319 492 
DEFENSE CMSV 0 0 1 1 
WAPPRWRIAT 0 0 0 0 
MFES 0 0 0 0 
amRAcTSUP#) 0 0 0 0 

--- ---- ----- -- - 
171 2 322 495 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY fU30R UNIT 
F o r t  Leonard Wood -- 29995 

W R  UNIT A -- EN CTR AND SCH 
FY 2000 

741 0 741 1233 
104 0 104 105 

0 102 102 102 
0 354 354 354 
0 2053 2053 2053 

.---- ---- ----- ------ 
845 2751 35% 4091 

Database 
Vet 4.20 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
HC UIC SRC RS UIJUM BR DESCRIPTION OFF M)F ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP - ----- --------- -- ---- -- ----------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ----- ------ ------- 
TC WOM-A WVL CTRCTR & FT LW 207 19 1390 1616 893 4 897 2513 
TC I052/P ENGINEER SCH F 129 0 0 129 0 0 0 129 
TC I052/Y ENGINEER SCH F 242 11 24 277 0 0 0 277 
TC W F A A  12113LOOO 00 0399 AG BNDAW 0 1 3 9 4 0  0 0 0 40 
TC M)M=A WVL CTRCTR & FT LW 6 0 6 12 0 0 0 12 
TC I652/Y Na)ACADMY- 0 0 354 354 0 0 0 354 

----- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
584 31 1813 2428 893 4 897 3325 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT Database 
F o r t  Lecmard Clood - 29995 Ver 4.20 

14AK)R UNIT B -- USATC EN 
FY2ooo 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
rlC UIC SRC RS WAN BR DESCRIPTION OFF K# ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP ------- - --- -- ------ -- - - - 

WlMQ BM3RD BASIC T 94 0 667 761 
WlW BDE2ND TNG (OS 0 0 0 0 

U S A T C , ~ . ~  o o 1341 1341 
MARINE a P S  2 0 7 9 
USATC, FT. WOO 0 0 1184 1184 
USATC,FT.WOO 0 0 72 72 
USATC,FT.WOO 0 0 5080 5080 
RECEPTION STAT 0 0 507 507 ----- 

% 0 8858 8954 
S I P  TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAJOR UNIT 

Fo r t  LeoMrd Wood - 29995 
P1AX)R UNIT C - CORPS TROWS 

f f2000 

-- ------ 
57 818 
0 0 
0 1341 
0 9 
0 1184 
0 72 
0 so00 
0 507 -- 
57 9011 

Dat8base 
ver 4.20 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
tC UIC SRC RS UNlM BR DESCRIPTION OFF M)F ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP -- -- -------- -- -- I - - - -  
FC bWD6AA OSSlOLCOO 00 0521 EN OETFFK WTER 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 
FC WAMAA 05435~;?00 00 000s EN BN CBT CORPS n 28 1 458 487 o o o 487 
FC K;32AA 19477L1)Oo 00 0463 HP CD C8T SPT 5 0 172 177 0 0 0 177 
FC WCPNAA 19477LQ00 00 0300 MP CO CBT SPT 5 0 172 177 0 0 0 177 
f C  WC9WAA 05520LC00 00 0285 EN TM QUARRY 75W 0 0 38 38 0 0 0 38 
FC HOXQAA 05510Lt300 00 0562 EN DETFFTG FIRE T 0 0 6 6 0 0 0 6 ---- ----- -- ----- ---- ----- ----- ------ 

38 1 848 887 0 0 0 887 
09/19/94 ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MJOR UNIT Database 

F o r t  Leonard k o d  - 29995 Ver 4.20 
lrllWOR UFIIT Y -- TENANTS 

FV2ooo 

CA 
PC UIC SRC RS W BR DESCRIPTICMI OFF -- ------ --------- -- ---- -- ------------- ----- - 
XX W4L628 W4L6 USATHDESPTG 0 
FC w4M184 W4MV US A M  RES SP 28 
FC WB67AA 09527LB00 00 0063 OD DETEOD TEAM 1 
CE W 1 A 3  00 0249 EN BN PRIME W R  0 
FC W3DV06 W3DV FTSFTS 102ARCO 0 
AS W3S235 W3S2 BNUSAINSXMM 0 
MP W3VS14 W3VS CTRUSAMILPE 0 
TC W3W5!A W3W5 HQ 20 ROTC REG 5 
XX U43T20 L:?T ACTVLOGSUPL 0 - - .  - -  --=AS INDIA 1 

TOTAL 
ENL MIL ------ ------ 

3 3 
46 75 
16 17 
15 16 
8 10 
2 3 

19 19 
2 7 
0 0 

38 39 

US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
CIV CIV CIV POP ----- ------ ------ ------- 

7 0 7 10 
10 0 10 85 
0 0 0 17 
0 0 0 16 
0 0 0 10 
0 0 0 3 
0 0 0 19 
0 0 0 7 
6 0 6 6 

93 0 93 132 



MC UIC -- ----- -- 
FC MX1839 
AX 330800 
ay HMO1 
HS W1ML-A 
W m C 2 5  
NF TWO01 
NF MOO3 

K: UIC - ----- 
TC Wl ECAA 
TC 1216/Y 
TC I216/P 
AF FKRN 
AF F13K 
MC * m 1  
TC Wl EGA 
rc I ~ I ~ / P  
TC 1215/P 
TC I 2 1  51Y 
NA *POMC4 

SRC 
.------- 

W03F 
W06Q 
WOKE 
WOY6 
WS8 
W3LF 
U3Q2 

GRPRC TRN m 
m 1OURCO 
AIR  FORCE 
&-A 375 CG US 
RED CROSS 
DEFENSE PRINT1 
M F  REUTIL & M 
DEFENSE INVEST 
GSA 
GRPRC TRN 5TH 
ACnC S T  ENGR 
AIR FORCE 
CTR ENGR HOU S 
HQUSARCTGCM 
M;;Y USA LEGAL 
HQ ATClJM 
DIV ENG tl0 RIV 
RW6TH USACIDC 
U l D  WER TEST 

----- ----- ------ ------ 
42 9 183 234 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY W O R  UNIT 
Fort Leonard Wood -- 29995 
EIIWOR W I T  Z -- GARRISON 

N 2000 

.----- ------ ------ ------- 
190 16 206 440 

Database 
Vet 4.20 

CA TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
RS UNlM BR DESCRIPTICN OFF WOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP -- ---- -- ------------- ----- ----- ------ ------ ----- ------ ------ ------- 

bU)U8 GAW USA FT M 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 
AAFES 0 0 0 0 0 354 354 354 
CONTRACTSUPW 0 0 0 0 0 2053 2053 2053 

WlML ACNSAMEM)AC 171 2 319 492 741 0 741 1233 
DEFENSE CXMY 0 0 1 1 104 0 104 105 
KIN-APPROPRIAT 0 0 0 0 0 242 242 242 
NON-APPROPRIAT 0 0 0 0 0 102 102 102 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY MAIOR UNIT 
h i d i o  kmtmey - 06305 

)4A30R W I T  A - OCIFLC 
FY 1996 

CA 
SRC R S W B R  DESCRIPTICN --------- -- --- -- ---- 

Wt EC ELEUSA DLI-FLC 
LANG COKTRACT 
LANG COKTRACT 

0060 AIR FORCE 
0311 AIRFORCE 

ADMIN DET USMC 
WlEC ELEUSA DLI-FLC 

DLI, L M  DENS1 
DLIFLC, M E R  
DLIFLC, KWTER 
NAV SEC GP DET 

OFF MK 
TOTAL 

ENL MIL -- -- 
180 217 
0 9 
33 38 
4 4 

27 29 
10 14 
60 82 
34 44 

2605 2864 
24 37 
17 20 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

US OTHER TOTAL 
CIV CIV CIV --- ------ ------ 
1225 0 1225 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
1 0 1 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

TOTAL 
POP 

---- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------- 
363 1 2994 3358 1226 0 1226 4584 

ASIP TROOP LIST ORDERED BY W W R  UNIT Database 
Presidio Montemy -- 06305 Vet 4.20 

MAJOR UNIT Y -- TENANTS 
FY 1996 

CA 
MC UIC SRC RS UNUM BR DESCRIPTION OFF W O F  -- ------ --------- -- ---- -- -------------- ----- ----- 
OF W4H7=A U4H7 ELEDEF MPR DAT 1 O 
DF W 7 A A  W 7  ELEDEF MPR DAT 2 0 
TC MAE01 MAE CTRANALY CTR 5 0 
SE W4909 UO49 ISTUSARIBSS 0 0 

TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP 
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December 8.1994 DAIM-FDP-A 

* .  
TRAINING INSTALLATION FACILITIES APlJALYSIS 

Povulation Summaw, Stationing increases 5,382 military and 799 US civilian spaces 2: 
Ft McClellan; increases 3,621 military and 136 US avilian spaces at Ft Jackson; inaeas- 
1,426 military and 116 US civilian spaces at Ft Sill; increases 795 military and 144 US 
civilian spaces at Ft Knox 

b u m ~ t i o n s :  "c- -.<--I_.- 

None 

analvsis: 
Key Facilities Requiring Construction: 

# I 

Ft McClelIan- 

Pescri~ti on C G  Sco~e  (k Sn Cost S(000I 
Bde Hq 14182 20 2667 
Bn HQ 14183 159 21,001 
CO HQ 14185 148 8,929 t 

Gen Inst BMg 17120 
Appl Inst Bldg 17130 
AVUM Mnt Hangar 21110 
Veh Mnt Sh Org 21410 
Wash Fac 21456 5,736 
GP Whse-Ins t 44200 210 14,490 
Con t Hum Whse 44230 11 759 k 
Infl Matls Whse 44240 11 1,241 
GP Admin 61050 - t l ~ + ( 2 - ~  
AFH 7llOF 179 FA 21,160 1,146 FA - 
~ ~ n g  UEPH nios 579 SP 30,427 q f / a 2 - ~  
Trainee Bks 7218P 677 SP 12,859 1,474 SP 
UOPH 7240P 173 SP 14356 127 SP 
Child S V ~  C~G, 74014 R ,  22 3,207 1 



Decemwr 8,1994 DAIM-FDP-A 

Description FCC S c o ~ e ( k  SF) CostH000) 
Gen Inst Bldg 17120 WB 
GP Whse-ht  44200 30 2,- d J 

Infl Matls Whse 44230 302 
Trainee Barracks R18P > JO.J20 471 SP 

3 3  - c C ? z W -  
k n o x  Total: S35.lM 

Ft Jackson- --- 
Bn HQ 3.367 
C m  6,334 - - -V 
Gen Inst Bldg 17120 24 2,771 
Veh Mnt Sh Org 21410 3 
GP \VhseInst 44200 128 9,231 
Cont Hum Whse 44230 6 483 
Infl Matls Whse 44240 6 791 
A E I  7llOF 395 FA 
Ping UEPH 7210s WSP 
Trainee Barracks R18P 3,018 SP 
Child Spt Ctr 74014 4 615 
Phys Fit Ch 74028 23 3369 

\ 

1 ~aclcson Totak $ 2 7 m  ' . I 

Ft Sill- 

Dew;Eiption =-- OV 

1,987-== 4- -=9G * 

, Co HQ 14185 24 
Gen Jnst Bldg 17120 8 Cd 
GP \*Inst 44200 53 4#220 
Cmt Hum Whse 44230 3 221 
Id Matls Whse 44240 3 361 
AFH 7llOF 191 FA 
Plng UEPH 7210s 16 SP 
Trainee Barracks 7218P 1,029 SP 201 SP 
Phys Fit Ch 74028 9 

1 sill Total: $30.9M 1 

l~cenario Total: $256,6M 1 



F 

f. INSTALLATIONS IN SCENARIO: 
INSTALLATION STRATEGY (CLOS~GAIN~L~SEIDEACTIVATE) 

N A M E  
Fort Leonard Wood. MO Close except maintain a Reserve enclave. 
Fort McClellan. AL Gains Engineer school and OSUT. 1998 

c. DATE: 
1 2/99 J 

e OPTION NUMBER: 

I' C l ~ j i  Fon Lconnrd Wood. c.L.;. . ; i . l l l l l n i t ~  n Rcscne E n c l m ~  Rmltgn the Engineer school to Fon 
, 

g. MAJOR ACTIVITIES AND/OR ORGANIZATIONS AFFECTED (OR POTEK~ULL~Y AITE~X'ED): 

UICISRC DESCRIPTION: PERSONNEL STRENGTH: STRATEGY: 
OFfAhfoF/ENW=rvmAFK)THER DESTINATIONN EAR 

(See Anac hed) (See Attached) (See Attached) 

d. INSTALLATION CATEGORY: 
I 

c. SCENARIO DESCRlPTlON I SUMMARY: 

b. CANDIDATE LNSTALLATION: 
Fort Leonard Wood 

t 

McClell311. Realign Bas~c Tr; l~ . . , : :c  to Forts Jackson. Sill and Knos. OSUT realigns to Fcn %lcClellnn I 

with the Engineer School. 

I 



STRATEGY: 
DESTIFATIO N f f  EAR I UICISRC 

hREMARKS 

DESCRlPTlON: PERSONNEL STRENGTH: 
OFF u'OF,ESt'CIV/PItt4F~O~ER 

3 
-1 
I 

I 

1 
I) 



STUD 
1 1 

USC 
568 

t 

I ' 
I I I 1 - ! 

I I BOSMM MODEL I 91 1 0 9  1181 -591 1 t 
I I 

I 

TO MCCLELLAN: i 25' 75 100, 1571 I 

TO ANNISTON: 1 f 0) I I I 
I 1 TO LEONARD WOOU. i I I c I I I 
I I , 1 0  SILL: I I 0 1  36'  I i 

TO KNOX: 1 01 471 1 i j J 
i I TO JACKSON: 101 301 401 911 I - -- I 

TO FIRE: 9 '  109! 118' 591 1 
MEDICAL BOSMM 0 0 0 350' 
TO MCCLELLAN: 

I 
156, 292 448 344 

TO ANNISTON: 0 
TO SILL 0 
TO KNOX 0 

I TO JACKSON 0 
TO FIRE 0 0  0 350 
BASE X 44 124 168 155 
FIRE/BOSM SAVINGS 50 290 340 1035 

1 

TOTAL REALIGNED 688 3598 4286 1319 
I I I TOTAL1 601 3645 4246 20081 89 
I I 

i 
C I A 6  I UIC 1 UNlTlORG 

i i I 
1 OFF 1 WO 1 ENL IOT MI, us4r 
I I I I 

I I I :. MCCLEUAN C 1 .  1 I I I WHL TRK O W  

0 1 1 ANNISTON 1 0 

1 TO INSTALLATlON: 4 F F  

0  

7 1 9 1 
2 2 

ENL 
1 
I 

; I  'LEONARD WOOD 1 2  8 10 

21 0 - * M IM54063 

TO MIL 
! MCCLELLAN 413 

29 

MARINE CORPS 

2126 2539 

l SILL 16 127 1431 41 11E;O 
O.  El33 

0 ,  0 0' 
I (KNOX I 30; 502 532 801 17C18 6541 0 44,  

1 i l JACKSON --- I 46' 468' 514' 100'  2968 1308' 0 901 

* (M ( ~ 0 ~ 8 3 9  
O l - 5 7 - ~ ~ ~ -  

- 0 1  7 13 
CTR &-EIASLV 0 
GARHQUSA FT M I 0 0 

6 . * M WOVL45 
B CO, BAS ENGR OFF COU i 5 ( 0' 
INTRL STUDENT DET 1;  0i 
NCO ACADEMY I 01 0 1  

A CO, BAS ENG OFF COO 
* I M WOVL46 - . ' I IWOVL49 
* IM  W O V L ~ O  

L. - ??r(?VI 75 f C O  C. 58TH - TRANS 1 0 11 l Z 1  0 - -  

M WOVL51 ,U.S. ARMY ENG. SCH 1 82: 5 1  
1 

* 1 M WOVL57 
k [ M  WOVL71 
* -  

I WOVL72 
* I M  I WOVL73 

CO 0, 554 EN BN ' 1 :  01 2 3 / 0 1 

I 

HO CO 58TH TRANS I 11 Oi 101 111 0 i 

HO CO 87TH ENGR 11; 0 1221 1331 10; ! 
HQ CO IST ENGR ' 191 9 148; 176' 42 ' I 

k !M I WOVL74 ICO A, 58TH TRANS l i  O 4  10' 1 1  C' I 

'k iM iWOVL75 [CO 0 ,  58TH T ~ N S  1 '  01 10 11  0 



* (M 1 ~ 0 ~ ~ 7 8  CO A, 87TH ENGR 
* WOVL79 CO 0, 577TH ENGR 

I M , WOVLBO (CO C, 87TH ENGR 
WOVLZB * 169TH ENGR BN - .- - - ---- 

M WOVtZC '554TH ENGR BN 

- - - - - - . 

16 

1 

I 214' 18, 1759 1991 67 I I I TOTALS 
I I I I 1 1 I I 



I I I I I I I I 
I I I LEONARD WOOD I I I I I 

r 

I I f i I 
* 'LW jW3DV!2 FTSFTS 102ARCO ! 0 0 
* LW IW3DV!M FTSFTS 102ARCO O i  0. 
* LW W3DV68 FTSFTS 102ARCO MASH I 01 0, 0 o! 
* LW W3DV06 FTSFTS 102ARCO 01 21 8 10 

I ! I ! 



I 8l 101 29 TOTAL i 0 '  21 

I ---- --- -- 
I TOTAL I 401 1 1811 2221 9.g I 

I 

I I 1 1 I 

I I TO SILL f I I 

: 

S 'J iM'1 MQ05 , A  CO, 4-1 OTH JNFTRY 2 O ' 161 18 '  (3 
I I= 

-- 
i 

S J 1v1~1MQ10 'BCO.4-10THlNFTRY 2 0 161 1 8  13 I 

' I  
-----A- - - - .  - -  I d 

I I 

I I I - -  : 
- 

' 1  BASE X I I J 
E IX  iIOVL01 'GSA 1 01 0 I 

- --- -- -- 
z : x  j!OVL02 - -- DEF INVEST 0 o " - + + - ~ ~  o - - --- -- 

Z IX  I ! O V L O ~  lDEF REUTIL 6 M I 0, 0, 0 ,  0 ,  1 E I 

' 2  O X  ' fOVL04 DEFENSE PRINT - 
I -- - -- 0 0 0 0 -- _ _ _  _ _  - -- ---- - --7 

I - -- 
LW X !NG0001 IAlR FORCE 2 ,  0 81 10 --- C I - -- - 
Z I X  1 W2SB!B IDIV ENG M C  RIV I! 0: 0 1 1 $ 1  : I - 
Y 
Y 
Z 
Y 
* 

LW 
LW 
Y 
LW 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

, X  

01 3 1 5 1 8 W3LF48 

I I I I I I I I 
1 I TOTAL 1 38' 61 1241 1681 15! 

I 

I I 
1 I 

v 

i I 1 CLOSE/FIRE/SAVINGS I :  I I I I 

RGNGTH USACIDC 

LW 
'I 

I 

W3S235 
W3W5!A 
W43T2O 
W49021 
W49R06 
W49R17 
W4L628 
W4MVB4 
W06Q!N 
W 0 3 F 0 3  

X 

* IC IWOVL39 IMP ACTIVITY 1 5  0 631 68 
MC:C (W1  MLDC 

BN USAINSCOM 
2ND ROTC REGION 
ACT LOG SPT 
CTR DFAS 
GRPRC TRN 5TH 
GRPRC TRN 5TH 
USA TMDE S P I  G 
US ARMY RES SP 
HQ USA RCTG CMD 
CTR ENGR HOU 

0 USA DENTAC FT LW 

* I c l m 1 l ~ 1  MQZJ 

01 - 1 - 21 3 )  

27 17 
J C  I W l  MQ-A BDE3RD BASIC TNG 

0 

Y 

4 3 0  AG BN , 2 ,  0 1  3, 51 
399  AG BAND 0; 1 1  39; 40 

51 O /  2 

44 
0 I 49 14 

I c 

7 

63 

1 

'WCTFAA 
2 1 AGY USA LEGAL 

I 2 C 

0 
1 
0 
1 
0 

2 8  
0 
0 

WOKE28 

I c I 

- - 

0 0 

0 

; *:TI 
I I 0 I I 
I 

0, 0 

0; 

0, 381 3 9  
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 

21 2 
1 
3 

4 6 .  

2 
3 

75 
2 

1 5  
2 

16 



, 
t TOTAL 1 G 0 127' 1431 

i -. -- - -  - 
1 

I I ! I 

' I  I SILL STUD I I I I I I 
-- - 

3KJ  ; 1807/R d m  OF RECEPT STAT 1 0 1  01 80 1 
* SKJ 180718 m OF USATC STUD LOAD -- ? ---- 0; -- 01 ~ ~ $ 1 5 0  

! 
I 

18 

I 

r 

1 I TOTAL i 0; 01 1180l 01 
1 I I i I I I 1 
I I ( -3;. ,-- .  KNOX . .-4 I I 1 I 

2 0 16 18 
2 0 16 18 
2 0 16 18 

K K W1 MQ19 D CO, 2-10TH INFTRY 2 O 16 18 
K M W1 MQZD HQ 3-10TH INFTRY 3 0 8 11 
* (MIS W1 MQ46 BDE3RD BASIC TNG 0 0 2 2 
* m/s/ W1 MQ58 CO A. 577lH ENGR 1 0 20 21 
C :K  W1M063 . C O B . 4 3 D A G B N  1 ,  0, 11 12 
* MIS W ~ V S ~  4 /CTR USA MIL PE 1 0  0 1 3 3 
z K WCSNAA !300 MP co CBT SPT 5 or 1721 177 
* ,dm/WIMQW ( 4 3 0 A G  BN I 0 01 3 3 
K 1K j ~ 1 ~ 0 4 3  ! E C O , 3 - 1 0 T H l N F T R Y  - ----- 1 2  0 1  16 18 

S 'J IWIMQZO IDCO,  4 1OTHlNFTRY 21 0 --- -- 1 6  18 
; 1 J I W I  ~ ~ 4 4  ? E  CO, 4-IOTH INFTRY -- 1 2 ;  01 161 1 8 i  
S M W1MQZE 1 ~ ~ 4 - 1 0 T H  INFTRY 31 o ( 81 111 ----- - - - -- - 

o M I S  W1 MQ46 BDE3RD BASIC TNG 0 0 2 ' 2 0 i ------- 1 1 
-- 

0 20 21 
- - -  1 - - 

W l  MQ62 CO A 430 A G  i3N -- -- - - - 1 0 11 12 u 
- ---- - -- -- - -- ----- - - 

0 - - - - -  - - - -- - - -  0 3 s 3 1 0 4mi3si3kJ9j 
1 1 ,  0 3 I 4 !  1 :  - - - - - - - I 

I I i I 

16 S ( J (W1 Ma15 IC CO, 4-1 O M  INFTRY 2 1 0 



I J 

I I I TOTAL I 01 01 29681 01 01 ! 
i 

b i  1 I TOTAL - 1 01 01 17081 5281 
I I I 

I C ! : I I I I 
I !  I JACKSON I I I I 

J : K W 1 MQ37 A CO, 5- 10TH INFTRY 1 2 '  0' 
1 6 :  18 

' 1 161 18 '  
J ' K  W1 M040 'D CO, 5-1 OTH INFTRY ' 21 0 '  O 
J IJ l W l  MQ38 ! B  CO, 5-IOTH INFTRY-- - m 

L u -- - 1 6 '  1 8  0 I 

J I J  I W l M Q 4 1  IECO,5-10THlNFTRY 1 2  0 16;  18. -- 0 ! 
lM/S W1 MQ46 lBDE3RD BASIC TNG ; 01 01 4 4 1  -- - 0 
IMIS~ ~ 1 ~ 0 5 8  ICO A. 577TH ENGR i 21 01 57; 59 I - - 2 1 
'm/s/l W ~ V S I  4 CTR USA MIL PE O j  O !  2 ,  9 0 4m/3s/3k/S?t 

[ I  I I I I 1 I I 
1 1  I BOSMM I I I 1 I 

r 

* 18s I WOVL08 )CO E, GARRISON CO 41 ( 31 2141 258: 922 
I I I I I 

Z IK WC32AA 1463 MPCO CBT SPT i 51 0 )  172 
* W ~ M Q Z J  '430 AG BN i 1 ,  01 5 

J 

I I TOTAL I 411  3 '  2141 258) 11221 ! 
1 

1771 O! 6541 - . 
1 

6 ! 2 

i I I I I I 
I 

MEDICAL BOSMM I 

i 

I I I I 

8 01 1 i 
! 

I 
I 

I I TOTAL 1 361 01 4381 4741 91 
I 1  I 1 I I I I I 1 
I 1 EEJACKSON STUD WH j i I I I 

I 1 
* SKJ 1807/R - -OF RECEPT STAT 0 0, 2381 1 

SKJ 180718 a OF USATC STUD LOAD 0 0 m ~ 8 d  I 
I - 

I I I 
1 

--- - - - -- - 
J !S  W1 MQ03 ! A  CO, 2-1 OTH INFTRY 2 0 16 18 0 
J 

J 
J 
J 
J 
3 
J 
J 

-- - - 
S lW lMQO8 ' B C O , ~ - ~ O T H I N F T ~ Y  - 1 21 01 16 ;  181 0 
S '~1MQ13 
S W1 MQ18 

CCO,2-10THlNFTRY 2l O! 16' 1 8 '  ----- 0 
D CO, 3-1OTH INFTRY 1 I Z !  0 1  16; 18i 0 a 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
2 
2 
3 
3 

S W  1  MQ36 1 E CO 6- 1 0TH INFTRY 

4 

S 
S 
M 
M 

15' 
16 
16 
8 

01 8 

W1 MQ39 ' c  C< 5-1 OTH INFTRY 

WL 

111 2 1 I 1 

171 0 1 [ I 

181 0 I I 
W1 MQ42 
W 1  MQZB 
W 1  MQZC 

181 0 
111 3 

E CO, 2-10TH INFTRY 
HQ 5-1 OTH INFTRY 
HQ 2-10TH INFTRY 

I 4 3  1 

I I 

I 1 
I 

I 1 
I 

I 

I I I I 



I ; 
I I 
I I TOTAL 1 1 5 4  2 2921 4481 6941 I i 

* 

* 

* 
* 

M 
M 
M 
M 

1 I I 

WOVL54 
VIOVL55 
WOVL65 
WOVL70 
VlAIX12 

I 

0 
0 
I 
0 
0 

PORT HUENEME INSTR ELE 
SHEPPARD AFB, INSTR ELE 
PANAMA CITY, FL INSTR EL 
GOODFELLOW AF INSTR ELE 
ACTTC MGT ENGR 

I . 

0 1  2 1 2 0 1 I 
1 
9 
5 
0 

0 1 

OI  8 
0' 5 
0 

0 ! 

0 

0 
0 
.2 

I , 
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HQRPLANS 

ACTION UNIT 

STATIONING SCENARIO 

UNITS STATIONED: 

UNIT DESCRIPTICU 

D a t a b a s e  

Ver 4 .20 

FROM 

INST YEAR 

Add 
Add 
M d  

Add 
Add 

Add 
Add 
Add 
Md 
Add  

Add 

M d  
Add 
M d  
M d  
Add 
Add 

DCEC25 

1 0 5 2 l P  
1052/Y 

I 6 5 2 / Y  
1807/R 

I 8 0 7 / S  
1 8 0 7 1 1  

1807/Y 
I454063 

YOU839 
W V L - A  

YOVL=A 

V l  MQAA 
V3Q205 

V3VS14 
WAA 

UB67AA 
YCrmAA 
WlA3 
UDXQAA 

YHDm 

DEFENSE COHSY AGENCY 

ENGINEER SCH FT L UOO 

ENGINEER SCH FT L WO 

UCO ACADEMY - FT L VO 
RECEPTION STATION 

USATC. FT. V000/98TH 
USATC, FT. W 0 / 9 8 T H  

USATC, n. v o o o / g s r ~  

W I N E  CORPS 

GARHQ USA n UCPRSN 

CTRCTR L FT L W O D  

CTRCTR s n LWOO 
BDE3RD BASIC TNG 

CllD OPER TEST 6 €VAL 

CTR USA M I L  PERS 
BCI CBT CORPS MECH 

OETEOD T E N  
IN QUARRY 75TPH 

BW P R I M  POWER 

OETFFTG F I R E  TRK 
DETFFTG YATER TRK 

LEONARD VD 
LEONAG WD 

LEONARD UO 
LE2NARD VD 
LEONARD YO 

LEONARD UD 
LEONARD UD 

LEONARD UD 

LEONARD VD 
LEONARD VD 
LEONARD YD 
LEOWARD YD 
LEOWARO VD 
LEOWARD VD 
LEONARD UD 
LEOClARO VD 

LEONARO w 
L E W  UD 
L E W D  w 
LEOWARD YO 
LEONARD VD 

TARGET INSTALUT IONS:  

INST NO INSTALLATION NAME HACW INSTALLATION TYPE 

F o r t  k C l  el 1 an T r a i  ni nq /Schoo l  



. 94 

HQRPLANS 
STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 

F o r t  H c C l  e l  1 an -- 01 102 
FY 2000 

BEFORE BE FORE 
BEFORE STATION STAT I ON 
STATION P U N N E D  BEFORE P E W  STN PERM . 

PERM CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEU ASSETS NEW 

FCC ASSETS PROJ ALLOW -ALLOW ALLOW C3NST USED CONST 

FCC DESCRIPTION UW (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) 
------ -------------- - -  ------- -------- ------- ------- ------ ------ --__--- ------__ 
11110 FU RUNWAYS SY 4 4 0 0 4 4  0 0 0 0 
11120 RU RUNUAYS SY 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 246 

11210 STD I V Y  S Y 16 0 0 16 6 0 6 0 
11310 AC PA FU SY 16 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 
11320 AC PA RU S Y 1 0 0 1 14 13 1 560 
11330 AC H A I N T  APRON SY 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 9 0 
11340 HCR ACCESS APR SY 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 106 
113% K RNUY HLD A P  SY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Database 
V e t  4.20 

11370 A / C  UASH APRON SY 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 41 41 
11380 AC LOADING APR SY 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 296 29 6 
11610 COUP SWING BAS SY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14110AFOPSBLDG S F  0 0 0 0 9 9 
14112 AV W I T  OPS E L  SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 1383 13: 

' BDE HQ BLDG S F  0 0 10 -10 

BN HQ BLDG S F  64 0 8 -34 \, I 

l * rdS  CO HQ BLDG S F  186 0 105 

+14310 HISC SHIP OPS SF o o o o o 
+lS110 PIERS/VHARFS F6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

CARGO STG AREA 

F L I G T  S I H  RLGO 
BAND T R A I N  FAC 

GEN I N S T  BLffiS 
INDOOR F I R E  RG 
APPL I N S T  BLDG 

AR CENTER 

CIG CENTER 

17160 TASC S F  

+l7182 TRGT MOV S I H  8 S F  

17901 BSC 294 F I R E  R EA 

17902 F L D  F I R I N G  R6 €A 

17903 RECORD F I R E  RG €A 

+I7904 NIGHT F I R E  RG €4 
+I7906 W O V N  D I S T  RG €4 
17907 SNIPER TRNG F L  €A 

+I7908 TGT DETECT RG €4 
17909 MACHGUN 10M RG EA 
17910 HACHCUN TRPLN R EA 

1 7 9 1 2  APC F I R I N G  RG EA 
+I7013 ti0 GR F A M I L I A R  EA 

HO GR CONFJDEN EA 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERHANENT ASSETS ONLY 

Fort McClel lan -- 01102 
FY ZOCC 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

BEFORE BEFORE 

BEFORE STAT I ON STAT I ON 
STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

PEL", STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS NEW 

F: - ASSETS PRO3 ALLOW -ALLOY A L L W  CONST USED C3NST TOTAL 

FCG ,-iCRIPTKON W (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 
------ -------------- -- ------- -------- - - - - - - -  -------  ------ ------ ------- -------- -------- 
+I7918 RECOIL R I F L E  R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7919 L T  ANTIAR UP R LA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7920 M T I A R  TR4CK R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

47921 DEW BT + LM R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7922 FLAS + FLHTH R I3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17923 W U T  CFT RG EA 1 0 -01 -99 .04 0 .04 0 0 

+I7924 W R T  SCAL TR R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
47925 W)RTAR RANGE R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7926 IMF SQD BTL CR EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
47927 IWF PLT BLT CR €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17928 CO)IBT PISTOL R EA 3 0 .74 2.26 0 0 0 0 0 
17930 lK 6UN 1 :30&60 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17931 TK 6UN 1:Ul:l EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
* TK 6UU STtTWRY EA 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

lK CRU C8T F I R  €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+&,a35 CHEAT EWG RANG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7936 6UnSHIP HARM R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
11537 A E R I A L  GUNRY R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+17938 n o  ART SCAL R EA o o o o o o o o o 
17942 FUI ART' IWOR R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17943 AIRDEF F I R E  RG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

47911  PLTOEF AFST A 1  €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

47947 BAYONET ASSAUL €A 0 0 1 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 
47967 INFILTRATION C EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17986 MANUEVER AREA AC 37 0 1 36 2 0 2 0 0 
21110 HNT HAt(GAR AVU SF 0 0 0 0 13 13' 0 1564 1564 

21111 HNT HANGAR A V I  SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+z1izo n ~ s c  ~ c n  WIN SF o o o o o o o o o 
+21210 04 M I N T  BLOC SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+21320 MARINE RA ILUAY LF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+21407 NG wrnr FAC SF o o o o o o o o o 
+21409 AR H A I Y T  FAC SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

21410 VEH U T  SH GZG SF 56 12 9 47 18 - 0 18- 0 0 

21420 VEH MNT SH OS SF 2 7 0 0 2 7 0 0 0 0 0 

+21435 VEH REBUILD FA SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

21456 WASH FAC CENT EA 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 5736 5736 

+21510 GUN/VPN REPAIR SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+21610 AHHO I IA I t tT  'FC 5; .d -- _ _ _- - -_. - .. 

e- -- . c-, ..- ---. :.. ----- 0 -- -.--.-. 0- -... -. -0 0------4. t- 0 
--'--- -- - . 

9 _ 2  - - 15-r 71800-SP PURP MNT SU SF - A 1 2  --..O .. - -10 - -  -.1 > 1 - 9 2  0 .- 

ARIABN EOP RE SF o o o o o o o 



. 94 
HQRQCANS 

STATIONING PROFILE -- PERUANENT A s s n s  ONLY 

F o r t  H c C l e l l a n  -- 01 102 
FY 2000 

BEFORE BEFORE - - 
D L r  r A c  STAT I ON STAT I ON 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERH 

PERM CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS 

FCC ASSETS PRO3 ALLOY -ALLOY A L L W  CONST USED 
FCG DESCRIPTION .W (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ( O d )  

------ -------------- -- ------- -------- ------- ------- ----__ _____-  ------- 
t22110 AC PROD BLDG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22210 01 PROD BLOG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22310 SHIP PROD BLDG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+Z24lO TAWVAUTO PROD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+tZS10 U W O N  PROD BL SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
422610 EXPLOSIVE PROD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22710 COW0 PROD BLD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22810 LTHR L T M  PLN SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22820 CONST EQP PLAN SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22830 RR EQP P U N T  SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
422840 PRINT PLANT SF 14 0 14 0 0 0 0 
+22890 MIX PROD BLDG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22910 PRO0 HNT REP 0 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
a' '3 ROTbE CABS SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

AC RDTIE SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+,,,.O HSL SPACE RDTB SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31310 )(AR ROTLE SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+31410 T W M O  ROT& SF 0 0 0 0 ;  0 0 0 
+31510 WEAPON RDTLE SF 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 
431610 EXPLOSIVE RDTb SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+ ~ I ~ ~ O E L E C R D T & E  SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31810 PROP ROT&€ SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+31910 WOW-METAL ROT& SF 0 0 0 O .  0 0 0 
+32010 UIO-UAT EQU RD SF 0 0 0 0 ' 0  0 0 
+32110 TECH SERVICE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+37110 RDTLE RANGE FA EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+39010 OTHER RDTLE FA €.A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

41100 LIQ n ~ ~ t  S T ~ R  EL 4089  0 7729 -3640 7120 7120 0 
42100 AWO STOR-DEP SF 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 

42200 AWO STOR-INST SF 16 0 0 16 0 0 0 
43200 COLD STOR-INST SF 33 0 7 2 6 4 0 4 

4 4 1 0 0  GEN f W-DEP SF 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0  0 
44200  GEN P W - 1 N S i  5' 139 0 294 -155  fi9>,lz;5 O 
44230 CON1 tfUM W SF 4 0 I S  -11 

l4 " l4 

0 

44240 IWFL MATLS VH SF 11 10 15 4 \ 14 0 
44260 VEH STOR SHED SF 30 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 
45200 VEH HARDSTAND SY 0 0 13 -13 13 13 0 

51010 HOSPITAL SF 1 6 0  0 87 72 100 28 7 2 

453040 VET FACILITY SF 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 

ilfNT4L CLTN!C SF 16 0 14 2 4 2 2 

D a t a b a s e  
Ver 4.20 

N EU 

CONST TOTAL 
( S U U U ~  i $ZCU;  

-------- -------- 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
For t  McClel lan -- 01102 

FY 2000 

Database 

Ver 4.20 

BEFORE BEFORE 
BEFORE STAT I ON STAT I ON 
STATION PUNNED BEFORE PERM STN PfRM - -- 

. . L. 
PERM CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS NEW 

FCC ASSETS PRO3 All.'- -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONST TOTAL 
FCG DESCRIPTION UM (0001 (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 

x"" & ;v 
------ -------------- -- ------- -------- ------- -----_- --____ _----- --_---_ -------- -------- 

- -  d 

71100 FMILY HOUSING SF 3958 0 2323 1635 2896/.$1261 7 1635 
1146 C$G: ~ ~ I , I I ~ - +  

7110F FMILY WUSING ,FA, 2867 0 1721 1146, Zpsr  9pdC--  I -/,* - s s -  - A :  

I ' 
C\ ' 2  ' I  

7llOP O f f  POST HSG FA 2296 0 0 2296 0 0 0 
n i w  E ~ L  UPH SF 594 o 673 -78 622 622 o o o 
721OP ENL UPH (HQIFS PN 3036 0 1733 1303 1602 299 q 1303 
7210s ENL UPH [PLWG) PN 2595 0 1733 862 ?pel,d' 7)d$ 862 \ 

72114ENBKSAT/)IOB SF 169 0 0 169 0 0 0 336L(2? 
7211P 01 BKS AT/HOB PN 1720 
72170 SR ENL QTRS SF 0 

72179 SR ENL QTRS PN 0 
n 1 8 i  OIL EUS TRAINE SF 606 
72189 OIL B G  TRAIN€ PN 4102 
72200 UP)( DINE FAC SF 165 

'OFFUPH SF 209 
OFF UQH PN 476 

473010 FIRE STATION SF 10 
+73015 COtlFINEMENT FA SF 0 

73020 CHAPEL CTR FAC SF 39 
473028 DRUG ABUSE CTR SF 0 
+73030 LWDRY/DRYCL FA SF 

+ 7 3 f f l  OEPN 6R SCH SF 
+73049 DEPW HIBI  SCH SF 
+73073 POST OFFICE SF 

74006 BANK SF 

74010 N T H  6EN PURP SF 
74011BOvlINGCTR SF 
74014 CHILD SPT CTR SF 
74021UMISSARY SF 
74022 SKILL OEV CTR SF 
74024 SKILL CTR AUTO SF 
74025 ACES fACILITY SF 

74028 PHYS FIT CTR SF 
74032 TRANS HSG FAC SF 
74033 COMMUNITY CTR SF 
74041 LIBRARY CTR SF 
74046 OPEN DINING FA SF 

74052 EXCH SVC STA SF 
74053 MCH MAIM RETL SF 

' "'4 REST/CAFE SF 
" m l ' r ;  r r ,  --- - -  



STATIONING PROFILE -- P E M N E N T  ASSETS ONLY 

Fort M c C l e l l a n  -- 01102 
FY 200b 

BEFORE BEFORE 
BEFORE S T A T I O N  STAT I O N  

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERH 
PERM CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS 

FCG ASSETS PRO3 ALLOW -ALLOV A L L W  CONST USED 
fCG DESCRIPTION UH (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 

------ -------------- -- ------- -------- ------- ------- ------ ------ ------- 
75011 MULTIPLE COURT EA 6 0 7 - 1 4 4 0 

+75012 BASKnBALI, CT EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+?SO18 6EN PURP PtAYG EA 2 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 

75020 BASEBALL F I E L D  U 2 0 4 - 2 2 2 0 
75021 SOFTBALL F I E L D  EA 5 0 13 -8 14 14 0 

75022 FOOT BALVSOCCE EA 0 0 9 -9 8 8 0 
+75027 RUNNING TRACK EA 1 0 2 - 1 0 0 0 

75030 OUTDOOR POOLS EA 4 0 2 2 0 0 0 
+75040 GOLF CS 18H EA 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 

+ 7 W 1  60LF CS 9H EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+76010 UUSfUn S F  4 7 0 47 0 0 0 0 

41100 ELEC WR SOURC KV 42400 0 42400 0 11077 11077 0 
+el tz l  nrsc ELEC PUR KV 730 o 730 o o o o 

1 ELEC PVR QIST LF 1739 0 1739 0 854 854 0 
3 ELEC PUR SUBST KV 14000 0 14000 0 11077 11077 0 

+a2100 HEAT SOURCE ns o o o o o o o 
+82111MISCHTPI~ I48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

42200  HEAT OIST LN L F  274 0 274 0 0 0 0 
+83100 S N / T R n J  k DSP KG 2950 0 3050 -100 1503 1503 0 

43120 HISC S N  TREAT KG 110 0 110 0 0 0 0 

+I33200 USlUTR COLL SY L F  336 0 336 0 253 253 0 

44100 V 5 TRMT KG 10802 0 10802 0 2216 2216 0 
44120 Y 5 STOR KG 610 0 610 0 1897 1897 0 

+81127 MISC IdTR TREAT KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+ 8 4 2 W U A T E R O I S T R  LF 510 0 510 0 340 340 0 

45106 ROADS SY 1154 0 1154 0 1028 1028 0 

D a t a b a s e  
Ver 4 .20  

TOTAL 

($000) 
-------- 

4 6 

0 
0 

93 
569 

1293 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

11357 
0 

10688 
1386 

0 
0 
0 

4702 
0 

15311 
6933 
3296 

0 
12060 
36336 

+US120 VEHICLE BRIDGE SY 4 0 5 - 2 0 0 ' 0 ---- 0. -. . . . -. 0.. _ _ _ _ -  -.-- -- - 
85210 ORG VEH PARK SY r tO u 624- -404 610 610 

> _ _ _- ---a_---. .--- 
0 26050 2 5 ~ : '  

8521s nonb i~  .VEH PAR SY 808 o 45s j s 2 - - - 2 s z ' - o T z  o o 
+86010 RAILROADS HI 536 0 536 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I I r X = x D =  I======= 

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (HQIFS)  481382 481382 
TOTALS w/ENL UPH (HQIFS) w/o FH 363290 363290 

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (PLNG) 504557 504557  

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (PLNG) w/o FH 386466 386466 



1 ~ 8  u r  /94 
HQRPLANS 

STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
Fort McClellan -- 01102 

FY 2000 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

i iEFOkt BEFOiiE 

BE FORE STATION STAT1 ON 
STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 
PERH CONST STATION ASSETS STN E ASSETS NEW 

FCC ASSETS PROJ A L L W  -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONST TOTAL 
FCC 0 E S C R I P T ' -  UM (OCZ: (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 

------ -------------- -- ------- -------- ------- ------- - -____ _----_ -______ _--__-_- ---__--- 
is AC, L F .  SF ,  or S Y .  Actual assets/allowances are shown for 
all other W .  

k facility construction needed to satisfy stationing allowances i s  

rounded to the nearest thousand only where W Is AC. LF. S F ,  or SY.  
Actual new facility construction nctded is shown for all other UN. 

Fmily housing assets data for available off-post assets was provided 
by ACSIM as of July 1994. is included in the data displayed under EEA 
71F/R6 7110F and is also displayed for infomation only under EEA 
71P/FC6 7llOP in this report. The planning UEPH capacity o f  permanent 
enlisted barracks was also provided by ACSIU as of July 1994 and is 
displayed under EEA 72S/FCG 72105 in this report. 

BEFORE STATION ASSETS include leased f a i  ly housing. avai lable off-post 
f u i  ly housing., caaacrcial sources for  utf 1 i ties and planned construction 
projects fran FY 92 through the FY two years prior to the stationing year. 
Only construction projects for M 92-96 that have been revieued and 
selected by ACSIH to represent new permanent faci 1 i ties are included. 
P l d  construction projects for FY 97 and later years are not included 

for  strtioni ng years 1998-2000. Planned construct ion projects i ncl uded 
are also displayed i n  8 separate coluan. Teaporary ai rfleld pavements 
and all other leased assets are excluded from consideration and are not 
used to satisfy unit allowances. 



ACT I ON 
-------- 

Add 
Add 
M d  
Add 
Add 
M d  
Md 

Add 
Add 
Md 
Add 
M d  
kld 
Add 
Add 
Add 
Add 

Add 

Add 

STATIONING SCENARIO 

UNITS STATIONED: 

UNI i U N I T  DESCRIPTION 

D a t a b a s e  
Ver 4.20 

FROM 

INST YEAR 

OCEC25 

IOSZ/P 
1 0 5 2 /  Y 

I 6 5 2 l Y  
I B O T I R  

1807/S 
1 8 0 7 1 1  

1807/Y 
I454063 

UOU839 
VOVL-A 

UOVL=A 

Ul WAA 
U3Q205 
U3VS14 

YAZWA 
V867AA 
VCSVAA 
m1A3 
EIXQAA 

W6AA 

DEFENSE COCISY AGENCY 

ENGINEER SCH FT L W O  
ENGINEER SCH FT 1 WOO 

NCO ACADEMY - Fl L UO 

RECEPTION STATION 

USATC. f T .  H)00/98TH 
USATC, FT. W O D l 9 8 T H  

USATC. n. u o o o / g ~ ~ ~  
U R I N E  CORPS 

CARW USA n KPRSN 
CTRCTR 6 n ~vooo 
CTRCTR L F l  LUOOO 

BOEJRO BASIC TNG 

CMO OPER TEST 6 EVAL 
CTR uu nrt  pats 

ffl C8T CORPS mal 
OnEOO T W  
TH QUARRY 7STPH 
BN M R  
OETFFTG F I R E  TRK 

OETFFT6 WATER TRK 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS: 

LEONARD UD 

LEONARD UD 

LEONARD VO 
LEONARD UD 

LEONARD UD 

LEOIIARO YD 
LEONARD UD 

LEOWARD UD 
LEONARD UD 

LEONARD UD 
LEONARD VD 
LEONARD YD 
LEOWAR0 VD 
LEOCSARO VD 
LmmARD VD 
LED#ARD w 
LE- w 
LEOUARO VD 
LEONARD UD 
LEONARD UD 

LEONARD VD 

INSTALLATION W E  llACOn I N S T M U T I O N  TYPE 

Fort WcCl el 1 an TRACKK: Tra i  ni ngl  School 



STATIONING POPULATION S W R Y  

UNITS BASED LN ZOO0 
71- f . r , "  , 

I .  
4 5  1 :  4 d  : ! @ A -  

Database 
Ver 4 .20  

FROM TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
W I T  UNIT DESCRIPTION INST OFF UOF ENL H I 1  C I V  C I V  C I V  POP 

---------- ------------------------- ----- 
OCEC25 DEFENSE COHSY AGENCY LLbtrA 
IOSZ/P ENGINEER SCH n L uoo LEONA 
1052/Y ENGINEER SCH FT L VOO LEONA 
I652 /Y  NCO ACADEMY - FT L VO LEONA 
I807 /R  RECEPTION ST:" Z ' .  LEONA 
I 8 0 7 / S  USATC. FT. Y000/98TH LEONA 

1807 l f  WTC, n. HXH)/~BTH LEONA 

18071Y USATC. FT. WO0/98TH LEOHA 
1151063 WINE CORPS LEONA 
~ 0 ~ 8 3 9  ~ARHQ USA n MCPRSN LEONA 
WL-A CTRCTR 6 n LWO LEONA 
UOVL-A CTRCTR 6 n  moo LEONA 
Y1)(QAA BOE3RIl BASIC THC LEONA 
U3Q205 C)ld OPER TEST $ N A L  L E O M  
U3VSlI C T R U S A H I L P E R S  LEONA 
WNAA 8N CBT CORPS HECH LEOHA 
U067M OftEOD TEAM L EONA . rn W ~ R Y  XTPH LEONA 

BN PRlME PWER LEONA 

UbqhA DETFFTG F I R E  TRK LEC:;A 

OETFFTG UATER TRK LEONA 



94 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POPULATIONS AFTER S TATION1 WG Database 
wtcr~ANS FY 1994-2000 Ver 4.20 

IMST MAHE POPULATION# 1 9 4  

---------- --------------- - - _ - - - _  - 
L E W D  vD Total OFF 967 

10;'s; ;'2F 4 2 

Total ENL 10593 

TOTAL HI L 11602 
Total US CIV 1943 

Total OTH C I V  2767 

TOTAL C I V  4710 

TOTAL POP 16312 

(Students) 
(PCS OFF) 
(PCS UOF) 
(PCS U L )  

(PCS US CIV) 
(PCS om CIV) 

(TOY OFF) 
(TOY WF) 
(TOY ENL) 

(TDY US CIV) 

(TDY OTH CIV) 
(Trainees) 

)ICUULAN Total O f f  
Total WF 

Total ENL 

TOTAL MIL 

Total US CIV 

Total OTH CIV 
TOTAL C I V  

TOTAL POP 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 129 120 116 114 114 1x4 243 
(PCS WF) 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 
( K S  ENL) 0 0 0 ? 0 0 0 
( K S  US C I V )  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(PC5 OTH CIV) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(TDY C)Fr) 250 265 225 222 222 222 464 
(TOY MF) 16 18 25 22 22 22 33 
(Toy ENL) 597 815 790 838 834 834 1284 
(TOY US CIV) 152 153 140 140 140 140 140 

( T O Y  OTH C!V)  o o o o o o o 
(Trainees) 2421 2174 2931 2915 2628 2628 5660 

udents and trainees are included i n  i ns ta l  l a t i o n  t o t a l  populations. 
. . - 1 :  - 6 - J  



94 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POWUTIONS AFlER STATIONING Database 
HqRPlANS FY 1994-2000 Ver 4.20 

US CIV population includes a l l  US Civi l  Service authorizations or their 
equivalent. 



. - 
Oatabase 

STATIONING SCENARIO Ver  4 .20  
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . -  

UNITS STATIONED: 

K T I O N  UN 1 T UNIT  DESCRIPTION 

f ROH 

INST YEAR 

Add 1807/B USATC. FT .  WOD/98TH 

Add 1 8 0 7 l R  RECEPTION STAT I ON 
Add 1807/T USATC, n. W O D / ~ ~ T H  

AGJ UlWAA BDE3RD BASIC TNG 

A d i  YCS)(AA CO C8f SPT 

Rapove C 194TH ARHD 80E 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS : 

LEONARD UD 2000 

If <D UD 2 0 0 0  
LEONARD W 2000 

INST NO INSTALUTION W E  MCOn INSTALLATION TYPE 7 ------ ------------------------------ ------- ---------------------- 
21405 F o r t  Knox TRAOOC Maneuver  T ra in tng /Scho  

& & ? ?  -5532 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERHANENT ASSETS ONLY 
Fort Knox -- 21405 

F" ,3zC: 

Oatabase 

Vet 4.20 

BEFORE BEFORE 
BEFORE STAT I ON STATION 

STATION F L A N ~ E S  BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

PERM CONST STATION Ah,, , 5 - U  YEW ASSETS NEW 

FCC ASSETS PROJ ALLW -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONST TOTAL 

FCG DESC!?!oTION UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 
------ -------------- - -  - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - -  ------- ------- ------ ------ ------- -------- -------- 
11110 N RUNWAYS SY 324 0 4 2  282 0 0 0 0 0 

11120 RY RUNWAYS SY 0 0 4 - 4 0 0 0 0 0 

11210 ST0 NY SY 53 0 3 4 19 0 0 0 0 0 

11310 AC PA N SY 102 0 16 8 5 0 0 0 0 0 

11320 AC PA RY SY 13 0 14 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 

11330 AC M I N T  APRON SY 0 0 5 -S  0 0 0 0 0 

lW4O H6R ACCESS APR SY 0 0 5 -5 0 0 0 0 0 

11350 AC RMUY HLD AP SY 0 0 8 -8 0 0 0 0 0 
6'-: + , 

11370 UC UASH APRON SY 2 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 

11380 AC LOADING APR SY 0 0 7 -7 0 0 0 0 0 

11610 COW SUIffi BAS SY 0 0 2 -2 0 0 0 0 

14210 AF OPS BLDG SF 2 0 9 -6 0 0 0 0 0 

9.112 AV WIT O K  BL SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

? 8 D E H Q B m  SF 38 0 40 -3 0 0  0 0 0 0 
2 8U HQ BLOC SF 108 0 191 -83 y o 7 1  

14185 CO B U G  SF 254 0 338 -04 / 51 
+la10 nxsc SMIP OK SF o o o o o o o o 
+lSllO PIUtSIHURFS FB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I5310 CARGO STG MEA SY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7112 FLIGT SIM BLGD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17115 U I t O  TRAIN FAC SF 0 0 8 -8 0 )2 0 ,> 0 
17120 601 IlST BLDGS SF 160 
17121 INWOR FIRE R 6  SF 0 0 25 -25 8 0 1208 1208 

0 396 -216 IB/ f l  0 

17130 APPL IMST BLDG SF 777 44 416 161 > I ~ O  0 0 

4 7 1 4 0  AR CENTER SF 15 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7142 ffi CENTER SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17160 TASC SF 0 0 31 -31 6 6 0 1001 1001 

+I7182 TRGT MOV SIH 8 SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17901 8SC 2YI FIRE R EA 10 0 1.19 8.81 0.07 0 0 0 0 

17902 FU) FIRING RG €A ' 5 0 1.19 3.81 -.07 0 0 0 0 

17903 RECORD FIRE RG EA 4  0 1.19 2.81 -.07 0 0 0 0 

+l79M NIGHT FIRE RG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7906 KNOWN OIST RG EA 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17907 SNIPER TRNG f L  EA 1 0 .08 .92 0 0 0 0 0 

47908 TGT DETECT RG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17909 UACHCUN 10H RG EA 0 0 .16 -.16 -.09 0 0 0 0 

17910 UACHGUN TRAN R EA 3 0 1.22 1.78 -.09 0 0 0 0 

17912 APC FIRING RG EA 0 0 .06 -.06 -.02 0 0 0 0 

"3  HD GR FAUILIAR EA 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 HO GR CONFIOEN EA u u v P 

1 0 . , = I 7  GD LAUNCHFP RG FP 0 1.29 - .29  -.I2 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMAHENT ASSETS OWLY 
Fort Knox -- 21405 

PI 2000 

Database 
Vet 4.20 

BEFORE BEFORE 
BEFORE STAT I ON STAT I ON 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PEW STN PERM 
PEW CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEU ASSETS NEW 

f CG ASSETS QROJ ALLOW -ALLOY ALLOV CONST USED CONST TOTAL 
K G  DESCR!PTION UH fn00) (000) ) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 

+I7918 RECOIL R IFLE  R EA 0 
+I7919 LT ANTIAR UP R EA 2 
+I7920 ANTIAR TRACK R EA 0 
+l792l OW BT + LM R €A 0 
+I7922 FLAS + FIHTH R €A 0 

17923 MOUT CFT RG EA 0 
+I7924 WORT SCAL TR R €4 0 
47925 NORTAR RANGE R EA 4 
47926  I N f  SOD RTL CR EA 2 
4 1 9 2 7  IWF PLT BLT CR EA 0 

17928 COnsT PISTOL R EA 3 
17930 TIC Sun 1 :30&60 EA 4 
lW1 TK 6UN 1:5a1:1 EA 0 

' TK 6W STAmRY EA 3 
J TK CRV CBT F I R  EA 11 

+I7935 CnSAT EN6 RANG EA 0 
4 7 9 3 6  BUISHIP IWM R €A 0 

11937 AERIAL 611RY R EA 0 
+I7938 FU) ART SCAL R EA 0 

17942 no ART INDR R €A 2 
17943 AIRDEF F I R E  R6 €A 0 

+ l ? M  PLTDEF AFST A 1  EA 0 
47947 BAYONET ASSAUL EA 0 

47967  INFILTRATION C €A 2 
17986 )UWUOIZR AREA AC 48 
21110 HNT HANGAR AVU SF 125 
21111 HNT HANGAR A V I  S F  0 

+21120 nIsc ~ c n  MAIN SF 2 

421210 6N l lAIWT BLOG SF 0 
+21320 W I N E  RAILYAY L F  0 
421407 NG M I N T  FAC S F  0 
+21409 AR M I N T  FAC SF 2 6 

21410 VEH HNT SH ORG SF 180 

21420 VEH MNT SH DS SF 516 
421435 VEH REBLIILO FA SF 0 

21456 MASH FAC CENT €A 8 
+21510 GL::;,';;r'N R,t?.3!R S F  2 1 

+21610 AIM0 M I N T  fAC S f  0 
-0 SP PURP MNT SH SF 73 

C . - ~ ~ F I I  ynp  nr  q r  n 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERHANENT ASSETS ONLY 

F o r t  K n o x  -- 21405 
FY 2000 

BEFORE BEFC3f 

BEFORE STATION STAT I ON 
STAT I ON PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

r tGH ;;#ST STAT I O N  ASSETS STN N N  ASSETS 

FCC ASSETS ""^' '""u - a l l f W  ALLW CONST USED 

FCC DESCRIPTION . CM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 
------ -------------- - -  - - - - - - -  -------- ------- ------- -___ -_  _----_ --_-_-_ 
+22110 AC PROD BLDG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22210 W PROD 8LOG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 

422310 S H I P  PRO0 BLOC S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22410 TANWAUTO PROD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22510 WEAPON PROD BL SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22610 EXPLOSIVE PROD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22710 cOmO PRO0 BLO S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+zz810 LTHR a r a  PLN SF o o o o o o o 
422820 CONST EQP PLAN S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+2283O RR EQP PLANT S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22810 PRINT P U N T  S F  0 0 24 -24 0 0 0 
+22890 RISC PRO0 BLDG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22910 PROO lQlT REP 0 EA 0 0 1 - 1 0 0 0 

~ R D T L E U B S  S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
AC RDTLE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31210 HSL SPACE R 3 T L  S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+31310 )UR R O W  SF o o o o o o o 
+3141O 'TAIIK~AUTO ROT& S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+31510 YEAPOW ROT&€ S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31610 EXPLOSIVE RDT6 S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+31710 ELEC RDTLE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31810 PROP ROTLE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+3191O HOW-METAL ROT& SF 0 0 0 0 .O 0 0 

+32010 WD-UAT EQU RO SF 0 
+32110 TECH SERVICE S F  0 

4371 10 ROTLE RANGE F A  EA 0 
+39010 OTHER ROTbE F A  EA 0 

41100 L I Q  N E L  STOR 8 L  89680 
4 2 1 0 0  AmO STOR-DEP SF 0 

42200 Ann0 STOR-INST S F  : 73 

43200 COLD STOR-INST SF 24 
4 4 1 0 0  GEN P VH-DE? 

44200 GEN P UH-INST 
44230 CONT HUH VH 
, .- . ^  ... '. 

s - L - "  . r - ,  
"AT:: 9 " '  

n :I 

44260 VEH STOR SHED 

45200 VEH HA2DSTAND 

51010 HOSPITAL 
+r- - O VET F A C I L I T Y  

P ~ V T : I  ryT%Tr 

Database 

V e t  4.20 

TOTAL 

($000 1 



1,. ,194 
HQRPLANS 

STATIONING PROF1 LE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 

Fort Knox -- 21405 
FY 2000 

Database 

Ver 4.20 

o t r  utii  i ? r z n r r  
W C .  -4.- 

BEFORE STAT ION STAT ION 
STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

PERH CONST STATION ASSETS STS NEW . N E W  

FCG ASSETS PRO3 ALLOW -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONST 1OTkL 

rc; OESCRIPTION .UH (000) (000) (000) (OCO) (c?" (000) (000) (SOOC: l::::, 

71100 FAMILY HC!.lz::rG SF !!:?? 0 8546 2915 -475 + ( O  0 0 0 

7110F FAMILY HOllSING FA 8310 0 6330 1980 - 3 ~ ~ '  0 0 0 0 

7l lOP OFF POST NSG FA 

72100 ENL UPH SF 
7210P ENL UPH (HQI  FS PN 

7210s ENL UPH (PLNG) PN 

72114 EN BKS AT/CY)B SF 

7211P EN BKS AT/WB PN 
72170 SR ENL QTRS SF 

7217Q SR ENL QTRS PN 
72181 EHL BKS TRAIN€ SF 
7218P ENL 8KS TRAINE PN 

72200 UPH DINE FAC SF 
3 O f f  UPH SF 
.J OFF UPH PN 

+73010 FIRE STATION SF 
+I3015 COClFIWEHENT FA SF 

73020 U U P E L  CTR FAC SF 
+73028 DRUG ABUSE CTR SF 

+73030 LWDRY/DRYCL FA SF 
+ 7 3 W  OEM 6R SCH SF 
+73049 OEPW HIGH SCH SF 
+73073 POST OFFICE SF 

74006 WK SF 
74010 AUOTH GEN PURP SF 

74011 BOWLING CTR SF 
74014 CHIUI  SPT CTR SF 

74021 CWISSARY SF 

74022 SKILL OEV CTR SF 
74024 SKILL CTR AUTO SF 

74025 ACES FACILITY SF 
74028 PHYS FIT CTR SF 

74332 TRA!{S RSG FAC SF 

74033 COWUNITY CTR SF 

74041 LIBRARY CTR SF 
74046 OPEN DINING FA SF 

74052 EXCH SVC STA SF 

74053 EXCH M A I N  RETL SF 
"-$4 REST/CAF E SF 

YOUTH CENTER SF 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 

F o r t  Knox -- 21405 
FY 2000 

BEFORE BEFORE 

BEFORE STAT I ON STAT ION 
STATION PLANNED BEtun: Pt3H STN PERM 

PERM CUNbl b1AI ION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS 

FCG ASSETS PQOJ ALLOY -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED 

FCG DESCRIPTION UH (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 
------ ---------..---- -- ------- -------- ------- - - - - ___  _ _ _ _ _ _  -___-_ _-__-_-  . 

75011 MULTIPLE COURT €A 9 0 16 - 7 7 7 0 
+75012 BASKETBALL CT EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+75018 6EN PURP PLAYG EA 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 

75020 BASEBALL FIELO EA 3 0 9 - 6 1 1 0 

75021 SOFTBALL F I E L D  EA 7 0 32 -25 14 14 0 

75022 FOOTBALL/SOCCE EA 1 0 23 -22 6 6 0 

+75027 RUNWING TRACK €A 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 

75030 OUTDOOR POOLS EA 6 0 4 2 1 0 1 

+I5040 GOLF CS 18H EA 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 

+?SO41 60CF CS 9H EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+76010 MUSEW S F 4 5 0 64 -20 0 0 0 

41100 ELEC PUR SOURC KV 50100 0 SO100 0 8936 8936 0 

+rtr91 nrsc ELEC QVR KV roo o loo o o o o 
EtEC PUR OIST L F  2541 0 2541 0 689 689 0 

J ELEC PUR SUBST KV 53588 0 US88 0 8936 8936 0 

+a2100 HEAT SOURCE ne 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+erii MIS HT PI. ne o o o o o o o 
42200  HEAT O I S T  LH L F  720 0 720 0 0 0 0 

+a3100 SEV/TRHT ii DSP KG 0 0 0 0 1211 1211 0 

+83120 MISC SEW TREAT KG 10 0 23 -13 0 0 0 

+a3200 USMR COLL SY LF 918 0 918 0 204 204 0 

44100 Y S TRnT Kt 14968 0 14968 0 1787 1787 0 
a 1 2 0  U 5 STOR KG 705 0 705 0 1 s  1532 0 

44127 MISC WR TREAT KG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+8420C UATEK GiSTR LF 1176 0 1176 0 274 274 0 

+85100 ROADS SY 2682 0 2682 0 830 830 0 

+85120 VEHICLE BRIDGE SY 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 

85210 ORG VEH PARK SY 1528 3 1552 -24 493 493 0 

85215 NONORG VEH PAR SY , 0 0 993 -993 -28 0 0 

46010 RAILROADS n I ' 18 o 18 o o o o 

. D a t a b a s e  

Ver 4.20 

=------- -------- ------- -------- 
TOTALS w/ENL UPH ( H Q I F S )  387134 387134 

TOTALS w/ENL UPH ( H Q I F S )  w / o  FH 387134 387134 

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (PLNG) 387134 387134 

TOTALS W/ENL UPH (PLNG) W/O FH 387134 387134 



STATIONING PROF1 L E  -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
Fort Knox -- 21405 

FY 2000 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

BEFORE BEFORE 
BEFORE STAT I ON STAT I ON 

S T ! !  7: ' ZEFORE P E W  STN PERM 
rtRn CONST STATION ASSETS STN N N  ASSETS NEU 

FCC ASSETS PRO3 A L L W  -ALLOW ALLOU CONST USED CONST TOT, 
nc OESCRIPTIO~ UM (000) (000) , u ~ ; o )  (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 

------ -------------- -- ------- -------- ------- ------- ------ _----- ------- -------- -------- 
i s  AC, LF, SF, or SY. Actual assets/allwances are shown for 
a1 1 other UH. 

New facility construction needed to satisfy stationing allowances is 
rounded to the nearest thousand only where Un i s  AC. L f .  S F ,  or S Y .  

Actual new facility construction needed is shown for all other W. 

Frily housing assets data for available off-post assets was provided 

by ACSIH as of July 1994. is included in the &ta displayed undcr EEA 
7lF/FCG 7llOF and is also displayed for inforwtion only under EEA 
7lP/FCG 7llOP in this report. lhe planning UEPH capacity of pe-t 
enlisted barracks was also provided by ACSIH as of July 1994 and is 
'isplayed under EEA 72S/fC6 72105 in this report. 

BEFORE STATIOM A S S n S  include lased family housing. available off-post 
f&ly houslng. canercia1 sources for utilities and planned m r u c t i o n  
projects fras FY 92 through the FY two years prior to the stationing year. 
Only construction projects for FY 92-96 that have been m i m e d  and 
selected by ACSIM to represent new pcraancnt facilities a n  included. 

Qlurncd construction projects for FY 97 and later years are not includcd 
for stationing years 1996-2000. Planned construction projects lncludcd 
a n  also displayed in a separate colum. Tcllporary airfield' pavcncnts 
and a1 1 other leased assets are excludcd f m  consideration and are not 
used to satisfy unit allowances. 



ACTION U N I T  
-------- -------------- 

M d  1 8 0 7 / B  

Add I 8 0 7 / R  

Add 1 8 0 7 / T  
Add UlnQAA 

Add U9NAA 

Remove C 

STATIONING SCENARIO 

U N I T S  STATIONED: 

U N I T  DESCRIPTION 
------------------------------- 
USATC. F T .  VC!l0/98TH 

RECEPTION STATION 

USATC. FT. b'OOD/98TH 
8DE3RD BASIC TNG 

CO CBT SPT 
194TH ARM0 BOE 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS: 

Database 
Vet 4 . 2 0  

- - - - 
IN:- CAR 

--- ----------- ----- 
LEOhAiID UD 2"- 
LEONARD YD 2 0 0 0  

LEONARD VD 2 0 0 0  
LEONARD UD 2000 

LEONARD YD 2000 
KNOX 2 0 0 0  

INST NO INSTALLATION W E  N A C W  INSTALLATION TYPE ------ ------------------------------ ------- ------_--------------- 
21405 Fort Knox TRAOOC kneuver Trai ni ng/Scho 



2 1. ~'.3 
STATIONING POPULATIOU S W Y  kd A Database 

UNITS BASED I N  2000 \ Ver 4 .20  

F c q  ..,iAL US OTHER iC--- T313! 

UNIT DESCQTPT!CN I N S ?  OFF YOF ENL MIL C:; C;u 
+ .  

U N I T  . v - .  

---------- ------------------------- ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ -_---- - - - - - -  - - - - - -  - - - - - -  
1 8 0 7 / 8  USATC, n. U O O D / ~ ~ T H  LEONA 0 0 5080 H l 1 5 0 0  0 0 5080 
1807/R RECEPTION STAT IGN LEONA 0 0 SC:  AW 20 0 0 0 507 

:907/T USATC. FT . U000/98TH L E A ; \  0 0 1341 , M ~ 8 3 0  0 0 1341 
UlnQAA BDE3RD BASIC TNG LEONA 94 0 667 J64 139f/j 0 57 818 

W9NAA CO CBT SPT LEONA 5 0 172 177 0 0 0 177 
------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

99 0 7767 7866 57 0 57 7 9 2 3  



UNIT UhI lT DfSCRlPTION 
-- - - - - - - - - -  - ------------- 

194TH ARMD BDE 
194TH AR)(O BOE 
If::!? ARM0 'BDE 
194TH ARWD BDE 
194TH ARM0 ODE 

194TH ARMD BDE 

194TH ARM0 BDE 
194TH ARHD BDE 
194TH ARHD BDE 

194TH ARM0 BDE 

STATIONING POPUUTION S W Y  
UNITS REMOVED I N  2000 

Database 
Ver 4 . 2 0  

FROM 
INST 
----- 
KNOX 
KNOX 

KNOX 

KNOX 

UNOX 

KNOX 

KNOX 
KNOX 

KNOX 
KNOX 

TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
OFF VOF ENL UIL CIV CiV C I V  POP 

------. ------ -----_ ------ ----_- - -_- - -  --- --- ------ 
1 C 0 206 216 0 0 0 216 

10 0 146 .:u 0 0 0 !'= 

2 0 0 2 0 0 0 
46 4 280 330 0 0 0 330 

0 0 1 1 2 0 2 3 

1 10  14 25 0 0 0 25 

1 1 46 48 0 0 0 48 

13 3 42 58 0 0 0 58 
36 1 494 531 0 0 0 531 

7 2 163 172 0 0 0 172 
------ ------ ----__ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ 

126 2 1  1392 1539 2 0 2 1541 



12/0?/94 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POPULATIONS AFTER STATIONING Database 
HQRPLANS FY 1994-2000 Vet 4.20 

Ins1 NAUE POPLILAT ION# 1994 
---------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  

~.."3 Total OFF 1531 
Total W F  64 
Total ENL 1242L 

TOTAL HIL 14016 
T o t a l  US CIV 4332 

Total OTH C I V  2914 
TOTAL CIV 7246 

TOTAL POP 2 1262 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 

(PCS M F )  

( K S  ENL) 

(PCS US CIV) 

( K S  OTH CIV) 

(TOY OFF) 

(TOY WF) 
(TOY ENL) 

(TOY US CIV) 

(TOY OTH C I V )  

(Trri nees) 

LEONARO vD Total OFF 

Total  W F  

Total  ENL 

TOTAL MIL 

Total  US CIV 
Total  OTH CIV 

TOTAL CIV 

TOTAL POP 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 152 136 128 129 

(PCS WF) 0 0 0 0 
(PCS ENL) 0 0 0 0 

(PCS US CIV) 0 0 0 0 

(PC5 OTH CIV) 0 0 0 0 

(TOY OFF) 245 271 24; 242 

(TDY VOF) 12 12 12 11 

( T a r  ENL) 348 443 427  453 

(TDY US CIV) 0 0 0 0 

(TDY OTH C I V )  0 0 0 0 

(Tra~nees)  6657 6485 8113 E?fS 

.dents an: rrainees are inciuded i n  i ns ta1 la t :on  t o t a l  populat lons. 

I .e., PCS en1 i s t e d  students are included i n  t ? e  :c:al en1 i s t e d  



12/07/94 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POPULATIONS A F l E R  STATIONING Database 
HQRPLANS FY 1994-2000 Ver 4 . 2 0  

INST NAME ?32vLAT:ONr 1994 '"a5 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 
---------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  _ _  _ - _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ - - - - - - -  

population 

US C I V  population includes all US C i v i l  Servlce au:hcr:zltions or their  

equivalent . 



ACT I ON UN I T  

STATIONING SCENARIO 
------------------- 
UNITS STAT: Z X E 2 .  

UNIT DESCRIPTION 

Database 
Vet 4 . 2 0  

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _----------__. - _----------------- ----------- ----- 
Add I807!B USATC. FT. UOOD/r~"' LEONAQ3 UD 2000 
Add 1807'R RECEPTION STATION LEONARD UD ZOO0 

Add UlYC'fi PnC'03 BASIC TNG LEONARD UD 2000 % 
C i l  CBT SPT LEONA2D VD 2000 / ' ,JJ UC32A.A 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS : 

INST NO INSTALLATION NAME MACOH INSTALLATION TYP E  
------- ------------------------------ ------_ ---------------_------ 

45455 Fort Jackson TRADOC Tra i ni ng/School 

4- 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERHAIENT ASSETS ONLY 

F o r t  Jackson -- 45455 
FY 2000 

CEFORE 
- - .  - - -  

PERM 

FCC ASSETS 

FCC DESCRIPTION Un (OOGj 
------ -------------- -- ------- - 
11110 FV RUNWAYS SY 0 
11120 RU RUNWAYS SY 0 
11210 S7B 7UY n 5 v U 

11310 AC PA N SY 0 
11320 AC PA RU SY 0 
11330 AC M I N T  APRON SY 0 

11340 HCR ACCESS APR SY 0 
11350 K RNW HLD AP SY 0 

11370 A/C WASH APRON SY 0 
11380 AC LOADING APR SY 0 

11610 C0)4P SUING BAS SY 0 
14llOAfOPSBLOG SF 0 

14112 AV UNIT OPS B L  SF 0 
**'W 80E HQ BLOC SF 29 

'6NHQBLDC SF 158 
,a CO Hg BLDG S F  232 

+I4310 HISC SHIP OPS S F  0 

BEFORE BEFORE 

STAT I ON S T A T  I C:v 

n . s , a ~ D  BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

CONST STATION ASSETS STN W ASSETS 
PRO3 A L L W  -ALLOU ALLOU CCNST USED 

3 : ;  (OCO) (000) (000) (000) (0261 
- - - - - - -  -----.-- ------- ------ - - - - - -  ------- - 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 V 
1 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 O o  O 0 
0 20 9 i d 1  9 

0 221 -62 )OZ' 2p&G 0 
0 229 2 106'%m~ 2 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

Database 

Vet 4.20 

TOTAL 

($000 
. - - - - - - - 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

+15110 PIORSIVHClJZFS fB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I5310 CARGO STG AREA SY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+i7ii2 FLIGT S I ~  BLCD SF o o o o o o o o o 
17115 6AND TRAIN FAC SF 0 0 8 -8 0 / .;37 
17120 6EW I N S 7  BLOGS SF 189 110 291 -106 9 P 

17121 1- FIRE RG SF 1 0 24 -23 8 8 0 100s 

17130 APPL INST BLDG SF 

+I7140 AR CENTER SF 

+I7142 WG CENTER SF 
17160 TASC SF 

+i7iaz TRGT nov s1n s S F  
!7351 BSC 2% F I R E  R EA 

17902 FLD F I R I M G  RG EA 

17903 RECORD F I R E  RG EA 
+I7904 NIGHT F I R E  RG €A 

+I7906 KNOWN D I S T  RG €A 
17907 SNIPER TRNG F L  EA 

+I7908 TGT DETECT RG EA 
17909 MACHGUN IOU RG EA 

17910 MCHGUN TRAN R EA 

17912 APC FIRING RG €A 
6!7Ql3 HD GI? F A H I L I A R  EA 

; h3 G2 COhIFIDEN EA 



. 94  
HQRPLANS 

STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
For t  Jackson -- 45455 

FY 2000 

- - - - - -  
O K : ~ ~ :  BEF2iii 

BEFORE STAT ION STAT I :'; 
STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN !'E?u 

PERM CONS1 S T A i I O N  ASSET: STN NEU ASSET: %:- 

SZL ASSETS PROJ ALLOW -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONS; 

FCC DESCRIPTION UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) \u,;) (000) ($000) 
------ -------------- -- - - - - - - -  -------- ------- ------- ---- - -  - - - - - -  - - - - .  . - - - - - - - -  - 
+I7918 RECOIL  R I F L E  R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I7919 L T  ANTIAR UP R EA 1 0 2 - 1 0 0 0 0 

+I7920 ANTIAR TRACK R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7921 OEM0 BT + LM R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7922 FUS + FLHTH R €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17923 WUT cn RG EA o o o o -01 .01 o 4 7 
47924 MORT SCAL TR R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7925 MORTAR RANGE R EA 0 0 1 - 1 0 0 0 0 

+I7926 I N F  SOD B T L  CR EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7927 I N F  PLT BLT CR EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17928 m T  P I S T O L  R EA 1 0 .06 .94 0 0 0 0 

17930 TK GUN I :30&60 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17931 TK WN 1:561:1 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

"'32 T K  GUN STATNRY EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I TK CRU CBT F I R  EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-, -35 CMBAT ENG RANG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

47936 6lJNSHIP HARn R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
In37 AERIAL 6llNRY R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 :  0 
+I7938 FLO ART SCAL R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17942 FLD ART INOR R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17943 A I R D E F  F I R E  RG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7944 PLTDEF AFST A 1  EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I7947 BAYONET ASSAUL EA 0 0 0 0 .  0 0 0 0 
+I7967 I N F I L T R A T I O N  C EA 0 0 0 0 ' 0  0 0 0 

17986 M U E V E R  AREA AC 36 0 0 36 0 0 0 0 

21110 MNT HANGAR AVU SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
21111 MNT HANGAR A V I  S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+21120 nIsc ACFT M I N  SF o o o o o o o o 
+21210 04 M I N T  BLDG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+21320 MARINE RAILWAY L F  ; 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+21407 NG M I N T  FAC S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+21409 AR M I N T  FAC S F  12 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 

21410 VEH MNT SH ORG SF 9 0 0 9 3 0 3 0 

21420 VEH MNT SH DS SF 157 0 0 157 0 0 0 0 

+21435 V f H  REBUILD FA SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

21456 WASH FAC CENT EA 0 0 1 - 1 0 0 3 0 

+21510 GUN,'L'?N REPAIR SF 38 0 38 0 0 0 - 0 

+21610 AHnO M I N T  FAC SF '1 1 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 

21800 SP PURP HNT SH S F  S 0 78 -73 0 0 0 0 

PAR/ASN EOP RE SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Databast! 
Vet 4 . 2 0  

TOTAL 

($000 
.------- 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

. 47 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
r\ 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 

f o r t  Jackson -- 45455 
FY 2000 

BEFORE B E F O 2 E  

XEFCRE S T A T  ! O Y  STATlOtv 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM ST:, PERM 

PERH CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS 

FCG ASSETS PROJ ALLOY -ALLOU ALLOV CONST USED 
F C  OESCRIPTION UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ( U ~ L I )  

------ -------------- --  ------- - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - -  ------- ------ ------ - - - - - - -  

+22110 AC PROD BI-DG S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22210 GH PROD BLDG S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22310 S H I P  PROD BLDG S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22410 TANWAUTO PROD S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22510 WEAPON PROD BL S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22610 EXPLOSIVE PROD SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22710 C O W 0  PROD BLD S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22810 LTMU 6 TEX PLN S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+22820 CONST EQP PLAN S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22830 RR EQP P U N T  S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22840 PRINT PLANT S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22890 N I S C  PRO0 8LOG SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+22910 PROD MNT REP 0 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
- -  ''0 ROT&€ LABS S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I AC RDTkE SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-,,,10 CtSL SPACE ROT& S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31310 )UR RDT&E SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31410 T W A U T O  ROT& S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31510 WEAPON ROTaE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31610 EX?LOS!VE ;.;Ti, SF C 0 G C C P c C 

+31710 ELEC RDTLE SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+31810 PUOP RDTLE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+31910 M U - N E T A L  RDTL S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+32010 UWD-VAT EQU RD SF 0 0 0 0 '0 0 0 
+32110 TECH SERVICE S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+37110 RDTLE RANGE FA EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+39010 OTHER ROTLE F A  EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

41100 L I Q  FUEL STOR BL 169 0 17717 -17548 5923 5923 0 

42100  AM40 STOR-DEP SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

42200 AnnO STOR- INST S F  4 5 0 0 44 0 0 0 

43200 COLD STOR-INST S F  2 0 0 13 7 4 0 4 

+44100 GSN 2 UH-DEP SF 2 0 24 -22 o p r ,  0 0 

44200 GEN P VH- INST S f  30 0 674 -644 ;31fi 225 
/ 

0 

44230 CONT HUM MH S F  2 0 34 -32 2 f b  11 0 
44240 I N F L  MATLS UH SF 0 0 34 -34 11 0 

44260 VEH S T C D  SHED SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

45200 VEH HARDSTAND SY 0 0 5 - 5 5 5 0 

51010 HOSPITAL S F  375 51 218 157 95 0 9 5 
43040  VET F A C I L I T Y  S F  0 0 2 - 2 0 0 0 

7 DEYTf iL  CL!"r l f -  b r  - 2 - Q 0 19 19 3 0 

Oatabase 

Ver 4 . 2 0  



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMNENT ASSETS ONLY 

F o r t  Jackson -- 45455 
FY 2000 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

BEFORE BEFORE 
BEFORE STAT I ON STAT I ON 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM S T N  PERM 

PEW CONST STATION A:-- J STN IN ASSETS NEU 

FCC ASSETS PROJ ALLOU -ALLOW ALLOU CONST USED CONST TOTAL 

FCG OESCRI?""': UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($OGsSj ($000) 
------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - -  - - - - - - -  -------- ------- ------- -----_ -_---- ------_ _------_ -_------ 
71100 FAHILY HOUSING SF 6526 0 4053 2474 891 0 

< O  891jij 
0 

7110FFAHILY HOUSINGFA 4764 0 3002 1762 0 6j@ 0 
7110P OFF POST HSG FA 3497 0 0 3497 0 0 0 0 0 

72100 ENL UPH SF 868 310 877 -8 115 1 1 5  0 0 0 
7210P ENL UPH (HQIFS PN 3572 800 2259 1313 297 0 297 0 0 

7210s ENL uPH (PLNG) PN 336s eoo 2259 1106 ~ $ 3  o ~ a 9  o o 
72114 EN BKS AT/MOB SF 0 0 145 -145 0 0 0 0 0 

7211P EN BKS AT/WB PN 0 0 921 -921 0 0 0 0 0 
72170 SR ENL QTRS SF 2 0 95 -92 29 29 0 0 0 
7217P SR ENL QTRS PN 44 0 244 -200 74 74 

O fo4; 

4042 

72181 EIL BW TRAINE SF 2422 o 1702 n o  961 241 0 720 3d o 
7218P EIL BKS TRAINE PN 13368 0 9896 3472 &'# 39?f 4&d041759 
t22W UPH DINE FAC SF 235 0 165 70 77 6 70 1277 1277 

"'00 OFF UPH SF 87 0 234 -147 21 21 0 0 0 
' OFF UPH PN 176 0 347 -171 31  31 0 2674 2674 

- .rO FIRE STATION SF 0 0 9 -9 0 0 0 0 0 

47301s COWFINMENT FA SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
no20 CHAPEL CTR FAC SF 57 0 75 -18 25 25 0 3973 3973 

+73028 DRUG ABUSE CTR SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+73030 LWDRY/DRYCL FA SF 0 0 57 -57 0 0 0 0 0 
+ 7 3 W  DEPN GR SCH SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+73019 DEPW H16tI SCH SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+73073 POST OFFICE SF 1 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 -6 . 

74006 BANK SF 0 0 12 -12 . 3 3 0 4 54 454 
74010 AUDTH GEN PURP SF 27 0 47 -21 17 17 

74OllBWtINGCTR SF 4 1 0 49 18 

74014 CHILD SPT CTR SF 3 7 7 57 -;; 94 7 ",,& 0 

74021 COMISSARY SF 133 0 80 52 24 0 2 4 

74022 SKILL DEU CTR SF 0 0 22 -22 5 5 0 663 663 

74024 SKILL CTR AUTO SF j 13 0 16 - 3  5 5 0 
4 

74025 ACES FACILITY SF 3 8 0 2 7 11 7 
74028 PHYS FIT CTR SF 103 0 112 

3 4 74032 TRANS HSG FAC SF . 42 0 9 

74033 COMMUNITY CTR SF 

74041 LIBRARY CTR SF 
74046 OPEN DINING FA SF 
74052 EXCH SVC STA SF 

74053 UCH H A I M  RETL SF 

74064 REST/CAFE SF 

; YOUTH CEFITER SF 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
F o r t  Jackson -- 45455 

FY 2000 

BEFORE P E F O i i i  

BEFORE STAT I ON S T A T !  ? V  

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM 2 i N  PERM 
PERM CONST STATION ASSET: ' 5 '  ':'" ' N E W  

- - -  
7 LJ ASSETS PROJ ALLW -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONST 

KG DESCRIPTION UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($230 )  
_----- --_----------_ -- ------- -------- --_---- - - - -__-  ------ _ _  _ -  ------- -------- - 

75011 WULTIPLE COURT EA 5 0 1s -10 6 6 0 72 

+75012 BASKETBALL CT EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+7SO18 GEM PURP PLAYG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

75020 BASEBALL FIELD EA 4 0 6 -2 1 1 0 4 8 

75021 SOFTBALL FIELD EA 2 0 30 -28 13 13 0 549 

75022 FWTBALL/SOCCE EA 0 0 20 -20 7 7 0 1176 

+75027 RUNY ING TRACK EA 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

75030 OUTOCZZ POOLS €A 4 0 4 0 1 1 0 1226 

+75040 GOLF CS 18H EA 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 

+75011 60LF CS 9H EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+76010 MEUn SF 11 11 23 -12 0 0 0 0 

+81100 ELEC PUR SOURC KV 35000 0 35000 0 9215 9215 0 9821 

+81121 HISC ELEC PUR KV 87420 0 87420 0 0 0 0 0 

4"'"W ELEC WU OIST LF 1986 0 1986 0 711 711 0 9244 

ELEC RIR SUBST KV 0 0 0 0 9215 9215 0 1199 

.JO HEAT SOURCE He 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

432111 MIX HT PL ME 9 1  0 319 -228 0 0 0 0 

-200 HEAT O I S T  LN LF 392 0 392 0 0 0 0 0 

4 3 1 0 0  SEV/TRMT L DSP KG 5020 0 5020 0 1250 1250 0 4065 

+a3120 MISC sm TREAT KG s o 148 -143 o o o o 
4 3 2 0 0  Y S M R  COLL SY LF 619 0 619 0 211 211 0 13242 

+84100 U 5 TRHT KG 7531 0 7638 -107 1843 1843 0 9 9 3  
4 1 2 0  V S STOR K6 2105 0 2105 0 1579 1579 0 2852 

4 4 1 2 7  HISC WTR TREAT KG 0 0 0 0 '0 0 0 0 

+64200 UATER OISTR LF 800 0 800 0 283 283 0 10430 

45100  ROADS SY 2180 0 2180 0 856 856 0 31425 

45120  VEHICLE BRIDGE SY 1 0 1 0 0 0 S 0 

85210 ORG VEh PARK S Y  895 0 1416 -521 508 508 0 22541 

85215 NONORG VEH PAR SY 6 0 655 -649 51 51 0 1689 

+86010 RAI''C'3S MI 0 4 0 '? 0 0 0 0 0 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

TOTAL 

( S  000) 
, - - - - - - -  

7 2 
0 
0 

48 

549 
11 76 

0 
1226 

0 
0 
0 

982 1 

0 
9244 

1199 
0 
0 

0 
4065 

0 
13242 
5993 
2852 

0 
10430 

31425 
0 

22541 
1889 

0 

=======I ====I=== 

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (HQIFS) 257200 257200 
TOTALS w/ENL UPH (HQIFS) w/o FH 257200 257200 

fr-- - , 'r&!' trpu ( 3 1  y q \  257?3? ? 5 7 ? ? ?  

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (PLNG) W / O  Fn 257200 25;;;; 

'RP?A%S!RPLANS Allowances = Total  I n s t a l l a t l o n  Assets 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERRANEN1 ASSETS ONLY 

Fort Jackson -- 45455 

FY 2 0 0 0  

Database 
Ver 4 . 2 0  

BEFORE BEFOi3E 
BEFORE STAT I ON STAT I ON 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM S;K :tau 
PERM CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS NEW 

FCG ASSETS PRO3 ALLOU -ALLOY ALLOV CONST USED CONST TOTAL 

FCG DESCRIPTION UM ( 0 0 0 )  ( 0 0 0 )  ( 0 0 0 )  ( 0 0 0 )  ( 0 0 2 )  ( O C O )  (OC3) ( $ 0 0 0 )  ( $ 0 0 0 )  
-__-__ _ _ _ - _ - - - - . _ - - _ -  - -  - - - - - - -  -------- -----..- ------- ___-__ --_-__ _-_--__ ----_---  -------- 

i s  AC. LF. SF. or S Y .  Actual assets/allowances a re  shown f o r  

a11 other UW. 

llcw f a c i l i t y  construction needed t o  sa t is fy  stat ioning allonances i s  

rounded t o  the nearest thousand only &re U( i s  AC. LF, SF. o r  SY. 

Actual new f a c i l i t y  construction needed i s  shown for a l l  other UM. 

family housing assets data f o r  avai lable off-post assets was provided 

by ACSIH as o f  July 1994. . i s  Included I n  the data displayed under EEA 
7IF/FC6 7110F and i s  a1 so displayed f o r  In fomat ion  only under EEA 
71P/FCC 7110P i n  t h i s  report.  The planning UEPH capacity o f  permanent 
en l l s ted  barracks was also provided by ACSIM as o f  July 1994 and i s  
displayed under EEA 72S/FCG 7210s I n  t h i s  report. 

AFORE STATION ASSETS ~nc lude leased f a i l y  housing. avai lable off-post 

family housing. camr rc ia l  sources f o r  u t i l i t i e s  and planned construction 

projects froll FY 92 through thc FT two ptt p r l o r  t o  thc s ta t la r ing  p r .  

Only cons tn~c t i on  projects f o r  FY 92-96 that  have been r e v i d  a d  
selected by ACSIH t o  represent new permanent f a c i l i t i e s  are included. 

Planned construction projects f o r  FY 97 and l a t e r  ycan are not included 
for s t r t i  oni ng y e a n  1998-2000. P l  a n d  construction projects I ncl uded 
are also displayed i n  a separate column. Tcaporay a i r f i e l d  pavcrcnts 
and a l l  other leased assets are excluded fron consideration and are not 

used t o  sa t is fy  u n l t  allowances. 



STATIONING SCENARIO 
------------------- 

U N I T S  STATIONED: 

ACT I ON UN 1 T U N I T  DESCRIPTION 
_ _ _ _ _ - _  -----_-_------ .......................... 
Add 1 8 0 7 / B  USATC. F T .  H)O0!98TH 
Add 1 8 0 7 / R  RECEPTION STATION 

Add UlnOAA 8DE3RD BASIC TNG 
Add K 3 2 A A  CO CBT SPT 

D a t a b a s e  

Ver 4 . 2 0  

F7.U 

j YEAR ' 

--------- -- - - - - - - - - -  ----- 
LEZ!ZAD UD 2 0 0 0  
LEONARD VD 2 0 0 0  
LEOhARD YD 2000 

LECN:?9 UD 2000 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS: 

fNST NO INSTALLATION NAME )IACOC1 INSTALLATION TYPE 
------- ------------------------------ ------- ---------------------- 

25455 F o r t  J a c k s o n  TRADOC T r a i  n i  n g / S c h o o l  



STATION Iff i  POPtlUTION S W Y  
UNITS BASED IN'ZOOO 

FROM TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 

UNIT UNIT DESCRIPTION INST OFF UOF ENL MIL CIV CIV CIV POP 
---------- ------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - -  ------  ------  - - - - -_ -_--__ _--_-_ ------ -_----  ------ 
I807/8 USATC. FT. m b i , : - '  

'", . o o soeo -,?ED o o o so80 

1807/R RECEPTION STATION LEONA 0 0 507 & 8 7 > $ 0  0 0 507 

YllQAA BDE3RD BASIC TNG LEONA 94 0 667 7 . 1 6 F H 7  0 57 818 
Y U Z A A  CO CBT SFT LEONA 5 0 172 177 0 0 0 177 

------ ------ ------ ------ ------ _----- ------ 
9 9 0 6426 6525  57 0 57  6582 



34 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POPULATIONS AFTf R STATIONING Database 
HQK~LANS FY 1994-2000 Ver 4.20 

---------- --------------- ------- - 
JACKSON Total OFF 466 

Total UOF 23 
7 - 4  - 1  r a l *  , Y ... a 11698 

TOTAL H ~ L  12187 
Total US CIV 2038 

Total OTH C I V  1911 
TOTAL C I V  3949 
TOTAL POP 16136 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 

(PCS WF) 
(PCS ENL) 

(PC5 US CIV) 

(PCS OTH CIV) 

(TOY OFF) 

(TDI WF) 
(Tor ENL) 
(TOY US CIV)  
(TDY OTH CIV) 

( T t a i  nees) 

LEaURO Kl Total OFF 
Total W F  

Total ENL 

TOTAL MIL 

Total US CIV 
Total OTH C I V  

TOTAL CIV 
TOTAL POP 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 152 136 
( K S  VOF) 0 0 

(PCS ENL) 0 0 

(PCS US CIV) 0 0 

( K S  OTH CIV) 0 0 

(TOY OFF) 245 271 

( T D ~  UOF) 12 12 
( T O Y  ENL) 348 443 

(TOY US CIV) 0 0 
(TCY 0TH CIV) 0 0 

( l r a  I netrb) c T c d  

' tudentsand t r a i n e e s a r e  i n c l u d e d i n  i n s t a l l a t i o n  t o t a l  populations, 
. . . . 



PROJECTED I MSTALLAT I O N  POPULATIOMS A n E R  STAT I O N  I MG Database 
FY 1994-2000 Ver 4 .20  

US C I V  population includes all US Civil Service authorizations - .  :nelr 

equivalent . 



ACT I ON UNIT 

STATIOHING SCENARIO 
------------------- 
UNITS STATIONED: 

U N I T  DESCRIPTION 

Database 
V e r  4.20 

- -------- -------------- ----------------------------------- - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _  - - - - -  
:.'A l F n T t ~  USATC. n U ~ O ~ ~ T H  LEONARD uo 2000 

;JJ  1 9 ~ 7 ~ :  ..iCEPT I Z N  STAT ION LEONARD UO 2000 4 
Add UlMQAA BOE3aD BASIC TNG LEONARD VD 2000 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS: 

I N S T  NO INSTALLATION MAHE CIACOM INSTALLATION TYPE 
------- ------------------------------ ------- ---------------------- 
40755 Fort  S i l l  TRADOC TrainingISchool t 

-- 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMWENT A s s n s  ONLY 
f o r t  S i l l  -- 40755 

FT 2000 

Oatabase 
Ver 4.20 

BEFORE BEFGii f  
BEfi!RE STAT I ON STAT I ON 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

PERM CONST STATION ASSETS STN IN ASSETS NEW 

f CG ASSETS PRO3 ALLW -ALLOW A L L W  CONST USED CONST TOTAL 
FCG DESCRIPTION UH (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ( O w - ,  ($300) ($000) 

------ -------------- -- ------- - - - - - - - -  ------- ------- --_--- -_---- -----__ - -___  _ _  -------- 
11110 N RUNWAYS SY 111 0 42 69 0 0 0 0 0 

11120 RU 2LVUAYS SY 0 0 4 -4 0 0 u 0 0 
11210 STD T W  SY 121 0 3 4 8 7 0 0 0 0 0 
11310 AC PA N S Y 6 7 0 14 53 0 0 0 0 0 
11320 AC PA RU S Y 38 0 25 13 0 0 0 0 0 

11330 AC M I N T  APRON SY 2 0 6 -4 0 0 0 0 0 

11340 HCR ACCESS APR SY 34 0 5 29 0 0 0 0 0 
11350 AC R M  HLD AP SY 0 0 8 -8 0 0 0 0 0 
11370 A/C WASH APRON SY 1 0 2 - 1 0 0 0 0 0 

11380 AC LOADING APR SY 0 0 7 -7 0 0 0 0 0 
11610 U)nP SUING BAS SY 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
14110 AF OPS B L f f i  S F  13 0 9 4 0 0 0 0 0 
14112 AV UNIT  OPS 8L SF 0 0 3 -3 0 0 0 0 

**la2 BDE HQ BUK; SF 29 0 M -55 $ 10 
: Bn fiQ 8 L M  SF  193 0 300 -107 ~ ' ~ 1 0 2  0 -  o 6 - 3  15589 15589 ,487 

-3 W Hg B W l  SF  1128 0 392 736 ~ 2 4  0 103 0 0 
+la10 nix SHIP ops SF o o o o o o o o o 
+15110 PIERSIIMARFS F8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+15310 URCiO STG AREA SY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I7112 FL IGT  S I H  BLGD SF 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17115 BAHD TRAIM FAC SF  0 0 8 -8 0 0 0 
0 

0 
17120 6 0  INST BUK jS  SF  669 0 3 2  348 x g  0 W 0 
17121 INDOOR F I R E  RG SF 0 0 27 -27 8 8 0 1089 1089 
17130 APPL INST BLDG SF 195 57 245 -50 ' 0  0 0 Ol- . .  0 

+17140 AR CENTER SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I7142 ffi CENTER SF 19 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17160 TASC SF 24 0 3 2 -8 6 6 0 902 902 
+I7182 TRGT H O V  S I M  8 SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17901 BSC zsn FIRE R EA 1 o 1-42 - . 4 2  o o o o o 
17902 FLD F IR ING RG EA , 1 0 1.42 -.42 C 0 0 0 0 
17903 RECORD F I R E  RG EA 0 0 3 4  -1.34 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7904 MIGHT F IRE  RG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I7906 K l l W N  D IST  RG EA 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 . - -  . r 36 7 St; ?f R TRNG F L  €A 1 0 -08 -92 0 0 0 0 
+I7908 TGT DETECT RG €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17909 MACffiUN 1QH RG EA 0 0 -44 - . a 4  0 0 0 0 0 
17910 MACHGUN TRAN R EA 0 0 1.44 -1.44 0 0 0 0 0 

17512 APC FIZING RG EA 0 0 -12 - . I 2  0 0 0 0 0 

+I7913 HD GR FAMILIAR €A 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 HD GR CONFTDEN E A  0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 

. , . - -  - c c  n ~r ,7 0 0 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERNANENT ASSETS ONLY 
Fort S i  11 -- 40755 

FY 2000 

BEFORE BEFORE 
_ C ? , . * C  . ... STATION TAT I O N  

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STh PERM 
nrnu r r - y c ~  C T * - .  nY ASSETS STN N i *  ASSETS 

FCC ASSETS PROJ ALLOW -ALLOW ALLOY CONST USE0 
FCC OESCRIPTION UH (0001 (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 

------ -------------- --  ------- - - - - - - - -  ------- ------- ------ ------ - - - - - - -  
+I7918 RECOIL  R I F L E  R €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7919 L T  ANTIAP UP R EA 1 0 2 - 1 0 0 0 
417920 ANTIAR TRACK R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

+I7921 OEHO BT + LM R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+I7922 F U S  + FLMTH R €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17923 UOUT CFT RG EA 0 0 .09 -.09 0 0 0 
417924 MORT SCAL TR R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+ m z s  MORTAR R P ~ G E  R EA o o o o o o o 
+17926 INF SOD BTL CR €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

417927 I N F  P L T  RLT CR EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17928 COnsT P I S T O L  R €A 2 0 -08 1.92 0 0 0 

17930 TK GUN 1:30&60 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17931 TK GUN 1:%1:1 EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
"'32 T K  6UN STATNRY EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TK CRU CBT F I R  EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
*, ,a5 CClSAT EN6 RANG EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

47936 6 U I S H I P  WRN R EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17937 AERIAL W R Y  R €A 4 0 .08 3.92 0 0 0 
47938 FLO ART SCAL R EA 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 

17942 FLD ART INDR R EA 0 0 .55 -.55 0 0 0 

17943 A I R O E F  FIRE RG €A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
47944 PLTDEF AFST A 1  EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
4 7 9 4 7  BAYONET hSSAUL EA 0 0 0 O .  0 0 0 
+I7967 I W F I L r R A T l O N  C EA 0 0 1 -1 - 0  0 0 

17986 MANUEVER AREA AC 43 0 3 39 0 0 0 

21110 HNT HANGAR AVU SF 44 0 23 20 0 0 0 

21111 MNT HANGALR A V 1  SF 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 

+ZllZO M I S C  ACFT H A I N  S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+21210 @I MINT BLDG SF 87 0 186 -99 0 0 0 

421320 MARINE U , I L V A Y  L F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

421407 NG M I N T  FAC SF 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 

+21409 AR H A I N T  FAC S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

21410 VEH HNT SH OR5 SF 237 0 360 -123 0 0 0 
21420 VEH HNT SH DS SF 74 0 63 1 I 0 0 0 

421435 VEH REBUILD FA S F  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

21456 WASH FAC CENT € A  18 18 1 17 0 0 0 

421510 GUN/UPN REPAIR SF 9 0 24 -15 0 0 C 

+21610 AnnO MAIMT FAC SF 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 

21800 SP PURP HNT SH SF 2 1 0 51 -30 0 0 0 

. PAR/ABN EQP RE SF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

NEY 

CONST 

($000) 
- - - - - - - -  - 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Oatabase 
Ver 4 . 2 0  

TOTAL 

($000 
- - - - - - -  

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
Fort S i  11 -- 40755 

FY 2000 

Database 
V e r  4.20 

2EFORE BEFORE 

BEFORE S ~ A I  ~ U N  STAT ION 
STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 

PC:!: CONST c T 4 T I P r J A c C E T S  5TN Nfw ASSETS NEW 

FCC ASSETS PROJ ALLOW -ALLOW ALLOW CONST USED CONST TOTAL 

FCC P c c r Q ? o T I O N  UM (000) (000) (CL?) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 
------ -------------- -- ------- -----a 

+22110 AC PROD BLOG SF 0 

+22210 04 PROD RLOG SF 0 

+22310 S H I P  PRO0 ELM; S F  0 

+22410 TANCVAlJTa PROD SF 0 

+ZZS10 WEAPON PROD BL S F  0 

+22610 EXPLOSIVE PROD S F  0 

+a710 UYW) QROD BLD SF 0 
+UCIIO L~HR a r a  PLN SF o 
+22820 CONST EQF PLAN S F  0 

+22830 RR EQP PLANT S F  0 

+UMO PUINT P U N T  SF 4 7 
+zz890 nIu: moo sun; SF o 
+22910 ptttm WT REP 0 €A 0 
; '3RDTLEUBS SF 0 

AC ROT&€ SF 0 

+~,,AO S L  SPACE ROT& S F  0 
+3l310 W ROTLE SF 0 

+31410 TAlllVAUTO ROT& SF 0 

+31510 VEAPON ROT&€ S F  0 

+31610 EXPLOSIVE ROT& S F  0 

+31710 UEC RDT&E SF 0 

+31810 PROP ROT&€ SF 0 

+31910 (IOCI-RUAL ROT8 S F  0 
+32010 UID-UAT EolJ RD SF 0 

+32110 TECH SERVICE SF 0 

+37110 RDTLE RANGE FA EA 0 
+39010 OTPER R O T E  FA EA 0 

41100 L I O  FUEL STOR B L  0 
42100 AM40 STOR-DEP S F  0 

42200 AmO STOR-INST SF 82 

43200 COLD STOR-INST S F  12 

44100 GEN P UH-DEP SF 0 

44200 6EW P UH-INST SF 291 

44230 CON1 HUM UH SF 0 

44240 I N F L  MATLS UH SF 2 

44260 VEH STOR SHED S F  0 

45200 VEH HARDSTAND SY 1315 

51010 HOSPITAL SF 501 
63040 VET F A C I L I T Y  S F  6 

DENTAL C L I N I C  SF 4 5 



STATIONING PROFILE -- PERMANENT ASSETS ONLY 
F o r t  S i l l  -- 40755 

FY 2000 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

-- - BEFinl 

BEFC?, STATION STAT!CSt  

! - 'T ION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 
PE2H CONST STATION ASSETS 1 $3 ASSETS N N  

F C ~ J  A J A L I ~  rnvv  ..,,SU -ALLOW A;-C)U C%ST USED COtt:- TOTAL 

FCG DESCRIPTION UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (CG:' (C33) (000) ($000) ($000) 

71100 FAMILY HOUSING SF 

7 l lOF  FAMILY HOlISING FA 
711OP OFF POST HSG FA 
72100 ENL UPH SF 

7210P ENL UPH (HQIFS PN 

72105 ENL UPH (PLNG) PN 
72114 EN BKS AT/MOB SF 

7211P EN 8KS AT/HOB PN 
72170 SR ENL QTRS SF 

7217P SR ENL QTRS PN 

72181 ENL BKS TWINE SF 

7218P ENL BKS TWINE PN 
72200 UQH DINE FAC SF 

"W OFF UPH SF 

O f f  UPH PN 
*.,,AO FIRE STATION SF 

+73015 COIIFIIMENT FA SF 
73020 CHAPEL CTR FAC SF 

+73028 O R E  ABUSE CTR SF 
+73030 USDRY/DRYCL FA SF 

+ 7 3 W  DEPW 6R SCH SF 

+73049 DEPW HIGH SCH SF 
+73073 WST OFFICE SF 

74006 BANK SF 
74010 AUOTU 6EN PURP SF 

74011 BOVtING CTR SF 
74014 CHILD SPT CTR SF 

74021 CWISSARY SF 

74022 SKILL DEV CTR SF 
74024 SKILL CTR AUTO SF 

74025 ACES FACILITY SF 
74028 PHYS FIT CTR SF 

74032 TRANS HSG FAC SF 

74033 COMMUNITY CTR SF 
74041 LIBRARY CTR SF 

746;s OPEN DINING FA SF 

74052 UCH SVC STA SF 

74053 EXCH MAIN RETL SF 

74064 RE STICAFE SF 

YOdin CENTER SF 



STATIONING PROFILE -- P m w E n r  ASSETS ONLY 

F o r t  S i l l  -- 40755 
f Y  2000 

- .  - BEFORE 

BEFORE STAT I ON STATION 

STATION PLANNED BEFORE PERM STN PERM 
PERH CONST STATION A_-, ;, STN N W  ASSETS 

FCC ASSETS PROJ A L L W  -ALLOW ALLOU CONST USf"  
FCC DESCRIPTION UM (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) t000) 

__---- -------------. - -  ------- -------- ------- ------- ------ ------ ------- 
75011 MULTIPLE COURT EA 5 0 18 -13 6 6 0 

+75012 BASKETBALL CT EA 12 0 12 0 0 0 
+75018 GEN PURP PLAYG EA 22 0 22 0 0 0 0 

75020 BASEBALL F I E L D  EA 6 0 10 - 4 1 1 0 
75021 SOFTBALL F I E L D  €A 13 0 36 -23 13 13 0 
75022 FWTBALLISOCCE EA 0 0 27 -27  7 7 0 

+75027 RUNNING TRACK €A 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 

75030 OUTDOOR POOLS 4 0 5 - 1 1 1 0 
+75040 GDLF CS 1BH EA 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 
+75041 UJLF  CS 9 H  EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
+76010 MUSEUM SF 50 0 5 5 -5 0 0 0 
41100 ELEC PUR SOURC KV 35000 0 35000 0 8967 8967 0 
41121  M I X  ELEC PUR KV 128338 0 128338 0 0 0 0 
4*"W ELEC PUR D I S T  LF 1488 0 1188 0 692 692 0 

ELEC WR SUBST KV 15500 0 15500 0 8967 8967 0 

9, ,A HEAT SOURCE I48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
e l 1 1  RIU: HT PL ne o o o o o o o 

H U T  OIST  LN LF 572 0 572 0 0 0 0 
+83100 SN/TWT a DSP KI; 5001 o 503s -34 1216 1216 o 
+ 8 3 1 2 0 M I S C S € U T R E A T K G  1021 0 1022 - 1 0 0 0 
43200 USTWR COLL SY LF 552 0 552 0 205 205 0 

+CU100VS TR)ITT Kt 10000 0 10000 0 1793 1793 0 
4 1 2 0  W S S TOR KG 4060 0 4060 0 1537 1537 0 
4 4 1 2 7  HISC W R  TREAT KG 0 0 0 0 .O  0 0 

44200  WATER OISTR L F  788 0 788 0 275 275 0 
+85100 ROADS SY 3959 0 4018 -59 833 833 0 

+85120 VEHICLE BRIDGE SY 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 

85210 ORG VEH PARK SY 12 0 1605 -1594 494 494 0 
85215 NONORG VEH PAR SY 1325 0 1005 320 42 0 42 

46010 RAILROADS n I 4 4 o 4 4 o o o o 

NEW 
CONST 

(SL- -; 
-------- 

8 1 
0 
0 

54 
612 

13 10 

0 
1366 

0 
0 
0 

10645 
0 

10020 
1299 

0 
0 
0 

4405 
0 

143% 
6495 
3092 

0 

11306 
34064 

0 
24434 

0 
0 

Database 
Vet 4.20 

TOTAL 

($000 1 
-------- 

8 1 

0 
0 

54 
612 

1310 
0 

1366 
0 
0 
0 

10645 
0 

10020 
1299 

0 
0 
0 

UOS 
0 

14354 
6495 
3092 

0 

11306 
34064 

0 
24434 

0 
0 

TOTALS wIENL UPH (HQI FS) 325817 325817 
TOTALS w/ENL UPH (HOIFS) w/o  FH 325817 325817 

TOTALS w/ENL UPH (PLNG) 325817 325817 
TOTALS w/ENL UPH (PLNG) w/o  FH 325817 325817 

- 'QPLANS/RPLANS A1 l o w a n c e s  = T o t a l  I n s t a l  l a t i o n  A s s e t s .  



Database 

Ver 4.20 

BEFORE 5EFORE 

PFFORE STAT I ON STAT!ON 
S T A T I O N  PLANNED BEFORE P E W  STN PERM 

PERH CONST STATION ASSETS STN NEW ASSETS NEW 
FCC ASSET; r:Li *\L,-I -ALLOW ALLOW CONST 2 CONST TOTAL 

FCC D E S C R I P T I O N  UH (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) ($000) ($000) 
------ -------------- -- ------- -------- -----..- ------- __-_-_ _ _ _ _ _ _  -..-__-- -____--- -------- 

is AC. LF. SF, or S Y .  Actual assets/allowances are shown for 

all other W. 

llew facility construction needed to satisfy stationing allowances is 
rounded to the nearest thousand only where UM is AC. LF. SF, or SY. 

Actual new facility construction needed is shown f o r  all other W. 

Family housing assets data for available off-post assets was provided 

by ACSIM as of July 1994. is included in the data displayed under EEA 
71F/FCG 7110F and i s  also displayed for infomation only under EEA 

7lP/FC6 71lOP fn this report. The planning UEPH cawcity o f  pemnent 
cnllsted barracks was also provided by ACSIM as o f  July 1994 and i s  
displayed under EEA 72S/FCG 7210s in this report. 

AFORE STATION ASSETS include leased fari ly housing, available off-post 
frily housing. caarncrcial sources for utilities and planned canstwtion 

projects fron FY 92 through the FT two years prior to the stationing year. 
Only construction projects for FY 92-96 that have been m i d  and 
selected by ACSIH to reptcsent new pemanent facilities are included. 

Plumed construction projects for FT 97 and later years a n  not included 
for stationing y e a n  1998-2000. Planned construction projects Included 
are atso displayed Cn a separate calm. Tsnporaty airfield p a v e n t s  
and all other leased assets are excluded fnm consideration and are not 

wed to satisfy unit allawances. 



STATIONING SCENARIO 
------------------.. 

UN!TS STAT!"N'F 

ACTION UNIT UNIT DESCRIPTION 
__------ -------------- --------------------------- 
Add 1807/8 USATC. :. Y?33!!?!?TH 

Add I807/R RECEPTION STATION 
Add VlnQAA BOE3RD BASIC TNG 

TARGET INSTALLATIONS 

IMST NO INSTALLATION NAHE  con 
------- ------------------------------ ------- 
40755 Fort  5111 TRADOC 

Database 
Ver 4.20 

FROM 
. . . C  I . ..- YEAR 

LEONARD VD 2000 

LEONARD VD 2000 
LEONARD VD 2000 

INSTALLATION TYPE 
---------------------- 
Training/School 



STATIONING POPULATION S W Y  tabase 
U N I T S  BASED IN. 2000 Ver 4 .20  

-./q S v Y  

. n3H TOTAL US OTHER TOTAL TOTAL 
UNIT U N I T  DESCRIPTION I N S T  OFF UOF ENL MIL C I V  C!V C I V  POP 

I807/8 USATC. FT. UOOD/98TH LEONA 0 0 SO80 Jsed 1 ' 3 ~ 0  0 0 5080 

I807lR R E C E P T I O N S T A T I O N  L EONA 0 0 507 M E O O  0 
I 

0 507 
VlMQAA BDEi A S I C  TNG LEONA 9 4  C 6 6 7  H J ~ , W >  0 57 818 



34 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POPUUTIONS A R E R  STATION~NG Database 
FY 1994-2000 HUK~LANS Ver 4.20 

INST NAME POPllLAT ION# 1991 
___- - - - - - -  - - - - _ - _ - - - - - _ - -  ----_-_ 
LEONARD vD Total  OFF 967 

--. . - ' " S  4 2 

Tota l  EN: !C5!?2 

TOTAL M I L  11602 

Total  US CIV 1943 

Tota l  OTH CIV 2767 

TOTAL CIV 4710 

TOTAL O n n  16312 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 

(PCS VOF) 

(PCS ENL) 

(PCS US C I V )  
(PCS OTH CIV) 

(TOY OFF) 

(TOY VOF) 

(TOY ENL) 

(TDY US C I V )  
(TOY OTH CIV) 

(Trainees) 

SILL Tota l  OFF 

Tota l  UOF 

Total ENL 

TOTAL H I  L 

Total US C I V  
Total OTH C I V  

TOTAL CIV 

TOTAL POP 

(Students) 

(PCS OFF) 211 200 

(PCS VOF) 6 17 

(PCS ENL) 2 4 4 8 

(PCS US CIV) 0 0 
(PCS OTH CIV) 0 0 

(TOY Or=)  519 393 

(TOY VOF) 4 5 

(TUY ENL) 433 450 

(TOY US C1V)  0 0 

(TOY OTH CIV) 0 0 

(Trainees) 3895 4771 

'udents and t .  = ~ n e e s  a r e  inc luded i n  i n s t a l  l a t i o n  t o t a l  populat ions. 

2 . .  PCS e n l i s t e d  students a r e  inc luded i n  t he  t o t a l  e n l i s t e d  



34 PROJECTED INSTALLATION POPULATIONS AFTER STATIONING Database 

HQurdNS FY 1994-2000 Ver 4 . 2 0  

.,ua*hnnE POPULATION# 1994 1995 1996 1997 1958 1999 L ; w d  

---------- --------------- ------- ---_--_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _-___-_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
population. 

US C I V  population includes all US C i v i l  Service authorizations or their 

equivalent. 



5 D e c  94 

MEMORANDUM FOR CPT HOLLIS, TOTAL ARMY BASING STUDY 

SUBJECT: Cost Estimates - J  Reiocace A~zzanz -my National 
Guard (ALARNG) rrom Forc McClellan, AL 

1. T 5 s  L A i o w s  GF) discussions of 1 and 5 Dec. 

2 -  Attached is a 1 9 9 0  Alabama A d j u t a n t  General letter 
. . 

out1 -..-..; several alternatives. Alternative two (para 3b) is 
most closely aligned with the situation discussed. 

.. 4 b - . . . . . . . --L .--- b .*& -.. r. . -  - . 
a .  ALARNG estimated c o s t s , , a t . , t h a t  t i m e  were $52-8M -. . l  . - 
b- Would consider these costs as significantly understated. 

- Facilities licensed to ALARNG as briefed to Ms. Frylie 
and myself during visit 13 Jul 94 -- 510K SF. 

- Looking to  license addit ional  f a c i l i t i e s  -- 226K. This 
does not count the license of facilities that would be as 
trade-of f  for f a c i l i t i e s  returned (W.W.11 wood). 

-.. .T..,.--.:.. . . . - . . . r -  ... - 
. . - . . 4 ,  i -.. - - - -  t .-., . . .  1 

. I  .. -._ 
- AL?WJG Future Plan inc ludes  -- simulation center ,  ammo 

traihing site, water. productXon~distribution training .ar.ea, 
land navigation traihing krQh;'language training lab (W'T down 
].ink) , fording site, improved tank range, platoon maneuver 

'area, mine c lear ing  l i n e  charge range, assau l t  landing s t r i p ,  
improved small arms qualificationlranges,'upgrade tank t .rails ,  
education facility for regional schools (they think they may 
become the NG OCS for  eastern :US) , special operations farces 
isolation f acil! ty (one  bui ld ing  d c n e  already) . 

. . .  . . . a _ _  - Construction plan (in priority, projects removed if they 
are able to license permanent facilities for McClellan) 
Training s i t e  Hqs, simulation center,  i s sue  point ,  commend hqs, 
bn hqs, 5 co admin/supply, 800 person barracks; bn supply, 2 
dining facilities, 3 bn m i n t  shelters, training site s t o r a g s .  
troop laundry, 2 bde/gp hq, physical fitness. . . . . 

3 .  My order of magnitude c o s t  to completely move ALARNC; out 
and provide them in adequate 'facilities is $15OM- 

- 500K S F  l i censed  today @: $100/SF = $50M 
- 250K SF planned for licensed @ $100/SF = S25M 
- Ranges - 1990 e s t i m a t e  i i i f l a t ~ d  ~ 1 ~ s  o??r ran-s? - $?51.! 



- Land acquisition (35,000 acres @ $1000/acre) - $3511 
- Utilities Infrastructure -- guesstimate of $20M 
- IMA (telephone switch, etc) -- $3-5M. 

4 .  Have a l s c  i : ~ c l u d e a  . - - M G  b r i e f i n g  c n a r t s  fron Ms. Wylic 
and my ;isit t h i s  summer.  You are welcomed t o  improve  c n  my 

- 
S - - -  - ...-, - - -  Dased on very r o u g h  cos t inu  and could a 2  . . 
..-,-he= 2 z  Lc-rv'e~, depending on assumptions. 

2 E n c l  SSNJGil:\ D. TAYLOR 
a s  C h i e f ,  Base Rea l ignmen t .  I ,.. . ,., .... , . . ..- . . .. .. .and Closure d Y  .- . . . . . 

- .  ,3: ,,: .;'L' . ?.. ' t " '  I I ;~ . ! ' , I  

CF: Ms. Wylie (ACSIM) 



THE ARMY BASING STUDY 

BRAC 95 
ALTERNATIVE 

DOCUMENTATION 
SET 

SECTION IV 

COBRA MODEL INPUT DATA 



INPUT DATA REKRT (COBRA vS. 08) 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Roprt Created 10:46 03/17/1995 

D e p a m n t  : A M  
Option Package : CLSE LW (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  le : C: \COBRA\TS9-1 C1. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  le : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN ONE - GENERAL SCENARIO INFORMATION 

Model Year One : i Y  1996 

Model does Time-Phas i ng of Construction/Shutdown: Yes 

Base Name 
--------- 
FORT JACKSON, SC 
fORT MCCLELLAN, AL 
BASE X, US 
FORT LEOlJARD WOOD. MO 
FORT SILL, OK 
FORT KIVOX, KY 
ANNISTON DEPOT, AL 

Strategy: --------- 
Real igrment 
R e u l  i g m t  
Rea 1 i gnment 
Deactivates i n  FY 1999 
Real igrment 
Rea l i g m n t  
Real igrment 

Sunwry: 
-------- 
CLOSE FORT LEONARD WOOD EXCEPT MAINTAIN A RESERVE ENCLAVE. REALIGN THE 
THE ENGINEER SCHOOL AND CENTER TO FORT MCCLELLAN AND BT TO SILL, KNOX AND 
JACKSON. OSUT REALIGNS TO FCCLELLAN WITH THE ENGINEER SCHOOL. 

INPUT SCREEN TWO - DISTANCE TABLE 

Frun Base: To Base: ---------- -------- 
FORT JACKSON, SC FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO 
FORT MCClELLAN, AL FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO 
BASE X, US FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO 
FORT LEONARD HOOD, FORT SILL, OK 
FORT LEONARD HOOD, MO FORT KNOX, KY 

INPUT SCREEN THREE - MOVMENT TABLE 

Transfers fmm FORT LEONARD HOOD, MO to FORT JACKSN, SC 

Off icer  Positions: 
Enl isted Positions: 
C iv i  1 ian Positions: 
Student Pos i ti ons : 
Missn Eqpt (tons) : 
Suppt Eqpt (tons): 
M i l  Light  Vehic (tans): 
tieavy/Spec Vehic (tons): 

Transfers f r a n  FORT LEONARD W D ,  MO to FORT KCLELLAN, AL 

Off icer  Positions: 
Enl isted Positions: 
C i v i l i an  Positions: 
Student Positions: 
Missn Eqpt (tons): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons) : 
M i l  L ight  Vehic (tons): 
Heavy/Spec Vehi c (tons): 

Distance: --------- 
888 m i  
593 m i  

1,340 m i  
461 m i  
420 m i  



INPUT MTA R E m T  (COBRA ~ 5 .  (18) - P a p  2 
Data As O f  07:47 03/01/1995, R e p o r t  C m t e d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Opt ion Package : CLSE LW (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS9-1C1. CBR 
Std Fctrs  F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN THREE - MOVEMENT TABLE 

Transfers from FO2T LEONARD WOOD, K) to BASE X ,  US 

Officer Positions: 
Enlisted Positions: 
Civi 1 ian Positions: 
Student Positions: 
M i  ssn Eqpt (tons) : 
Suppt Eqpt (tons): 
flil Light Vehic (tons): 
Heavy/Spec Vehic (tons) : 

Transfers from FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO to FORT SILL, OK 

Officer Positions: 
Enlisted Positions: 
Civi 1 ian Positions: 
Student Positions : 
Hissn Eqpt (tons): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons) : 
M i l  Light Vehic (tans): 
Heavy/Spec Veh i c (tons) : 

Transfers from FORT LEONARD MIOD, n0 to FORT KNOX, KY 

Officer Positions: 
E n l i s t d  Positions: 
C iv i l -an Positions: 
Student Positions: 
Hissn E q p t  (tom): 
Suppt Eqpt (tons) : 
M i l  Light Vehic (tom): 
Heavy,'Spec Vehic (tons) : 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE I N F ~ T I O N  

Name: FORT JACKSON, SC 

Total Off icer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Total Student Employees: 
Total C iv i l ian  Employees: 
M i l  Families Living On Base: 
Civ i l ians Not Will ing To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Faci 1 i ties(KSF ): 
Off icer VHA ($/Month): 
En1 i s t d  VHA ($/Month): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi le): 

RPMA b - P a y m l  1 ( W e a r )  : 
Comnuniutiom (Wear):  
eos Non-Payml 1 ($K/Year) : 
6OS P a m 1  1 (WYear): 
F m i  1y Housing ($K/Year): 
A r e a  Cost Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
QlAMQUS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
O1AMPUS Shi f t  t o  M i c a m :  
Act iv i ty Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty Information: 



INPUT WTA REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) - Rge 3 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rspwt Crorted 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE W (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS9-1C1. CBR 
S t d  Fctrs  F i 7e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FOUR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: FORT WCLELLAN, AL 

Tota 1 Off icer  Employees : 
Total Enl isted Employees: 
Tota 1 Student Employees: 
Total C i v i l i an  Employees: 
Hi1 Fami l i e s  L iv ing On Base: 
C i v i l i a m  Not Wil l ing To Move: 
Off icer  Housing Units Avail: 
Enl isted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Facilit ies(KSF): 
Of f icer  VHA ($/Month): 
En1 is ted VHA ($/Month): 
Per D i e m  Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 

Name: BASE X, US 

Total Of f icer  Employees: 
Total Enl isted Employees: 
Total Student Employaes: 
Total C i v i l i an  Employees: 
Mi1 Families L iv ing On Base: 
C iv i l ians  Not Wi l l ing  To Ibve: 
Off icer  Housing Units Avail: 
Enl isted Housing Units Avail: 
Total Base Faci lities(KSF): 
Of f i cer  VHA ($/Month): 
En1 i sted VHA ( $ h t h )  : 
Per D i m  Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/lli le)  : 

Name: FORT LEONARD W O O ,  MO 

Total Of f i cer  Employees: 
Total Enl isted tnployees: 
Tota 1 Student Employees: 
Total C i v i l i an  Employees: 
M i l  Families L iv ing On W: 
C i v i l i a m  Not Wi l l ing  To Move: 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 
Enl isted Housing Units A v a i l :  

Total Base Faci 1 ities(KSF): 
Of f icer  VHA ($/Month): 
En 1 i s  ted VHA ($/Month) : 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 

Name: FORT SILL, OK 

Total Offiar Employees: 1,297 
Total Enl isted Employees: 9,613 
Total Student Employees: 6,755 
Total C i v i l i an  Employees: 2,568 
M i l  Families Living On Base: 19.8% 
Civ i l ians  Not Wi l l ing To Move: 6.0% 
Off icer  Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilit ies(KSF): 12,201 
Off icer  VHA ($/Month) : 0 
En1 is ted VHA ($/Month): 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 71 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi le): 0.07 

RPMA Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
Camunications ($K/Year) : 
BOS Non-Payto1 1 ($K/Year ) : 
BOS Payroll (%/Year): 
Fami l y  Housing ($K/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
W W S  In-Pat ($/Visit) :  
CHAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) :  
CHAMPUS Sh i f t  t o  Medicare: 
Ac t iv i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i t y  Infomation: 

RPMA Non-Payrol 1 (%/Year) : 
Comrunicatiom (WYear): 
00s Non-Payrol 1 ($K/Year ) : 
60s P a p 1  1 ($U/Yo.r): 
Family Housing ( W e a r ) :  
A r e a  Cost Factor: 
WAFPUS In-Pat ($/Visit) :  
CHAPPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit) :  
OWWUS Sift to Hediure: 
Ac t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Ac t i v i t y  Information: 

R W  b P . y r o l l  (Wear):  
Camunicatiom ( W e a r ) :  
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Yoar): 

Payrol l  ($K/Yesr): 
F m i l y  Housing ( w e a r ) :  
Area  Cost Factor:  
OUWUS In-Pat ($/Vi ti t ) : 
CHAneUS Out-Pat ($ /Vis i t ) :  
CHAMPUS Sh i f t  to M i c a r e :  
Ac t i v i t y  Code: 

Hanec*#r Assistance Prugram: 
Unique Act iv i t y  Infownation: 

RPMA hion-Payrol 1 (*/Year) : 
Camunications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payrol 1 (*/Year) : 
80S Payroll  yea year): 
F m i  l y  Housing (%/Year): 
Area Cost Factor: 
CHAWlS In-Pat ($/Visit) :  
OIAMPLLS Out-Pat ($/Vis i t ) :  
cMflPUs Sh i f t  to Medicare: 
Ac t i v i t y  Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i t y  Infomation: 



INPUT DATA REmT (OOBRA 4.08) - Page 4 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R e p o r t  Created 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE U (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\OBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FWR - STATIC BASE INFORMATION 

Name: FORT KNOX, KY 

Tota 1 Officer Employees: 1,051 
Total Enlisted Employees: 7,755 
Total Student Employees: 6,476 
Total C iv i l ian  Employees: 3,810 
M i l F m i l i e s L i v i n g O n & ~ :  70.7% 
Civi l ians Not Wil l ing To Hove: 6.0% 
Officer Housing Units Avail: 0 
Enlisted Housing Units Avail: 0 
Total Base Facilities(KSF): 11,681 
Officer VHA ($/Month): 0 
Enlisted VHA ($/Month): 0 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 94 
Freight Cost ($/Ton/Mi le): 0.07 

Name: ANNISTCN DEPOT, AL 

Total Off icer Employees: 
Total Enlisted Employees: 
Tota 1 Student Empl oyees : 
Total C iv i l ian  Employees: 3. 
Hi1 Families Living On Base: 
Civi l ians Not Will ing To Hove: 
Off icer Housing Units Avail: 
Enlistad Housing Units Avai 1: 
Total Base Facilities(KSF): 8, 
Officer VHA ($/Fbnth): 
Enlisted VHA ($/kmth): 
Per Diem Rate ($/Day): 
F ~ p i g h t  Cost ($/Ton/Mile): 0 

RPMA Non-Payml 1 ($K/Year ) : 
Camunications ($K/Year): 
BOS Non-Payroll ($K/Year): 
BOS Payroll ($K/Year): 
Fmi  1y Housing ($K/Year) : 
A m  Gn t  Factor: 
CHAMPUS In-Pat ($/Visit): 
MAMPUS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
(2UVWJS Shif t  t o  Medicare: 
Act iv i ty Code: 

Homeowner Assistance Program: 
Unique Act iv i ty Information: 

R M  h - P a y r o l l  (WYear): 
Camunicatiom ($K/Year): 
BOS b - P a y r o l l  ( W e a r ) :  

Payroll (Wear): 
F m i l y  Housing ($Wear): 
A m a  Cost F.ctor: 
CHAMRlS In-Pat ($/v is i t ) :  
QIA)IPVS Out-Pat ($/Visit): 
CHA~PUS s h i f t  to m i ~ r ~ :  
Act iv i ty  Coda: 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - DYNAMIC BASE INFOIZMATIW 

Name: FORT JACKSON, SC 

llumomw Asslstancs Progrm: 
Unique Act iv l ty  Information: 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time b i n g  Cost (w): 
1-Time Moving Save ($K): 
Env Non-MilCon Reqd($K): 
Activ Mission Cost ( S K ) :  
Activ M i s s i o n  Save (SK): 
Hisc R w r r i n g  Cost(*): 
Misc Recurring Save($K): 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($K) : 
Construction Schedule(%): 
Shutdown Schedule (X): 
MilCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($K): 
WVlPLlS In-Patients/Yr: 
QJAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF ): 

---- - -- - 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0~ 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
0% OX 0% 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 

(See f i na l  page for  Explanatory Notes) 



INPUT MTA rrulurl (aoBRA &.a!) - Fago S 
Data As Of  07:47 03/01/1995, Report C m t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Oeparbnent : AlZMV 
Option Package : QSE UJ (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i le  : C:\008RI\TS9-1Cl .CBR 
Std F c t r s  Fi  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE  - PWAMIC BASE INFORMTION 

Nam: FORT HXLELLAN, AL 

1-Tim Unique Cort ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time Irbving Cost ($K): 
1-Time k i n g  Save (N): 
Env Nm-MilCon Reqd($K): 
Activ Mission Cott ($lo: 
Activ Hission Save ($K): 
Hisc Recurring Cost(%): 
Misc Recurring Save(%): 
Land (+by/-Sales) ($K): 
Construction Schedule(%) : 
Shutdown Schedule (%) : 
Hi Icon Cost ~voidnc($K): 
Fun Housing Avoid%(%): 
Procurement Avoid%(%): 
CHAMPlJS In-Patients/Yr: 
CHAPIPUS Out-Pat ientshr:  
Facil Shutb(KSF): 

Name: BASE X, US 

1-Tim Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save ($K): 
1-Time b i n g  Cost (w): 
I-Time b i n g  Slv, (W): 
Env M i l C k m  Roqd($U): 
k t i v  Hission Cott (N): 
m i v  Mission S.H ($lo: 
Hisc h w i n g  b t ( $ U ) :  
H i s  Rearrr4ng S.Ve($K): 
L8nd (+&ry/-%les) (SKI: 
Comtmction Schedule(%): 
Shut&wn Schedule (X): 
Mil& Cost Avoidnc($U): 
F n  b r i n g  Avoidnc($U): 
Procuronsrrt Avoidnc(%): 
CHMJ!JS In-Patiemts/Yr: 
CHAMPIS Out-Pat i en ts /Yr :  
Facil ShutDown(KSF): 

Nme: FORT LEONARD W000, 

1-Time Unique Cort ($K): 
1-Tlma Unique S.H ($lo: 
1-Time b i n g  Cost ($K): 
1-Tim Moving Saw ($K): 
Env b 4 l i l C o n  Roqd($K): 
Activ Hission Cost ($K): 
Activ Hission Sam ($K): 
M i x :  Recurring kt(%): 
Misc Recurring Saw($K): 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) (SK): 
Construction Scbdule(X): 
Shutdown Schdule (%): 
M i  l b n  Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Pmcutement Avoidnc($K) : 
OWPLJS In-Patimts/Yr: 
C#WPUS Out-Patimts/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDown(KSF): 

1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- ---- ---- ---- 
72,500 72,500 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 : o  0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX 0% OX 0% 
0% OX 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fmi l y  Housing ShutDarn: 

1997 1998 1999 2000 ---- --- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0% 03 ax: 0% 
OX 05 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Fmi l y  Housing Y*rtDanr: 

---- --- --- --- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX 0% OX OX 
OX OX OX OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing Shutbun: 



I M  MTA M T  (bOBRA 6 . 0 8 )  - Pig. 6 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R e p o r t  Cmatd 10:46 03/17/1995 

oep8rtment : w  
Option Package : CLSE CW (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS9-1C1. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C:\OOBRA\S7NC.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN FIVE - O W I C  BASE INFORMATION 

Name: FORT SILL, OK 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Save (W): 
1-Time Moving Cost ($K): 
1-Tim Moving Save ($K): 
Env Wn-MilCon Reqd($K): 
k t i v  Mission Cost ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
flisc Recurring Cost(%): 
Misc Recurring Save(%): 
Land (+Buy/-Sales) ($I(): 
Cmstruction Schedule(%): 
Shutdown Schdule ( X ) :  
MilCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fm Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procurement Avoidnc($U) : 
CHAMPUS In-Patients/~r: 
atAMPUS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDanr(KSF): 

Nme: FORT KNOX, KY' 

1-Time Unique Cost ($K): 
1-Time Unique Smm (W): 
1-Time Pbving Cost (W): 
1-Tim Moving Smm ($Jo: 
Env M i l C o n  Rmqd($K): 
Activ Mission Cost ($K): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
flisc Recurring Cost(*): 
n i s  Recurring SaH($K): 
CMd I+&y/s.l-) ($0: 
bastmet ion Schedule(%): 
Shutdown Sctmdule (X): 
n ixm ~ o s t  A V O ~ ~ ~ ~ E ( $ I C ) :  
Fm Housing Avoidnc($U): 
Pmcunmnent Avoidnc($K): 
aHAMPUS In-Patientsfit: 
Cl+WPlJS Out -Pat iwt ts /Yr :  
Faci 1 ShutDanr(KSF): 

'--: MISTON DEPOT, A 1  

1-Time Unique Cost ($lo: 
1-T im Unique save (S): 
')-Time MovlnQ Cost (SK): 
1-Time b i n g  hue (SIC): 
Env Nm-MilCocr w($IC): 
Activ Mission h t  (w): 
Activ Mission Save ($K): 
M i x  Recurring Cort($K): 
tlisc Recurring Save($K): 
h n d  (+by/-s81es) (SKI: 
Construction Schedule(%): 
Shutdown Schedule ( X )  : 
M i  lCon Cost Avoidnc($K): 
Fam Housing Avoidnc($K): 
Procuranent ~voidnc($K): 
CMWUS In-Patients/Yr: 
CHA?lRJS Out-Patients/Yr: 
Faci 1 ShutDoun(KSF): 

(See f ina l  page fo r  b t p l a ~ t o t y  Nates) 

---- ---- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0% 0% 0% 0% 
OX 0% OX 0% 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

kitre Fmi ly  Housing ShutDarn: 

--- -- - --- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX: m OX 0% 
05 ox OX OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

P e m  Fmi ly  Housing YutDarn: 

--- --- ---- ---- 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
OX OX OX OX 
0% OX 0% OX 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Perc Family Housing ShutDown: 



INPUT MTA REPORT (CQBRA 6 .06 )  - Rp. 7 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R.9ort C r u k d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Departmeot : A M Y  
Option Package : CLSE W (TS9-1C1 ) 
M r i o  F i le  : C:\COBRA\TSS-1C1 .CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN SIX  - BASE PERSONNEL INFQiFtATION 

Name: FORT JACKSON, SC 

Off Force Struc Change: 
En1 Force Struc Change: 
Civ Force Struc Change: 
Stu Force Struc Change: 
Off Slvrurio Change: 
En1 Scenar.io Change: 
Civ Scenario Change: 
O f f  Change(& Sal Save): 
En1 Change(No Sal Save): 
Civ Change(N0 Sal Save): 
Gretakers - Military: 
Caretakers - Civilian: 

Nane: FORT MCCLELLAN, AL 

Off F o r c e  Struc Cha-e: 
En1 F o r c e  Struc Change: 
Civ F o r c e  St ruc Change: 
Stu Force St- Chnge: 
O f f  Scsrurio Changs: 
En1 S m r i o  Change: 
Civ Scerurio Change: 
off Churgs(N0 $a1 save): 
En1 -(No S.1 Save): 
Clv aung.(No sa1 k): 
Carwtakers - Military: 
Caretakers - Cqvilian: 

Name: FORT LEONARD MKB, 

Off Force Struc Change: 
En1 F o r c e  St ruc Change: 
Civ F o r a  Struc Change: 
Stu foroe S t m c  chn~e: 
Off Soarurio crl8nge: 
En1 m r r o  Ctnnge: 
Civ b i u r i o  Change: 
O f f  Change(No Sal Save): 
En1 Chnga(N0 Sal Save): 
C4v Churgll(N0 s.1 Snn): 
c8mt~kers  - M i  1 it.ty: 
C.rrk.kats - Civilian: 

(k fin81 page for Expluutory Now) 

INPUT SCREEN SEVEN f BASE MILITARY -1OIJ INFUWTION 
I 

Nme: FORT J-4 SC . 
Derctiption b-9 New f l i l k n  Rehab fli1Con Total Cost($K) ------------ ----- ---------- ------------ -------------- 
s m  WAREHOUSE STORA 140,000 0 0 



IrJPUr MTA REPORT (OOBRA 6 0 8 )  - Rg. 8 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995. R m  10:46 03/17/1995 

D8pattment : m  
Option Package : CLSE U (TS9-1C1) 
W r i o  F i l e  : C: \O[)BRA\TS9-1CI .CBR 
Std F c t n  F i l e  : C: \OOBRA\SRMC.SFF 

INPUT SCREEN SEVEN - BASE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION 

Name: FORT MCCLELLAN. A i  

Description ------------ 
C0/BN/BM HQ BLDG 
GEN INST BLDG (GIB) 
A F R O  INST BLff i (AI0)  
AV WIhlT HANGAR 
w RACK 
ORG/SPEC PURP MINT 
HARD STAND 
AFH/ITRO AFH 
UEPH/TRNEE/ITRO BRKS 
CHILD E V  CTR 
1 EQR/ 1 CN TN6 RGE 
K)LE/BRIG/#)ND/QRRY 
ORG VEH PARKING 

Gtes ----- 
WERA 
SCHLB 
APPCI 
AIRU' 
OTHER 
MINT 
m1z 
FMQ 
BACHQ 
CHILD 
OTHER 
OTHER 
HORIZ 

New MilCon 
---------- 

263,000 
21 9,000 
t 93,000 
13,000 

0 
109,000 
13,000 

275 
1,924 

22,000 
0 
0 

61 0 

Rehab MilCon 
------------ 

16,000 
27,000 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Total Cost($K) 
-------------- 

0' 
0 
0 
0 

5,700 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

11,650 
20,000 

0 

Name: FORT SILL, OK 

Description b-9 New M i l &  Rehab Mil& Total Cost($K) -------- --- ---------- ----------- ------------- 
STORA ClAREHaffE STORA 59,000 0 0 

Name: FORT I(NOX, KY 

 arcr rip ti on hteo ~ . w  n i t&  w f f l l b  1-1 Cort(SK) -- -- -- 
ITRO TRAINEE BRKS BAaHQ 460 0 0 
DRVRTWGCRSE OTHER 0 0 16,906 
STORA ClARMOUSE SrORA 32, O O 
TRAINEE BRKS BACHQ 399 0 0 

Percent Offioers h w i e d :  77.00% 
Percent Enlisted Harried: 58.50% 
Enlistad Housing MilCm: 91 .OOX 
O f f i e  S.lay($/Voar): 67,948.00 
O f f  BK1 with -($): 7*717.00 
Enl i r tdSa1ary($/Vur) :  30,860.00 
En1 BW w i f h  -($): 5,223.00 
AvgUnsmployCost($/Week): 174.00 
Urrenploynmnt Eligibility(Weeks): 18 
Clv4 1 im Salary($/Yur): 45,998.00 
Civ i l ian  Turnover Rate: IS. 00% 
Civ i l ian  Early Min R.tr: 1O.OQX 
Civ i l ian  Regular R m t i n  Rate: 5.00% 
Civ i l ian  RIF Pay F r t o r :  39. 00% 
SF F i l e  Derc: SF7DEC. SFF 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN TM) - FACILITIES 

RPMA Building SF Cost Index: 0.93 
WS Index (RPMA vs population): 0.54 

(Indices are used as exponmts) 
Pmgrrn M8mgamn.t F.ctot: 10. OM 
Caretaker Admi n(SF/C.re) : 162.00 
Mothball Cost ($ /SF) :  1-25 
AvgBachelor@arters(SF): 388.00 
Avg Fami ly Quarters(SF): 1,819.00 
APPDET.RPT In f l a t i on  Rates: 
1996: 2.90% 1997: 3.00% 1998: 3.m 

C i v E a r l y I l r t i n h y F ~ :  9 . m  
Pr io r i t y  P l u  *4-: 60.m 
PeS k t i o r r r  Irruolvlng a 50. OOX 
Civ i l ian  #S ($): 28,800.00 
Civi l4.n Wu H i m  Cast($): 1,109.00 
Nat W i a n  Har Prla($):  114,600.00 
Har Sle ik.(durse m: 10.00% 
Max Hoar, Sa l i  Re$dum($): 22,385.00 
Homo hrch R e i h m  Rate: 5. 00% 
M u  t h e  Rrrch ib.illhrrr($): 11,191.00 
C i v i l i u r  Holllowning b: 64. OOX 
HAP f b e  Valw ib.idurm R.k: 22.90% 
HAP thmoww I k a i v l n g  R.tr: 5.m 
RSE Horrr Value Rmillhrrrr Rate: 19.00% 
RSE-R-ivjng Rate: 1 2 . a  

Rehab vs. New Hi 1Con kt: 59.00% 
In fo  W r u g w n t  Account: 15.00% 
nil& Design Rate: 10.00% 
ni 1 b  SIOH btu: 6.00% 
M i l h  Corrtingoncy Plan Rate: 7.00% 
MilCon Si te Preparation Rate: 24.00% 
Ditcount Rate fo r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 2.75% 
In f l a t i on  Rate f o r  NPV.RPT/ROI: 0.00% 



INPUT MTA (m ~ 5 . 0 6 )  - Rg. 9 
Dlk As O f  07:47 03/01/1995, R.port C r u k d  10:M 03/17/1995 

Department : mw 
Option Package : CLSE LW (TS9-1C1) 
M r i o  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1C1 .C8R 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \ODBRA\SF7MC. SFF 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN THREE - TRANSPORTATIOIY 

Haterial/Assigned Person(Lb): 71 C 
HHG?erOffFamily(Lb): 14,500.00 
HHG Per En1 Family (Lb): 9,000.00 
W Per M i 7  Single (Lb): 6,400.00 
HHG Per Civ i l ian  (Lb): 18, 000. 00 
Total ).% Cost ($/lOOLb): 35.00 
A i r  Transport ($/Pass Hi 1.): 0.20 
H i s  Exp ($/Direct Gploy): 100.00 

Eq"ip Pack & Crate($/Ton): 284.03 
M i  1 Light Vehicle($/?li le): 0.09 
Heavy/Spec Vehicle($/Mi le )  : 0.09 
#)V Reimbursement($/Mi le): 0.18 
Avg  M i l  Tour Length (Years): 2.90 
R a r t i  ne PCS($/Pers/Tarr) : 4,665.00 
O n - T i O f f # S C o r t ( $ ) :  6,134.00 
One-Time En1 PCS Cart($): 4,381.00 

STANDARD FACTORS SCREEN FOUR - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Ca-9ory -------- 
Horizontal 
W l t e d m t  
A i r Operations 
Operat i OM 1 
Administrative 
School Buildings 
tlai ntenance Shops 
Bachelor Quarters 
Frn i ly  Quartets - s- 
Dining Fac i l i t ies  
Rocmation Fac i l i t ies  
Comnunlutions Faci 1 
Shipyard Maintenuroe 
ROT & E Faci l i t ies  

StonOe 
knruniticm Stor- 
M d u l  Faci 1 i t i e s  
Envirommtal 

S/w ---- 
38 
0 

130 
119 
106 
104 
108 

46,227 
96,040 

60 
leo 

0 
0 
0 

1 39 
0 
0 
0 
0 

hteowy -------- 
APPLIED INSTR 
lABs (RDTCE) 
CHILD CARE CENTER 
PROOUCTION FAC 
PHYSICAL FITNESS FAC 
2+2 BACHQ 
Optional Catsgory G 
Optforul C.t.gory H 
Optiorul c.t.gory I 
Optlon8l crt.gay 3 
Option81 c8taQory K 
Option81 C a w y  C 
mi-I ~.t.golu, H 
option81 Crt.gary N 
opt iorul  c1.t.gory 0 
m i - 1 ~ 1 -  P 
option81 C.t.gary Q 
option81 C.t.gory R 

osUNAToRV NOTES (INPUT NINE) 

FORT )I1CCLELLAN 

8 I U  WENT FROW $612 TO $619 BECAUSE OF A COSTRWTION ERROR 

610 MHT FROM 163k NEW AND 27 RENO TO 219 TO 22 
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Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CtSE UII (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i le  : C:\COBRA\TSS-1CI.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C: \CDBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Starting Year : 1996 
F i n a l  Year : 1999 
ROI Year : 2007 (8 Years) 

Net Costs ($u) Consfant Do1 1.- 
19% 1997 1 998 1 999 2#X) -- -- ---- --- --- 

H i  lCon 125,169 277,125 0 0 0 
Person 0 7,266 -1 1,749 -43,604 -43,604 
Ovethd 4,556 11,413 -7 , 777 -37,079 -39,002 
bi ng 0 16,420 23,920 0 0 
Missio 0 0 0 0 0 
Other 0 73,537 75,057 0 0 

TOTAL 129,725 385,762 79,451 -80,- -82 9 606 -82,606 

1 996 1997 1 998 1999 2000 2001 ---- -- --- --- ---- ---- 
R X I T I W S  ELIMINATED 

Off 0 0 62 0 0 0 
En1 0 0 294 0 0 0 
C i  v 0 0 91 5 0 0 0 
TOT 0 0 1,271 0 0 0 

r n I T I r n  RULIGNED 
O f f  0 221 so6 0 0 0 
En1 0 1,391 1,755 0 0 0 
Stu 0 5,874 3,070 0 0 0 
Clv 0 564 475 0 0 0 
TOT 0 8, OW 5,606 0 0 0 

GUISE FORT LEONARD HOOD EXCEPT MINTAIN A RESERVE MQAM. REALIB( THE 
THE EsINEER SCMXX AND CENTER TO FORT nOCLELUN AND BT TO S IU ,  KNOD( AND 
JACKSON. OSUT REALIGNS TO )40CLEUAN WITH THE EN6IMER SOCKK. 



ooeru REALIGmEWr SUmARV (ODBRA ~5 .08 )  - -2 /2  
Data As M 07:47 03/01/1995, bport C r u t o d  10: 46 03/17/1995 

Department :ARPIV 
Opt ion  Pack- : CLSE W (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.C6R 
Std Fctrr File : C:\COBRA\SWDEC.SFF 

Costs ($K) Constant Do1 lars 
1996 1 997 ---- --- 

Mi 1 Con 125,169 277,125 
p.rron 0 7 266 
Ovnhd 4,556 20,018 
h i n g  0 19,013 
nissio 0 0 
other o n, 537 
TOTAL 129,725 396 , 960 146,806 35,429 33,507 33,507 

Savings ($K) Constant 
1 996 --- 

Hi lCon 0 
Person 0 
Ovhttrd 0 
Wing 0 
Hissio 0 
Other 0 

Tota l  Beyond 



N n  PRESENT VALUES REmRT (COBRA *.a) 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, kpor t  Cnrtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARm 
Option Package : CIS€ UI (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs File : C:\COBRA\SWDEC.SFF 

Year ---- 
1 996 
1997 
1998 
1999 
2000 
2001 
2002 
2003 
2004 
2005 
2006 
2007 
2008 
2009 
2010 
201 1 
201 2 
201 3 
201 4 
201 5 

Adjusted Cost($) ---------------- 
127,977,507 
370,379,866 
74,241,294 
-73,375,468 
-73,112,950 
-71,154,156 
-69,2S1,733 
-67,398,280 
65,594,433 
-63,838,865 
-62,130,282 
-60,467,428 
-58,849,078 
-57,274,042 
-55,741,160 
-54,249,304 
-52,797,376 
-51,384,XB 
-50,009,059 
-48,670,61 7 



TOTAL =-TI= COST R E m T  (CXJBRA 6-OBI - P.ge 1/8 
Data & Of O7:47 03/01/1995. R w 0 t - t  C r u t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARPlY 
option P.ck.ge : CLSE U1 (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i le  : C:\COBRA\TSelCl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  1e : C: \(X)BRA\SFXC.SFF 

(Al l  values i n  Dollars) 

Construction 
M i  1 i tary Construction 
Family Housing Construction 
Information Hmagammt a n t  
Land Purchases 

Total - Cortstmction 

Personnel 
Civi l ian RIF 
Civi l ian Early Retirwrent 
Civi l ian New H i m  
Eliminated M i1 i t . r ~  #S 
Unemployment 

Total - Personnel 
Overhead 

Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdoun 

Total - Overhead 

bi n9 
Civi l ian b i n g  
Civi l ian PPS 
Mil i tary b i n g  
Freight 
One-Tima Cbving Casts 

Total - )bvlng 

Cost ---- 

Other 
H A P / =  3,594,319 
€mi-1 Hit.(Qatim 0 
One-Tin Un4q.m Cmts 145,000,000 

Total - other 148,594,319 
------- ---- - 
Total be-Time Costs 624,226,138 - - - - - -  ------- 
Olw-Tim Savings 

Hi 11-y Construction Cost Avoidances 0 
F r i l y  Har+Ing Cort Avoidances 0 
Hf l l tary  W i n g  5,908,4@ 
LMd sales 0 
Orr-Tlm Huuing Swlngs 0 
Env.imrum7tal l l l t l ~ a t i o n  Swlngs 0 
One-Tim Unique Svings 0 

-____----_-------------------I_ -------------- 
Total OntTine Savin~s 5,=,- ............................................... 
Total Net One-Tim Costs 618,317,675 



ONE-TIME COST REPOUT (OOBRA v5.w) - W 2/8 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, bpor t  Crutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : A I W  
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
W r i o  File : C:\00BRA\TS9-7Cl.CBR 
Std Fctn File : C: \COBRA\SF7MC. SFF 

Base: FORT JACKSON, SC 
(All values in Dollars) 

Cltegory cost 

Construction 
Hi 1 i tary Construction 
F m i l y  Housing Construction 
Infornrtion hmgmmt Aooourrt 
Land RJdmses 

Total - Construction 
Pemnel 
Civilian RIF 
Civilian Early Retironent 
Civilian Neu Hires 
Eliminated Military pCS 
Unemploylne!nt 

Total - Personnel 
Orerhead 
Ptogram Planning Support 
FbUIIm11 / Shutdown 

T0t.1 - 
b i n g  
Civilian bing 
Civi 1 fan PPS 
Military bing 
Frright 
One-Time Moving Core 

Total - Moving 

Sub-Tota 1 
--------- 

Other 
HAP , I  RSE 0 
Efl~i-1 nitig8ti~ 0 
One-Time Unique @sts 0 

Total - Other 0 
---------------- ---_I_----- 

Tat.1 b T i m  Costs 10,240,572 - I------------ 

-14- S~V~I~QS 
Military htruct im Cost Avoid- 0 
Fmily Housing Cost Avoidances 0 

Military k i n g  0 
Land ales 0 
One-Tin, b i n g  Savings 0 
Envirorrnrerrtal Hitigation Savings 0 
Om-Time Unique Savings 0 

------_.--- -_-__-__--------------------------- 
Total -Tim Savings 0 
_-_____-_-_____-____---_____--------------------------- 
Total Ne!t One-~lmm/ b s t s  10,240,572 



ONE-TIM cxlsr RE#IRT (m 6 . W )  - 318 
Oat. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, llrpat CrwM 10:G 03/17/1995 

Department : A R M Y  
Option Package : CLSE Ui (TSelC1) 
w r l o  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1CI.CBR 
Std Fctrs Fi le  : C: \COBRA\SF'IMC.SFF 

Base: FORT KCLELLAN, AL 
(All values i n  Dollars) 

ategory ---- 
Construction 

r l i  1 i tary  ccmstnntion 
Frnily Housing Cumtmction 
I n f ~ t l o n  Mmgmmt Writ 
LMcl Purchases 

Tat.1 - Comtnrction 

Personnel 
Civ? l i an  RIF 
Civi l ian Early Retirement 
Civi l ian New H i m  
Eliminated Mi l i tary  PCS 
Unmplo-t 

Total - P e m n e l  

OIlwhctad 
Pmgrrm Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - overhead 

-4nSI 
Civf l lan Cbvlng 
Civi 1 1 ~  
H1litm-y Moving 
Frrf  ght 
one-Tim Moving Corts 

Total - W i n g  

Cost Su b-Total ---- --------- 

Oth# 
H A P / =  0 
E r ~ r m m e r r t . 1  ~ i t t ga t i o r r  o 
Om-Time Unlque Costs ' 145,000,000 

Total - Otkt 145,000,000 --- 
1-1 b T i n e  COttS 447,622,345 - -- 
OmeTfrr Savings 

Mll4t.ry Construction Cost Auoidanoes 0 
Fr~lly Housing Coot Avoidances 0 
Hi l f tary  b i n g  0 
hid $8hS 0 
Om-Tllr b l n g  W n g s  0 
~ ~ f r w r a r r t . 1  n i t ~ g a t ~ o n  savings o 
-TI- Unique S.vlngs 0 --_---_----_------------- 

Total One-Tim S.vIngs 0 
. . _ _ - - - - _ - _ - _ _ - _ - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
Total Net One-Tin Costs 447,622,345 



ONE-TM REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) - P w  4/8 
Data As O f  07:47 03/01/1995, R . p w t  Ctutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : QSE W (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  1e : C: \a)BRA\fS9-1Cl. CBR 
Std F c t r s  Fi le  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

Base: BASE X, US 
(A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

h w r y  Cost -------- ---- 
Comtntct ion 

Hi 1 i tary Construction 
Fmi ly  Housing Construction 
Infomution hmgamnt  Aecarnt 
Land Purchases 

Total - Comtruction 

Parsonnel 
Civi l ian RIF  
Civi 1 ian Early R e t i m t  
Civi l ian F(ew Hires 
Eliminated Mil i tary PCS 
Unerng'lo-t 

Total - Personnel 

k r h e a d  
Program Planning Support 
Mothball / Shutdowrr 

Total - Ovbthsrd 

Pbving 
Civi 1 ian W i n g  
Civi l ian PeS 
Mll i tary  b i n g  
FrelgM 
OlreTlme b i n g  costs 

Tot81 - Cbvlng 

Othr 
H A P / =  0 
Eirrlr#nnt.l M l t l ~ l o n  Cora 0 
O M - T I m  Unique Casts 0 

Tot81 - Other 0 -- .................................... 
1-1 Ckw-Time Costs 62,104 
I------------ --I-- 

O n e - T t r  Srvlngs 
Wi1ft .y CorPtruction Cost Avoidaces 0 
F w l l y  Housing Cort Avoidances 0 
Ni1ft .y W i n g  0 
Lud s81.s 0 
b T i m e  b l n g  Savings 0 
Envl-1 Mitigation Savings 0 
b T l m e  Unique Swlngs 0 

Total Ckr-Time Slvfngs 0 
_-_--__--L___--___-_----_-_------------------------------ 

Total Net Ons-TI- Costs 62,104 



OM-TI= COST REPORT (COBRA 4-06) - P.g. 518 
Data As Of OR47 03/01/1995, w.gort Cnttd lo:* 03/17/1995 

Dep8rlment : 
option P u l t . 9 .  : CLSf LH (Ts9-1C1) 
Scemr-io Fl  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS9-1Cl .C8R 
Std F c t r s  Fi le  : C: \COBRA\SnMC.SFF 

Base: FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO 
( A l l  values i n  Dollars) 

c.-wrcr ------- 
Gmstnrctlon 

Mi l i tary Constmction 
Fmtily Housing Construction 
Infornutlon hmgment Aeoarnt 
L8nd hrdur+t 

Total - ch!struction 

hrsonrm1 
Civi l ian RIF 
Civi l im Early Retirement 
C lv l l l u r  FJw HI- 
E l lmi rutd Ml l l tary  KS 
unfJW1w-t 

Total - k rsomel  

c luwbad  
Pmgtm Planning Support 
HOthh.11 / ShLlfdOYn 

Total - Oun)rud 

bi n9 
Clvl l l8n ebving 
Clvl1larl PPS 
CHlltary Cbvlng 
Frrlght 
Ol r tT lm h l n g  Costs 

Total - ebvlng 

Cost --- 

€n".r--1 Hltl~.tian Corts 0 
one-1111. lJnlque Cortt 0 

Tot81 - 0th.r 3,594,319 - ---- 
Td.1 Om-Tlme Costs 76,554,182 
- - - -- - - - 

One-TI- SNlngs 
M I  1 i tary Ccmstructlon k t  Avoldanu~s 0 
Fvlily Harring Cort A v o l d m  0 
H l l l ~ t y  Cbvlng 5.908,- 
Land Sales 0 
W T l r  W l n g  SNlngs 0 
EnvlrPrrrmt.1 M I  t l g a t l m  Svlngs 0 
O n - T l n  Urtltque Swlngs 0 

Tot81 (3M-11.1. SNlngs 5,908,464 - -- --------..- -----_.----- 

Total Met  k T l r ,  Carts 70,645,718 



Department : ARMY 
Option P a c m  : C I S  LW (TS9-1C1) 
Scarurio F i le  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC,SFF 

Base: FORT SILL, OK 
(A11 values i n  Dollars) 

Construct ion 
M i  1 i tary  Construction 
Fani 1 y Hars i ng Cortstruct i on 
Inforrution k n q a m n t  k w u n t  
L8fd Pucchase!5 

Total - Comthtctim 

Petsonnel 
Civi l ian RIF  
Civi 1 ian Early Retirment 
Civi l ian New Hires 
Eliminated Mil i tary PCS 
U n e m p l 0 ~ t  

Total - f'erwnrncl 

Overhead 
R-ogram Planning Support 
fbthball / Shu- 

TO-1 - Orerhead 

bi ng 
Civi l ian W i n g  
Civi l ian PQS 
nii1t.w w i n g  
Frrlght 
-Tima b i n g  Costs 

Total - Moving 

Other 
H A P / =  0 
EnvirPcrrrrrt.1 Mitigat4m Corts 0 
One-Time Unique Costs 0 

Total - other 0 
....................................................... 
Total Ons-T ime k t s  5,188,502 
- ~ - - C I - - _ - - - - _ _ _ I -  

------- 
OntTirna Swings 

M r l I t a ~  Construction Cost Avoid8ncer 0 
Fmi ly Harsing Cost Avoidancus 0 
H i l i ta ry  b i n g  0 
L a d  s.1- 0 
One-Time b i n g  Swings 0 
Envirwnental Mitigation Savings 0 
One-Time Unique %vings 0 

- - - p - - - - - - - _ I _  
- - - - - - - - -  

Total One-Tim Savings . . -a. 0 
. - - - - - - - - - - I - ' - . - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~- - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Total Net One-~ike Costs 5,188,502 



M-TIFE COST RE##T (COBRA v5.W) - Rgc 7/8 
Ikta As O f  07:47 W01/1995, h p o r t  C r w t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Departawrt : A C I F F /  
Option Pack* : as€ Lu (TS9-1C1) 
kenat lo  F i le  : C:\m\TS9-1C1 .CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  le : C: \COBRA\SWDEC. SFF 

Base: FORT KNOX, KY 
(A11 values i n  Dollars) 

Ca-9ory ------- 
Comtruction 

Hi 1 i tary  Comtruction 
Fmi ly  Harsing Construction 
Inforrution hmgmmt a n t  
Land Purchrss 

Total - Comtruction 

Personne 1 
Civi l ian RIF  
Civi l ian Early Retirement 
Civi l ian New Hires 
Eliminated Mi l i tary  PCS 
W l o y m e n t  

Total - Personnel 

Overhead 
-ran Planning Support 
Hothb.11 / Shutdown 

Total - ouwhe8d 

h i n g  
Civi l ian Moving 
Civi l ian PPS 
Mil i tary Movlng 
Frsight 
one-Time kbvlng Cocts 

Total - b i n g  

Cost ---- Sub-Tota 1 --------- 

other 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envirocnnt.1 nitigatior, Cortr 0 
h T i m e  Unique Costs 0 

Total - W 0 
_ _ I _ - -  ------ --- 
Tota l  -Time costs 84,558,433 

- - _ _ I  
------ 

-Tim * i n ~ ~  
Military -tmctiorr Cost Avoidances 0 
Fvr i ly Housing Cost Avoidances 0 
Mi l i tmy  b i n g  0 
L8nd sales 0 
O I l b T i a r  Moving Slvlngs 0 
Envirorrm-1 Mitig.t4on Savings 0 
On-T4me Unique SIvJngs 0 .......................... 

Total Che-Tir Savings 0 ........................................................... 
Total Net -Time Carts 84,558,433 



WE-TIME COST REPORT (arrrPr vS.00) - 8/8 
Data k O f  07:47 03/01/1995, hpmt Crwkd 10:a 03/17/1995 

Department : ARWY 
Option Packqm : QSE LH (TS9-1C1) 
W r i o  F i le  : C: \008RA\TS9-1C1. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C: \a)BRA\SF7DEC.SfF 

Base: ANNISTON DE#IT, AL 
(A11 values i n  Do11ars) 

C.tegoru -------- 
CorrstNction 

Mi l i tary Construction 
Fm i l y  Harslng ConrtNction 
Infomation koount 
Lurd P u a r a r  

Total - C U t S t r u c t i O t l  

Personnel 
Civi l ian RIF  
Civi l ian Early Retirrnant 
Civi l ian New H i m  
Eliminated Mi l i tary  PCS 
Uoemploynt?nt 

Total - brscmnel 

Overbad 
Program Planning S u m  
Mothball / Shutdown 

Total - omdmd 

n9 
Civi1l.n Moving 
Clvi1i.n PPS 
Mil i tary  b l n g  
Frr igM 
ale-Tlam Cbvlng Corts 

Total - Moving 

Cost Sub-Tota 1 ---- --------- 

Other 
H A P / R S E  0 
Envlronnnt.1 Mitlgatlon b t s  0 
-Time Unique Cork 0 

Total - Other 0 - -- --------- 
Total Ona-Tlam Costs 0 
7 - - - - - - - -  
-TI- Savings 

U i l l t r r y  Const&ion Cast Avotdmnces 0 
Fml  1 y Hart i ng Cost Avoidances 0 
Mi l i tary  b i n g  0 
bid S1.l 0 
One-Time h i n g  Swings 0 
E n v i m 1  Mitigation Savings 0 
One-Time Unique Savings 0 ............................................................. 

Total -Time Swings 0 __---__--___I.__~-___-__------------------------ 
Total kt One-Time F 0 



fOTAL MI LITARV -ON ASSETS (COBRA ~5.m) - PIO. 1/8 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Report C n r t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Dqmftmflt :m 
O p t r m m :  CLSEW(TS~-ICI) 
Swnar.ro File : C:\00BRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs Fi le  : C:\OOBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

A l l  Costs i n  $K 

Bue- ------ 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT )ICCLEUAN 
BASEX 
FORT LEONARD MX)D 
FORT SIU 
FORTI(MW 
ANNISTON OEPOT 

Total 
Hi 1 Con ----- 
9,241 

278.81 3 
0 
0 

4,695 
78, 

0 

IMA 
Cost -- 
920 

23,658 
0 
0 

467 
6,119 

0 

Land 
Purch 

Cost 
Avoid 

-- - - - - - - - - - - 

Totals: 371,129 31,165 0 0 402,294 



MILITARY -ION ASSETS (OOBRA ~5.08) - P.0. 2/8 
at. As O f  07:17 03/01/1995, Rsport C r u t d  10:G 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
optson Package : CLSE U1 (TS9-1cl) 
Scsnrrio File : C:\C06U\TS-lC1.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SWDfC.SFF 

MilCon for Base: FORT JACKSON, SC 

A11 Costs i n  $K 
Hi lCon Using Rehab New New Tota 1 

OssMi ption: h-9 Rehab Cost* HilCon Cost* Cost* ----------- ----- ---- ---- ------ ----- ----- 
STORA WAREHOUSE SrORA 0 0 140,000 9,241 9,241 -_--__---_-------------------------------------------------------------- 

Total Corrttruction Cwt: 9.241 
+ Info a n t :  920 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- bnstruction Cost Avoid: 0 ........................................ 

TOTAL: 10.161 

* A11 Milcon Costs include Design, S i te  Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SlOH Costs whera applicable. 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTIOlY ASSETS (COBRA vS.08) - P.9. 3/8 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rmpmt  Cl)lttd 10:s 03/17/1995 

Department : ARUY 
Option P r c l q e  : CtSE U1 (TS9-1C1) 
Soerurio F i le  : C:\OOW\lS9-1Cl .CBR 
Std Fc t rs  F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC. SFF 

Mi lCon for Base: FORT MCCLELLAN, AL 

A1 1 Costs i n  $K 
Hi lCon Using Rehab New New Total 

Dascriptim: hteg Rehab Cost* Milcon Cost* Cost* ------------- ----- ----- ----- ------ ----- ----- 
CO/BN/RM HQ BLDG OPERA 16,000 1,287 263,000 35,845 .37,132 
E N  IHST BLDG (GIB) SaJLB 27,000 1,897 219,000 26,066 27,983 
APPU INST BUK;(AIB) APPLI 0 0 193,000 25,199 25,199 
AV WIUT CUNeAR AIROF, 0 0 13,000 1,935 1,935 
W R M X  OTHER 0 n/a 0 n/a 5,700 
ORG/SPEC PURP MINT MINT 0 0 109,000 13,483 13,483 
HARD STAND HORIZ 0 0 13,000 566 566 
Mi/ITRO AFH FfiQ 0 0 275 30,249 30,249 . 
UEPH/TRNEE/ITRO BRKS BCHQ 0 0 1,924 101,866 101,866 
CHILD DEV CTR CHILO 0 0 22,000 3,024 3,024 
1 EQR/ I CEV mjc RGE 0 w ~  0 n/a 0 n/a 11,650 
HOCE/BRIG/POND/QRRV OTHER 0 n/a 0 n/a 20,000 
ORG VEH PARKING HORIZ 0 0 61 0 26 26 
_-------_----------------------p--p------------------- 

Total ConstNctim Cost: 278,813 
+ Info Writ: 23,658 
+ Lurd Purdurrr: 0 
- ConrtNCtion Cort Avoid: 0 

* A11 f l i l b n  Costs includ. Design, S I t e  Pmqmration, Wingwry Planning, and 
SIOH b s t s  where applicable. 



MILITARY m R U C T I O N  LcSSETS (008RA vS.06) - 418 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Cnrtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

kpar*~ncr.t : ARMV 
Option Package : CLSE W (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C:\-\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le : C: \COBRA\SnMC. SFF 

Milcon for Base: FORT SILL. OK 

A11 Costs i n  $K 
Hi lCon Using Rehab New New 

Oescri ption: ca-9 Rehab Cost* MilCon Cost* ------------- ----- ----- ---- ------ ----- 
SToRA MAREHWSE SrORA 0 0 59,000 4,695 .............................................................. 

Total bnstnrctlon &st: 
+ Info )Iluug.nrrt a n t :  
+ LAnd PudmSes: 
- bnstmctlon &st Avoid: 

T o t .  1 
Cost* ----- 
4,695 

TOTAL: 5.162 

* All IlilCm Cotis include Deslgn, S i t e  Pmparation, Contingemcy Planning, and 
SIOH Costs where applicable. 



MILITARY mRUCTION ASSETS (COBRA v5.OB) - Pigc 5/8 
0.t. As O f  07:47 03/01/1995, ikQwt Outd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Pack- : CLSE l i d  (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std F e r s  F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SRDEC.SFF 

MilCon for  Base: FORT KNOX, KY 

A l l  Costs i n  $K 

Oescription: ------------- 
ITRO TRAINEE MKS 
ORVR TRNG CRSE 
SrORA HAREMXISE 
TRAINEE BRKS ---------------- 

Hi lCon 

----- 
BACHQ 
OTHER 
SrORA 
m -------- 

Using Rehab New New Total  
Rehab Cost* MilCon Cost* Cost* 

......................................... 
Total CcmstNctim Cost: 78,380 

+ Info Management Account: 6,119 
+ Land Purchases: 0 
- Construction Cast Avoid: 0 

mAL: 84,500 

All PlilCon Costs include Design, S i t e  Preparation, Contingency Planning, and 
SIOH Costs where applicable. 



P€usoNNEL Swww Emf (- 6 - 0 8 )  
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R m p w t  h t d  lo:& 03/17/1995 

Department : ARPlV 
Option Package : CLSE LW (TS9-1C1) 
Sceiurio F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS+lCl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SnDEC. SFF 

PERSONNEL SVMARY FOR: FORT JACKSON, SC 

BASE POPULATION (FY 19%): 
O f f  ice- En1 istad Students C i v i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

588 2,918 10.220 2.453 

FCNE STRUCTURE CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Tofal -- - --- -- -- --- ----- 

Off i cars, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
En1 isted 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C i v i  1 ians 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
TOTAL 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 

BASE POWLATION (Prior to BUAC Action): 
Officers En1 isfad Students C i v i  1 ians ---------- --- --------- ---------- 

588 2,918 10,220 2,455 

PERSONNEL REALIGWENTS: 
F m m  Base: FORT LEONARD a, MO 

1996 1997 1998 1999 MOO 2001 Total - - - - -- I_ --- 
O f f  i cers 0 83 0 0 0 0 83 
En1 isted 0 538 0 0 0 0 538 
Students 0 2,968 0 0 0 0 2,968 
C i v i  1 1 ~ s  0 197 0 0 0 0 197 
RJT AL 0 3,786 0 0 0 0 3,786 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIgEENTS (Into FORT JKXSOW, SC): 
19% 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T0t . l  --- -- -- --- -- --- ----- 

Off ioen 0 a3 0 0 0 0 83 
En1 4std 0 538 0 0 0 0 538 
Students 0 2,968 0 . O  0 0 2,968 
Civ4l ians 0 1 97 0 0 0 0 197 
TOTAL 0 3,786 0 0 0 0 3,786 

WE mPuATIOIJ (Af* BRK: Act.lm): 
Off 4- En1 i s t d  S t d m t s  Civ i  1 i m s  ------ --- -------- 

671 3,456 13,188 2.652 

KRSONNEL n Y  FOR: FORT nOUEUAN, A 1  

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996): 
Off icats En1 i s t d  Students Civ i  1 i a m  ---------- ------ ------ --------- 

400 1,771 4,227 1,221 

FORCE SfRUCTURE =: 1997 1998 ---- ---- ---- 
off ice= 0 0 0 
En1 isted 0 0 0 
Skdents 0 0 0 
Civi  1 fans 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 

BASE #)PULATION (Prior to BRAC Action): 
Of f  ice- En1 isted ---------- ---------- 

401 1,763 

1999 2000 ---- ---- 
1 0 

-8 0 
0 0 
0 0 

-7 0 

Students ---------- 
4,227 

2001 Total ---- ---- 
0 1 
0 -8 
0 0 
0 0 
0 - 7 

C i v i  1 ians 



PERSONNEL REPORT (COBRA vS.08) - P.ga 2 
kt. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rmport Crrrtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Pack- : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
S c r w r i o  Ff le  : C:\COBIU\TSI)-1C1.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i le  : C: \a)BRA\SnDEC. SFF 

PERSONNEL REALIWNTS:  
Ftom Rase: FORT LEONARD WOO, K) 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- --- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Off iowt 0 0 306 0 0 0 306 
En1 istad 0 0 1,755 0 0 0 .1,755 
Skrdents 0 0 3,070 0 0 0 3,070 
Civi 1 i m s  0 0 475 0 0 0 475 
TOTAL 0 0 5,606 0 0 0 5,606 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGWENTS (Into FORT CCCLELLAN, AL): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- --- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Off ice= 0 0 306 0. 0 0 306 
En1 istad 0 0 1,755 0 0 0 1,755 
Skdents 0 0 3,070 0 0 0 3,070 
Civi 1 ians 0 0 475 0 0 0 475 
TOTAL 0 0 5,606 0 0 0 5,606 

BASE POPULATION (After BRAC Action): 
Off im En1 i s t d  Studem- Civi 1 ians ------- --- --- ------- 

707 3,518 7,297 1,696 

PERSONNEL SUMWRY FOR: BASE X, US 

BASE IWUATION (FY 1996, Prior to BRAC Action): 
O f f  im Enlistad Stud.nts Civil ians 

752 4,206 1,121 2,709 

PERSOMEL R E A l 1 m :  
F m  Base: FORT LEONARD M)OD, K) 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total -- - - - - - -- 
Off 1- 0 44 0 0 0 0 44 
Enlisted 0 1 24 0 0 0 0 1 24 
students 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civl 1 iurs 0 155 0 0 0 0 155 
TOTAL 0 323 0 0 0 0 323 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIW€NTS (Into BASE X, Us): 
1996 1997 1990 1999 2000 2001 1-1 - - -7 - - -- - 

Offioatr 0 44 0 0 0 0 44 
Enlistad 0 1 24 0 0 0 0 1 24 
stud.nts 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi  1 iurt 0 155 0 0 0 0 155 
TDTAI, 0 323 0 0 0 0 323 

6AsE WfJUlATION ( A f k t  BUC Action): 
Off i- En1 istad Students Civi 1 ians ---- - --------- 

7% 4 332 1,121 2,864 

PERSOWEL S W W V  FOR: FORT LEOMARD HOOD, Kl 

BASE: FOWLATION (FY 1996): 
Officers En1 is- Students Civi 1 ians --------- ---------- --------- ---------- 

592 3,458 8,927 1,981 



PERSOmEL SWW?Y REPORT (COBRA ~5 .06 )  - P.ge 3 
Oat. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Cnrtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Depa-t : ARMV 
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
scenario F i le  : C:\COBRA\TSelCl.CBR 
Std F c t r s  Fi le  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

FORCE STRUCTURE CHANGES: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- --- ---- ---- ----- 

Off i a r s  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
En1 is- 0 1 2 1 0 0 4 
Stu~lents 0 173 -1% 0 0 0 17 
Civi 1 ians 0 10 2 -8 0 0 4 
TOTAL 0 184 -152 -7 0 0 25 

BASE POPULATION (Priw to BRAC Action): 
Officws En1 4sted Students C i v i  1 ians ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- 

592 3,462 8.944 1,985 

PERSOhINEL REALIGWEHTS: 
To b e :  FORT JACKSON, SC 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
Officets 0 83 0 0 0 0 83 
En1 isted 0 538 0 0 0 0 538 
Students 0 2,968 0 0 0 0 2,968 
Civi 1 d . m  0 197 0 0 0 0 197 
TOTAL 0 3.786 0 0 0 0 3,786 

To Base: FORT MCUEUAN, 
1 996 -- 

Off 4- 0 
En1 id 0 
students 0 
Civi 1 fans 0 
m P L  0 

A 1  
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total - - -- --- - -- 

0 306 0 0 0 306 
0 1,755 0 0 0 1,755 
0 3,070 0 0 0 3,070 
0 475 0 0 0 475 
0 5,606 0 0 0 5,606 

To Base: BASE X, US 
1996 1997 1996 1999 MOO 2001 1-1 - - - - - - - 

Off iemrs 0 44 0 0 0 0 44 
En1 1s- 0 1 24 0 0 0 0 1 24 
stuchnfs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Clvi 1 dam 0 1 55 0 0 0 0 1 55 
TOTAL 0 323 0 0 0 0 323 

To Base: FORT SILL, OK 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total --- -- --- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

Off im 0 34 0 0 0 0 34 
En1 t r t d  0 165 0 0 0 0 165 
Students 0 1,198 0 0 0 0 1,198 
Civ i l  fans 0 66 0 0 0 0 66 
TOTAL 0 1,463 0 0 0 0 1,463 

TO ~.ta: FORT KNW, m 
1 p  1997 1998 1999 20QO 2001 Total -- -- --- ---- --- --- ----- 

Officers 0 60 0 0 0 0 60 
En1 isted 0 564 0 0 0 0 564 
Students 0 3,700 0 0 0 0 1,708 
CivIl4ans 0 146 0 0 0 0 146 
TOTAL 0 2,478 0 0 0 0 2,478 



PERSOlYNEL SWWY REPORT (C[)BRA vS.06) - 9.9.4 
Data kc O f  07:47 03/01/1995, Rmpwt W 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : USE U1 (TS9-1C1) 
Sanario F i  18 : C:\(XIBRA\TS9-lCl.CBR 
Std F c t t s  F i  l a  : C: \ODBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIMNTS (Out of  FORT LEONARD W000, HI): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- --- ---- -- ---- ---- ----- 

Officers 0 221 306 0 0 0 527 
En1 istad 0 1,391 1,755 0 0 0 3,146 
Studtrnts 0 5,874 3,070 0 0 0 8,944 
Civi 1 ians 0 564 475 0 0 0 1,039 
TOTAL 0 8,050 5,606 0 0 0 13,656 

SCENARTO KEITION -S: 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total -- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 

O f f  icftcs 0 0 -62 0 0 0 -62 
En1 isted 0 0 -294 0 0 0 -294 
Civi 1 ians 0 0 -915 0 0 0 -915 
TOTAL 0 0 -1,271 0 0 0 -1,271 

BASE KWLATIOIJ (After BRAC Action): 
Officers En1 S skd Students Civi 1 ians --------- --------- -------- --------- 

3 22 0 31 

PERSONNEL M R Y  FOR: FORT SILL, OK 

BASE  TIO ON (FY 1996, Prior to BRAC Action): 
Officers E n l l s t d  S+udrrtr Civi 1 in --------- ----- -- --- 

1,297 9-61 3 6,755 2 9 568 

PERSONNEL REALIGfHNTS: 
Frorn Bue: FORT LEONARD WXK), MI 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 TOt.1 - - - - - - - 
~ f f i a r r  0 34 0 0 0 0 34 
En1 l s t d  0 165 0 0 0 0 165 
Studurts 0 1,198 0 0 0 0 1,198 
Civi  l i m s  0 66 0 0 0 0 66 
TOTAL 0 1,463 0 0 0 0 1,463 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGHENTS (Into FORT SIU, OK): 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 T-1 -- - - - - - - 

O f f  ice- 0 34 0 0 0 0 34 
En1 is ted  0 165 0 0 0 165 

O 0 Students 0 1,198 0 0 0 1,198 

Civ i  1 iutt 0 66 0 0 0 0 66 
nrrK 0 1,463 0 0 0 0 1,463 

BASE r n L A T I O N  ( A f t e r  BRAC Action): 
Off ionr En1 i s t d  Std8nt.s Civi 1 ians -------- ---- ------- u----- 

1,331 9,778 7,953 2,634 

PERSONNEL SUWMRY FOR: FORT KNW, KY 

gASE FOWLATION (FY 1996, P r i m  to BRAC &ion): 
Officers En1 i s t d  Studants Civi l i u rs  
--------- -------- ---------- ---------- 

1,051 7,155 6,476 3,810 



PERSOWEL SUWUW RE-T (COBRA ~5.08) - Page 5 
0.- As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R m p r t  Crutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Ik7art-ent : A M  
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C: \00BRA\TS9-1C1 .CBR 
Std Fctrs File : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

PERSONNEL REALIGNMENTS: 
From Base: FORT LEONARD MOOD, Kl 

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
O f f  i cers 0 60 0 0 0 0 60 
En1 isted 0 564 0 0 0 0 564 
Students 0 1,708 0 0 0 0 1,708 
Civi 1 ians 0 1 46 0 0 0 0 1 46 
TOTAL 0 2,478 0 0 0 0 2,478 

TOTAL PERSONNEL REALIGWENTS ( Into FORT I(MlX, W ) :  
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- --- ---- ----- 

Officers 0 60 0 0 0 0 60 
En1 is- 0 564 0 0 0 0 564 
Students 0 1,708 0 0 0 0 1,708 
Civi 1 fans 0 146 0 0 0 0 1 46 
TOTAL 0 2,478 0 0 0 0 2,478 

BASE POPULATION (After BRAC Action): 
O f f  ice= En1 i s t d  Students Civi 1 ians ---------- ------- ------ -------- 

1,111 7,719 8,184 3,956 

PERSONNEL m R Y  FOR: ANNISrON DEW, A 1  

BASE POPULATION (FY 1996, Prior to BRM: Action): 
Off ioarr En1 i& Sb~chts Civilians ----- -- 

8 5 0 3,478 

BASE FOfUlATION ( A f t e r  BRAC Action): 
Offioers En1 f t k d  Studants Civi 14- -- 

8 5 0 3,478 



TOTAL ERsUWEL IWm REPORT (OOBRA 6 . 0 8 )  - -1/8 
Oats As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Raprt CruW 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : A M  
Option Package : CLSE I& (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C:\C06RA\lS-IC1.CBR 
Std fctrr File : C:\COBRA\SWDEC.SFF 

Rate 
---- 

CIVILIAN KkSITIONS REALIGNING Wl 
Ear 1 y Reti ranont* 10.00% 
Regu 1 ar Ret i m* 5. OOX 
Civilian Turnover* 15.00% 
Civs Not b i n g  (RIFs)*+ 
Civilians Moving (the ~ i n d e r )  
CivS 1 im Porltions Availabla 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Retirement 10.00% 
Rag14 1 ar Retirement 5. 00% 
Civi 1 ian T u m o ~ r  15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)*+ 
kiwi ty Placement# 60.m 
Civilians Available to How 
Civilians k i n g  
Civil lm RIFs (the r~nuindmr) 

Tota 1 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 564 475 0 0 0 1039 
Civilians Moving 0 359 339 0 0 0 698 
NOw Civilians Hired 0 205 136 0 0 0 341 
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETI- 0 5 8 1 4 0  0 0 0 198 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 34 84 0 0 0 118 
T O T A L C I V I L I A N P R I O R I T Y ~  0 0 549 0 0 0 549 
TOTAL CIVILIAN MEN HIRES 0 205 136 0 0 0 341 

* Early Retlrmmts, -1.r Reti-, Clvill~ Tumoumr, and Clvill~t Not 
Willing to Hove are not .pgll&le f w  m u* f I f ty  mil - .  

+ The of Civiliurr Not Wllllng to (Voluntary RIFs) varles froln 
bas8tobue. 

# Nut a11 Prlwlty PI- inuolw a kmmmt Oung. of S U i m .  The nt, : 

of PPS pl- Involving a #S is 50.00% 



PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - P w  2/8 
Data k M 07:47 03/01/1995, Rapor-t Cnrtmd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : AW 
Option Package : ClSE LH (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C:\COBRA\TS9-1C1.C8R 
Std Fctts Fi la : C: \COBRA\SWDEC.SFF 

Base: FORT JACKSON, SC Rate --- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OOT 
Early Ret i runent* 10.00X 
Regu lar Ret i rement* 5.002 
Civilian Turoovbt. 15.00% 
Civs Not b i n g  (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civilians b i n g  (the minder) 
Civilian kitions Available 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIHINATED 
Ear 1 y Retirement 10.00% 
Reg~111.t Retirement 5.002 
Civilian Turnover 15.OOX 
Cia Not Pbving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Priority Placanwd 60.00X 
Civilians Available to l lma  
Civilians b i n g  
Civilian RIFs (the r m r i m k )  

1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ----- 
0 0 0  0 
0 0 0  0 
0 0 0  0 
0 0 0  0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0  0 
0 0 0 0 

CIVILIAN REITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 197 0 0 0 0 197 
Civilians Pbving 0 1 2 5  0 0 0 0 125 
New Civilians H i d  0 7 2 0 0 0 0 7 2  
Other Civilfan Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETI= 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN MhJ HIRES 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 7 2  

* Early Retirmntt, w l a r  Retl-, Civilian Tumwuw, urd Civilians Not 
Hilling to M a m  not appllcrble for wuos under flfty riles. 

# Not all Priority Pl- imlve a kmwmt C ~ Q O  of Station. The rate 
of PPS pl- imlv'ln0 a QCS is 50.00% 



PERS(YHEL 1Wm REPORT (COBRA v5.08) - Page 3/8 
0.k As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Crwtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Departnrmt : AR)IIy 
Option Package : USE UI (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C:\COBRA\TS9-1CI.CBR 
SW Fctm Fl le : C:\COBRA\SF7EC.SFF 

Base: FORT MXLELLAN, AL Rate ---- 
CIVILIAM KISITIONS REALIGNING OUT 
Early Retitemurt* 10. 00% 
Rogu 1 ar Reti m t *  S. OOX 
Civilian Tumousr* 15.00X 
Civs Not Fbving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civilians b i n g  (the m i * )  
Civilian bitions AMllable 

CIVILIMI #)SITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Early Retirement 10.00X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regular Retirement 5 . 0 0 X O O O O O O  
Civilian Turnover 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivshbtCbving(RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Priority Pl- 6 0 . 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civilians Available to lJovb 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civilians k i n g  0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civilian RIFs (the - i d )  0 0 0 0 0 0  

Total ----- 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CIVILINI #ISITIONS REAUOJING IN o o 475 o o o 475 
Civilians W i n g  0 0 339 0 0 0 339 
New Civilians H i d  0 0 1 3 6  0 0 0 136 
Othet Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETI= 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITY pLAmmm# 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NM HIRES 0 0 1 3 6  0 0 0 136 

* Early Retimmnts, R.pu1.r Rotlmnmnts, Civllian Tutrwlu.r, Md Clvlll8ns Not . 
Willlng to bum a n  nut applicable for mwms unkr flfty m1l.r. 

j ~ o t  811 wiw4ty PI- ~ M I H  8 - ~ung. of st.tm. ~ h .  mte 
of PPS pl- 1.1nuolvlng a PCS 1s 50.005 



PERSONNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA ~5.08) - 4/8 
Oat. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rmport W 10:46 03/17/1995 

DepattrneMt : ARPlY 
option PacIcaQe : CLSE w (Ts9-1cl) 
ScsMrio File : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs Fi le : C: \COBRA\W7DEC. SFF 

Base: BASE X, US Rate 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
CIVILIW POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

Ear 1 y Ret i renent* 10.002 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regul at Retirement* 5 . 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Civilian Turnover. 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivsNotMoving(RIFs)* 6.002 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civilians b i n 9  (the m i n d e r )  0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Civilian Positions Available 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

CIVIL1 bN WSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Reti- 10.005 
Regu 1 at Reti remnt 5. OOX 
Civi 1 ian Turnover 15.00% 
Civs Not b i n g  (RIFs)* 6.005 
Priority Placunent# 60.005 
Civilians Available to Hove 
Civilians W i n g  
Civilian RIFs (the rr#i*) 

CIVILIAN =ITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 155 0 0 0 0 155 
Civd 1 ians W i n g  0 9 9 0 0 0 0 9 9  
New Civilians H i d  0 5 6  0 0 0 0 56 
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRFEKfS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
T O T A L C I V I L I A N P R I O R I T Y ~  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NM HIRES 0 5 6 0 0 0 0 5 6  

Early Retirmwmts, hgular ktirwwrts, Civllian Tumouw, and Civilians Not 
Will~lng to b m  a n  not appllmble for mms under f i f t y  miles. 

# Not a11 Priority Pl- Involve a P.rrurwrrt Chmgo of Station. The rate 
of PPS p1- Immldlrg . QCS 4% so.- 



KRSONNEL I W  RE-T (CX)BRA vS.06) - Page 5/8 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, W lo:* 03/17/1995 

Deqmrtmant : ACFn 
option P . t W  : CLSE w (TSS-la) 
Se#rrrio File : C:\QIE)RA\TSS-lCl .CBR 
Std Fctm Fi lo : C: \C06W\SnDfC.SFF 

Base: FORT LEONARDM)OD, ll0 Rate ---- 
CIVILIW POSITIONS REALIGNING WT 
Early Reti rernent* 10. OM 
Regular Retimnemt* 5.00% 
Civilian Turnme+ 15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civilians bin9 (the remainder) 
Civi1i.n Positions Available 

CIVIL1 9N POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early R e t i m t  10.00X 
Rogular Reti-t S.001X 
Civilian Turnover 15.00% 
Civs k t  W i n g  (RIFs)* 6.m 
Priority Pluanenf4 60.005 
Civilians Available to Moue 
Civilians k i n g  
Civilian RIFs (the renuinder) 

Total ----- 
1039 
106 

52 
1 56 
63 
662 
377 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Civilians k i n g  0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
New Civilians Hired 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETIRnENTS 0 5 6 1  0 0 0 198 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 34 84 0 0 0 118 
nnAL CIVILIAN FRIORITV plAmmm# 0 0 549 0 0 0 549 
TOTAL CIVILIN MEH HIRES 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

Early Retifmlmts, Regular Retirrmtr, Clvil1.n Tt#rlmw, Md Clvlliua Not 
Willing to Hwe a m  not applicable far moves undw flfty files. 

# Not a11 Ptlorlty P1.oenentt involve a kmmmt Oung. of Statlon. The - 
of FJf5 p l y  Inuolvlng a #S Is 50.00% 



Department : A m  
Option Rck.9. : QSE Lu (TS9-1cl) 
Soemrio File : C:\CO&?A\TS9-lcl.CBR 
Std Fct-rs File : C: \C08RA\Sf701EC.SFF 

Base: FORT SILL, OK Rate ---- 
CIVILIAN WSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 
Early Rati rement* 10.00% 
Rqular Retirement* S. OOX 
Civilian Turnow# 1S.OOX 
Civs Not b i n g  (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Civilians k i n g  (the mnainder) 
Civilian Positions Available 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 
Early Retirement 1O.U3% 
Regular Retimmmt 5. 00% 
Civilian Turnover 15.00X 
Civs Not b i n g  (RIFs)* 6.00% 
Priority Pl- 60.00% 
Civilians Available to Hove 
Civilians k i n g  
Civiljan RIFs (the m i * )  

2001 Total ---- ----- 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0. 0  
0  0  
0 0  
0  0  

CIVILIPN -ITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 6 6 0 0 0 0 6 6  
Civilians b i n 9  0 4 2 0 0 0 0 4 2  
Neu Civillmns H i d  0 2 4 0 0 0 0 2 4  
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0  

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETI- 0 0 0 0 0 0  0  
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0  
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITV PUCMEWTSl 0  0  0  0  0  0  0  
TOTAL CIVILIAN N€U HIRES 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 2 4  

* Early Retimnmts, Rogular Rmtlrmwrtt, CivilIan Tummef, urd Civill8nS 
Willing to b m  a m  not applfcable for novrr under fifty milas. 



PERsrrJNEL IMPACT REPORT (COBRA v5.06) - 7/8 
Data As Of 07:47 w01/1995, Crutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Dew-t : A m  
Option Pack- : C I S  UJ (TS9-1C1) 
kmnario F i le  : C:\COBRA\TS9-ICl.C8R 
Std Fctts Fi 1e : C: \COBRA\SFTKC.SFF 

Base: FORT MYOX, KY Rate 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- 
CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

Early Rat i rment* 10.00X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regu 1 at  Retirement* S . O O X O O O O O 0  0 
Civi l ian T u d  15.00X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivsNotMoving(RIFs)* 6 . W  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Civi 1 ians Moving (the rrruinder) 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
C $ V $ ~ ~ M  POSitfWtS A~8f18ble 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Early R8tifamlt 1o.W 0 0 0 0 0 0 
R q u  lat Rgtiranent 5 . O O X O O O O O O  
Civi 1 ian Turnover 15.00X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivsNotPbing(RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Prior i ty Placamnt# 6 0 . O M O O O O O O  
Civilians Available t o  )3ove 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civi 1 tans Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civi l ian RIFs (the m i n d e r )  0 0 0 0 0 0  

CIVILIAN #ISITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 146 0 0 0 0 146 
Civilians Moving 0 9 3 0 0 0 0 9 3  
New Civilians H i d  0 5 3 0 0 0 0 5 3  
Otkr C i v i l l m  Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETI- 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORIM PlXRWW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN NM HIRES 0 5 3 0 0 0 0 5 3  

Early Retimmnts, -1.r Retimmnts, Civi l ian Turnover, and Civilians Not 
W i l l i q  t o  nOYII am nd appl lub le for I # H ~  ud8r  f i f t y  m1l.s. 

# Not a1 1 Pr ior i ty  Plaoemants involve a Perrmvlsnt Ch.nga of Statlon. The rate 
o f  PPS placements involving a PCS i s  5 0 . W  



ERSONNEL I M  RE-T (COBRA 6 . 0 8 )  - 
Data AS Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Cntkd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Dep8ttnrwrt : m  
Option p.ck.ga : CLSE LW (TS9-1C1) 
S c ~ ~ r i o  Fi 18 : C: \008RA\TS9-1C1 .CBR 
Std Fctrs File : C:\a)&RA\WD€C.SFF 

Base: ANNISTON DEPOT. AL Rate 19% 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total 
---- - 

CIVILIAN POSITIONS REALIGNING OUT 
Early Retirement* 10. ooX 
Regular Retiranant* 5. OOX 
Civi lian T u d  15.00% 
Civs Not Moving (RIFs)* 6 . a  
Civilians Moving (the mnainekr) 
Civilian Positions Av8ll8bl. 

CIVILIW IWITIONS ELIMINATED 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Early Retimwlmt 10.00X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Regular Retirtraent S . a l % O O O O O O  
Civi 1 ian Tumwer 15.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CivsNotbving(RIFs)* 6.00% 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Priority P1-t# 6 0 . a l % O O O O O O  
Civilians Available to Fbve 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civi 1 Sans hiq 0 0 0 0 0 0  
Civilian RIFs (the winder) 0 0 0 0 0 0  

CIVILIW POSITIONS REALIGNING IN 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Civilians Moving 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
New Civilians Hired 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
Other Civilian Additions 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

TOTAL CIVILIAN EARLY RETI- 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN RIFS 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN PRIORITV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL CIVILIAN MW HIRES 0 0 0 0 0 0  0 

* Early Reti-, Regular Retircnmtt, Civilian Tumouw, and Civilians Not 
Hill-ing to Pbve a n  not applicable for rrver under fifty miles. 

# Not all Priority Pl- inuolwm a knmmmt Churg. of Station. The rate 
of PPS pl.csmentt involving a RS 4s 50.00% 



PER-L YEARLY QERXNTSES (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - 1/3 
Data As O f  07:17 03/01/1995, kpmt C r u t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

oepartmef?t : A R M Y  
Option Package : CLSE U (TS9-1C1) 
SamrJo FJ1e : C:\008RA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs File : C: \ODBRA\WDEC.SFF 

Base: FORT JACKSON, SC 

Year ---- 
1 996 
1997 
1 998 
1999 
2000 
2001 

TOTALS 

Pers &wed I n  
Total Pbt'csnt ----- --- 

0 0. 005 
3,786 lo0.m 

0 0. OOX 
0 0.005 

0 0. 006 
o 0.m ----- ------- 

3786 100.m 

Base: FORT F1CCLELLAN. AL 

Pets Plovd In 
Year Tota 1 Percent -- ----- ---- 
1 996 0 0. 005 
1997 0 0. Om 
1 998 5,606 1m.m 
1 999 0 0. OOX 
2000 0 0. OOX 
2001 0 0. 005 

Basel: BASE X. us 

TOTALS 

Pers Moved In 
Total Pwlc+nt 
7 

0 0. 005 
323 100.006 

0 0.005 
0 0. 005 
0 0. 00X 
0 0. OOX 

Pem Moved Out/El iminated ShutDn 
Tota 1 Percent T i  m e h s e  ------- 

0. OOX 
0. OOX 
a. 00% 
0. OOX 
0. OM 
0. OOX ------- 
0. OOX 

----- --------- 
0. 005 16.67% 
0. 00% 16.67% 
0. Oax 16.67% 
0. OOX 16.67% 
0. m 16.67% 
0. 005 16.67% - -- 
0.001 1w.oa 



PERSONNEL MARLY PEREMTNXS (OOBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - P.9. 2/3 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rmport h t d  lo:* 03/17/1995 

Department : M 
Option Package : CLSE W (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i le : C: \COBRA\TS9-1C1. CBR 
Std Fct ts  F i le  : C: \oBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT LEONARD W O O ,  HO 

Pers Pbved In 
Year Tota 1 P e m t  ---- ----- ------ 
1 996 0 0. OOX 
1997 0 0, 005 
1 998 0 0. OOX 
1 999 0 0. oox 
2000 0 0. o0x 
2001 0 0. OOX 

----- ------ 
TOTALS 0 0. OOX 

Base: FORT SILL, OK 

Year 

TOTALS 

Pers Mwed I n  
Tota 1 Percent ----- --- 

0 0. om 
1,463 100.OOX 

0 0. OOX 
0 0. 005 
0 0. OOX 
0 0. 005 

Base: FORT KN(3X. KY 

V u r  - 
1 996 
1997 
1 998 
1 999 
2000 
2001 

TOTALS 

Pers Pbved In 
Tot81 p.rowrt - 

0 0. 003 
2,478 100.00% 

0 0. 003 
0 0.005 
0 0.005 
0 0. OOX 

--0- 

2478 100.00X 

50. OOX 
25.00% 
25. Om 
0.005 
0. OOX 
0. om --------- 

100.m 

M Mowed Out/Eliminated ShutDn 
Tota 1 Percent T ilnePhase ---- 

0. OOX 
53.9z 
16. on 
0. 005 
O.m 
0. m ------- 

100.OOX 

0. o0x 
53.93% 
46.07% 
0. OOX 
0. OOX 
0. OM --------- 

100.00X 

M i  l C m  k Fbved Out/Elimimted ShutDn 
TinrePhuc Total k r a m t  TimePhase ------ -- ------ --------- 

100.OOX 0 0. OOX 16.67% 
0. om o 0. m 16.67% 
0. QOX 0 0. 005 16.67% 
0. OOX 0 0. OOX 16.67% 
0. OOX 0 0. OOX 16.67% 
0.005 0 0. OOX 16.67% ---- --- --- --------- 

100.Om 0 0. OOX 100.OOX 

P.rs Ovt/Elin4mted ShutDn 
Tot81 Ti- 

0. m 
0. oax 
0.005 
0. OOX 
0. om 
0. om -- 
0. OOX 



PERSOHIEL YEARLY #R#NTGES (OOBRA vS.08) - Page 3/3 
Data k Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Crrrfd lo:% 03/17/1995 

Departinent : ARMY 
Option Pack- : CLSE U11 (TS9-1C1) 
Scmmt-40 File : C:\-\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: ANNISTON DEPOT. AL 

Year --- 
1996 
1997 
1 998 
1 999 
2000 
2001 

TOTALS 

Pers ?loved I n  
Total krcent ----- ---- 

0 0. OOX 
0 0. OOX 
0 0. om 
0 0. #1X 
0 0. om 
0 0. OOX 

M i  1Gm 
T l lmfbse  --------- 

33.33X 
16.67% 
16.67% 
16.67% 
16.67% 
0. OOX 

Pers rtoved Out/Eliminated ShutDn 
Total Percent 1imaPh.m 

----- ----- --------- 
0 0. OOX 100.00X 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIOlYS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 1/24 
Data k O f  07:47 03/01/1995, hpo r t  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Pack- : CLSE LH (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario File : C: \COBRA\lS9-1C1. CB 
Std Fctrs File : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

ONE-TIME COSTS ----- ($K)----- 
COlYSTRUCTI ON 
n1 L C ~ I  
Fan Hatsing 
h n d  Purch 
rn 

CIV SALARY 
Civ RIF 
Civ Retlte 
CIV POVING 
fbr D i m  
POV Miles 
Home Purch 
HHG 
Hi sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREIGHT 
Packing 
Freight 
Vehicles 
Ori v i  ng 
Unemployment 
OTHER 
Pmgrm Plan 
Shu~arn  
New Hire 
1-Tim lbve 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL POVING 
eer Dlem 
m Mlles 
m6 
ntsc 

OTHER 
Elim PC. 

OTHER 
H A P / =  
Envimmmtal 
Info Manage 
1-Time Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 
----- 



TOTAL APQR09RIATXm O n A l C  REPORT (CO&RA vS.08) - Page 2/24 
Data As O f  OR47 03/01/1995, R.eort CIwtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

0.p.rtmbnt : A R M Y  
Option Package : QSE W (TS9-1Cl) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\aMRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C:\COBRA\SFm€C.SFF 

RECURR I NGCOSTS ----- ($K)----- 
FAW HOClSE OPS 
os1.1 

RPMA 
805 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
o.uwus 
camtaker 

MIL PERSOWEL 
Mf Sa 1 ary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Tota 1 
----- 
8,104 

Beyond 
------ 
1,800 

TOTAL COST 129,725 396,960 146,806 35,429 33,507 33,507 

ONE-TIME SAVES -- ($K)----- 
C O N S T ~ I ~  
nILm 
Fan Housing 

OLW 
1-Time 

nrL PERSOHJEL 
nri b l n g  

m R  
Land Sales 
EnVi-1 
1-14- Other 
mu ME-TI!€ 

Tota 1 ----- 

RECURRIHGSAMS 
-(SK)- 
FAn HOUSE OPS 
OLEI 
Rtw 
805 
Unique Operat 
C i v  s8laT-y 
awws 

MIL ERSONNEL 
O f f  salary 
En1 Salary 
Harm 9110~ 

OTHER 
Proarfuneilt 
Mistion 
Misc R w r  
Uniqrw other 

TOTAL R E W ?  

TOTAL S9VINGS 0 11 , 198 67,355 116,113 116,113 116,113 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIWS DETAIL REPORT (008RA v5.08) - Page 3/24 
Data As O f  07:47 03/01/1995, R . p w t  C r u d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\TS9-1C1. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

ONE-TIME NET ----- ($K)----- 
CDNSTRUCTION 
nILcm 
Fm Housing 

OLn 
C i v  Retir/RIF 
Civ b i n 9  
Other 

MIL PERSONNEL 
ni l  Moving 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
Envi rormnenta 1 
Info Manage 
l-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL rnE-TIM 

Total 
----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K) ----- 
FAM HWSE OPS 
om 
RW 
Ks 
Unique Operat 
Car~ta ker 
Civ Salary 

czMPus 
UIL PE-EL 
Mil Salary 
Harse Allow 

OTHER 
Proatran%nt 
Mission 
Hltc h r  : 

Unique Other 
TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL NET COST 129,725 385,762 79,451 -80,684 -82,606 -82,606 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COMA vS.08) - Page 4/24 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Raport C r w t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSI; UII (TSO-1C1 ) 
Sa#urio F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSS-IC1 .C8R 
Std Fctrs File : C:\COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT JACKSON, SC 
ONE-TIME COSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRUCT1m 
fl1LCO)J 9,241 
F n  Housing 0 
Land Purch 0 

OLn 
CIV SAW 
Civ RIFs 0 
C iv  Retire 0 

CIV m1NG 
Pet Diem 0 
#)V Wiles 0 
Hane Purch 0 
HJG 0 
Misc 0 
Harse Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 
FREIGHT 
Pscki ng 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemployrnerrt 0 
OTHER 
Progrrn Plan 0 
slutdarn 0 
Nu H i m  0 
1-Tiw tlwe 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL KNING 
Par D i m  0 
POV Hilts 0 
HIG 0 
Mist 0 

OTHER 
Elim Ks 0 

OTHER 
w/RSE 0 
Env4 -1 0 
Info cluuge 920 
7-Tim Other 0 

TOTM (ME-TIME 10,161 

Tota 1 ----- 



APPROPR1ATIO)ISS W A I L  REWRT (COBRA ~5.08)  - P w  5/24 
08- As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rspwt Ccutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE w (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl .CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: FORT JACKSON, 
RECURR I NGCOSTS ----- ($K)----- 
FAMMWSE of's 
OLn 

R M  
BOS 
Unique 0per8t 
C4v S l a t y  
QIAEIPOS 
Caretaker 

UIL PERSOWEL 
Off Salary 
En1 Salary 
House A l l -  

rnf R 
Mission 
Misc  Rocur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total 
----- 

0 

TOTAL WSTS 10,161 5,467 5,550 5,550 5,550 5,550 

ONE-TIFE SAVES 
---(*)----- 
cmslmJmION 
MILCON 
F n ,  Housing 

OW 
1-Tine lbve 

NIL PERSONNEL 
n41 WIrQ 

OTHER 
Land sales 
Envimmental 
1 - T l r  OLhrr 

TOTAL WE-TI= 

UECURRINGSAMS 
--(*)--- 
FAn HOUSE OPS 
m 

RR(A 
805 
Unqque Operat 
Clv Salary 
QUFPUS 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off sa1 ary 
En1 Satary 
House Allw 

OTHER 
Rocurment 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPROPRIATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - P w  6/24 
Data AS Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R e p o r t  Clu tbd  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : U S E  LW (TS9-1C1) 
S c a ~ r . i o  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.W 
Std Fct.n F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF* 

Base: FORT JACKSON, SC 
ONE-TIME NET 1 996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRLCTI mi 
HILCOhl 9,241 
Fan Housing 0 
ow 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
Civ W i n g  0 
Other 0 

MIL PERSOCJNEL 
M i l  W i n g  0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envimmental 0 
Info Mamyp 920 
1-Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIHE 10,161 

Total 
----- 

RECURRING NET 1 9% 1997 1 998 1 999 2000 2001 
---(*)----- ---- ---- --- -- ---- ---- 
FM MKlSE OPS 0 0 0 0 0 0 

RPFtQ 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
c8r8t8ker 
Civ salary 

CHA)IPUS 
MIL ERSONNEL 
nil salary 
House Allow 

OMER 
Prow- 
nissim 
H i s  Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 



AsPRoPRIATIaJs DETAIL REPOUT (COBRA v5.08) - P.ge 7/24 
Ar Of 07: 47 03/01/1995, ilrpwt Crwtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Dcpartcnrrrrt : A M Y  
option Package : as€ UJ (TS~-ici) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fct ts  F i le  : C: \COBRA\SnDEC.SFF 

Base: FORT MCCLELLAN, AL 
WE-TIME COSTS 19% ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRIJCT I ON 
HI L a  22,597 
Fan Hausing 2.750 
Land Purch 0 

OtM 
CIV W A R Y  
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ R e t i r e  0 

C I V  mING 
Pet D i m  0 
POV Miles 0 
)bme Purch 0 
W G  0 
M i  sc 0 
House Hunt 0 
PQS 0 
RITA 0 
FREIGHT 
Packing 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemp 1 oqrment 0 
OTHER 
f h g r n  Plan 0 
Shutdarn 0 
N.w H i m S  0 
I - T i r e  Pbe 0 

MIL ERSOMIEL 
MIL m1NG 

Per Diem 0 
m nil= 0 
HIG 0 
Wisc 0 

OTHER 
Elim KS 0 

r n R  
H A P / =  0 
Envi mwwmta 1 0 
Info Manage 0 
1 - T r r  Other 0 

TWAL ONE-TIME 25,347 

Tota 1 
----- 



AWROPRIATIUG DETAIL RE#)RT (COBRA "5.08) - Page 8/24 
Data At Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Report Cnrtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : MIV 
Option p.ck.gc : a x  u (Ts9-1C1) 
Scanario File : C:\00BRA\TS9-1CI.CBR 
Std F c t t s  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

Base: FORT MCCLELLAN, AL 
RECURRINGCOSTS 1996 ----- (W) ----- ---- 
FAM MWSE OPS 0 
ocn 

R W  -0 
BOS 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ salary 0 
CHamJS 0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
O f f  Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Hisc Reour 0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR -0 

Beyond 
------ 

1 ,800 

TOTAL COSTS 25,347 350,528 88,484 15,832 1 5,832 15,832 

ONE-TIME SAVES 
-(SK)-- 
cmsmucTION 
M I L m  
Fm Hcwsing 

OY4 
1-Time Cbvc 

MIL PERSWNEL 
Mil b 4 n g  
OTHER 
Land s.1- 
M ~ l  
1 - T l r  OUwr 

mAL ONE-TIME 

Total ---- 

RECURRINGSAVES 
-(*%)- 
FAn H a s  a's 
ow 

Rmn 
80s 
Urrrou, 
Clv s81ary 
au)9lJs 

nIL PERWWEL 
Off Sirlary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 
OTHER 
FraaJramlt 
Mission 
Misc Reur 
Unique other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APPRWRIATIOISS W A I L  R E m T  (COBRA v5.08) - Page 9/24 
Det. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rmport Crsated 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\CDBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SWDEC.SFF 

Base: FORT MCCLELLAN, AL 
ONE-TIME NET 1 9% ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRLmI ON 

MI L ~ I  22,597 
F u n  Housing 2,750 
om 

Civ  Retir/RIF 0 
Civ h i n g  0 
Other 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mi l  b i n g  0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envircwrnental 0 
Info Manage 0 
1-Tim Other 0 
LMd 0 

TOTAL WE-TIME 25,347 

Total 
----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ( $K)----- 
F M  MXISE OQS 
wl 

RFmA 
80s 
Unique Operat 
caretaker 
Civ Salary 

Q.IAppus 
MIL PERrnEL 
ni l  ~ 1 . r ~  
House A 1  low 

OTHER 
Proarreulent 
Mission 
Mitc R . c u r  
Uniqua other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL NET aX'T 25,347 350,528 88,484 1 5,832 15,832 15,832 



APPRoPRIATIoNs DETAIL R E m T  (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 8 )  - Page 10/24 
Dot. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995. Rmport Crutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

0eparl;mant : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE W (TS9-1C1) 
Scenat i o F i  le : C: \COBRA\TS9- 1 C1. CBR 
Std fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

Base: B A S E  X, US 
ONE-TIME COSTS 
----- ($K)----- 
cnNsTRUCTION 

M I  LCfM 
Fun Housing 
Land Purch 
w 
CIV SALARY 

Civ RIFs 
Civ  Retire 

CIV MOVING 
Per Diem 
#N Miles 
Harw! Purch 
HHG 
Mi sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FREICWT 
Packing 
Freight 
Vehicles 
Orl v i  ng 

Unemploynent 
OTHER 
-ram Plan 
Shutdarn 
New Hires 
l-Time Hove 

NIL PERSONNEL 
MIL  WING 
kr oiem 
POV M i l e s  
mG 
Hi sc 

OTHER 
Elim PCS 

OTHER 
HAP r' RSE 
Envimamntal  
Info Phage 
l-Time Other 

TOTAL OUE-TIME 

Tota 1 
----- 



APPROPRIATICNS DETAIL REPORT (COMA ~5 .08 )  - Page 11/24 
Data As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Report Clutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

D e p a m n t  : ARMY 
Option Packwe : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i 1e : C: \COBRA\TS9-1 C1. C8R 
Std F c t n  F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: BASE X, US 
RECURRINGCOSTS 
-----($K)----- 
FAn MXlSE 0% 
o&l 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ Salary 
OUwlB 
Caretaker 

nrL PERSONNEL 
Off Salary 
En1 Salary 
House Allow 
OTHER 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total 
----- 

0 

Beyond 
------ 

0 

TOTAL COSTS 0 1,514 1,452 1,452 1,452 1,452 

ONE-TIME SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRlCTIOlJ 
nILCohl 
F a n  HNsing 

Oin 
1-Tiam Hmm 

n I L  PERSONNEL 
nil Moving 

OTHER 
Land sales 
Env4r#nrrt.l 
1-TJm 0th.r 

TOTAL ONE-TIM 

RECURRINGSAVES 
--(*)--- 
FNl HOLlSE OPS 
OLn 

RPHA 
BQS 
Unlqw Operat 
Clv salary 
alMws 

MIL ERSDMEL 
off salary 
En1 Salary 
Harre Allow 

OTHER 
Proarramnt 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 
TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



ASQROPRIATIOISS DETAIL REKRT (COBRA 6 0 8 )  - Page 12/24 
Data k Of 07:47 03/01/1995, C r u t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
option ~ i c k . g t  : as€ UJ (1~9-ICI) 
Scenario File : C:\COBRA\lS9-1Cl,CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

&se: BASE X, 
ONE-TIME NET ----- ($K)----- 
CONSTRUCTXCN 
MI ~cxm 
Fun Housing 
om 
Civ Retir/RIF 
Civ b i n g  
Othar 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mil Moving 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 
E n v i r o r a e c r t a l  
Info Manage 
1-Time Other 
Lud 
TOTAL ONE-TIPIE 

RECURRING NET 
-($K)----- 
FAn HOUSE OPS 
wl 

RPMA 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Carat. ker 
Clv salary 

OWPUS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
nil s l a t y  
Haru fillar 
OTHER 
PIParrrrrnt 
nissiorr 
Ultc b r  
Un4qua other 
TOTAL REaJR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL NET W 0 1.514 1,452 1,452 1,452 1,452 



Departrmrnt : ARMY 
Option Package : QSE Lbl (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

Base: FORT LEONARD HOOD, n0 
ONE-TIME OOSTS 1 996 ---- (%) ----- ---- 
CONSTRIJCTION 
HI  Land 0 
Fan Housing 0 
Land Purch 0 
wl 

C I V  S U Y  
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

CIV ! W I N G  
Per D i m  0 
#N Miles 0 
lime Purrh 0 
HIG 0 
Hi sc 0 
Harse Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
RITA 0 

FREIGHT 
Packing 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemp 1 oyment 0 
OTHER 
Progman Plan 4,556 
Shutdarn 0 
War H i m  0 
l-Time Mme 0 

MIL PERSOHHEL 
MIL m 1 N G  
Pw Djem 0 
POY M i l e s  0 
H16 0 
M i  sc 0 

OTHER 
Elim #S 0 

OTHER 
H A P / =  0 
Envirwrnrrrtal 0 
Info f k m ~ e  0 
1-71- 0 t h ~  0 

TUTAL ONE-TIME 4,556 

Tota I 
----- 



Department : A m  
Option Package : USE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scmaraio F i l e  : C:\aBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i le : C: \COBRA\SF70EC. SFF 

Base: FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO 
RECURRINGCOSTS 19% ----- (.W)----- ---- 
FAM HOUSE OPS 0 
OCM 

RPM4 0 
Em 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
cn4?ws 0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Total ----- 
0 

Beyond 
------ 

0 

TOTAL COSTS 4,556 29.428 40.648 1,922 0 0 

ONE-TI= SAVES ----- ($K)----- 
COE(STRUCTIOIY 
FULarJ 
F r r  Housing 

OW 
I-Time Clorre 

NIL P€RSOHJEL 
Mil k i n 9  

OTHER 
Lud Slles 
Emr i rcnmt .1  
1-Time ah.r 

TOTAL ONE-TIHE 

Total -- 

RECURRIMSAVES 
-(SK)- 
FLln mJSE OQS 
m 

RP)3A 
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Clv salary 
a W U S  

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off S l a t y  
En1 Salary 
House Allow 

OnER 
Proarvanmt 
Mission 
Misc Rearr 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

mTAL SAVINGS 0 11,198 67,355 116,113 116.113 116,113 



Departnmt : m  
Option P u h g e  : CLSE U (TS9-1C1) 
Scsrurio File : C:\CXBU\TS9-1C1 .CBR 
Std F c t n  File : C:\CXBU\WDEC.SFF 

Base: FORT LEONARD WD, NO 
ONE-TIME NET 1 9% ----- (W) ----- ---- 
CONSTRUCTION 
MI LCON 0 
Fan Harsing 0 

WI 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
C ~ V  h l f l ~  0 
Other 4,556 
MIL P € R W E L  
Hi1 W i n g  0 
OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi rormental 0 
Info Hawe 0 
1-Time Other 0 
b n d  0 

TOTAL WE-TIME 4,556 

Total 
----- 

RECURRING NET ----- ($K)----- 
FAM HaJSE OPS 
ow 
RPMA 
B(]S 
Unique Operat 
c 8 n t . k ~  
C ~ V  ~ 1 1 8 ~  

awws 
HIL PERSOHNEL 
Mil salary 
House Allow 
OTHER 
PmCu- 
W l u l m  
nitc Rwr 
Unlque Other 

TOTAL REm 

Tota 1 ----- 
-69,548 

TOTAL N€l COST 4,556 18,230 -26,707 -114,191 -116113 -116,113 



APQ(EOPR1ATIOWS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 0 )  - Page 16/24 
Data k Of 07:47 03/01/1995, R m p r t  Crukd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Departcnnt : AWlN 
Option Pack- : CLSE l.U (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs  F i  le : C: \OOBRA\SF~MC. SFF 

Base: FORT SILL,  
ONE-TIME COSTS 
-----($K)---- 
CONSTRUCT1 ON 
H I  L a  
Fan Hausing 
Land Purch 

OLn 
CIV SAURY 

Civ RIFs 
Civ Reti* 

CIV MOVING 
Per D i m  
POV Miles 
Hane Purch 
HHG 
Hisc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 
FREIGHT 
Packing 
Freight 
Vehicles 
Driving 

U-1 oyment 
OTHER 
Qcogrw, Plan 
Shutdarn 
N.w H i m s  
1-Tfale Pbve 

MIL PERSOWEL 
MIL MOVING 
par Diem 
eov nil- 
Hi6 
M I  sc 
OTHER 

Elim PCS 
OTHER 
w/RsE 
Envimmefml  
Info Manage 
I-Time Otkr 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota i 
----- 



Department : ARPN 
option Puk8ge : CLSE Lu (Ts9-1CI) 
Scenario File : C:\CDBRA\TSP-1C1.CBR 
Std Fctrs File : C:\COBRA\SWDEC.SFF 

Base: FORT SILL, OK 
RECURR J N U X T S  1996 ---- ($K)----- ---- 
F M  KXSE OPS 0 
OCM 
RPMA 0 
BOS 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
cwm"Js 0 
Caretaker 0 
MIL PERSONNEL 
Off Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc Recur 0 
Unique Other 0 
TOTAL RECUR 0 

Total 
----- 

0 

Beyond 
------ 

0 

TOTAL COSTS 5,162 3,077 3,185 3,185 3,185 3,185 

ONE-TIME SAVES ---- ($K)----- 
c€lmmcrION 
MILCON 
Fan Housing 

OLn 
1-Tim lbve 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  b i n g  

OTHER 
Land S l e s  
E n v i m 1  
1-T.ir Other 

r n A L  ONE-TIE 

RECURR I NGSAMS 
-(*)- 
FAn HasE OPS 
OW 

RPCllA 
80s 
Unsque Operat 
Clv Slaty 
c3MPus 
nIL PERSONNEL 
Off Salary 
En1 Salary 
Hcpse Allow 

OTHER 
Procurement 
Hission 
Misc R e c u r  
Unique Other 
TOTAL RECUR 

Total --- 
0 

TOTAL SAVINGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 



APeROeRI ATIONS DETAIL REPORT (COBRA 6 . 0 8 )  - 18/24 
fhta k Of O7:47 03/01/1995, Crutd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : ARPN 
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i 1 e : C: \COBRA\TS9-1 C1. CBR 
S M  Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7MC. SFF 

Base: FORT SILL, OK 
ONE-TIME NET 19% ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRI.tCTItM 
MI LCON 4,695 
Fun Housing 0 
o&M 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
Civ b i n g  0 
other 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Mil  b i n g  0 

OTHER 
HAP / RSE 0 
Envi mrmenta 1 0 
Info Manage 467 
1-Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 5,162 

T o t a l  
----- 

RECURRING NET ---- (W) ----- 
FAn HOlJSE OPS 
ow 

RPMA 
Bas 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
Civ salary 

CHA)IPUS 
MIL PERSOWEL 
n i l  ~118ry 
House A11ar 
OTHER 
Proour.rsnt 
fflsslotl 
n r s ~   at 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 



APPRWRIATIaJs DETAIL REPORT (OOBRA vS.08) - Page 19/24 
(kt. k Of O7:47 03/01/1995, Report Gutd 10:4.6 03/17/1995 

Departnent : m  
Option Package : CLSE UJ (TS9-1C1) 
Scamrio F i l e  : C:\aXRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std F c t n  F i l e  : C:\00BRA\Sf70EC.SFF 

Base: FORT WX, 
ONE-TIM COSTS ----- (*) ----- 
00NSTRlJCTION 
MILCON 
Fan Housing 
Land Purrh 

OLn 
CIV S W Y  
Civ RIFs 
Civ Retire 
CIV HIVING 
Per D i m  
POV Miles 
Hane Purch 
mG 
Hi sc 
House Hunt 
PPS 
RITA 

FRE IGliT 
Packing 
F m i g M  
Vehicles 
Driving 

Unempl oyment 
OTHER 
Pmgrm Plan 
Shutdarn 
Clkw H i m  
) -T im )Iwe 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL W I N G  
kr Diem 
PW Miles 
HHG 
Mi sc 

OTHER 
Elim PCS 

OTHER 
W / E  
E n v i ~ l  
Info Nanrrge 
1-Tine Other 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 

Tota 1 ----- 



Dep.rment : ARMY 
option Plck.ge: CLSE L)J (TS9-10) 
m r i o  F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1C1.C8R 
Std F e r s  F i  l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC. SFF 

Base: FORT KNOX, KY 
RECURR l NGCOSTS 19% ----- ($K)----- --- 
FAM HalSE OPS 0 
m 
Rfw 0 
805 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ salary 0 
m l s  0 
Caretaker 0 

MIL P E m E L  
Off Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House Allow 0 

r n R  
Mission 0 
n i x  R O U J ~  o 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Tota 1 ----- 
0 

Beyond ------ 
0 

TOTAL COSTS 8% 6,946 7,486 7,486 7 , w  7 9 486 

ONE-TIME SAMS 
--($K) ----- 
OONSTmICTIm 
U I L m  
F m  Housing 

OCW 
I-TI- CloM 

m1 P€RSONNfL 
nil k i n g  

OTHER 
Land s.1- 
Emfirormental 
I - T i r  Othar 

mAL w - T I M  

Total ----- 

REamINGSAVES 
-(%I--- 
FW mrSE oes 
wl 

BOS 
Unique Operat 
Civ s818ry 
mrs 

MIL PERSONNEL 
Off a1 8ry 
En1 Salary 
Harm All- 

OTHER 
Ptoarrenent 
Mission 
Misc Recur 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL SAVINGS 



APQROQRIATIO)(S DETAIL RE#)RT (e08RA 6 0 6 )  - 9.9. 21/24 
Data k Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Report C r u t d  10:46 03/17/1995 

Dep8ttnrerrt : Am 
Option Pack- : QSE UI (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i  le : C: \COBRA\TSS-1C1. CBR 
Std F c t r s  F i  1e : C: \COBRA\SWMC.SFF 

Base: FORT KNOX, 
ONE-TIM NET ---- (W) ----- 
CONSTRUCTION 
HILaX 
Fun Housing 

OCM 
Civ Retir/RIF 
C iv  W i n g  
Otkr 

MIL PERSONNEL 
M i l  Moving 
OTHER 

HAP / RSE 
Envirorrerrtal 
Info Manage 
l-Time Other 
Land 

TOTAL ONE-TIE 

Tota 1 
----- 

RECURRING NET ----- (%) ---- 
FAn HOOSE OQS 
rn 
R W  
BOS 
Unique Operat 
Caretaker 
C4v salary 

QU)9Lls 
MIL #-EL 
M i l  Salary 
House Allow 
OTHER 
R.#zrramsnt 
flisslm 
H i s  Reeur 
Uniquo Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

Total ----- 
0 

TOTAL NET COST 8% wo 6,946 7,486 7,486 7,486 7,486 



APPROeRIATIaJS W A I L  REeORT (COBRA ~ 5 . 0 6 )  - Plrg. 22/24 
Oats k Of 07:17 03/01/1995, Raport Cnrtd 10:G 03/17/1995 

Department : ARMY 
Option Package : CLSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C:\COBRA\SF7MC.SFF 

Base: ANNISTON DEPOT, AL 
ONE-TIHE COSTS 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRIICTICM 

HILCO)(I 0 
Fm Housing 0 
Land Purch 0 
om 
CIV SALARY 
Civ RIFs 0 
Civ Retire 0 

C I V  MOVING 
Per Diem 0 
FJOV Niles 0 
time h t c h  0 
)+K; 0 
Mi sc 0 
b s e  Hunt 0 
PPS 0 
R I T A  0 

FREIGtI-r 
Pack~ng 0 
Freight 0 
Vehicles 0 
Driving 0 

Unemployment 0 
OTHER 
Progrrr, Plan 0 
Shutickwn 0 
N.w H i m  0 
I-Time )bvc 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
MIL W I N G  
Pet Qim 0 
POV Miles 0 
HiG 0 
ni sc o 

OTHER 
Elim #=S 0 

OTHER 
H A P / =  0 
Envimmerltal 0 
Info ?image 0 
1-Time Other 0 

TOTAL ONE-TIME 0 

Total ----- 



APQROeRIATI~ DETAIL R€mT (COBRA 6.m) - p.gC 23/24 
olt. k Of 07:47 03/01/1995, Rmp0r-t Crwkd 10:46 03/17/1995 

hpartment : A f W  
Option Package : QSE U1 ('IS-1C1) 
Scenar-lo File : C:\00BRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std fctrs File : C: \a)BRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

Base: ANNISTON DEPOT. AL 
RECURRX %COSTS 1 996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
FAM MXlSE OPS 0 
OW 
RW 0 
BOS 0 
Unique Operat 0 
Civ Salary 0 
awms 0 
Caretaker 0 

WIL PERSONNEL 
Off  Salary 0 
En1 Salary 0 
House All- 0 

OTHER 
Mission 0 
Misc R w r  0 
Unique Other 0 

TOTAL RECUR 0 

Tota l  
----- 

0 

Beyond 

TOTAL COSTS 0 0 0 0 0 

ONE-TIHE SAVES ----- (*) ---- 
CWSTRlICTION 
nr L ~ I  
F m  Housing 

Ow 
1-Time Cbve 

MXL PERSONNEL 
Mi1 ~ f n g  

OTHER 
Lud .sales 
Envi mmenta 1 
I - T l r  0 t h ~  

nnAL ONE-TIHE 

REQIRRXNGSAMS 
-(*I----- 
FW HOLISE OQS 
ow 
RRU 
80s 
Unique Operat 
Clv Slluy 
m s  

MIL PERSOmEL 
off S118ry 
En1 Salary 
b s e  Allow 
OTHER 
p 1 p c u ~  
Mission 
Hisc R e n r r  
Unique Other 
TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL .SAVINGS 



Department : ARMY 
O p t i ~  P=k- : CLSE LM (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TSS-1C1 .CBR 
Std Fctrs  F i l e  : C: \CDBRA\SF~DEC.SFF 

Base: ANNISTON DEPOT, AL 
ONE-TIME NET 1996 ----- ($K)----- ---- 
CONSTRLICT ION 

M I L ~ I  o 
Fan Housing 0 

06M 
Civ Retir/RIF 0 
Civ Moving 0 
Otkr 0 

MIL PERSONNEL 
nil  w i n g  o 
OTHER 

HAP / RSE 0 
Envirormental 0 
I n f o  Wanrge 0 
1-Time Other 0 
Land 0 

TOTAL WE-TIME 0 

Total 
----- 

RECURRING NET 
----($K)----- 
FAn HOUSE OPS 
ocn 

RPMA 
80s 
Unique Operat 
c8retaker 
Clv Salary 

Q1AMPOS 
MIL PERSONNEL 
Mil Salary 
House Allow 

OTHER 
Pr#xtrement 
Hissim 
Misc Rcarr 
Unique Other 

TOTAL RECUR 

TOTAL NET OOST -0 -0 -0 -0 -0 



PERsmEL, SF, m, AM) LIIS m1AS (COBRA 6 . 0 8 )  
Oat. As Of 07:47 03/01/1995, mtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Department : A@W 
Option Package : CtSE LU (TS9-1C1) 
Scenario F i l e  : C:\COBRA\TS9-1Cl.CBR 
Std Fctrs F i  le : C: \COBRA\SnDEC. SFF 

Base ---- 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT MXLELLAN 
WE X 
FORT LEONARD WOOD 
FORT SlLL 
FORT KNOX 
ANNISrn DEPOT 

B8se ---- 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT PIXLELLAN 
BASE x 
FORT LEONARD MX)D 
FORT SILL 
FORT KKIX 
ANNISTON DEPOT 

Base ---- 
FORT JACKSON 
FORT MXLELLAN 
BrSSEX 
FORT L E W D  M)OD 
FORT SILL 
FORTKN(]X 
AmISrmV DEFOT 

SF 
Change %Change Chg/Per 
------ ------- ------- 
140.000 2X 37 



we05 awlx REPORT (OOBRA VS-oB) 
Data As O f  07:47 03/01/1995, Raport Crwtd 10:46 03/17/1995 

Depattment : ARMV 
Option Package : CLSE UI (TS9-1C1) 
Scunari o F i  le : C: \COBRA\TS9-lC1. CBR 
Std Fctrs F i l e  : C: \COBRA\SF7DEC.SFF 

NetChange($K) 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 Total Beyond _------------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----- ------ 
RPMA Change -0 -3,962 -8,710 -12,472 -12,472 -12,472 -50,088 -12,472 
BOS Change 0 10,694 5,547 -11,112 -11,112 -11,112 -17,094 -11,112 
br ing Change 0 -3,739 -11,451 ,-15,418 -15,418 -15,418 -61,444 -15,418 ........................................................................ 
TOTAL CHANGES -0 2,993 -14,614 -39,002 -39,002 -39,002-128,626 -39,002 



THE ARMY BASING STUDY 

BRAC 95 
ALTERNATIVE 

DOCUMENTATION 
SET 

ALTERNATIVE NO. I TSQ-lC1 I 

SECTION VI 
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As c ~ f :  1429 09 Fcb- 1995 
DACSTABS: IS V~ Economic Impact Data 

Activity: FORT LEONARD WOOD 
Economic Area: *Laclede, Phelps & Puhski Counties, MO 

b g c t  of Proposed BRAC-95 Action at F O m E O N A R D  WOOD; 
--- - - - -  

Total Population ef +Laclede, Pbelps & P u l a  Counties, MO (1992): I (t'.COci 

Total Employment of *L.ckde, Pbelp & P u l e  Counties, MO, BEA (1992): i'.69 ; 

Total Personal Income of +L.clede, Pbelps & Pulaski Counties, MO (1992 actual): St  .4117,09 1 .OoO 
BIUC 95 Total Direct and Indirect Job Change: 2.2h: 
BRAC 95 Potential Total Job Change Over Closure Period (% of 1992 Total Employment 3.9" , 

m 4  1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 ZMQ 21201 T-c 
Relocated Jobs: MIL 0 0 0 (4.139) 5.548 0 0 0 ; .: : $ -  

CIV 0 0 0 (90) 0 0 0 0 2: I 

Other Jobs: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 432 0 0 0 - - - - - 

BRAC 95 h e c t  Job Change Summary at FORT LEONARD WOOD: 

MIL 0 0 0 14.139) 5.548 0 0 0 I.;:@: 
CIV 0 0 0 (90) 432 0 0 0 - . -  

:-- 

TOT 0 0 0 (4.229) 5.980 0 0 0 I . - ?  1 

Indirect lob Change. - - - - 
Total Direct and indirect Job Change . - --: -.--.- 

t' WOOD (Pre- BBRAC Ac rm at FORT LEONARD 

MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Civilian Employment, BLS (1 993): 39,367 Average Per Capita income (1 992): ZI_t.SL_; 

~~' Per Capita Personall Income Data 

. - . .  w-~hu\nc.la ~1-t (1984-1442 ~hureen Per Cap~ta PC-e r I +- - * -  : 
t 

Employment: ' 445 Dollars: S6 16 
Percentage : 1.2% Percentage : 5.7'/0 

U. S. Average Change: 1.5% U.S. Average Change: 5 . 3 9 ~  

Unemployment Rates for *Laclede, Pbelps & Pulaski Counties. MO and the US (1984 - 1993): 

m m r 9 8 6 m m m m ~ r  J Y V ~  I % < ;  

7.3% 7.6% 6 5 ' b  - .  
Local 7.7% 7.2% 6.2% 5.9% 5.9% 6.3 % 8 

U.S. 7.5% 7.2Yo 7.0% 6.2% 5.5% 5.3% 5.5% 6.75 b " * r - ,  - i . . 



As of: 1429 09 Frbxuuy 1995 

Economic Impact Data 

Activity : FORT LEONARD WOOD 
Economic Area: *Laclede, Pbelps & Pulaski Counties, MO 

Cum~btive BRACIpppacts -*Laclede. Phelps & Pulaski Counties. MO: 

I I 
- 

i 

Cumulative Total Direct and Indirect Job Change: 2,263 i , 

Potential Cumulative Total Job Change Over Closure Period (% of 1992 Total Employ 3.9% l , 

.UMm199619971998r999m!QmTotai 
Other Proposed BRAC 95 Direct Job Changes in Economic Area (Excluding FORT LEONARD WOOD) 

Army: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Navy: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Air Force: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Other: MlL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Other Pending Prior BRAC Direct Job Cbrages in Economic Area (Excluding FORT LEOlNARD WOOD) 

Army: MIL 0 0 0 0 0' 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Navy: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Air Force: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Other: MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Cumulative Direct Job Chmge in +Llclede, PbeJps & Pul8ski Counties, MO Statistical Am8 (Iacluding 
FORT LEONARD WOOD) 

MIL 0 0 '0 (4.139) 5.548 0 0 0 1.409 
CIV 0 0 0 (90) 432 0 0 0 342 
TOT 0 0 0 (4.2291 5.980 0 0 0 1.751 

Cumulative Indirect Job C ' h g e :  512 
Cumulative Total Dirtct and lndirect Job C'hange: 2.263 



As of W:?4 14 I k c e m k r  1994 

DACS-TABS: Vallonc. JS Economic Impact Data 

Activity: FORT LEONARI) \\'OOD 
Econoniic Area:  *Laclcdc. P h c l l ~ s ~ !  I'trlaski ( 'o l i i i~ ics.  1110 

Tntal  P o l ~ ~ l a t i o n  of' 'Loclr~clc. I ' l~c. l l )s  I'c~loski ('ocllbtic.~. $10 (1992): I I I O . ~ I I I I I  

Tutal  Civi l ian Entplo\.l~rcrrt of' l.at-lt*dtb. 1'ltcll)s R P ~ ~ l a s k i  ('ourrticbs. $ 1 0  ( 1993): \O.th' 

Total  Fcrsorrvl lnc.oaic o f  + Laclcdc. I'lrc*ll)s 'C: !'rllaski ('ocrntics. h l i )  ( 1992 actual 1: I .44d~.934.tl0!1 

RR.4C 95 Total  Dircwt and 1rrdircec.t .Id) ('lbrngc: ( 2 2 . ~ 5 5 ,  
i RRAC 95 Potential Total  .lol) <'llarrcc O\.cr C'losrrrc I'criod ('%, of 1993 Entploytrrcnt): ( i f b . 4 1 ' '  ., 1 

- -  -. 

Relocated Jobs MI L 0 0 0 7 c i . l . 3 1 1  0 () 0 I I : . ( ~ ; -  
C.1 V 0 0 0 (5CA) (4751 0 0 0 ( 1 . O : s .  

Other Jobs: M I L  0 0 0 0 ( 3 5 0 )  0 0 0 I . :it- . 

CIV 0 0 0 0 (3.6821 0 0 0 (.:.tj>: 

BRAC 95 Direct Job Clra~rgct S111ilnl;try 31 FORT LEONARD WOOD: 

MIL 0 0 0 (7.486, (5.387) 0 0 0 ( I:.()-: 
. crv o o o (564) (4.157, o o o (1 .72  I 
TOT 0 0 0 (8.050) (9.644) 0 0 0 ( 17.63J 

Lndirect Job Change: (4.36 1 
Total Direct and indirect Job Change: (22.055 ; 

Othcr Pending B u  Actians at FORT LEONARD WOOD I Prcviaus R a e  

MIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .  
CIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Laclede. Phelns & Pulaski Counties. MO Profile: 
Employment ( 1993): 39.367 Average Per Capita Income ( 1992 1: S 13.839 

Employmcrrt Data ' Per Capita Personal Income Oata 

I I I : I  I I  I -  I r l ~ l ~ r i ~ a l ~ z e d  CIr31ige 1111 1't.r C:lnlti~ Pr.rabil;tl I r i co t iw  I ')hJ - 

En~ployme~it  11 Do1 lars So l ? 

Percentage : I 1 ? I !  , ,  IDercentngti ? I :  ,, 

U.S Averastt Cliangt. 1 i q P l ,  L' S. .*l\r.rase C'll;trlgt. 4'1 , ,  

7 1" 7 :I# ? 6",  Locnl 7 
- 

, . h / I n  6 2 ' ! . , ,  C 0" , ,  i O*!l, 0 .  jl'.,l . el  0 K1',l, 

d b  Ccrrwr area d C f ~ n R m t s ~  not fully umpaubk wun IW - 1 W L  aata -- - 
-- *- - -  - - -L 

A- - 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMAS as of 16 M A Y  94 

ACTIVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

CLOSURE ACTION = BRAC 91 - GAIN 

Army Base = FORT KNOX 
StnCodc = 21478 
Station = . k T  KNOX, l i l '  (FORT WOK) 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ _----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
U I C  R g t / L i n b r B r P a r e n t U n i t  SRC ACTCO 
Asgt  TPSN D e r i v a t i v e  Unit  Source EDATE FY fY f Y  FY FY fY F Y  
D m M C  Cocrp0 NDEP CCNLJH 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

u W M  00OOPjCS B N H V Y S E P B D E S U P T  63085L200100 U OFF: 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 
FC 12194 sns 19941016  OF: 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
U22KVE 1 u5&0 FC1m ENL: 42 42 62 42 f.2 42 42 

UMD3M 00 0022 AG REPCO (COO) 12607L000300 J OFF: 2 0 
FC 30595 SUS 19950915 W F :  0 0 
UZZPL~ 1 ussc ENL: 28 0 

UNfTAZ 00 0233 TC CO CBT HET OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 
FC 3567J 0233 TC CO CBT MET 20 PLT TAO UOF : 0 0 0 0 4 1  0 0 

1 USST FC0310 ENL: 70 70 TO TO TO 70 70 

YI(PWAA 01 OO70 AR 6 N  TANU (HI) 17375V00100RffF: 37 36 36 36 ki 36 36 
FC 12194 #S 19941017 W: 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 

1 USCB FC1595 EWL: 504 494 494 4% 4% 494 496 

00 01% AD UTYHS8 U41CL100100 A OFF: ' I  7 7 
FC 121% #S 199t1016 WF: ;z 2 2 

1 EWL : 163 163 163 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ . ~ . ~ ~ ~ o ~ o . ~ ~ . . . . ~ o o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . . . ~ . ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

TOTAL OFF: 152 1% 157 157 166 164 1 6  
~ A C U Y :  a 27 27 n 29 to zp 

'mEuNn's TWTM WC: #1S1 21% 219  2159 p 2 2  2322 pTZ ..-... o------.-----------------------.-*--.--.--.---..-...-...-o--...--..-o.-.--..-.----...---.--...-.-.-----..--. 

TDAAUC_ TOE TYPm~ OUT or"Rt4S VS c.) 
tmS99 0001% MmllCI#m U OFF: 2 2 2 2 Z 2 2 
FC 121% SS 19950516 UT: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 u%0 at.: 0 0' 0 0 0 0 O z 

UYeOO0002uO AUQKf U WF: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
a m16 s)rs 19~1016uw: o o o o o o o 

1 MAC 00195 011: 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 
UEC: 2 2 2 Z Z 2 2 -------------------------------------------*--------.--*.---------------------------------------..-------.-------.- 

TOTAL WF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
TUTU w: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TDA AUC TO TOE UNIT ma WL: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
TOTAL UEC: 2 2 2 2 2 2 - 2  

__-_----_-__-___-__-----------------------------------------------------------------------------%.----------------- 

TYPE UNIT: TDA UNlTS 

OFF: 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ENL: 21 21 21 21 21 2, 21 
USC : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

U(U906 U049 I S T  W A R I B S S  OFF: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
SE 56151 uOG9 AIR FIELD U N I T  KNOX TAD UOF : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
U22U7C 1 FAPA SF0395 ENL: 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 

USC: 15 11 11 11 11 11 11 

U r n - A  uO60 HO USA RCTG CHO M OFF: 131 109 109 109 109 109 109 
RC 56383 B91DAI lWS1OOl UOF: 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
6 2 R  7R 1 F ARC EWL: 143 225 225 225 22'5 225 225 

USC: 384 210 209 208 i'08 209 209 



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
SAMAS as of 16 MA)' 94 

ACT'IVE ARMY 
ASIP STATION REPORT : TRADOC 

CLOSlJRE ACTION = BRAC 91 - GAIN 
\qq - -  3 u l c  o u  
,; 3 6 f  

Arm! Base - FORT KNON 
Stn Code = 2 1478 
Starion = FT KNOX. KY (FORT KNOS) 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
U l t  Rgt / lJnbr  B r  Parent U n i t  SRC ACTCO 
A s g t  TPSN Derivative Unit Source EDATE Y FY FY fY FY Y FY 
D m M C  -=PO HDEP CCNW 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 , 2000 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

TYPE C'NIT: 1Y)E UNITS 

OFF: 10 10 
UOF: 0 0 
ENL: 214 206 

8TYA lSSSP(lK8) 063 77L 200 100 C 
SnS 19941016 

2- 
1 US40 FC1005 

(!!- k . h . ~ ( ? * A  
HHCHW SEP 80E 871 OZL 1001 00 R 

Ens 19941016 
1 W B  FCIOOS 

OFF: 10 10 
YOF: 0 0 
ENL: 147 146 

OFF: 45 46 
r n F  : 3 4 
ENL: 233 280 

UAZIM 00 0019 EN BN CBT CORPS #CH 
FC 21353 

1 

OSC3fLZ001W U OFF: 
SnS 19941016 UOF: 
as€ Fcl195 EML: 

~1SCO00300 J OFF: 
sm 19QL0915mF: 
u5sn m: 

1 ~ 1 6 ~  ~ ~ W T C  0~1011m- -10o~oo c or: 4 4 4 4 4 4 
K3WO QI 199SWl7W: 1 1 1 1 1 1 
u m  1 *ST m095 UL: 155 155 15s 155 15s 155 

lescDLooa#)o U OFF: 
#S w%1101 w: 
W A C  E I L  : 

4U09C000100 J OFF: 
ms 19950915VDF: 
USSO ENL : 

00 01% 00 CO MIIT D I V  DS 
FC 31133 
CT4E1U 1 

U#IAC 00 0101 AC CO PER SVC TYPE 0 
FC W 1 6  0101 AG DET OERS SVC CO 

1 

OFF: 
OAR UOF : 
u5SC ENL : 

UEZUA 00 0076 00 CO RAIN1 HE ICS 43238JSOOU)o J OFF: 0 
FC 31125 SMS 1994W15UOF: 0 
UZZPL J 1 VsSS ENL: 0 

00 0013 EN CO COUSTRUCT SPT 05114HZ00300 J OFF: 0 
FC 31427 SnS lWCWl5 W F :  0 
U22XN3 1 VSSE ENL: 0 

UEXPAA 00 0530 00 CO RAIN1 N m - D I V  C3209LOW100 R OF F : 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 
FC 31133 SMS 1W4lOl6 u O F :  C 5 5 5 5 5 
UZZPL H 1 VSSS FC0195 ENL: 191 188 188 188 1E58 188 leE 

UFSUAA 00 05LL A t  C 3  PER SVC TYPE A 12C67L100100 J OFF: 3 0 
FC 30413 SnS 19950915 uOF: 2 0 
UZZSUO 1 6 Y G ENL:  5? n 



r - ATCS-OR (S-lOc) !j Dec 94 

MEMORANDUM FOR CPT HOLLIS, TOTAL ARMY BASING STUDY 

SUBJECT : Cost Est imates  to Relocate Alabama Army Nationit1 
Guard (ALARNG) from Fort McClellan, AL 

I 

1. This follows up discussions of 1 and 5 kc. 

2. Attached is a 1990 Alabama Adjutant General letter 
outlining several a l t e r n a t i v e s .  Alternative two (para 3:o) is 
most closely aligned with- the situation discussed. 

". -4-1 .-.-.. .-.. - . - . r  .......-.-- "L ,  - . .&'.-..a . . a . . - - . : a - :  - 1  

a. ALARNG estimated coots, -. , -3. a t  , .;-!. tbagI- . .. time . . . .  . w e r e ,  a S52.8M 

b. Would considerthese  costs as significantly understated. 

- Facilities licensed to ALARNG as briefed to Ms. W'ylie 
and myaelf during visit 13 Jul 94 -- 510K SF. 
--; Looking to license additional facilities - 226K.: This 

c k s  not a u n t  the 1icen.o of facilitiar that would be as . - 
trrde-of f for facilities returned (U.W.11 wood) . 

,?...? - .. ' ' . . -. .. .- '. . ' - ..' - : p:-:..-d: .:: - . :: -: . # *  .. .. . .x  .- -. . fe  d* - AIARNG Future Plan Includes -- a m a t i o n  center, amm _ - 
training site,  watdr . productPanf distribution training .. a ~ - o i ,  
l a d  navigation traihing U i i l i l l a n g u Q e  training lab (VJT dam 
link), fording ~ I t e ,  iag10ved trnk m e ,  plafoon rneuvvt  

'area,z-plne clearing line charge range, u8aul t  -'landing a~trip, 
improvd small 8cxm qualification :surges, .* upgrade tank t:rails, 
education facility for regional achoolr (they think they may 
hecome the NG OCS for, leastem tUS) , special. operations. ~f<,rcerr 
isolation f a c i l i t y  (one buildlng done. already) .. - . :  I 

. * '  
: 7 * *. ', ::; .? - 5 ; -  . . . .  . 9 .  

. . . . .  . . .  - Construction plan (in priorityt project. removed if they 
are able t o  license pcmnent facilfties for McClellan) 
Training site Hqs, sLmulat1on center, issue point, comr~iind hqs, 
bn hqs, 5 co adnin/supply, 800 person barracks;:bn supp:Ly, 2 
dining facilities, 3 bn m i n t  shelters, training o i t e  sI:orage, 
troop laundry, 2 Mefgp-hq, physical f i t n e s s .  .. . 

... . . 1 1.. '.' . : . . . .. . . .. . 
3. My order of magnitude cost to conpletely move -1; out 
and provide them i n  adequate :facilities .is S15OM.- . 

- , I *  . 

- 5OOK SF licensed today @: $lOO/SF = $SOH 
- 250K SF planned for licensed @ $100/SF = S25M - Ranges - 1990 estimate i n f l a t e d  plus other ranges $15M 



- Land acquisition (35,000 acres e $1000/acre) - $35M 
- Utilities Infrastructure -- guesstimate of $20M 
- IMA (telephone switch, etc) -- $3-5M. 

4 .  Have also included ALARNG briefing charts from Ms. lYylie 
and my visit t h i s  summer. You are welcomed to improve on my 
estimates. They are based on very rough costing and could go 
higher or lower, depending on assumptions. 

2 Enc l  
as 

BENJAMIN D. TAYLOR 
Chief, Base Realignment f " 

;-... .---... ~ . m d . C l o s ~ r e . . ) ~  -4. .-$. q . b i ; . - - -  

- 
3: '.;. *:ZLP' ' . ' " : .  1: . . I *  - ,::I - ' .  ' a , ?  . 'a  

CF: Ms. Wylie (ACSM) 



EXPLANATION OF WEIGHTS 
TS9- 1 C 

To Fort McClellan 
Engr Co, Aslt FltBrg, R I ~  
Enyr Co, Pipeline Const 
HHC, Engr Bde, Corps 
Engr Co, Mdm Girder Bridye 
Enyr Ffig Tm - Fire Tn~ck 
Engr F11g Tm - Water Truck 
Trans Cargo Transfer Co 
Trans Cargo Transfer Co 
Total 

To Fort Jackson 
MP Co, Combat Suppon 
Total 

1 

Other 
3263 

44 
12 

1518 
I 
0 

1327 
1327 
7492 

Tracks 
75 
34 
0 

34 
0 
0 
0 
0 

143 

Wheel 
6105 
2080 
68 1 

2235 
49 

106 
4325 
4325 

19906 

Other Tracks 
0 
0 

Wheel 
654 
654 



age No. 30 
1 /10/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Application 
Version 91.1 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 

No. of Tracked Wheele? 
RC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechil2 
----------------------------------- ------_- -------- ------- ------- 

/ /o &-'&h50m 
9477L000 MP CO COMBAT SUPPORT 

9500H2AA COMD AND CON TM - PLATOON 0 0 0 1 6  

95OOH2AC COMD AND CON TM - DET 0 O O 37 

95OOH2AD COMD AND CON TM - COMPANY O O O 103 

9SOOH2AE COMD AND CON TM - BN O O O 125 

9530H2HA CTF ADMIN OVERHEAD 0 0 0 56 

9543LH00 EPW/CI CMD/CONTROL DET. 0 0 0 132 

9SSOH2KE PW CAMP ADVISORY TEAM 0 0 0 36 

jH2KG PW PROCESSING ADVISORY TM 0 0 0 18 

9620H8GB CID DET (FIELD OFFICE) 0 0 0 74 

9620H8GC CID DET (DISTRICT) 0 0 0 128 

9641L000 HHC, MP EPW-COMMAND 

9643L000 MP DET, PWIC 

9646L100 MP EPW/CI BATTALION 

9646L200 MP EPW/CI BATTALION 

9646L400 MP EPW/CI BATTALION 

9647L000 MP ESCORT GUARD COMPANY 

9667L000 MP GUARD CO 

0017H300 MILITARY HISTORY DET 

0500H3AC INF ORG, HHD, SCOUT BN 

7600H6IA LEGAL SERVICE TEAM IA 

H6JA PROCUREMENT LAW TEAM JA 
- 



?age No. 9 
11 11 0192 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Appliciition 
Version 91 .I 

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measuremenk Tons) 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
SRC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechi Le Vechile O t r - s r  -------------------------------- -------- -------- - - - -0 - -  ------- ----- 

DS078H200 ENGR CO, FLOAT BRIDGE 0 0 522 6668 12 '  1 
1 
DS079H400 ENGR CO, ASLT FLTBRG, RIB O O 75 6105 3253 

050795200 ENGR CO, ASLT FLTBRG, RIB O 0 75 6093 3 2 5 3  

05085L000 ENGR BN, INFANTRY DIVISION 0 0 1559 13035 3C38 

05101H610 HHC, ENGR BDE, CORPS 0 0 0 454 2 8  

OS101H620 HHC, ENGR BDE, THEATER ARM O O O 406 11 

05107H020 ENGR CO, SEP IN BDE, M4T6 O O 1076 4488 1410 

05113L000 ENGR CO, ACR 0 0 1296 1931 547 

C 'HZ00 ENGR CO, CONST SUPPORT 0 0 5 09 4730 983 
\ 

05115H300 ENGR COMBAT BN, HEAVY O O 6178 14112 61 0 

OS118H300 ENGR CO, ENGR CBT BN, HVY 0 0 139 31 00 114 

05124H600 ENGR CO DUMP TRUCK 0 0 0 2087 - 10 

051273400 m G R  CO HVY SEP BDE 

05129H500 ENGR PORT CONST CO 

05143L000 ENGR CO, HVY SEP BDE 

051455410 ENGR BN, HVY DIV - RIBBON 
05145L000 ENGR BN, HVY DIV - RIBBON 
051475400 ENGR CO, ENGR BN, HVY DIV 

05147L000 ENGR CO, ENGR BN, HVY DIV 

05153L000 ENGR CO, SEP INF BDE 

05155H710 ENGR BN, INF DIV 

H720 ENGR BN, INF DIV 

05155L000 ENGR BN INF DIV LT 



lge No. 10 
/ I  0/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Applicat.ion 
Version 91 - 1  

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
!C Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft Vechile Vechile Other 
, - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  ----_--- -------- --- - - - - .  ------- ----- 

1157LOOO ENGR CO ENGR BN INF DIV LT 0 0 C I 1 1  1 '3 

1158H710 BRG CO, EN BN, RIBBON 0 0 802! 4250 2 2 5 3  

1165L000 ENGR BN, (21D) RIBBON O O 3569 11684 32:' 

1177H400 ENGR CO, PIPELINE CONST 0 0 3 41 2080 . L = v 

1201H400 HHC, ENGR COMMAND 0 0 C I 224 2 3 

1215LOOO ENGINEER BN AIR AASLT O O 160 431 5 €6 

2SSL000 ENG BN, ID (MTZ-13K) 0 0 292: 7052 2 7  

257L000 ENG CO, ENG BN, ID (INTER1 0 0 6 E i  1480 49 

LOO0 HHC, ENGR BDE, CORPS 0 0 (I 681 ; 2 

41 2L10 0 HHC , COMBAT ENGINEER GROUP 0 0 CI 600 9 

4 1 2L200 HHC , COMBAT ENGINEER GROUP 0 0 C 1 458 9 

415L000 ENGR COMBAT BN, HEAVY 0 0 6 7 €I 13370 598 

417L000 ENGR CO, ENGR CBT BN, HVY 0 0 139 3071 127 

443L100 ENGR CO, LIGHT EQUIP, ABN 0 0 CI 391 4 131 

445L100 ENGR CBT BN, ABN 0 0 2 4 21 7094 -L - 2-3 

447L100 ENGR C0,ENGR CBT BN,ABN 0 0 81 1905 - C = 3 

447L200 ENG C0,ENG CBT BN,CORPS LT 0 0 81 201 2 - r = 3 

463L100 ENGR CO, MDM GIRDER BRIDGE O 0 3 4 1  2235 1 5 ' 3  

51OH2FA ENGR FFTG TM - FFTG HQ 0 0 C I 37 

510H2FB ENGR FFTG TM - FIRE TRUCK 0 0 C I 49 

510H2FC ENGR FFTG-TM - WATER TRUCK O O C I 36 9 

/ 
LCOO ENGR FFTG TM - WATER TRUCK 0 0 CI 106 - 



hge No. 41 
1 /1 0/92 

The Army Force Cost System (TAFCS) Database Applica1:ion 
Version 91 - 1  

SRC Equipment Cubic Weight (expressed in Measurement Tons) 
----------------------------------------------------.------ 

No. of Tracked Wheeled 
tC Number & Title Aircraft Aircraft V e c h i l e  Vechile Other 
................................... -------- -------- ------.- ------- ----- 

5117H500 TRANS TERM SVC CO, BK BULK 0 0 6 13 1174 21 f, 

51185410 TRANS CARGO TRANSFER CO %e& 0 0 13 4325 1327 

51185420 TRANS CARGO TRANSFER CO 0 0 0 151 0 51 4 

51375400 MDM LIGHTER CO (ACV) 0 0 0 976 4015 

5139H510 TRANS MEDIUM AMPHIBIAN CO 0 0 0 531 5 26 

5157H600 TRANS FLTG CRAFT GS MNT CO 0 0 82330 820 961 

5158H700 TRANS LIGHTERAGE MAINT CO 0 0 34 1630 145 

5226H800 HHC, TRANS RAILWAY BN 0 0 0 398 7 

'H800 TRANS RAILWAY ENGR CO 0 0 175 1240 261 

5228H800 TRANS RY EQUIP MAINT CO 

5229H800 TRANS TRAIN OPERATING CO . 
5259H000 HEAVY HEL CO (CH-54) 

5459H500 TRANS ACFT MAINT CO 

5500H2AC COMPANY HEADQUARTERS 

5500H2AD BATTALION HEADQUARTERS 

5500LB00 PLATOON HEADQUARTERS, SEP 

SSOOLDOO BATTALION HEADQUARTERS 

5530H6FN LIGHTER AMPHIBIAN LARC LX 

5530LJ00 LOGISTICS SUPPORT VESSEL 

5540H5GE TRAILER TRANSFER POINT OP 

5540LB00 LIGHT TRUCK SQUAD 

LEO0 TRAILER TRANSFER POINT OP 

5560J2JB CARGO DOCUMENTATION 


