
I COMMODITY I 

INSTALLATION 
ASSESSMENT 

1. (7.1) REDSTONE 
2. (6.4) PICATINNY' 
3. (5.0) DETROIT 
4. (4.7) ROCK ISLAND 
5. (4.6) FT MONMOUTH 
6. (3.6) ADELPHI 
7. (3.5) FT DETRICK 
8. (2.7) COLD REGION 
9. (2.7) NATICK RDEC 

CONSOLIDATE SINGLE PURPOSE INSTALLATIONS 

RETAIN INSTALLATIONS WHICH SUPPORT 
INTEGRATED LIFE-CYCLE MANAGEMENT 

RETAIN UNIQUE AND 
RESEARCH FAClLlTlE 

DCN 1298



COMMODITY THIRD RUN W /  CORRECTIONS 

ADELPH I Detroit  For t  
A r s e n a l  D e t r i c k  

W E I G H T  
A V A  I I,ABL,E W O t i K l ~ O l i C l :  50 2 , 4 3 4 , 0 7 6 +  1 , 9 6 4 , 1 3 4  2 , 4 3 4 , 0 7 6 +  
OFS I A D M I N  I - A C T I ~ I ' I ' I  FS 200 220 ,000 - -  6 9 6 , 0 0 0  232,927-  
R 8 1 )  f : A C l L I ' I ' I E S  200  6 8 5 , 0 0 0  5 3 3 , 0 0 0  468, 308-  
M I  S S l O N  R E Q U 1 K b : M f . N ' T S  - - -  450 3 . 6  4 . 7  2 . 9  

For t  
Monmou t h 

I.'A(: I [ , IT1 ES A V G  AGI.: 7 5 1 9 +  1 9 +  28 4 4 -  
I  N l . ' i ? A S T R U C . I ' U R l ~  5 0  4  7  2  3 
? P I . : H M A N E N A N ? '  l:AC 7 5 9 8 %  9 7 %  80%-  9 0 %  
F ; N V  T RONMENI'AI,  c A ~ '  2 5 8 9  9 8 
1 , A N I )  A N D  l . ' A C I  I , I  I I F:S - - -  225 7 . 7  8 . 6  3 . 7  3 . 6  

COI.. I  N D E X  50 1 3 5  117  135 120 
M C A  C o s  t I;ac t or 50 1 . 0 3  1 . 2 2  0 . 8 3  1 . 1 9  
I ~ A S O I ~ S / M S N  ['OF-' 100  2 5 , 0 3 2 -  1 0 , 3 4 5  9 , 1 9 9 +  8 ,8004  
C O S  I' AN11 MANI'OWI. I <  - . -  200 1 . 2  4 . 1  4 . 8  4 . 4  
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C O M M O D I T Y  S U B - M O D E L  T H I R D  R U N  W /  C O R R E C T I O N S  

WEIGHT 
A H ( : I I / I I  I s [ '  I I I , D G S  1 0  
ENI) ( ;Hl I  ~ ' A L J N A /  l ' l .OHA 1 5  
W E T L A N D S  1 5  
A 1  l i  ()UAI, \ ' I  Y 1 5  
WA.1 Q [ J A I . l ' I ' Y  1 5  
N O  I S E  Q U A I '  - % O N [ <  1 I 1 0  
N O 1  SIC Q U A I , - - % O N I <  11 I 1 5  
C O N ' I ' A M  I NA'T'ED S TTES 5 

J:NV C A R  C A P A ( I 1 ' T Y  - - 1 0 0  

A D E L P H I  D E T R O I T  DETR ICK 

C A  I'AC I TY W A T E R  2 5  4 1 1  + +  1 - 
C A  I'AC I TY S EWAGIC 2 5  5 8 +  1  - 
(:A! r4c1 TY I;L,EC'I '  2 5  30 0 2 5 4  
1 , A : J D I ' I  LI, C O S T  2 5  $46 $ 1 9 +  $ 5 4  

J N 1 ' K A S ' I ' H U C r I ' U R E  - -  - 1 0 0  3 . 9  6 . 6  2 . 2  



COMMODITY SUB-MODEL T H I R D  RUN W/ C O R R E C T I O N S  

N A T I C K  P I C A T I N N Y  REDSTONE ROCK I S L A N D  
W E I G H T  

A R C \ {  / H I  S ' T  I31,DGS 1 0  
ENIIGRD F A U N A /  l . ' I ,OKA 1 5  
WE'I I . A N D S  1 5  
A I l i  Q U A 1 , t ' I . Y  1 5  
W A ' ; ' E R  Q U A ; .  I  'I'Y 1 5  
N O 1  St: Q U A I ,  - Z O N f '  I I 1 0  
NOISIC Q U A I ,  ZONIC 1 1 1  1 5  
C O N T A M  1 NA'1'F:I) S I ' I 'ES 5 

I'NV CA!? < : A P A C T T Y  ---  1 0 0  
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COMMODITY INSTALLATIONS 

INSTALLATION = ARMY RESEARCH LABORATORY 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA WILL PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN F A C I L I T I E S  2 2 0 K  S Q  F T  

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 6 8 5 K  S Q  F T  

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT F A C I L I T I E S  98 % 

AVERAGE AGE OF FACILITIES 19 YRS 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE-NT CAPACITY 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 
S O L I D  WASTE LANDFILL COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

ARCHEOLOGY/HISTORIC BUILDINGS FACTOR 
ENDANGERED S P E C I E S  
WETLANDS FACTOR 
A I R  QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
N O I S E  QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE I1 O F F  POST 
AICUZ ZONE 111 O F F  POST 

CONTAMINATED S I T E  I R P  
CONTAMINATED S I T E  NPL 

3 . 8 3  MGD 
4 . 6 1  MGD 
30 
$46 .00 /T0N 

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
3 9  
0 

CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 

BUILDABLE ACRES 2 2 3  ACRES 

INFORMATION M I S S I O N  AREA 775 P T S  

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT, 
COMMON USER SUPPORT'  
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 
TCC 
VTC 

0 P T S  
160  P T S  
3 7 5  P T S  
7 5  PTS 
4 5  P T S  
75  P T S  
4 5  P T S  



COST AND MANPOWER 

COST O F  L I V I N G  INDEX 

MCA COST FACTOR 

BASOPS/MISSION POPULATION 

PAYROLL AND NON PAYROLL * 

M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

$ 3 4 8 4 4 0 0 0 ,  

DA WILL PROVIDE 

* A R L  CANNOT I D E N T I F Y  F Y 9 3  BASOPS COSTS BY PAYROLL AND 
NON PAYROLL 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
HEADQUARTERS. UNITED STATES ARMY MEDICAL COMMAND (PROV) 

2050 WORTH ROAD ..." ...... 
FORT SAM HOUSTON. TEXAS 78234 6000 

R E R V  T O  

MEMORANDUM FOR 1iQDA (DACS-TAUS) , WAS[{ DC 203 10-0220 

SUBJECT: Base Realignments and Closures (UKAC) 1995 Installation 
Assessment Program--BRAC Data Call #1 

1. References: 

a. Memorandum, Chief of Staff, U.S. Army, 26 April 1994, 
subject: BRAC 95 Installation Assessment (IA) Program--BRAC 95 
Data Call 81. 

b. Memorandum, Chief of Staff, U.S. Army, 26 April 1994, 
subject: Change 1 to HQDA BRAC Installation Assessment (IA) 
Data Call #I. 

2 .  The enclosure contains data for Walter Reed Army Medical 
Center, Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, and Fort Detrick as 
referenced above. 

3. The information contained in this report is accurate and 
complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. To ensure data 
accuracy, the U . S .  Army Medical Command staff worked individually 
with their counterparts at Walter Reed Army Medical Center, 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, and Fort Detrick. 

4 .  Fort Detrick was evaluated for the first time by U . S .  Army 
Medical Command. Tripler Army Medical Center was assessed by 
U.S. Army Pacific Command. 

5. Our points of contact are Major Charles J. DeVries and 
Captain Corwin Harper, Operations Directorate, Missions and 
Realignments Division, DSN 471-8801/7042. 

FOR T H E  COMMANDER: 

E n c  I 

CF  (w/encl): 
I IQDA (DASG-RMI') , 5 1 0 3  Lct.r;burg I ' ikc ,  Fa1  1s Church, VA 2204 1-325s 



CLOSE HOLD 

ATTRIBUTES AND WEIGHTS FOR _ _ _ _ _ _  CO~OD_IT_TYYINS_TALLATIONS ._ 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

FT DETRICK 

ATTR I RUT!; 
Available Workforce 
Ops/Admin facilities 
Research and Developmc~l t  Fac 

CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 

A x D u u I E  
Buildable Acres 
Information Mission Area 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

zilmuu= 
Average Age of Facilities 
Infrastructure 

Water 
Sewage 
Electrical 
Landfill 

Percent Permanent Facilities 
Environmental Capacity 

Archeology/Historic Buildings 
A = (lime kiln, area B) 
B = 

Endangered Species Factor 
Wetlands Factor 

Air Quality Factor (No attainment) 
Water Quality Factor 
Noisc Q u a 1  i t y Fact~or 
Contaminated Sites Factor ( C S F )  

pi - 2 ( O r l l y  two sites known tc 3;. 
i 0 

300  acres 
1600 

1.4 MGD 
0.9 BGD 
254 million kwh 
$54.42/short ton 
80% 

contaminated. 1 



CLOSE HOLD 

FORT DETRICK 
COST AND MANPOWER 

ATTR 1 RUTE 
Cost of L i v i n g  l r ldex  
MCA Cost Factot-  
B A S O P S / M ~ S S ~ O I I  l 'opulat  i o n  



CLOSE HOLD 

COMMODITY INSTALLATIONS 

INSTALLATION = DETROIT ARSENAL 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA WILL PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN FACILITIES 896K SQ FT 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 533K SQ FT 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT FACILITIES 97 % 

AVERAGE AGE OF FACILITIES 19 YRS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 
SOLID WASTE LANDFILL COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

ARCHAEOLOGY/HISTORIC BUILDINGS 
ENDANGERED SPECIES 
WETLANDS FACTOR 
AIR QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
NOISE QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE I1 OFF POST 
AICUZ ZONE I11 OFF POST 

CONTAMINATED SITE IRP 
CONTAMINATED SITE NPL 

10.86 MGD 
7.52 MGD 
0 
$19.04/TON 

FACTOR 0.019 
0 
0 
10 
0 

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
1 
0 

CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 

BUILDABLE ACRES 204 ACRES 

INFORMATION MISSION AREA 905 PTS 

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 

0 PTS 
120 PTS 
495 PTS 
50 PTS 
75 PTS 

TCC 100 PTS **  
VTC 45 PTS 

,CLOSE HOLD 



CLOSE HOLM 

COST AND MANPOWER 

COST OF LIVING INDEX 

MCA COST FACTOR 

BASOPS/MISSION POPULATION 

PAYROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

MISSION POPULATION DA WILL PROVIDE 

** Changed TCC from 120 p o i n t s  t o  1 0 0  p o i n t s  per  AAA audi ted  on 
30 June. Changes made on 1 J u l y  1 9 9 4 .  

CLOSE HOLD t 



CLOSE HOLD 

COMMODITY INSTALLATIONS 

INSTALLATION = DETROIT ARSENAL 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA W I L L  PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN F A C I L I T I E S  8 9 6 K  S Q  FT 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 5 3 3 K  S Q  FT 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT F A C I L I T I E S  

AVERAGE AGE O F  F A C I L I T I E S  

INFRASTRUCTURE 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY 
E L E C T R I C A L  CAPACITY 
S O L I D  WASTE LANDFILL  COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

A R C ~ O L O G Y / H I S T O R I C  BUILDINGS FACTOR 
ENDANGERED S P E C I E S  --- 

WETLANDS FACTOR 
A I R  QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
N O I S E  QUALITY 

A I C U Z  ZONE I1 O F F  POST 
A I C U Z  ZONE I11 O F F  POST 

CONTAMINATED S I T E  I R P  
CONTAMINATED S I T E  N P L  

97 % 

19  YRS 

10.86 MGD 
7 . 5 2  MGD 
0 
$ 1 9 . 0 4 / T O N  

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
1 
0 

CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 

BUILDABLE ACRES 

INFORMATION M I S S I O N  AREA 

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 
TCC 
VTC 

2 0 4  ACRES 

905 PTS / ' ,  . 

0 P T S  
120 PTS 
4 9 5  PTS 
50 PTS 
75 PTS 

XS ~?&;"g#2%++ 

CLOSE HOLD 



CLOSE HOLD 

COST AM) MANPOWER 

COST OF LIVING INDEX 

MCA COST FACTOR 

BASOPS/MISSION POPULATION 

PAYROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

MISSION POPULATION 

$19360625 
$34887307 

- - 

DA WILL PROVIDE sJC/ 

[:LOSE HOLD 



CLOSE 3 1 3  

COMMODITY INSTALLATIONS 

INSTALLATION = FORT MONMOUTH 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA WILL PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN FACILITIES 1261K 80 PT J 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 7 2 9 K  S Q  FT 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT F A C I L I T I E S  90 % 

AVERAGE AGE OF FACILITIES d 3 . 6  YRS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
/ . 

'..A. - 
WATER 8UPPLY CAPACITY ' 5 - 4 0  HGD !-17 k i b  i 
GEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY r '  0.078 HGD S..i: fit6 5 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 1 2 5  . - - - 5  

SOLID WASTE LANDFILL COSTS $,->,?; .- 

"=ON 

- - I '- ,  
h / ^ L . ~ d L j  * 3 2. 1 . ix , fF  i - y  3----n . . 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

-s 
ARCHEOLOGY/HISTORIC BUILDINGS FACTOR (072 . O L G  
ENDANGERED S P E C I E S  0 
WETLANDS FACTOR 

a=' 
J.073 . o 7 0  

A I R  QUALITY 10  
WATER QUALITY 0 
N O I S E  QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE I1 O F F  POST 0 ACRES 
AICUZ ZONE I11 OFF POST 0 ACRES 

CONTAMINATED S I T E  I R P  0 
CONTAMINATED S I T E  N P L  

CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIRE 

BUILDABLE ACRES 2 8 1  ACRES 

INFORMATION M I S S I O N  AREA 1 4 2 5  P T S  

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 
TCC 
VTC 

4 5 0  P T S  
2 6 0  PTS 
4 2 0  P T S  
75 P T S  
7 5  P T S  
1 0 0  P T S  
4 5  PTS, /I 

CLOSE HOLD 
4 J d - b )  / W s J / / f a  



CLOSE HOLD 

COST AND MANPOWER 

COST O F  L I V I N G  INDEX $ 1 2 3 1 . 8 5  

MCA COST FACTOR 1 . 1 9  

BASOPS/MISSION POPULATION 
PAYROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

M I S S I O N  POPULATION DA W I L L  PROVIDE 

Note: Chancres were hiuhliuhted in Italic and Bold tmes. 
Chanaes Der AAA reviews bv memo on 15 June and were 
incorporated into this document on 20 June 1994. 

CLOSE HOLD 



DEPARTMENT OF THE A R M Y  
U S A R M Y  A U D I T  A G E N C Y  

N O R T H E A S T E R N  REGION 
1027 A R C H  S T R E E T  

P H I L A D E L P H I A .  P E N N S Y L V A N I A  19 1 0 7  2 3  17 

SAAG-NER (36-5e) 15 June 1994 

MEMORANDUM FOR Commander, U . S .  Communication-Electronics 
Command and Fort Monmouth, Fort Monmouth, New Jersey 
07703-5000 

SUBJECT: Review of the Army Basing Study - Phase I - 
Installation Assessment, Fort Monmouth--INFORMATION 
MEMORANDUM NR 94-708 

1. Introduction. This is the report on our review of 
installation assessment that your command did for the 1995 
Army Basing Study. The Director of Management requested the 
review. We will include data in this report in a summary 
report to higher levels of management. 

2. Objectives and Scope. The overall objective of our 
review was to evaluate the accuracy of data used for assess- 
ing installation values. Specific objectives were to 
evaluate the: 

C - Accuracy of reported data. 
- ~p~ropriateness of data sources and methods used to 

obtain data values. 

- Completeness of records maintained. 
We made the review during May and June 1994. In most 
material respects, we made the review in accordance with 
generally accepted government auditing standards. And, 
accordingly, we tested internal controls to the extent we 
considered necessary under the circumstances. We didn't 
follow certain aspects of the field work and reporting 
standards. In our opinion, however, not following those 
standards had no material effect on the results of our 
review. 

Our review consisted of: 

- Comparing the DA guidance for determining the value of 
installation assessment attributes with the guidance 
and method Fort Monmouth used. 

- Reviewing the source data and documentation supporting 
the values Fort Monmouth reported. - 



SAAG-NER 
SUBJECT: Review of the Army Basing Study - Phase I - 
Installation Assessment, Fort Monmouth--INFORMATION 
MEMORANDUM NR 94-708 

- Performing limited tests on the accuracy of the data 
values reported. 

- Verifying the mathematics used to determine the 
reported values. 

3. Background 

a. Base Closure. The Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 provides a fair process that will 
result in the timely closure and realignment of military 
installations. The Army established the Basing Study Office 
to manage the study process. The office divided the study 
process into two phases. Under phase I the Army assesses 
the relative military value of its installations. Under 
phase I1 the Army identifies and evaluates alternatives for 
realignment and closure. This memorandum addresses only our 
review of your command's participation in the installation 
assessment process. 

b. Attributes. Fort Monmouth reported data values 
for 11 of the 12 attributes that will be used to aseees the 
relative value of commodity installations. The annex iden- 
tifies these attributes. DA will provide the value of the 
12th attribute--available workforce. 

4. Review Results 

a. Accuracy of Reported Data. Fort Monmouth didn't 
report accurate values for 4 of 11 attributes. Here are the 
attributes with inaccuracies: 

- Base Operations and Hission Population. Fort 
Monmouth reported that it cost $8,702 a year to 
support each of its 9,668 mission employees. It 
should have reported a cost of $8,800. Fort Mon- 
mouth didn't include the cost of guard services 
that are reimbursed by customers. 

- Information Kission Area. Fort Monmouth reported 
1,440 points for this area. It should have 
reported 1,425 points. Fort Monmouth miscalcu- 
lated the points for having a Teleconference 
Center. 

- Infrastructure. Fort Monmouth reported that its 
infrastructure included an electrical capacity of 
65,000 kilovolt-amperes. It should have reported 
a capacity of 78,000 kilovolt-amperes. It appears 



SAAG-NER 
SUBJECT: Review of the Army Basing Study - Phase I - 
Installation Assessment, Fort Monmouth--INFORMATION 
MEMORlCNDUM NR 94-708 

that Fort Monmouth didn't include three transform- 
ers in its count. 

- Operational/Administrative Facilities. Fort Mon- 
mouth reported that it had 1,394,635 square feet 
of this kind of space. It should have reported 
1,263,509 square feet. The difference of about 
131,000 square feet occurred because Fort Monmouth 
double-counted the space in two buildings. 

The annex shows the data values that Fort Monmouth reported 
and we verified for all 11 attributes. 

b. Data Sources and Methods. Fort Monmouth followed 
the DA installation assessment guidance for determining data 
values, except for: 

- Using a local database (Desk Resource Real Prop- 
erty) in lieu of the DA-specified Headquarters 
Real Property Planning and Analysis System to 
determine most of the facility data values 
reported. The local database is the source for 
updating the Real Property System. 

- Using its Budget Resource Information Management 
System to calculate the Base Operations and Mis- 
sion Population value in lieu of the DA-specified 
Standard Financial System 218 Report. Command 
personnel said that Fort Monmouth doesn't produce 
a 218 report. 

- Using a factor representing the Variable Housing 
Allowance that service members receive at Fort 
Monmouth. The U.S. Axmy Materiel C o m n d  told 
Fort Monmouth to use this factor instead of the 
Cost of Living Index because New Jersey wasn't 
included in the index's calculation. 

c. Completeness of Records Maintained. Fort Monmouth 
had adequate documentation to support the reported data 
values. The documentation was kept by the directorates pro- 
viding the information (for example, Facility Engineers and 
Resource Management). 

5. Discuesion of Results. We discussed the results of our 
review with Mr. John Gemelli (Acting Director) and Mr. Bruce 
Banasz of the Program Analysis and Evaluation Directorate 
(the office that coordinated command's reporting). Fort 
Honmouth agreed with our conclusions and said it would 
correct the inaccurate values and resubmit them to 



SAAG-NER 
SUBJECT: Review of the Army Basing Study - Phase I - 
Installation Assessment, Fort Monmouth--INFORMATION 
MEMORANDUM NR 94-708 

Materiel Command. This report isn't subject to the official 
command-reply process. 

6. Thank you for the courtesies and cooperation extended 
to us during the review. 

Encl HENRY P. CULLERTON [* Regional Auditor General 
CF: 
Commander, Materiel Command 
Basing Study Office 



DATA ATTRIBUTES RWIEWED 

h a m  Oparaciona and 

0 - Not in Artaimant 

NOTES : 

1 Command didn't include $947,401 of costs for reimburs- - 
able guard service. By doing so, we increased the cost to 
support the mission population of 9,668 to $8,800 a person. 

2 /  This is a factor representing the Variable Housing - 
Allowance service members receive at Fort Monmouth. The 
U.S. Army Materiel Command told command to use this factor 
instead of the Cost of Living Index because New Jersey 
wasn't included in index's calculation. 

3 /  Fort Monmouth overstated the points for having a Tele- - 
conference Center by 15 because of an arithmetic mistake 
(the factor was multiplied by 20 instead of 15). 

4 /  Total kilovolt-amperes (KVA) is 78,000, not 65,000. - 
Evidently, Fort Monmouth didn't count three transformers at 
two substations. 



. - ANNEX 

5/ Fort Monmouth counted two buildings twice. One build- - 
ing with 46,248 square feet was counted twice. Another with 

I 84,878 square feet was counted once as existing administra- 
tive space and again as a conversion to administrative space 
in the planned construction category. 



CLOSE HOLD' 

C0M)IIODITY INSTALLATIONS 

INSTALLATION = NATICK RESEARCH ENGR CENTER 

M I S S I O N  REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA W I L L  PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN F A C I L I T I E S  140K S Q  F T  

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 5 1 7 K  S Q  FT 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT F A C I L I T I E S  98 % 

AVERAGE AGE O F  F A C I L I T I E S  36 YRS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 
S O L I D  WASTE LANDFILL COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

ARCHEOLXX;Y/HISTORIC BUILDINGS FACTOR 
ENDANGERED S P E C I E S  
WETLANDS F A O R  
A I R  QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
N O I S E  QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE I1 OFF POST 
AICUZ ZONE 111 OFF POST 

CONTAMINATED S I T E  I R P  
CONTAMINATED S I T E  N P L  

0.37 MGD 
0.40 MGD 
70 
$19.25/TON 

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
13 
0 

CONTINGENCY, MOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENT8 

BUILDABLE ACRES 35 ACRES 

INFORMATION M I S S I O N  AREA 600 PTS 

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 
TCC 
VTC 

0 PTS 
0 PTS 
375 PTS 
50 F'TS 
75 PTS 
55 PTS 
45 PTS 



CLOSE HOLD 
COST AND MANPOWER 

C O S T  O F  L I V I N G  I N D E X  

MCA C O S T  FACTOR 

B A S O P S / M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

PAYROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

M I S S S I O N  POPULATION DA W I L L  P R O V I D E  /I& 

CLOSE HOLD 
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COMMODITY INSTALLATIONS 

INSTALLATION = PICATINNY ARSENAL 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA WILL PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN FACILITIES 1225K SQ FT 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 1338K SQ FT 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT FACILITIES 99 % 

AVERAGE AGE OF FACILITIES 48 YRS 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 
SOLID WASTE LANDFILL COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

ARCHEOLXX;Y/HISTORIC BUILDINGS FACTOR 
ENDANGERED SPECIES 
WETLANDS FACTOR 
AIR QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
NOISE QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE I1 OFF POST 
AICUZ ZONE I11 OFF POST 

CONTAMINATED SITE IRP 
CONTAMINATED SITE NPL 

1.00 MGD 
2.00 MGD 
9375 
$188.43/TON 

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
157 
0 

CONTINGENCY, XOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 

BUILDABLE ACRES 4034 ACRES 

INFORMATION MISSION AREA 1565 PTS 

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 
TCC 
VTC 

COST AND HANPOmR 

500 PTS 
300 PTS 
495 PTS 
75 PTS 
75 PTS 
75 PTS 
45 PTS 

CLOSE HOLD 



C O S T  OF LIVING INDEX 

MCA C O S T  FACTOR 

CLOSE HOLD 

B A S O P S / M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

PAY ROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

CLOSE HOLD 



TO: COMINND : HQ AMC 

OFF1 CE SYMBOL: msco 

US Army Armament Research, Development 
and Engineering .Center 

3 i c a t i n n y  Arsenal, NJ 

N&x; Daryl Powell 

TELEPHONE NUYiER : DSN 284-8155 . 

FROM: OFFICE SYMBOL: SMCM-m 

NAME : Vicki Nau jokas 

TELEPHONE NUMBER : D w - 6 0 1 0  -4- 6010 F m  

DATE-TIME: O7 Jun 94 1430 hrs 

NO OF PAGES: H+ 6 
RENARKS : Forwarded are ammendments to Picatinny Arsenal's Installation Assessme-r 

Prcgram for the following data attributes: Research and Development - assest figcre 
not changed, added a commentary which has been included in our BRAC 95 Laboratories 

Joint Cross-Service Group Package submission; BASOPS/MISSION POPULATIOX - ammendef 
current population supported to reflect data submitted in a recent feeder data call 
for the ASIP Station Report; INFRASTRUCTURE - commentary added to reflect additiocrl 
information submitted on the Joint Cross-Service submission and the Installation 
Environmental Baseline Survey. submissi0n- 



CLOSE HOLD 

RESBARCX AND DWSLO-7 PACfLlTIlS 

2 -  D~PIN~TxoN; t ~ b r a t o r y  activitieu. environment81 c3ntral 
chambes facilztion, Recearch rnd Developnont Foc;licieg. R & D 
f r c i l i t i e s  must have ruitably ep~ippeb r a c l l l t i e 8  to operate 
effi:inntly. 

2 .  PURPOSE: To mearuro lrborrtories rnd other research 
f a c i l i t i e s  utad in ruppott of material development. 

5 .  DHIT OF W V R B :  T!:o~s~nds of gross square f e a t .  

7 .  A~TRIBUTB S m W :  Hifter aumbrr Fs a better  score. 

RESEARCEl LLND DEVELOPHENT FACILITIES - 1337.6 thousands of gross rquare feet 

We co~duct a considerable amount of on-site, developmental evaluations of 
componentry at live-fire test sites, although modeling and simulation 
have reduced this requirement somewhat. Further, we are about to dedicate 
a new, $16.8 M laboratory for weapons development and fully-instrumented, 
small and med&um caliber (up to 40 mm), live-fire testing. In addition, 
two important technology facilities, the Advanced Warhead Development Facility 
and the Explosives Development Facility will be awarded for construction 
by 30 Sep 94. 

CLOSE HOLD 



3UN 0 7 52.: 
m s e  ROD 

PICATINNY ARSENAL, HJ 
B1LSoPS/n~SS'Im PoptTLATI~ ,>~&--.-<-=.-..- 

2 .  DBPIMTIOIJ: Measure of th@.base operrtions (BASOPS) tor;: 
r e q ~ i r t 5  to Support the mission population. 

2 .  PVRPOSB: To measure the relative cor t  of opetatfzg an 
installation fn support of tne mission requirements. This 

. . 'provides a relative cost frctor ured to assess the relative c=r= 
cf oper8tions.of an iartallarioa. 

3 .  U B l I l O D O m :  Used Tot81 Base Support cost data (RPMA, Base 
C ~ m n i c a t i o n  Casts, BASOPS Oayroll/Non-payroll) for each 
installation.- m e t e  data e2ernents are derived by capcuring t h e  
expenditure8 i a  tY 93 by instalhtfoa:  

a. BASPOS(-1,- Account (YYIOTS~) 
A. Real Eatate Leasor 
8 .  fuply OparatSoas 
C. Maintenmce of Mata t i r l  
D, Transportation Cervices 
B .  Laundry and Dry Cleaafog 
I. Amy Peed Services 
C .  Pereonnel Support 
$3. Unrctonp?anied Pars Hwsiag Op6 
J .  Utilitier 
M. Other Engineering Support 
N. Adminiattation 
?. Autamrtion Act iv i t i es  
Q. Resewe Conponeat Support 
S. Camunity & Morale Suppoa 
T. Presrmation of Order 
U. Dit of Rerource Haaageaunt 
W. bir of Contrrctiag 
X .  Security m b  Counteriatel Opr 
Y .  Uacordm Maaagement, Pub# 

b. Real Property Maintenance, Account8 ( m o a t 6  & -78 
X. ?taint 6 Repair of Real Property 
t. Minor Construction 

c .  In*rommtrl Program#, Account (~r r rs i )  

d.  Audio-Vima.1, Account (-90) 

e. Base Comm. Account (-5 

~ ~ ~ 1 1 1 5 ~ u - t r a w r r w ~ ~ ,  
CLOSE HOLD 



- 
In carer *ere 8 mingle f i s c a l  etatfon rovides data fo r  

u.cr8 than one Lnstall8tion. breakout will a provided. 3aea ! 
provided should inelude all h o r n  f o r t s  paid for&p.ratior. .nd 
rupporc Lneludisg reimburrab2e and UTE. *ddithn~lly, any 

C - government vorkspaca provided to Contractors vlll be inc luded .  
This  not include coatractors providing t a s e  support tune-' - - C I S .  
 he ~icsioo ~ppulatlma suppsrted will be provided by n m .  

- . 8 .  lCaPllRWQSr Znstallation STANTINS 218 report data va?idarc* 
by YACQKS f o r  Total Base Support :c~#EI. 

S. WIT OF M J U U R X t  bolZarr per person par y m z .  

6. 8QUATIOMt Tot r l  88m Support Costr/Total Wi8rion Populatioa. 

7 CRLTXRI6H SCORIM;: The lwrr value r c r u ~ t r  i a  a better 
rurkAng. 

The ?Y 93 Total Bare Support Cortr vrr $82,456,000 (of vhicb $7,052,000 
uar the Environmental Ptogranr, Account (xxra56)). P i c a t h y  Arunrl 

* -  received an enormout reduction Sn Bare Support funding betveen FX 93 
and FY 94 (FP 94 Bane Support funding i s  $60,353,000 (of vhich 
$7,733,000 $8 tbe Environmental Rogrrmr). It vould be Illogical and 
onfair to campute the dollarr per pereon ptr year using the FP 93 
upeaditurer d i v i d e d  by the 94 personnel figurer. It rhould rlro 
be noted that the base operations perrormtl rssigned to p tr fom tbi. 
f u n e t i o ~  bar been reduced from 969 < B M C  93) t o  the present errignad 
strength o f  568. 

Our r e c o r d s  i n d i c t e  t h a t  t h e  c u r r e n t  popula t ion  supported is  25,172. 
Reference ASIP S t a t i o n  Report da ted  23 May 1994, fo l lowing  is a 
breakout  of t h e  popu la t i on  supported:  

TDA Uni ts fTenants  5,319 
Military, Active 196 
Family Members, Ac t ive  (Note 1) 424 
Reserve Components 782 
Family Members, Reserve 1,149 
Retiree (Note 2 )  7,005 
Family Members of  Retirees 10,297 

T o t a l  25,172 

Note 1 - Figure  ob t a ined  from Post  Housing Records 
Note 2 - Figures  f o r  Retirees and t h e i r  family members were ob t a ined  

from t h e  1993 DOD S t a t i s t i c a l  Report on M i l i t a r y  Re t i r enen t  
System, and u s i n g  a f a c t o r  of 1.47 t o  determine fami ly  members- 

w i m m w n u - t r r r r r o r r w r n . r a r s r  
CLOSB HOLD 
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- - - 

JUN 0 7 193.1 

1. DSPZNITZON: Capacity of water, s e w a ~ e  treatment, electrica: 
distribution and cost of land fill. 

2. PVRPOSI: lo measure the i~frastruczxre capacity of the 
instaliation. 

1. ~ T R O D O L O C Y :  Four aspects are considered: 

a. w: Capacity in terms of million gallons per day. 
b. w e  tz-- - .  . Capacity in terns of  illi ion galloxs 

- per day. 
C .  r i  r ; --<L,,- i - . . Capacity in terms of million 

kfLswatt hours. - 
a. Land "l': C:S: sf land f i l i  xseo ty the f=szailatlcn 

in dsllars per snor: :on (on sr cf: pss:!. deren.arred based upor. 
kistcrical re=osis. 

Measures a. b, c should incclpora te any new infrastructure capaci ry  
resul tiap from pre]e~ts illcl uded in the FY 91 - FY 95 mili tar). 
construction program. 

4 .  REFERENCtS: :3stalla:i=z aad YACSX ezc lnc t r  azalysis base5 - 
on tke i:s;allaticz xas:ez ~ i a n  : . * - - ' ; - -  -,,,,,,es 83aiys:s re~2r:!. 
Lackiz; =he iastallazic~ caster plan. t5e rEH uzilities aivrslcz 
wiil pravide the izfsmatis3. 

5. W I T  OF MEASURE: kr described a: rnec,:?o5?1c~ abcve. 

7 A m 1  BVTE SCORING: 

b l :  Wate:, Sewage treatmer.r. electricai 6istribut:ot. - A larger number is a better score. Land fill--A smaller cost 
i r  8 better score. 

-: A higher value results in a higher ranking. 

See attached 

CLOSE BOLD 
D-31 
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PICATINNY ARSENAL, NJ 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

1. Water - 1 mil 1 ion gallons per day (MGD) capacity 

Picatinny Arsenal can expand existing water service by ,272 MGD or 
37% of the 1993 water consumption without UMMCA or MCA capital 
investment. The 1 million gallon per day capacity figure is based 
upon the limiting factor of the new Water Treatment Plant (completed 
1990) design water treatment capacity of 1 mill ion gallons per day 
(MGD). Picatinny Arsenal is located over two water aquifers from 
which we pump our own water. Aquifer capacity is practically 
limitless. We pump from three wells with a pump capacity of 1.76 
MGD. An additional we11 licensed only for emergencies has a combined 
pump capacity of .75 MGD. Picatinny Arsenal's 1993 average water 
consumption was .728 MGD. Therefore, excess water capacity equals 1 
MGD water treatment capacity minus .728 MGD average consumption which 
equals .272 MGD, a 37% capability to expand. 

2. Sewage Treatment - 2 million gallons per day line capacity 

Picatinny Arsenal pretreats wastewater prior to pumping off post 
to the Rockaway Val ley Regional Sewage Authority (RVRSA) . 

The instal 1 at ion wastewater pretreatment plant has a design 
capacity of 0.50 MGD. 

The remaining 1 i fe expectancy of the wastewater pretreatment pl ant 
is a minimum of 30 years (approximately 2024). At the present time no 
pretreatment plant upgrades are anticipated. The plant was built in 
the 1920's. It is a simple system of settling tanks, stationary 
trickling filter and clarifier with no mechanical parts except for a 
small sludge pump and a gear driven on the clarifier. The sewage 
collection system is in the process of a total upgrade. Approximately 
half of the sewer mains have been replaced. The rest of the system is 
scheduled for replacement and is in the design phase. The completion 
date for upgrade of all of the mains and lift stations is 1999. 

The pretreated effluent is pumped to RVRSA. The design maximum 
capacity of the pumping station and intercepter line is 2 MGD. The 
permit capacity of the pumping station and interceptor line is 0.50 
MGD. Average daily usage is 0.37 MGD. There are no known or 
potential permit restrict ions that would prevent increase in discharge 
amounts. Also, there are no known or potential constraints to 
maintaining or expanding wastewater treatment or discharge. 

CLOSE HOLD 
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CLOSE HOLD 

PICATINNY ARSENAL, NJ 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

3. Electrical Distribution - 268 million kilowatt hours capacity 

Picatinny Arsenal can expand existing electrical service by 205 
million kilowatt hours per year or 325% of the FY 1993 electric 
consumption without UMMCA or MCA capital investment. In accordance 
with TM 5-765, "Electrical Power Transmission and Distribution", 
capacity of a major distribution system is designed to meet average 
electrical consumption with a safety factor to handle peak demand 
load. Picatinny Arsenal's electric consumption in FY 1993 was 63 
million kilowatts. Therefore, excess electrical capacity equals 268 
mil 1 ion kilowatt hours per year minus 63 mil 1 ion kilowatt hours 
consumed in FY 1993 or 205 mil 1 ion kilowatt hours per year, a 325% 
capability to expand. 

4. Land Fill - Total costs with recyclables included i s  $188.43 per 
ton, which includes the cost of removal, cost to place refuse in land 
fill, and the cost to remove recyclables. During FY 93, Picatinny 
Arsenal removed 2191.75 tons of refuse at cost of 1412,989.29. 

CLOSE HOLD 



CLOSE ROLD 
PICATINNY AF.SENAL, NJ 
BASOPS/~ISSION POpUfATIObl 

I. DBPIWTIOM: Measure of che-base operations (BAS~PS) 0s: 
r e q ~ l r e d  to support the rmssion population. 

2 .  PVRPOSB; To measure the relative cost of operatizg an 
ins-allation in support of the mission requirements. i h ~ s  
provldes a relative cost factor used to assess the relative ~ C S :  

cf operations of an installation. 

3. METXOMLOO~: Used Total Bare Support cost data (RPVA, Base 
Comnication Ceoto, 8950PS Payroll/Non-payroll) for each 
iastal1ation.- These data elements are derived by capcurir.9 tte 
expenditures i n  PY 93 by installation: 

a. 8nSPOS ( -  1 ; Account (rouot96) 
A. Real Estate Leases 
B. Suply Operations 
C. Maintenance of Material 
D. Transpor~ati~n Senraces 
I. Laundry a d  Dry Cleaning 
P. Army Pood Services 
- 

G. Personnel Support 
H. Unaccompanied Pers Housing Ops 
J. Utilitita 
M. Other &ginwring Support 
N. Administration 
P. ~ u t m a t i o n  Activities 
Q. Reserve Component Support 
S. Community L Morale Support 
T. Preservation of Order 
U. Dit of Ra8ource Management 
W. Dir of Contracting 
X .  Security and Counterantel Opr 
Y. Record8 Uaagement, Pub8 

b. Raal Property Maintenance, Accounts (mmc76 & loux78 r 
1(. Mint & Repair of Real Property 
L. Wnor Conrtnrction 

c .  mvironnvntal Programs, Account b o c x 5 6 )  

d. Audlo-Visual, Account (XUCXSO) 

e .  Base ~orsmo, ~ecourt ( 1 ~ 0 ~ 9 5 )  

- l m = n u - ( s a r . y ~ l s ~ - m ~  
CLOSE HOLD 



PI CATINNY ARSENAL NJ f .  ?adly Programs, Accounts (838708.8787i~. 0 7 0 7 2 ~ )  

In cases virarc a single f i s c a l  station provides data f o r  
aore than one installation, a breakout vill be provided. Data provided should include a11 Lnovn costs paid loroperacior. &r.d 
support ineludirg reimbursable and RDR. Additi~n.lly, any 

w governneat workspace provided to Contractors will be i n c l u d e d .  
 his not include eoatractors providing base support fune:ic~s. 
?he mission populatios supported vill & provided by HQDA. 

4 .  RBFRMNCIIS: I n s t a l h t i o n  STANFINS 218 report data va?idazed 
by MACONS for Total Bast Support kart#. 

5 .  UNIT OF M E U U U :  Dollars per person par year. 

6 .  BQtIATION: Total Bare Support Costs/Total Mission Populatioz. 

7. CRITgRION S C O R E :  The lower value rerulta in a better 
ranking. 

Tbr FY 93 ~ o t a l  Base Support Costs was $82,454,000 (of vhich $7,052,000 
vas  the  Environmental Programs, Account (xxxx56)). Picatinny Arseml 
received an enormous reduction In Base Support funding between FY 93 
and IT 94 (FY 94 Base Support funding is $60,353,000 (of which 
$7,733,000 l o  the Environmental Programs). It vould be i l l o g i c a l  and 
unfa i r  t o  compute the  do l l a r s  per person per year using t he  FY 93 
utpenditures divided by t he  FY 94 personnel figures. It rhould a l s o  
be noted t h a t  the  base operations personnel assigned t o  perform t h i s  
function has been reduced from 949 (BRAC 93) t o  the  present assigned 
s t rength of 568. 
mr records ind ica te  t h a t  the  current population supported is 6*085.  
Furthermore i t  should be noted t ha t  our average v i s i t o r s  the 

Comissary 2s 6,018 per month and t o  the  Post Exchange 1s 4*420 per 
month. Our Off icers  Club membership is 810- 

w i rn n u - t a t  U B ~  rsw -I 

CLOSB HOLD 
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COMMODITY INSTALLATION8 

INSTALLATION = REDSTONE ARSENAL 

MISSION REQUIREMENTS AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA WILL PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN FACILITIES 1719K SQ FT 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 1367K SQ FT 

LAND AND FACILITIE8 

PERCENT PERMANENT FACILITIES 87 % 

AVERAGE AGE OF FACILITIES 36 YRS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 
SOLID WASTE LANDFILL COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

ARCHEOLXK;Y/HISTORIC BUILDINGS FACTOR 
ENDANGERED SPECIES 
WETLANDS FACTOR 
AIR QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
NOISE QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE I1 OFF POST 
A I C D Z  ZONE I11 OFF POST 

CONTAMINATED SITE IRP 
CONTAMINATED SITE NPL 

9.00 MGD 
6.00 MGD 
120145 
$0.87/TON 

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
200 
89 

CONTINGENCY, HOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 

BUILDABLE ACRES 3300 ACRES 

INFORMATION MISSION AREA 845 PTS 

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/L?4N 
TCC 
VTC 

0 PTS 
0 PTS 
525 PTS 
100 PTS 
75 PTS 
100 PTS 
45 PTS 

CLOSE HOLD 
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COST AND MANPOWER 

COST O F  L I V I N G  INDEX 

MCA COST FACTOR 

B A S O P S / M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

PAYROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

CLOSE HOLD 

DA WILL PROVIDE & m/ 
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COMMODITY INSTALLATION8 

INSTALLATION = ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL 

MISSION REQUIREKENTG AND OPERATIONAL READINESS 

AVAILABLE WORKFORCE DA WILL PROVIDE 

OPS/ADMIN FACILITIES 1693K SQ FT 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FAC 26K SQ FT 

LAND AND FACILITIES 

PERCENT PERMANENT FACILITIES 100 % 

AVERAGE AGE OF FACILITIES 50 YRS 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY 
SEWAGE TREATMENT CAPACITY 
ELECTRICAL CAPACITY 
SOLID WASTE LANDFILL COSTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL CAPACITY 

ARCHEOIDGY/HISTORIC BUILDINGS FACTOR 
ENDANGERED SPECIES 
WETLANDS FACTOR 
AIR QUALITY 
WATER QUALITY 
NOISE QUALITY 

AICUZ ZONE 11 OFF POST 
AICUZ ZONE 111 OFF POST 

CONTAMINATED SITE IRP 
CONTAMINATED SITE NPL 

3.40 MGD 
4.00 MGD 
0 
$49.25/TON 

0 ACRES 
0 ACRES 
31 
0 

CONTINGENCY, HOBILIZATION AND FUTURE REQUIREMENT8 

BUILDABLE ACRES 418 ACRES 

INFORMATION MISSION AREA 1405 PTS 

TELEPHONE SWITCHING 
OUTSIDE CABLE PLANT 
COMMON USER SUPPORT 
DSN/DDN NODE 
POST WIDE WAN/LAN 
TCC 
VTC 

450 PTS 
260 PTS 
450 PTS 
25 PTS 
75 PTS 
100 PTS 
45 PTS 

CLOSE HOLD 



C L X E  HOLD 

COST AND MANPOWER 

COST O F  L I V I N G  INDEX 

MCA COST FACTOR 

BASOPS/MISSION POPULATION 

PAY ROLL 
NON PAYROLL 

M I S S I O N  POPULATION 

CLOSE HOLD- 

DA WILL PROVIDE 736 



. SELST BY: 
1--1-A 1 - A 3 Y - l  

HQCSACE CE-LD- 
I L. Y A - e  I-AA 917036116518;= r.C1-l 2 

MlSSlOWPWUIRmENTAm~lloNALRIA#N~ 
DATA ELEMRYT VALUE lUUCI 

U N D  AND FAUWKS 
AVERAGE AGE OF FACUES 
rYIZASIWCIUClt 

m 
Sswsr 

Oec Dm. 
Candm 

~ P E R ~ F ~  
E w l R m M m A L ~ C A P A a r Y  

194w Pop. 
WAKQOIISF 

906.6 K q o a  SF 



. SEh;T BY: 5-31-91 ; 11126 ; 
8 . 7 ,  r e  A d d 9  A d . - . A  e , \ " e ,  u-LN\- 

DATA IXXUMNTATPON 

A MSSrON RE- AND OPERATlWAL RBiWNSS 

FCG 61050 GarnlPapmeAhnln 58.8 K g a ~  





. SENT BY: 5-31-91 ; 11 :26 ; HQL'SACE CE-ID+ 917036116518;= 5 ;  7 
- 1  12:e t K U 1  I u ~ a ~ ~ p ~ c r e i i  r .co  

. 
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APPROPR~ATE COPIEG OF DocmmvrAnoNWItL BE m- BY 'INE ~muw 
CO,MMANDm DOCUMgJTS H W  APPROPRUn FOR RErWTION OF DEPUTY 
CE.. AS WILT DRAWWC?S) WILL BE MNNTAMED BY THE PRIORllT OFFICE AND 
WrW. BE AV-8 ?OKAVOTT. 


