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CS/NO Financial or Personnel savinqs 

W N o  Strateqic or Tactical advantaqe 

w ~ e r i o u s  Neqative Communitv Impact 

... . So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 'June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does not look good ? 
Where aid Senator Stevens get tnat message ? Your Zomrnission has noi yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision a n d  equipment  control. W h e n  m e n  a r e  eight hours  awi3y from h o m e  base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is .that a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

G lancy k2c9  
Delta Jct, ~ k . '  

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 

DCN 737
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e e  #final pitch for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that  would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a.public 
hearing to disc~iss  what the economy 
should center on is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

- . - 

GREELY: 

to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to go." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-11 
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Continued from Page A-1 

Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
a t  Fort Greely, soldiers would train 
a t  Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place. 

S e n .  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R- 
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
- - - f : L  --nl.rric. norfnrmed on 

Looks dim 
Fort Greely by (he Department of 
Defense was incorrect because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t he  s t u d y  populat ion will be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction. . 
. job loss in this area will be 82.6 
percent, according to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
i ty interests ,"  the  alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. . . . 

 NO Financial or Personnel siavinqs 

V N o  Strategic or Tactical advantaqe 

w ~ e r i o u s  Necjative Communitv Impact 

..... So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRA.C Commissioners, <June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does not look good ? 
Where did Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision and equipment control. When men are eight hours away from home base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is that a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

Delta Jct, Ak. 

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 
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ALASKA, WEDNESDAY,  JUNE 14,1995 , A 

*final pitch - - for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

- 
"It's not a closure and it is one of those to determine which military bases will be 

things that would be very difficult," realigned or closed. 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the only are many people dependent upon the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
the best we can hope for." ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- care to an expanding population." 
bers of Congress testifying before the Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
committee. The two days of hearings worst, have been focusing on remaking 
were the last public events held by the their town. 
commission, which begins voting June 22 "I don't think there's any alternative 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a,public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
should center on is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low v e  have tc go " 

Young and Stevens both said cuttlng 
See GREELY, Page A-11 

- - -- '- 

GREELY: L O O ~ ~  dim 
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Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
at Fort Greely, soldiers would train 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place. 

Sen .  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R-  
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said lhe 
---r:c n.-.mi.rf;~ , - , ~ , . f ~ ~ , , ~ ~  :,n 

~ o r t  Greely by (he Department of 
Defense was incorrect because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t he  s tudy  population will be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction. . 
. job loss in this area will be 82.6 
percent, according to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
ity in te res t s , "  the alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. .. . 

WNO Financial or Personnel siavinp 

 NO Strateuic or Tactical advlantaqe 

w ~ e r i o u s  Negative Communitv Impact 

..... So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, -June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does not look good ? 
Where dicl Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision a n d  e q u i p m e n t  control. W h e n  men are eight h o u r s  away from h o m e  b a s e  
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is 110 ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is that a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

G lancy &>(*w 
~ e l t a  Jct, ~ k f  

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 
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-*final pitch for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaJGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all ' 

the way." 
A state commerce official was meeting 

with residents Tuesday night, and a.public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
should center on is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

--- - 

to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to sc." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-11 

-- - 
'- 

GREELY: L O O ~ ~  dim 
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Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
at Fort Greely, soldiers would train 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place. 

Sen .  F r a n k  Murkowski,  R-  
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
---& h-nnfi+ analvsis nerformed on 

Fhrt Greely by the Department of 
Defense was incorrect because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t h e  s tudy  populat ion will be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction. . 
. job loss in this area will be 82.6 
percent, accordmg to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
i ty  in te res t s , "  the alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. .. . 

 NO Financial or Personnel savings 

L w N o  Strateqic or Tactical advantaqe 

w ~ e r i o u s  Neqative Communitv Impact 

.... a So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does nclt look good ? 
Where did Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision and equipment control. When men are eight hours away from home base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is that a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

Delta Jct, Ak. 

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you deside. 
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-#final pitch - for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't ' 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a,public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
should center oo is set for next xonth. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

The cornmunity coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to go." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-1 1 

- - - - - 

GREELY: ~ o o k s  dim 
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Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
at Fort Greely, soldiers would train 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place, 

Sen .  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R -  
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
--A hnnnfit a n ~ l v q i s  nerformed on 

~ b r t  Greely by <he Department of 
Defense was incorrect because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t he  s tudy  population will be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction. . 
. job loss in this area will be 82.6 
percent, according to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
ity interests ,"  the alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. . . . 

 NO Financial or Personnel siavinqs 

W N o  Strateuic or Tactical advantas 

w ~ e r i o u s  Neqative Communitv Impact 

.. . . I  So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does nct look good ? 
Where did Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-produ'zt of long distance 
supervision and equipment control. When men are eight hours away from home base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is that a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

G lancy "f9 
~ e l t a  Jct, ~ k . '  

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 
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ALASKA, WEDNESDAY, JUNE 14,1995 c 

e e  -*final pitch - for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

.Ir 

to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaiGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
should center or, is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

-. -- 

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are  pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to go." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-1 1 

-- - 
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GREELY: ~ o o k s  dim 
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Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
at Fort Greely, soldiers would train 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place. 

Sen .  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R-  
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
---P:b - .rnl. ,~ic rmrfn~med On 

FArt Greely by the Department of 
Defense was incorrect because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t he  s t udy  population will be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction . . 
. job loss iri this area will be 82.6 
percent, according to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
i ty  interests ,"  the alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkow ski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. . . . 

 NO Financial or Personnel savinqs 

 NO Stratesic or Tactical advantaue 

w ~ e r i o u s  Neqative Communitw Impact 

..... So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, ,June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does not look good ? 
Where did Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisrons. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision and equipment control. When men are eight hours away from home base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is 1:hat a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

~ e l t a  Jct, ~ k . /  

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 
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1--*final pitch for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said , 

after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a,public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
should center on is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

- 

GREELY: 
Continued from Page A-I  

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to go." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-11 

Looks dim 
~ b r t  Greely by (he Department of 1 

Greely would bring ~ ~ l t ~ , ~  Defense was incorrect because it 

economy way down, by about 70 uses the population of the Southeast 

percent. They say that.s an econo- Fairbanks census area-instead of 
mic impact more severe than any just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
other likely to occur by a commis- Junction-to assess the economic 
sion action. impact. 

The two also criticized the con- "The figures show 36.8 percent of 
cept of moving the Cold Regions t he  s t udy  ~ o ~ u l a t ~ o n  will be 
Test Activity 120 miles north to adversely impacted. H~wever, the 
Fort Wainwright. community that will be hit the har- 

Since the testing would still occur dest is the town of Delta Junction . . 
at Fort Greely, soldiers train . job loss in this area will be 82.6 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to percent, according to the Commun- 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 

said. 
Because "the Pacific has become 

place. 
Sen.  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R-  

Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
---f:b --nl.rrir nprfnrmed on 

one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
i ty  in te res t s , "  the  alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. . . . 

VNO Financial or Personnel savinqs 

V N o  Strateqic or Tactical advantaqe 

W ~ e r i o u s  Neuative Communitv Impact 

..... So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, *June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does not look good ? 
Where did Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision and equipment control. When men are eight hours away from home base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is \:hat a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accountability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

t 3 l L *  Delta Jct, Ak. 

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 
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e e  - *final pitch for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doe~n't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that  would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a,public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
should center on is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"1 feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off," Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to go." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-1 1 

GREELY: L O O ~ ~  dim 
Continued from Page A-1 

Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
at Fort Greely, soidiers would train 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place. 

Sen .  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R- 
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
1- -- -r:c , , n l . r r i ~  -rfnrmed on 

~ 6 r t  Greely by the Department of 
Defense was incorrect because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t he  s t udy  populat ion will be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction. . 
. job loss in this area will be 82.6 
percent, according to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
i ty interests ,"  the  alignment 
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

: "This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



According to Alaska Senator Stevens.. . . . 

WNO Financial or Personnel savings 

 NO Strateqic or Tactical a d v a n t a ~  

W ~ e r i o u s  Neqative Communit!~ Impact 

..... So why should Greely be realigned ? 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 'June 14, 1995 

Today's paper reports that after speaking to you folks, it does not look good ? 
Where did Senator Stevens get that message ? Your Commission has not yet made 
any decisions. Everyone acknowledges that the Army misrepresented the Fort 
Greely facts. I think it also has been proven that Fort Greely did not meet the 
conditions originally required to place it on the list ? So why is it so difficult to reverse 
this decision. That is your responsibility, right ? 

I have also included a series of articles that show another by-product of long distance 
supervision and equipment control. When men are eight hours away from home base 
and their officers, good judgment may also be forgotten. There is no ownership. 
The 'safari soldiers' will spend more time on repair (flats, broken shocks, moose road 
kill,) and recovery of lost items, than training. Why is a heavy artillery brigade based 
(ie. Anchorage) where they can not train on their equipment ? Is .:hat a viable plan ? 

The Military wants this land but not the local commitment or accc)untability. 
You can do the right thing 

Thank You, 

~ e l t a  Jct, ~k.' 

P.S. I'd appreciate a copy of your rationale however you decide. 
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e e o  - *final pitch for Greely 
By A.B. STODDARD 
States News Service 

WASHINGTON-Alaska's congression- 
al delegation urged reconsideration of 
Fort Greely's fate and criticized its possi- 
ble realignment in testimony before the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission this week. 

But Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, said 
after testifying Tuesday that it doesn't 
look good for Fort Greely. 

"It's not a closure and it is one of those 
things that would be very difficult," 
Stevens said. "Hopefully (the commis- 
sion) will ask for reconsideration for the 
purpose of giving them more time-that's 
the best we can hope for." 

Stevens and Rep. Don Young, both Re- 
publicans, were among roughly 200 mem- 
bers of Congress testifying before the 
committee. The two days of hearings 
were the last public events held by the 
commission, which begins voting June 22 

left to us," said Cleeta Barger, president 
of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition, 
a group of local governments and civic 
organizations. "We've given it our best 
shot. The Army has misrepresented it all 
the way." 

A state commerce official was meeting 
with residents Tuesday night, and a,public 
hearing to discuss what the economy 
silm!d center on is set for next month. A 
workshop to discuss short-term solutions 
is scheduled for June 26-27. 

GREELY: 
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to determine which military bases will be 
realigned or closed. 

Young, who spoke Monday, said "not 
only are many people dependent upon the 
variety of human services that Fort Gree- 
ly provides, but Fort Greely also provides 
jobs, schooling, recreation and hospital 
care to an expanding population." 

Delta Junction residents, assuming the 
worst, have been focusing on remaking 
their town. 

"I don't think there's any alternative 

The community coalition has formed 
committees to explore establishing such 
industries as tourism, forest products, 
agriculture and other natural resources. 
Other committees are pressing for civi- 
lian use of some of Fort Greely's build- 
ings. 

"I feel like in five years Delta will be 
better off,'' Barger said. "It depends how 
low we have to go." 

Young and Stevens both said cutting 
See GREELY, Page A-1 1 
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Looks dim 
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Fort Greely would bring Delta's 
economy way down, by about 70 
percent. They say that's an econo- 
mic impact more severe than any 
other likely to occur by a commis- 
sion action. 

The two also criticized the con- 
cept of moving the Cold Regions 
Test Activity 120 miles north to 
Fort Wainwright. 

Since the testing would still occur 
at Fort Greely, soldiers would train 
at Fort Wainwright and travel to 
Fort Greely in hazardous weather. 
Stevens said the traveling would 
place the service personnel at grea- 
ter risk. 

Stevens asked the commission, 
should it realign Fort Greely, to 
allow for a longer phase-out time so 
that additional planning can take 
place. 

Sen .  F r a n k  Murkowski ,  R- 
Alaska, who submitted a statement 
to the commission, said the realign- 
ment of Fort Greely would be cost- 
ly, strategically impractical and 
would cause an unjust burden to 
Delta. 

In addition, Murkowski said the 
I ---I:& --,l.roir norfnrmed on 

Defense was incorreci because it 
uses the population of the Southeast 
Fairbanks census area-instead of 
just the 4,000 residents of Delta 
Junction-to assess the economic 
impact. 

"The figures show 36.8 percent of 
t h e  s t u d y  populat ion will  be 
adversely impacted. However, the 
community that will be hit the har- 
dest is the town of Delta Junction. . 
. job loss in this area will be 82.6 
percent, according to the Commun- 
ity Coalition of Delta," Murkowski 
said. 

Because "the Pacific has become 
one of the most significant areas of 
interest to the United States be- 
cause of our sizable trade rela- 
tionships and our legitimate secur- 
i ty  in te res t s , "  the  al ignment  
doesn't make sense, Murkowski 
said. 

Murkowski also said that more 
than 150 installations and sites have 
been closed in Alaska by the De- 
fense Department since 1968. 

"This suggests very strongly that 
the excess military capacity in 
Alaska has already been elimin- 
ated," he said. 



P.O. Box 1418 
Delta Junction, AK 99737 
June 12,1995 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Honorable Commission Members: 

I am writing to express my concern about the entire base closing process as it now 
exists. I do not believe that it serves the interest of our country because neither the 
military nor the federal government has a clue as to what needs to be done. Clauswitz 
essentially said that the military must serve a political end. In order to fulfill that 
mission, the military must be highly trained and in a high state of readiness. It must be 
flexible; it must be able to grow to a size to get the job done. The only country to 
successfully sculpt an army to fill this need was Pre-World War I1 Germany (an army 
the Israelis have emulated)! 

Germany had too few economic resources to build its military. It co~xld not afford a 
large general staff. It could not afford an army that would not meet :Hitler1s future 
needs (lest the general staff lose their personal and professional reputation). To 
accomplish this they set up a system of cadres where a core of trained professional 
soldiers would form a nucleus around which trained reserves woulcl form. Their 
training was as real as it could be because we know that the army would fiaht the wav 
they trained! 

We know that this works because we have successfully used this program to train our 
fighter pilots to out dogfight their opponents through the air force's red flag program 
and the navy's top gun program. Training has value; it saves lives! In closing bases 
why has the military forgotten this basic premise? They will tell you that they can train 
in a northern state. I have lived in Argentia, Newfoundland and Bainbridge, 
Maryland. I have wintered in Twin Falls, Idaho, Vail, Colorado, anti Boston, 
Massachusetts. NONE OF THESE PLACES COMES CLOSE TO ARCTIC 
CONDITIONS. In order to train to meet a threat from the Russian Republic or China 
(in the northern area), we need to have our troops train under Arctic conditions in 
order to save lives. While living in Delta, I have seen troops, in their first winter, come 
into town, improperly clothed, to shop or go out to dinner. After a couple of weeks of 
forty below weather, this does not happen anymore. If soldiers will forget to clothe 
themselves in their off-duty hours, what will happen when t h s  is not part of their 
training? If you need a historic example, just ask a survivor of the A ttu invasion of 
World War I1 or ask a German survivor of the Soviet counterattack at the gates of 



Moscow in that first winter. The casualties of those military operations came from a 
lack of ability of the troops to deal with the cold. 

In a typical four year tour, a soldier should be exposed to a desert, temperate, and 
Arctic environment, one year in each environment. In their fourth year, they should 
receive special training of various types. Only the best should make corporal and only 
the best of the best should be allowed to re-enlist. Those allowed to re-enlist should be 
on track for master sergeant. After eight years, the corporals should be allowed to test 
for sergeant. Those who make sergeant should be trained as they arc. now except vary 
their experience even more than it is now. As they approach their sixteenth year, the 
survivors should be trained to be trainers at one of the three training areas. Their last 
four year tour should be used to train those who will carry on the fight. The non-coms 
who do not make the cut will be sent to the reserves. 

In closing I want to assure you that I am not writing because I will lose my job when or 
if Greely is realigned. I am writing this from a hotel room in Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 
(check the post mark) just before leaving for a job interview. I will be employed no 
matter what you choose to do. I am writing this as a Navy brat who has seen too many 
women after they were visited by an officer who told them their husbands would not be 
coming back. I delivered TV Guides, after school, in 1967 and '68, in Navy housing, in 
Paradise Hills, California (a military housing area in San Diego). Three units in officer's 
country were a part of my normal route. All three were pilots. Within a two week 
period in '68 I had the experiences of going by these homes shortly after the women 
were told about their husband's fate. Even though I was only eight years old, these 
moments are unforgettable. Had Top Gun been in place these men rnight still be with 
us. 

Make the choice that will give our boys the best shot at coming home. Keep Fort Greely 
serving its country; expand its role in realistic training for our troops. Who is going to 
explain that their son or daughter lost their hand, foot, limb or life because they were 
not trained to survive arctic (not just cold weather) conditions? Remember the vets 
from Attu. Training saves lives. 



Dzlta Junction City Council 
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DeltaIGreely Community Coalition 
P.O. Box 780 

r6.4 9 3  1 
Cleeta P. Barger, President 

Tel: 907-895-4142 
FAX: 895-4506 

Ray Woodmff, Vice-Pres. 
Charles Forck, SecITres 

May 25, 1995 

Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moorest, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Dixon: 

As you would imagine, we in Delta constantly receive word of "important new 
information" concerning the status of Fort Greely. Our Con~munity Coalition 
group usually thanks those individuals who are concerned enough to try to help 
and go on with business. 

This time, however, I am a bit concerned about the implications of a letter I 
received (enclosed) from Colonel Kenneth Jarman, Retired, (1 991 -1 993 Fort 
Greely Post Commander) and the importance of his message. As president of 
the Coalition, I shared this letter with Karl Ray Woodruff and Lee Clune of the 
group rather than take the chance of unfairly inflaming commuriity perceptions if 
there is not substance to Colonel Jarman's assessment. 

Mr. Dixon, both Mr. Woodruff and Mr. Clune made "iight reference" to our opinion 
that the realignment recommendation was in no way militarily sound and that we 
were under the opinion that other factors were the root cause of this ludicrous 
recommendation. It would appear Colonel Jarman has a (greater depth of 
knowledge and understanding of the situation. 

I am sending this correspondence directlv to you so that, if you wish, the 
Commission can investigate the facts prior to other more public disclosure taking 
place within the next week or so. We, here in Delta, wish to influence the 
Commission in a positive manner to effect change. There are other avenues to 
get "Eye to Eye" with America; "60 Minutes" can be a staggering amount of time 
when t,he public outcry for fairness is the issue. 



Commissioner Dixon 
Page -2- 

Please take a few minutes to read the Jarman letter, consider the Commission's 
options, and contact him for any clarification you may desire. Colonel Jarman 
has offered his assistance and the Coalition has accepted. Please feel free to 
contact me should you have any questions or concerns. 

Sincerely, 

CLEETA P. BARGER 
President 

Encl. 
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From: Kenneth L. Jarman To: JERRY AND CLEETA BARGER Date: 5\23/95 Time: 18:05:28 Page 2 of 3 

COLONEL KENNETH L. bARMAN 

Post O%c:e Box 3386 

Fort Leavznulortt? KS 66027 
23 May 1995 

Mr. and Mrs. Jerold Barger 
Delta Junction AK 

Dear Cieeta ard Je~ry, 

I agree that the issue of the future of Fort Greely deserves more review than apparently has k n  
given to date. I remain extremely concmed regarding what I see as a clear example of the 
Alaska . b y  chain of conln~~and taking the easy way out by giving Fort Greely away. Without 
doubt, the minimal cost of operating Fort Greely "as is'' does not justify "reorganizing" the post 
into an efTectively "closed status." Accordingly. it is my assessment, and I should add, the 
assessment of sun~c politically powerful individuals in Alaska and Washington D.C., that Fort 
Cceely has been recommended for "realignment", (read that closure) for political reasons and not 
for defense considerations. Specifically, I have ken advised that MG Needham, at the 
recommendation of his chief of staff, proposed the closure of Fort Greely :so as to protect Forts 
Wainwright and Richardson from BRAC consideration. That is to say, Fort Greely, even though 
the net ssvings to the Army would be insignificant, was offaed up as the sttcrificiaI lamb so as to 
guarantee to Anchorage and Fairbanks the continued presence of a major number of military 
persa~~rel.  No considemtion was given to the impact on the citizens of Delta Junction. N'haf a 
sorry way to say thanks to people who have consistently been loyal to the post, to the garrison and 
to the LJS ibny. 

Lhfortunately, no one in a leadership position in Alaska has considered the impact of  this 
montlmental ineptitude on the soldias and civilians of Fort Greely and on dte citizens of  Delta 
Junction. My review of the Fort Greely operating cost figures that were submitted for BRAC 
consideration that directly resulted in the decision to realign Fort Greely, indicates weak 
leadership at best and at worst, absolute falsehood. Clearly, something smells of rotten "Chums" 
at FWA and FRA. Perhaps the same "self servins" and flexible approach to professional ethcs 
that the one time quasi leader of N U T  used as a commander, has been caried to his new office. 
Perhaps it is time to launch a detailed Freedom of Information Act request regarding the process 
by which the Chief of Staff assembled the data drat was used by MG Needham in his efforts to 
sell Fort Greely down the river. Perhaps it is also time that I take my concerns directly to my 
contacts in the US House of Representatives and at the Washington Post. 

I have every intention of addressing this issue, within the next few days, directly to the House 
;bed Services Committee as a11 example of how a minimal cost effort has in the past and could 
continue to pay major dividends directly to Americans on American soil ver!;us sending millions 
of dollars to Russia with the remote possibility of some eventual, minimal, and long t m ,  if any, 
return coming a b u t .  Clearly the US Army Alaska could have and should have built a strong case 
for the continued operation of Fort G~eely as the premiere Arctic regions training, testing. and 
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basing m a  of the world. The data is there, but since it apparently didn't meet the political 
expediencies of the US h n y  Alaska leadership, this data was ignored. The leadership took the 
easy way out. Perhaps there was some objective of personal gain. What c:lse could have 
motivated senior officers to ignore the the true consequences of their actions. I quastion the 
profcssionnl ethic and the moral foundation of certain of these leaders now as much, if not more, 
than when I commanded Fort Greely. Clearly, my original assessment of some was correct. 

Please pass alottg my regards to all of the loyal citizens of Delta Junction and please assure them 
that I will be following up on my concerns and suspicions in Washington. I will keep you posted 
of my findings and successes over the next few weeks. Good luck and have faith. 

Warm Regards, 

Kenneth L. Jarmark 
ColoneI, 
United States i h j r  Ret~red 





Gerald Clancy 
Box E;I  5 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May -1 8,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our comrriunity has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level jets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission" is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSR). Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Mac:ke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary international arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you think Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen '? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course has poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings ? Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the same. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. I believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disagree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 



Gerald Clancy 
Box 815 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May 18,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our comrr~unity has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level jets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission" is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSR). Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Macke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary internatiorlal arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you thinlc Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen '? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course has poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings T' Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the sarrle. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. I believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disaaree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 



Gerald Clancy 
BOX 815 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May 'I 8,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our comniunity has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level jets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission" is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSR). Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Macke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary international arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you think Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen ? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course has poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings ? Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the same. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. I believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disaqree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 



Gerald Clancy 
Box 815 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May '1 8,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our community has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level jets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission" is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSR). Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Macke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary international arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you think Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen ? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course has poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings '? Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the same. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. I believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disa~ree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 



Gerald Clancy 
Box 815 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May 18,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our com~~un i ty  has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level lets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission" is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSR). Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Macke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary international arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you thirik Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen ? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course has poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings ? Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the same. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. 1 believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disagree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 



Gerald Clancy 
Box 815 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May 18,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our community has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level jets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission'' is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSR:I. Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Mac:ke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary international arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you think Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen ? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course ha:; poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings '? Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the same. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. I believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disagree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 



Gerald Clancy 
Box E! 1 5 
Delta Junction, AK. 99737 
May 18,1995 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 

The past two weeks have been a good example of what our community has been 
trying to explain to you. Northern Edge the joint military training exercise, involving 
thousands of men, trained in a realistic setting - Fort Greely. The community of Delta 
put up with the equipment convoys, the twenty-four hour mortar rounds and bombings, 
the squadrons of choppers patrolling the perimeter, the low level jets piercing the 
sound barrier, yet, we are on the realignment list. 

Alaska's "new mission" is to serve as a launching pad for half the globe, including 
those previously discussed hot spots (Korea, China, former USSRil. Where is the only 
place they can realistically train ? Apparently Admiral Richard Mac:ke feels Fort Greely 
is the solution. Yet, we are on the realignment list ? 

This summer, Fort Greely will be host to a major miitary international arms show. 
Yes, tanks, patriot missiles, cluster bombs and everything else that destroys people 
and the environment will be 'live fired' and test driven. Do you think Anchorage or 
Fairbanks, even if they had the terrain, would allow this to happen '? Their concerns 
are more simple (ie. the rifle range is smokey or the golf course has poor drainage). 
How can I emphasize the land and public relations advantage of Greely. 

Have you had a chance to check on the true cost savings ? Was that before 
or after the safari equipment repairs, building new houses, offices, golf and fishing 
facilities ? Remember personnel numbers will remain about the same. If yes, you now 
realize there are none, it will cost more to realign, both in the short and long haul. 

On one hand, the DOD suggests that there really is no need to maintain this site. On 
the other hand they increase the use of this reservation without any responsibility to 
the local community. I believe the Army has totally minimized (falsified) the value of 
this Post and the disastrous impact, realignment will have on the community of 
Delta. Ted Steven's used Greely as a political chip - (more voters in Anchorage). 
Please inform the Department of Defense of the facts. If they disagree - CLOSE 
GREELY, insist they decontaminate the ranges and reactor site and give 
the property back to Alaska. We can figure out how to best use the facilities. 

Sincerely, 





What's Happening in t F  

. 3, NO. 15  -- MAY 3, 1995 

Proposed sales tax fails to pass; 16th Buffalo ' 

C city to cut services, facilities set to begin ir 
Ill1 I'IIIII ],'//I\ being closed. /ill //IIIO/~ 11rtlt I \Oil 

As most people in our community At  this point i t  is uncertain if Delta 's  own Buffalo Squares 
are aware, the sales and use tax any of tilese changes will take place Square and Round Dance Club will 

here before july 1, but tile possibility is host the 16th Annual Buffalo Wallow 
otes certainly square dance extravaganza, Friday 

Already various departments have tl1roug1l 26 29. 
This means city services will be been ,,,tailing spending, ~h~ R ~ ~ -  Approximately 350 guests will 

cut back and some services will cue squad did not upgrade their flock to Delta to enjoy dancing in 
become non-existent. Non-essential E M T ~  due to a lack of funds. ~l~~ the large gym at  the Delta School. 
services will, as should be, the first library went to llalf-time llours in They camp out in Recreational Ve- 
to go. These will be put on a priori- january and tile fire department Ilicles with meals prepared for them 
tized list and as the new budget is is really doing without tile essential by our club. We also indulge in much 
worked through will be cut or down- things tiley need to effec- after-hour "Dancing in the Dirt" 
sized. tively . and socializing. 

The services that will most likely City Hall office hours have been and Wecia' 
be affected include, but are not cut back due to cuts in staff and events will fill three days of the 
limited to: the electricity and ser- funding. city ~ ~ 1 1  will be open from biggest square and round dance 
vices a t  the park being shut down. 2 to 5 pm ~~~d~~ tl,rougll l+iday event in Alaska. The fourth day is 
the  television translators being for business. answering 
shut off, the hockey rink being will be installed to receive messages 
:lased, the library being closed in mornings. Leave a message if 
o m ~ l e t e l ~ ,  roads being maintained you would like your call returned. 
~ s s  and the Community Center 



and r e s ~ o n d  to several items in the 
most recent issue of the Delta Wind. 

Contrary to statements made by 
the DeltalGreely Community Coali- 
tion, the community is not 100 per 
cent behind them. I am firmly in - 
Tavor ot c~osing-v nr+ GE.& m 
vided that it will result in cost sav- 
ings to  the federal government. 
There are a lot of other people who 
-feel the same way, but w l d o n E t  
speak up F i a u s e  of the verbal and 
ptFs?cal ___ -- b o ~ f . 7 ~ - & - t e Z ~ B g a i n s  t 
them. - 

The Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission article in the Delta 
Wind did not mention cost savings 

?- 
--- -. 

S e r ~  - 4-operty value_? falling, 
a r  'de to go o n ~ o s t  and 

II 

/ 
]Wind 
I Knowles' "unique partnership with 

1 1  tlle military" is a thinly disguised 
I excuse for welfare writ large. 

I don't know if closing Greely 
will save money or not. If it will help 
reduce the cost of tlie federal beaura- 

/ cracy, and people still complain as 
I to how it will put a crimp in their 

lifestyle, try this: John Fitzgerald 
Kennedy said, "Ask not what your 
Country can do for you, ask what 
you can do for your Country ". 

Thank you, 
J W  Musgrove 

Thank You 
The Delta Chapter of the Kational 

Future Farmers of America (FFA) 
Organization would like to sincerely 
thank the businesses and people 
who donated items and gift certifi- 
cates for the Easter raffles. 

We would also like to thank vari- 
ous farms around the community 
for letting us use their livestock in 
an FFA judging contest. 

At  the Wrigley Pig Farm, the 
Delta and Palmer livestock judging 
teams looked a t  both market swine, 
and breeding gilt. Cows and heifers 
were judged a t  Scott Iiollenibaek's 
farm. New Hope Farms provided 
bred ewes for judging and the mar- 
ket steers were Russ Bowdre's. 

Team members would also like to 
mention their appreciation of Mr. 

- - Ken Krieg for donating his time 
and expertise to be the official judge 
of our contest. 

Michaele l o  Mandulak 

Dear Editor: 
I t  was an honor for me to partici- 

pate in tlie Delta town meeting 

* . '  - 
Each person who spoke was sup- 

ported by the community in a show 
of solidarity for Fort Greely to con- 
tinue to operate as  a full, trainiqg 
and testing base. This demonstra- 
tion could not be ignored by the 
powers from Washington, D.C. 

Altliougl~ the final outcome of the 
BRAC decision won't be made until 
July 1, I believe the people of Delta 
opened the eyes of the commission 
to the critical importance of Fort 
Greely to Delta. Everyone from 
school students, to farmers, to politi- 
cal leaders expressed their earnest 
desire to go forward into the future 
with a full-scale civilianlmilitary 
community. Additionally, through 
the efforts of your Delta Greely 
Community Coalition, armed with 
facts and figures, this realignment 
has an excellent chance of being 
reversed. 

During the past few months, I 
have traveled to Delta on five oc- 
casions and each time have been 
touched by the cohesion within the 
community on this single issue. I 
encourage you to keep up the pres- 
sure on the BRAC and never give up 
on your convictions for a full-scale 
base. Best wishes to each of you as 
we head into the summer and, as 
always, please feel free to contact 
me if I can be of assistance in this 
or any other matter. 

In friendship, 
Senator Georgianna Linco 

Editor's Desk. . 
on April 24. Under the threat of the ( 

Fort Greely "downsizing ", the citi- I'll have to limit myself to a cc 
two on L.M. Boyd's column thi 

zens of Delta came together as  a seems to me from my 4 
unified group and spoke eloquentlv . ,. , nt h~ d ~ ~ r ~ i t ~  in F a i b  



Delta Junction. Ak. 
April 29.1 995 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
Dear Mr. Dixon, 

Would you please discuss this letter with your fellow commissioners. 
I am not sure how I should approach your goup, no doubt you receive bags of mail 
from every community on your list. Hopefully, you have staff to research our concerns. 

In previous studies and base closure evaluations Fort Greely was always spared. 
Apparently, because it earned more "points" then this recent review. In those studies 
most done within the past ten years, Greely had more points then Fwt Richardson and 
Fort Wainwright when it came to air space, tank maneuverable terrain, testing / training 
area. So how does it happen that in this review. Greely earns less points ? Nothing 
has changed, in fact, both Wainwright and Richardson have lost some ranges since 
earlier reports ? Do you see my concern ? I believe General Needham has been 
working with " falsified data" and needs to review his staff competence and intent. 

I am also curious why the Air Force has been so quiet (1 guess they milst follow the 
Dept of Defense " party line"). Elemdorf Air base has been interested in expanding - 
the only land available is on the Fort Richardson reservation. This year they are 
planning to stretch out their runway onto Army land (pretense of "joint use"), if they 
need it, why not just give the whole enchilada to the USAF and move the Army to 
Fairbanks. Has this ever been a discussed cost savings decision ? 

In regards to savings, I really believe the Army is " off track " both in h c ~  severelv our 
communitv will be impacted and how much they will save. The stunt about extending 
our impact area all the way to the Canadian boarder ( the size of several states 
combined) was unexcusable. As far as savings go, the military has plans to continue 
training at Fart Greely, there is no where else that is even close in capability. SO WHY 
REBUILD EVERYTHING ELSEWHERE ? The General seems to enjoy the comfort of 
'town", who wouldn't ? Did the DOD mention to you , their plans to improve the golf 
course ($6.3 million) at Fort Richardson. They already have one (Fairbanks does not) 
but the " tees are too small". Did you know that this summer, they are improving their 
"halibut fishing camp" at Valdez (about $10 million). Why continue the cost charade ? 

My family hopes that before we have to go Chapter 11, ( Army will not be re~mbursing 
my home - I work in Delta) and move to who knows where, you will have examined the 
truth. Please advise the Defense Department that their argument for closing Fort 
Greely, Alaska makes no sense. Thank-you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

m 



1 ,  

May 15,1995 
and Commissioners, 

As the bombs exploded throughout Sunday night and early (2 to 4 AM) morning, 
I thought what a scam the Army is pulling on Fort Greely. I reread my letter to you 
folks and realized I made an error. I was angry about the disregard for savings and 
indicated that the Army is dumping ten million into a halibut fishing camp in Valdez, 
that was wrong. They already have a fish and boat rental in Valdez. The $10.4 million 
is going to upgrade a Fish camp in Seward (closer to Fort Richarclson). Check it out. 

I'll also include a couple of recent articles, describing just what we told you. The Fort 
Wainwright (FBKS) live firing range is too small and is a fire hazard and PR joke. Heck, 
you can see the soldiers shooting from the road. Fort Richardson i:s even smaller. 

The other article is demonstrating how both military post's need to train here. Why isn't 
the heavy artillery battalion based at Fort Greely (as the military rec:ommended in '91') 
vs Anchorage ? Obviously, they could better train and we have the housing and 
facilities to support them. Has anyone read the current and historical mission 
for Greely and Richardson ? Don't you feel this is a political game ? Ask Ted 
Steven's why he wants us to compromise our hopes. Give "Fort Rich" to the Air Force, 
they need it - Keep Greely Alive. 

Thanks again for your time. 
Respectfully, 

Katie ~inazzo 
PO box 1088 
Delta Junction, Ak. 99737 
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Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

May 1, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Alan Dixon, 

Unfortunately I was not able to attend the BRAC commissions recent visit to the 
DeltaIGreely area. As a result of your visit I hope you will take a serious look at the 
numbers used to make the decision to realign Ft. Greely. Considering the vast amount 
of land the military has in Alaska for training are on Ft. Greely it would make sense to 
keep the post in it's present state to continue to support these training efforts, 
especially in light of the option of moving the troops one hundred rniles away and then 
bringing them back for the necessary training. By the time you factor in the costs of 
building the new facilities on Ft. Wainwright and the high costs of bringing the troops 
up and down the road, I can hardly image there would be any savi~igs to the 
government. 

I would also like to emphasis that you are not merely realigning a rnilitary installation. 
You are realigning, or more appropriately "mothballing", a community. As National 
Public Radio stated "if there ever was a military town it would have to be Delta 
Junction". The numbers used to estimate the impact on this community need to be 
seriously looked at. Even a conservative estimate would put this realignment decision 
to impact at least 70% of the community. And this is a community that supports the 
military. The Army bombs, shoots cannons, conducts all sorts of training exercises and 
no one complains; nor does the city council require prior permissioln andlor permits 
like other installations do. We understand that we are a military t o \ ~ n  and support the 
military training. 

One of the strongest aspects this small community offers is the education that it 
provides to those that attend school here. We can, and do, offer the dependents of the 
military stationed here a high quality education. We have small classes in safe 



schools. This is probably one of the few places left that students ci3n go to school 
without worrying about guns, drugs and gangs in the school. The DeltdGreely 
schools may be giving the military dependents the best education lthat they will get in 
their young lives. The value of that cannot be underestimated. Through the years it 
has been my impression that the military has focused on the need for a strong family 
structure that will offer the opportunity of success for it's dependents. What else truly 
offers the chance for success than a quality education like students get in the 
DeltalGreely school district? 

I appreciated you taking the time to visit the DeltaJGreely area. I hope your visit has 
prompted your reconsideration of the realignment of Ft. Greely. It is not only a matter of 
what Ft. Greely offers to the economy of this area, the true costs of maintaining this 
post, but your decision should also include what this community offers to the military 
and its dependents. This small, isolated community is truly a community that is 
dependent on one another. We certainly do not have the large voiting population or 
political clout of other big installations, but it doesn't mean we are less important. 
There has been a great deal of speculation as to the political reasons why Ft. Greely 
ended up on the list. I hope you can look beyond those reasons and see the true 
costs, overall importance and value of keeping this installation and community as it 
presently is. 

Sincerely, 

w 
Gary Cooper 
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Dclta Junct~c~n C I I ~  Council 
Dcltal(;rcrly S'ho1.11 D~srnct 
Delta Ch-uhrr : J  Cdrnrncrcc 
Dcltana Conin~u~l~ty  Corpvrni~on 
Della C'haptcr. harm t7ure.t~ 

DeltaiGreely Cornmuniby Coalition dlT (+ 
P.O. Box 780 :c.' 

A c ; / i  c) 
Clcc~a  P.  Barpcr, P~.~.$idec~t  

Tc.1; ':M?-Sd)5-4 142 
FA);: 8')5-1506 

Kay Waxlndf. Vicc-Prcs. 
Cliarlrc Forck. ScclTrrr 

RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, DOD has recommended the realignment of Fort Greely; and 

HEREAS, the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition has successfully established 
that the military testing and training missions cannot adequately be 
accomplished by SAFARI; and 

m, the military value of Fort Greeiy is without doubt significant; and 

WHEREAS, the savings if Fort Greely were realigned is nonexistent; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Greely's realignment will have severe economic impact on 
Delta Junction; and 

WHEREAS, the Coalition recognizes the difficult task of reducing military 
expenditures with which the BRAC Commission has been charged; 

W R E F O R E  be it resolved that 

A. Fort Greely should be removed from the list and if possible future 
drawdowns without BRAC approval should be prevented and 

€3, if the decision is made to keep Fort Greely on the list, a slow track is 
requested to give our community time to develop an economic development plan 
and 

C. If the final decision is made to keep Fort Greely on the list, it is 
requested that the Commission provide for the greatest possit,le joint utilization 
of Fort Greely by the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition for ecor~omic recovery. 

Adopted by the DeltaiGreely Community Coalition on May 8, 1995. 

On behalf of the DeltaIGreely Community Coalition: ~~+ f &-LJ 
Cleeta P. Barger 
President 
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LETTERS EDIT( 

Greely boondoggle 
April 20, 1995 

To the editor: 
It's been interesting reading the 

suggestions fo r  Delta Junction, 
should the military go through with 
its plan to dismantle Fort Greely. 
Advocates for a prison, bud farms, 
and wind power miss the point. It's 
not that Delta residents don't have 
the imagination to come up with vi- 
able economic solutions. It's a lot 
more  simple: the Army doesn't 
want to give up any property. 

Out of the  million plus ac res  
available to them in Alaska more 
than half is on Fort Greely. Where 
else can you fly fast and low, bomb, 
fire missiles, mortars, heavy artil- 
lery, and God knows what else with- 
out dealing with the public rela- 
t i o n s  a n d  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  
headaches  so  common to Fa i r -  
banks and Anchorage. On top of 
this, the Army will forever be the 
custodian of the "sealed" nuclear 
power plant on post. No, this area 
will be used more now than ever. 
Think of the potential issues facing 
Korea, the former Soviet Union, 
and China. There is nowhere else in 
t h e  world that  has  the terrain,  
temperature, and strategic train- 
ing or testing capabilities of Fort 
Greely. As far  a s  cold weather re- 
search, Fairbanks was tried before 
but it did not have the area to do it 
properly. 

Not only is the Army demonstrat- 
ing no obligation to the small com- 
munity that has grown up support- 
ing it, but there is little evidence to 
prove any real cost savings. Over- 
all personnel will not be significant- 
lp reduced. Many suspect it will 
eventually cost more in time, cash, 
and wear-and-tear to safar i  sol- 
d i e r s  and equipment  to Greely 
training grounds from Anchorage 
and Fairbanks. It  will cost more to 
support and supervise these new 
"highwaymen" and rebuild the 
s a m e  faci l i t ies  (e .g . ,  housing,  
office space) we already have, else- 
where. I doubt savings has been a 
concern to these anonymous plan- 
ners. The whole process appears to 
be a deceptive but politically well- 
executed plan to allow command 
t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  l i v e  i n  
Anchorage. 

This mission is heading for fai- 
lure but no one will realize it until 
the damage is done and the money 
blown. Delta will suffer (our real 
estate values have already nose- 
dlved) and those involved in this de- 
cision will have long gone. We hope 
that the BRAC process this coming 
Monday will helpseparate the facts 
from fiction. 
Respectfully. - -. 

April 26, 1995, 

Dear BRAC Commissioners, 
Here are a few "clippings" since your visit. 
Thank-you for your time and effort. 

~a;et Potwin - Delta Jct. 
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PLEADING THEIR CASE-Hundreds  of r e s i d e n t s  of Delta a n d  Fort Lincoln, D-Rampar t ,  a n d  m e m b e r s  of t h e  Delta J u n c t i o n  ~ o m r n u n -  
Gree ly  a t t e n d  a m e e t i n g  wi th  t h e  B a s e  R e a l i g n m e n t  a n d  C losu re  ity Coal i t ion p r e s e n t e d  a r g u m e n t s  t o  try t o  p e r s u a d e  t h e  c o m m i s -  
C o m m i s s i o n  a t  Del ta  High S c h o o l  M o n d a y  a f t e r n o o n .  N u m e r o u s  s i o n  t o  r e c o n s i d e r  t he i r  c u r r e n t  p lan t o  close Fort Greely .  
m e m b e r s  of t h e  c o m m u n i t y ,  G o v .  T o n y  Knowles .  R e p .  G e o r g i a n n a  

Delta turns out in force for Greely 
By IAN CARROLL 
Staff Wr~ier 

DELTA JUNCTION-When the government van 
c a w i n g  Al Cornena and Rebecca Cox turned from 
the Richardson Highway onto the road to Delta Junc. 
tion High School. Debra Diviney was waiting in her 
parked Bronco ready to honk. 

"SaveDelta,"sheshouted a t  the gray van, wavlng 
also to friends a s  a steady s t ream of cars passed and 
honked back a t  her.  

As the van carrying CorneUa and Cox-members 
of the Pentagon-appointed base closure and realign- 
ment commission--turned into the school parking 
lot. 80 middle and high school students with picket 
signs were waitlng. They had un t t en  essays on why 
Fort Greely should be kept open. keeping them out of 
the afternoon's classes. 

The traffic was  headed for the school gym. where 
the commission was scheduled to spend about 90 
minutes in a rare  public hearing before a town facing 
a base cutback. 

Greeting the commission were more than 500 resi- 
dents of the city of about 4.000. many ready to give a 
dozen reasons why the Army should stay a t  Fort 
Greely. The list of speakers included Gov. Tonv 
Knowles. 

It was the fifth such meeting between government 
officials and angry residents looking for answers 
s ince  F e b .  28, when Army Maj. Gen. Thomas 
Needham announced that Fort Creely was on a list 
of bases f a c n g  cutbacks. 

Monday's meeting. however. was the largest of 
them all. 

"I never seen a crowd like this before." said Fort 

Greely plumber Dennis Sherrill as  he stepped our of 
the family van he parked behlnd a line of cars a 
half-mile from the school. 

"The people of Delta want it to accomplish some. 
thing." Sherrill sard. 

The Delta Junction Community Coalition. which 
wants to keep Fort Greeiy open. told the commis- 
sion: to remove Greeiy from theclosure and realign- 
ment list and prevent future drawdourn without com- 
m~ssion approval: if Greely remained on the list. to 
move umts out slow!y so the community has t ~ m e  to 
plan; and if Greely is realigned, to help the commun- 
ity use post facilitres to develop commerce and eco- 
nomic development. 

Coalition members also made it clear they felt the 
post provides uniaue facil~tles the Army needs. such 

See DELTA. Page A-8 



" Our tees are small, our greens are small 
and our drainage is not good " - Kt. Colonel &?ablyon 

Tort K'ic~?avdsou 

/May 28,1995 
Dear Commissio~ers, 

4t the momeut 9 am ~ e ~ d i ~ g  you this copy you are iu Sau ~~vaucisco heariug 
the facts about why 7ort Greely shou/d rem aivl opevl. 

7ort Nichardsou has beeu ou the cut list each go arouud but- wheu the smoke 
cleared this tiwe i t  was Greely. As we have beeu sayiug all ~?lovlg the ovlly 
reasou 70rt Greely has beeu put ou this list is to keep 7ort K'ichardsou alive. 
We have devnoustvcited there is uo strategic tmiuiug or cold weather testiug 
advautage to realiguiug 7ovt Gveely. There is uo cost saviucj aud it will 
devastate our cornvnu~ity. We have uo golf course. 'The Ar;iy plavls (it has uo 
choice) to use the Greely resewation uow, more  the^ ever. 

Geueral Needham aud his staft simply like the good life iu dgwutowu 
Anchorage (Theatre, /Malls, N~S~CIMYCIM~S).  They "cooked thcl books" to 
disguise this fact. This receut article ivl the Alaska Army paper demoustmtes 
how serious high command is about saviugs. Does the avevage soldiev play 
golf? Does i t  matter that the greeus are only good for less theu three mouths 
due to suow aud vain ? Doles it matter t h ~ t  vnost of the tvoo,gs me iu 
7airbauks ? No, but let's speud mother six milliou. 9s tmth aud houesty 
goiug to wiu this time or is i t  politics as usual ? 

please ask the important questions. 

Siucev el y, 

/%liudy Eaglesto~l 
PO. k j '~x 722 
Delta Wuctiou, 4k .  

99137 





Delta Junction, Ak. 
A ~ r i l  29.1 995 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
Dear Mr. Dixon, 

Would you please discuss this letter with your fellow commissioners. 
I am not sure how I should approach your goup, no doubt you receive bags of mail 
from every community on your list. Hopefully, you have staff to research our concerns, 

In previous studies and base closure evaluations Fort Greely was always spared. 
Apparently, because it earned more "points" then this recent review. In those studies 
most done within the past ten years, Greely had more points then Fwt Richardson and 
Fort Wainwright when it came to air space, tank maneuverable terrain, testing I training 
area. So how does it happen that in this review, Greely earns less coints ? Nothing 
has changed, in fact, both Wainwright and Richardson have lost some ranges since 
earlier reports ? Do you see my concern ? I believe General Needham has been 
working with " falsified data" and needs to review his staff competence and intent. 

I am also curious why the Air Force has been so quiet (I guess they must follow the 
Dept of Defense " party line"). Elemdorf Air base has been interestea in expanding - 
the only land available is on the Fort Richardson reservation. This year they are 
planning to stretch out their runway onto Army land (pretense of "joint use"), if they 
need it, why not just give the whole enchilada to the USAF and move the Army to 
Fairbanks. Has this ever been a discussed cost savings decision ? 

In regards to savings, I really believe the Armv is " off track " both in how severely our 
communitv will be impacted and how much thev will save. The stunt about extending 
our impact area all the way to the Canadian boarder ( the size of several states 
combined) was unexcusable. As far as savings go, the military has plans to continue 
training at Fort Greely, there is no where else that is even close in capability. SO WHY 
REBUILD EVERYTHING ELSEWHERE ? The General seems to enjoy the comfort of 
?own", who wouidn't li Did the DOD mention to you , their plans to improve the golf 
course ($6.3 million) at Fort Richardson. They already have one (Fairbanks does not) 
but the " tees are too small". Did you know that this summer, they are improving their 
"halibut fishing camp" at Valdez (about $10 million). Why continue the cost charade ? 

My family hopes that before we have to go Chapter 11, ( Army will not be reimbursing 
my home - I work in Delta) and move to who knows where, you will halve examined the 
truth. Please advise the Defense Department that their argument for closing Fort 
Greely, Alaska makes no sense. Thank-you for your time. 

Sincerely, +-w 

















24 April 1995 

Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moorest, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

My name is Lisa Crusberg. I am a resident of Delta Junction, Alaska. 
I am writing to you out of concern for the resent proposed realignment of 
Fort Greely, Alaska by the BRAC. 

My husband was an Army veterinarian for seven years. I have been a 
civil servant since 1979. We were last stationed at Fort Wainwright, 
Alaska from 1988-1993.   no wing we were to leave the Army in February 1994 
we scouted many communities in search of a perfect town that we could call 
nome. Ueita Junction was that perfect ?own. I could continue my civil 
service career while my husband established a private veterinary practice. 

We desired a town where our children could go to a great school 
without the fear of drugs, gang violence, and crime associated with large 
cities. After moving constantly with the Army, we were looking forward to 
country living and stability for the kids. There is a very strong 
community bond in Delta Junction. Much of the civilian population is 
retired or previous military. Everyone seems to have something in common. 
The town of Delta Junction basically grew up around Fort Greely and has 
always been an active participant in military activities as do the military 
with civilian activities. We seeR to feed off each other. This will be a 
very lonely place without Fort Greely and all the wonderful soldiers and 
their families. They have become endeared friends to many. 

Convinced this was the town for us, we started a small business, we 
purchased a home, established what we thought were roolzs in a community and 
felt secure in our decision. In less than 6 months this dream has all but 
been shattered with the DODts announcement of realignment. If we had any 
idea of what was to come we never would have invested all that we have in 
this community. We've wasted our last move from the Army that would have 
been better put to use had we only known. Over 75% of this town will have 
t,? - r r r r r l )  azd seek employment elsewhere. Our homes will be worthless to us. 
Our children will again be asked to give up everything they hold dear just 
because of the Army and its decision to not support a valuable testing 
post. I urge the BRAC to reconsider the actual impact of the Fort Greely 
realignment on our small but very productive communityh The result would 
be devastating to us. (More like a state of emergency.) The local 
community poured all their efforts into the post and opened their arms to 
the military. This is what they get in return? Stop this realignment 
while you still can. Instead of realigning, encourage growth of Fort 
Greely and its modern testing facilities! Make a decision we can all be 
proud of. 

Thank you for sending BRAC representation to Delta Junction to listen 
to our side of the issue. I hope they were here with open minds, ears, and 
hearts. 

Lisa Crusberg - Delta Junction, AK 



PO Box 726 
Davenport, WA 99122 
April 3, 1995 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sirs, 

My family and 1 would llke to go on record indicating our fervent opposition to the proposed closure of 
Fort Greely at Delta Junction, Alaska. If you proceed with this action, you will atuse the economic death 
of Delta Junction and its 3000 residents. It has no other economy. It cannot be compared to a city of 
300,000 or even a town of 30,000. It will be wiped off the map. The economic impact will be devastating 
and final. 

Any recent economic impact study done would have to indicate the inescapable fact that Delta Junction's 
existence is intertwined with Fort Greely. 

Please DO NOT realign Fort Greely to a "warm" status. 

Enclosed are copies of letters my family and I have sent to U.S. Senators Stevens, Murkowski, U. S. 
Representative Young, Governor Knowles, Alaska's governor, Alaska DNR, Alaska's representative and 
senator for the Delta Junction area. 

The future of an entire community is in your hands. Please do not destroy it! 

dr. James B. Goodman and Family 



P. 0. Box 726 
Davenport, WA 99122 

Sen. Ted Stevens 
522 Hart Bldg. 
Washington, D.C. 205 10-0201 

Dear Senator Stevens, 

I was in total shock and Qsbelief when I heard that Fort Greely, Alaska was on the "lut" list for base 
closure or "realignment." As the senior republican senator of the state, you are well aware that Delta 
Junction's main source of employment is Fort Greely. Over one half of the town is employed there. Delta 
Junct~on as a community will Qe, if something is not done to stop t h s  travesty. 

I rcalixe that in terms of votes, Delta's population docs not have much clout. Howevcr, 1 can't believe you 
would let a whole town die. Anchorage and Fairbanks have many viable economies without the Army or 
Air Force. Delta does not. Many business people in Delta have invested deatrly in that community to 
provide services for the people in that area and for the military. They will not be able to survive without 
Fort Greely. 

We know the vast majority of people in the Delta area. They are by and large good, honest people, the 
lund of people who make a "great" community to live in. They are willing 1.0 accept cuts in their finances 
as the Republicans "Contract with America" calls for. However, putting Fort Greely on a warm status is 
doing more than making them take their fair share of cuts: it is killing thern and their community. 

The people in Delta have always accepted the military. Granted they have gained the money the military 
brings into a community. But they have also accepted all the bad incluhng aerial bombing and artillery, 
during all hours of the day and night, the influence of young solders, etc. 

Now the Army wants to realign Ft. Greely to a "warm" status. Why a warn1 status? There are 2 very 
obvious reasons: (1) the Army knows that d it "closes" Fort Greely, they will be required to clean up all 
the nuclear waste, all the asbestos in the bulldmgs, thousands of unspent ordnances lying over 700,000 
acres of land, and even nerve gas canisters. But by leaving Ft. Greely with a few personnel on "warm" 
status, they believe they will not be required to clean up all thls eco-pollution. (2) the Army also knows 
that if they close Fort Greely they could easily lose the 700.000 acres of state land adjoining Fort Greely. 
Thev presently use this land for all military exercises for Ft. Greely, Ft. Ric:hardson, Ft. Wainwright, 
~ ie l son  and Elmendorf. this is the largest piece of land available for U.S. military training anywhere in 
the world. The Army has use of h e  700,000 acres via a land use agreement with the state of Alaska 
administered by Alaska's Department of Natural Resources. Can the Army and Air Force afford to lose 
this land? Hell No! 

So they pull a sleazy trick llke putting Fort Greely on a "warm status so they can keep the land (yet lull 
the town and its people). Are you as one of only three national representa~tives for Alaska going to let m s  
happen? We don't want to hear that you can't do anything about it. This. is a Republican controlled 
Congress and you are a senior Republican. If Fort Greely was in West Virginia, you can bet Senator Byrd 
would keep it from closing. Do what is needed to keep this town from dy~ng. 

A question that we keep hearing is why wasn't Fort &chardson closed. We all know that it would not 
significantly affect Anchorage's economy. Fort Richardson's land is desired by both Elmendorf and the 
urban area of Anchorage. It provides no strategic importance. In other n'ords, Fort &chardson is a 
perfect canddate for closure. But no! Fort Greely is instead unexplainably put on a "warm" status. And 
the community of Delta Junction is destroyed. 



Is Fort Greely and its 700,000 acres of training area of strategic importance? Yes! Is Fort Greely the 
main economic factor to the Delta Junction community? Yes! Is there still a major thueat from the post 
communist countries? Yes! 

So how can you in good conscience pmcipate in the closure of Fort Greely? How can you participate in 
destroying this Alaskan town and its people? 

The people in Delta all seem to agree that you should either use Fort Greely as it was intended or it should 
be totally closed (not put on a "warm" status so the military can "have their cake and eat it too.") Either 
keep Fort Greely open and totally functioning or force the army to close it, clean it un. and vive UD their 
700.000 acre ~lavnround! At least then, the community of Delta can use the buildin~gs and land for a 
correctional facility, or a prison, or a Native college, etc. Obviously the first and best choice is to keep 
Fort Greely open and fully functioning. However, if that is not possible, then close it --lock stock and 
barrel! No "warm" status. 

Just from a budgetary point of view, it would be much cheaper to keep Fort Greely operational at 75-100% 
capacity than to clean it properly and close it. And those should be the only 2 op001as you consider. 

It would be refreshing to know that you are making a concerted effort to help the people of Delta Junction 
to save Fort Greely. That you care about all your constituents not just your votes fr<)m the big cities. 

Please do what you can to keep Greely open and operational at or near 100% and /or close it entirely and 
turn the base into somehng productive and a source of employment. I personally .would have trouble 
living with myself if I knew I was somehow responsible for the death of a community. Please restore my 
faith in you and the government by keeping Fort Greely operational at or near 100% of its capacity in 
terms of troops and civilians. 

Your help in thls situation is appreciated. Please send me further communication lio let me know what 
you are doing and intend to do about this issue. 

Sincerely, 

Jim and Jane 



PO Box 726 
Davenport, WA 99122 

Governor Tony Knowles 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Dear Govenor Knowles. 

Enclosed is a letter sent to U. S. Senator Stwens ( with similar letters sent to Senator Murkowski and 
Representative Young). It is imperative that the state of Alaska come to the aid cf the small town of Delta 
Junction in their time of need. If Fort Greely is allowed to realign to a so-called "warm status" it could 
mean the economic death of Delta Junction and the surrounding area. 

My family and I lived in the Delta Junction area from 1975 through 1992 and operated a successful 
business there. We still have many friends and business interests in the Delta artxi. Therefore. I am 
writing to express my deep concern over the potential realigning of Fort Greely and its horrendous effect 
on Delta Junction. 

My major question to the state of Alaska is why are you letting this happen? The answer is alwavs there is 
nothing we can do to prevent it. However. I beg to differ. 

Via a land use agreement with the state of Alaska. which is on file with the DNR. the Army (and the Air 
Force) lease and have primary use of 700.000 acres in and around Fort GreelyIDelta Junction. This is the 
largest continuous land mass available for U. S. military training in the world. Obviously this is not 
something the military wants to lose. That's why Ft. Greely is being realigned (to "warm" status) and not 
closed. 

Your job should be to get a copy of this document. study it. and find out where the Army is breaching this 
agreement by putting Greely on a "warni" status. this land that the state of Al-lska owns and thc Army 
wants to use should be used as a bargaining chip to save Delta Junction and the 3.000 people in the area. 
You as the representative of the people of this area MUST make sure that the state of Alaska puts the 
Army on notice that if the Army realigns Greely they will not have their 700,ClOU acre playground to use at 
their whim. 

It is imperative that you and your staff find out the numerous ways the Army is breaking its land use 
agreement. For example, I know that the agreement requires the Army to keep a fire suppression crew on 
alert at Greely to suppress any fires caused by military training and bombing. Well. if Greely is put on 
"warm" status. there will be no fire crew and yet. there will SttTTk lots of fire potential because the 
training and bombing will continue (business as usual!). Don't believe that they can suppress fires from 
Wainwright or Eiclson 

Of course, another reason why the militav want to realign and not close Fort Greely is to avoid the multi- 
million dollar clean up costs. "Warm" status means the Army will keep only 2 or 3 military personnel at 
Fort Greely. Supposedly by keeping the base "warm," the military can avoid cleaning up its nuclear 
wastes, the asbestos in the builQngs, the thousands of unspent ordnances alld eyen the nerve gas 
canisters. What an ecological mess! At the same time. the warm status prevents the base being used as a 
correctional facility. or native college or anything else that would help the economy. 

It is for this reason that the people in Delta feel Fort Greely should either be used as originally intcnded 
or completely closed. None of this "warm" status sham! Obviously the first and best option is to kcep Ft. 
Greely operating. But if that is impossible (Heaven Forbid!) then the milititry should close it. 

Please read and study the land use agreement. Don't give up and say there is nothing you can do. because 
I know that is not true. But on the other hand don't just give it lip service. This is not something that 



Please read and study the land use agreement. Don't give up and say there is nothing: you can do, because 
I know that is not true. But on the other hand don't just give it lip service. This is not something that can 
be put on the back burner. Something needs to be done rapidly to prevent extermination of the 
community of Delta. Please let me know in writing what you are doing. 

Sincerely, 
A 

~bmes B. Goodman, DDS 



PO Box 726 
Davenport, WA 99122 
April 3, 1995 

State of Alaska DNR 
Juneau. AK 99801 

Dear Sirs, 

I am writing in regards to the recent announccrnent that Fort Greely. Alaska was to bc realigned to a 
"warm" status. I am enclosing letters that have been sent to state and federal represcntatives. senators, 
and commissions that need to be informed of the economic impact this status would have on the 
community of Delta Junction. 

Please read the enclosed letters and do what you can to prevent this from happen] ng. Your help in this 
matter is appreciated. 

Above all, please let the Army know that you will revoke their land use agreement for the 700,000 acres of 
land around DeltaFort Greely that is presently being used for training. As I dsc ussed thoroughly in the 
encloscd letters. there are obvious breaches In this agreement by the Army due to the realignment. If they 
want to put Ft. Greely on a "warm" status and kill the town of Delta. then the DldR should take away their 
700.000 acre playground. 

You must react now and decisively. Please let me know specifically what action you are taking. 

Sincerely, 

QkY L 
Dr. Jim Goodman 



20 March 1995 

Mr. William Clinton 
President of the United States 
White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington D C 20500 

Dear Mr. President, 

I am currently one of your federal workers waiting out the 
final decision of the BRAC Commission determining the fate of our 
future. 

There are many articles in our local newspapers, local radio 
and television programs and visitors speculating'on what may or 
may not become of Fort Indiantown Gap in Annville, PA. These 
articles keep stating we have NO MILITARY VALUE to offer and the 
little we do have can be transferred to Fort Dix, NJ, Fort Drum, NY 
or Fort AP Hill, VA. 

Just the other day, a Harrisburg Patriot News writer made a 
statement that has been on my mind ever since I read the article. 
It said that EVERY president has accepted the BRAC Commissionfs 
recommendation. You are not like EVERY president. You came to us 
from a background like many of us who must work for what we want to 
achieve. This article mentioned the fact that when the 
recommendation goes to Congress and Senate for their review, it 
will automatically become law if they don't act on it and let it go 
by the wayside. Will you get them to at least take a good honest 
look at it instead of ignoring their responsibilities. Please help 
the many people who are going to be affected in this nation's 
downsizing of the military facilities that provide support to the 
weekend troops. 

I am just asking you to consider a few things before you sign 
your name to their final recommendation. 

FIRST - Fort Indiantown Gap is a weekend and annual training 
base for your reserve and national guards to train. We have very 
few active military units assigned to us. We have the U.S. 
Garrison Unit consisting of soldiers on active duty who are the 
overseer of the very important part of training our reserve and 
guard members. We also have the Readiness Group and the 56th 
Ordnance Det (EOD). The 56th Ordnance Det (E0D)'s mission is to 
pre-inspection Camp David, Site-R at Fort Ritchie and the United 
Nations prior to a major event or a VIP visit for bugs, bombs, etc. 

I am the Chief of the Plans and Operations Division, 
Directorate of Logistics, and directly involved in the interaction 
between the units training and mobilizing at the llGAP1l. The units 



&oming to Fort Indiantown Gap are not just army national guard and 
" reserve soldiers. We provide support to many marine units as well 
as Army, Navy and Air Force ROTC within the First A,rmy Region. We 
even have your White House Communications Agency come to us once or 
twice a year to train for approximately two to three weeks at a 
time. The FBI also uses our facilities to train their SWAT teams. 

When you look at the number of "weekendm military members who 
have the opportunity to utilize Fort Indiantown Gap, you would see 
the numbers are high. You will see times when we h~ave a very slow 
weekend, but we usually can give an explanation. If Monday is a 
holiday, most reserve and guard units try to give their unit the 
three day holiday and schedule training on another weekend within 
the month. This will effect our numbers and show as a slow time 
frame. But if you look at the other weekends you will see larger 
numbers. These units must still get their training in within the 
month. Therefore, we have some exceptional heavy times with as 
many as 10,000 military training on a weekend. Usually, during the 
months of November through February we may have up to 15 to 20 
units train. When the weather starts to break, all the other units 
start to return and we become very busy. 

We also provide support for units performing their two week 
commitment for annual training. This support usually picks up in 
numbers about the middle of May and slows down by the end of 
August. The installation gets augmented soldiers and summer hires 
to increase our staff so we can do our mission during the peak time 
of the year. Other than that, we do it with just a few civilians 
in the workforce. 

SECOND - With the Active Army Garrison in charge of the 
installation, all units regardless of being guard, reserve, ROTC, 
army, navy, air force or marine, get treated alike without 
preference of who gets what. They are all our customers and we 
take pride in supporting them with the facilities and training 
expertise we have to offer. 

THIRD - If Fort Indiantown Gap has no military value in the 
eyes of the BRAC Commission, these military units will have to go 
somewhere for support and training. Can Fort Dix, Fort Drum or 
Fort AP Hill provide the same type support with so few dollars as 
we are doing. 

FOURTH (and last) - We are a mobilization station with about 
130 units consisting of approximately 25,000 strenqth upon a full 
mobilization assigned to us. During Desert Storm, we did mobilize 
17 units and demobed 22 units without a lot of temporary hiring and 
we still continued supporting weekend and annual training. I can 
brag about our staff, "WE DID A GOOD JOBN. Just ask the people we 
mobilized. These units consisted of 3 truck companies (181 
soldiers each unit); 1 field hospital (400 soldiers); 3 military 
police units (150 each unit); 1 engineering battalion (700 
soldiers); 1 maintenance unit (400 soldiers) plus several others in 
various types. There was a lot of rolling stocl: needing to be 
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. in>pected, repaired and prepared to deploy. Wc? performed this 
mission in a very professional manner and got our units to the 
theater on time and with "workingu equipment. When the units got 
to port, not one piece of equipment needed to be pushed on the 
ship. All our equipment was I1driven" on board. We hear horror 
stories from soldiers of their experiences with other mobilization 
stations. This aspect of the decision should be looked upon and 
considered when making the final list of base clclsures. 

I will not go into all we have to offer as far as facilities 
and expertise in ttaining, and why we should stay status quo, 
because I feel you as my President will be thorough in gathering 
data before you accept their recommendation and forwarding on to 
the Congress. 

Thank you for reading my letter and please donlt change your 
stand on your policies. Even though my job is on the line, I feel 
you will do whatts best for our country and we will survive. I 
cannot just stand by without voicing my opinion om this matter. 

This is what AMERICA is all about. The military is important and 
training is VERY important. Units cannot always do their field 
training in an armory or reserve center just so money can be saved. 
They must go to the field and be taught skills and learn them well 
if we are to continue to be strong in defense. 

Sincerely, 

d! . /p4m Dix'e Lee ~aspef 

13d0 E. ~ercher' Ave, Lot #80 
Myerstown, PA 17067 
(717) 866-9237 

Work - HQ, Fort Indiantown Gap 
Chief, Plans & Operations Division 
1499 Hospital Road 
Annville, PA 17003-5026 
(717) 861-2517 
(DSN) 491-2517 
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Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Britta Brackney 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Britta Brackney, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltaJGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta / Greely, exemplific?~ the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles avvay, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housing for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decisio~i from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

J 

Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Ms. Rebecca G. Cox 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Ms. Rebecca G. Cox, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltaIGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities; as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta / Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles avsay, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housing for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the proc:ess? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decisiori from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

'4 

Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Mr. Alton W. Cornelia 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Alton W. Cornelia, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltalGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta 1 Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles away, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housing for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decision from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

' J  
Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Mr. S. Lee King 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. S. Lee King, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltaJGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta / Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles away, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housling for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decisior~ from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

- 
Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Alan Dixon, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltaJGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military' dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltaIGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta 1 Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on tho cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles away, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and hous~lng for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decision from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

J 

Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Rear Admiral Benjamin Montoya, U.S. Navy Ret. 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Rear Admiral Benjamin Montoya, U.S. Navy Ret., 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltaJGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of ithe DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta I Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles away, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housing for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the proc~ess? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decision from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

3 I 

Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Maj. Gen. Joe Robles 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Maj. Gen. Joe Robles, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltdGreely community depends on one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta 1 Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles away, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housing for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not surwive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decision from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

I 

Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1995 

Gen. James B. Davis, USAF Ret. 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Gen. James B. Davis, USAF Ret., 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltdGreely community depends or1 one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta / Greely, exemplifiers the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown arid developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles awisy, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housi~ig for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decision from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely , 

Gary Cooper 



Gary Cooper 
HC 60 Box 3530 

Delta Jct., AK 99737 
907-895-4577 

April 9, 1 995 

Ms. Wendy L. Steele 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. , Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Ms. Wendy L. Steele, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your recent decision to realign Ft. Greely. I can 
say without hesitation that the DeltdGreely community depends 011 one another more 
so than any other community I have ever lived in. Being a military dependent while 
growing up I had the opportunity to live in many such communities as this one, so I do 
feel qualified to comment on this point. I am now an employee of the DeltdGreely 
School District, which even by it's name, Delta / Greely, exemplifies the joint nature of 
this area. We are a very small, rural, community that has grown and developed 
together. Realigning this post will have a devastating effect on the cooperative nature 
and dependency that exists between the Ft. Greely and Delta Jct. 

This area has proven to be an outstanding training area, which is presumably why the 
plan is to relocate most of Ft. Greely to Ft. Wainright, 100 miles away, and bring the 
troops back here to train. We already have the facilities and housing for this mission, 
why not let the troops stay here and save a community in the process? 

We are so small and isolated that this area simply will not survive such a major 
reduction to the work force. I urge you to reconsider your decisior~ from both a 
practical and humanistic point of view. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Cooper 
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P.O. Box 1245 
Delta Junction, Alaska 99737 
(907) 895-4286 
March 8, 1995 

Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 
The recent proposal to downsize Fort Greely to 10% of its current level will have no 

economic impact on Anchorage and, since much of the activity will be transferred to 
Fort Wainwright, will have a positive impact on Fairbanks. The proposal will devastate 
the economy of the Delta JunctionIFort Greely community since Greely is the only 
major employer in a 100 mile radius. We urge you to hold hearings and investigations 
on the impact of this proposal in the DeltaIGreely community, and not in a city that has 
nothing to lose or may gain from this action. 

Respectfully, 

,& - 
Whit ~illau?--,- cindyfou Aillaud 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 17, 1995 

Mr. and Mrs. Whit Aillaud 
P.O. Box 1245 
Delta Junction, AK 99737 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Aillaud: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignmer~t Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Ft. Greely and Ft. Wainwright. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 





Commissioner 

I realize that you have received hundreds of letters about the 
base realignment and closure list that the Department of Defense has 
~comrnendod. This is going to be a lot like many of those; however, it 
may provide an acceptable alternative for your consideration. 

This letter is in regard to the realignment of Ft. Greely, 
Alaska. The proposed realignment would effect a very small town called 
Delta Junction . This is the only town within a 75 mile radius of the post. 
It provides approximately 15 million dollars to the surrounding area, the 
realignment would result in a loss of 90% of these funds. Needless to say 
this would devastate our town due to the fact that for approximately seven 
months out of the year it is the only source of income in the area. For the 
rest of the year, during the summer months, the tourist industry provides 
a supplemental income to the area. The total population of this area is 
about 3700 people, men ,woman, and children, including the soldiers 
and their families stationed at Ft. Greely. According to the estimates put 
out by Major General Needham and his staff this would cause a loss of 969 
jobs. This exceeds 25% of the population. Assuming the national 
average of 2 children per family then there are only 1850 adult workers, 
then this would, under ideal conditions, exceed 50% of thrl job market. 
We do not live under Ideal conditions. When you have your delegation 
visit our area I believe you will be convinced of that fact. 

Alaska is a very unique place, towns do not run into other towns or 
cities. The nearest blg city is 104 miles away (Fairbanks) and the second 
one is 365 miles away, (Anchorage). These dimensions co l~ ld  be used to 
describe an entire state. Ft. Greely occupies 636,000 acret; of Alaska . It 
has been called by Chief of Staff Colin Powell, the best tra~ining area in the 
army inventory, and this statement has been reflected by other high 
ranking members of our armed forces. Ft. Greely is also the base for two 
tenant organizations, CRTA (Cold Region Test Activity) and NWTC 
(Northern Warfare Training Center). The plan is to move both to Ft. 
Wainwright, Alaska, 104 miles from our present location. 1411 activities of 
the organizations would then be "safari" type operations. Almost all of 
these activities occur during winter months, Sept. through1 mid-March. 
Convoys at that time of year have lead to many accidents, injuries, and 
even deaths. The cost to safarl a CRTA tests have always proved 
prohibitive, which is why CRTA has a permanent test location at Bolio 
Lake on Ft.Greely. General Needham and the planning staff have left no 
alternative but for both CRTA and NWTC to move away from these existing 
facilities with the stipulation that they be manned by two soldiers as 
caretakers, What a waste of two 6 million dollar test and training facilities. 
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The test activity has remained at Ft, Greely through the years 
because no other base or post possesses the stability of environmental 
factors required for sustained cold weather testing. A study that I 
happened to be part of when stationed with a military meteorological team 
proved that among the 26 bases and posts covered (all located in what 
was considered cold weather regions) Ft. Greely had the largest number 
of 6 hour cold blocks needed to perform the required tests at sustained 
temperatures. This is the BEST area to perform cold weathar test on 
equipment, weapon systems, clothlng, and vehicles. CRlrA has in the 
past supported all U.S. Armed Forces, special groups(Canadian, and 
6ritish)and government sponsored commercial projects. 

Now after going through that and havlng reviewed the "numbers" 
that are stated In the Base Study report there are a few discrepancies that 
should be noted. 

1. CRTA pays USARPAG 4.8 million dollars per year to off set 
base operation costs, yet there is no mention of this funding. 

2. The "numbers" fail to show that Ft. Greely has housing 
available for military, yet they want to build 20.3 million dollars worth of 
housing at Ft. Wainwright to provide space for the realignm~ent of troops. 
The 20.3 milllon dollar estimate was mentioned to the peopl~e during a 
town meeting by Senator Stevens. 

3. The supported population shown in the report shows 15 
people, as of this date there Is a list of over 150, mostly reitired military 
living in our rural area. 

4.The actual working population of Ft. Greely iis not 
accurately represented. There is, however, what seems to tre an attempt to 
bring these numbers more into line. There has been a noticeable increase 
of single soldiers showing up on post. Frorn a personal point of view it 
looks like an attempt to bring the numbers closer to the ones stated in the 
cobra report. 

5. 1 would suggest a reinspection of the numbers supplied to 
the Base Study group against the comptrollers books and the previous 
troop staffing to see if there is some sort of conflict between them. 

6. The total cost of moving CRTA and NWTC to Ft. Wainwright 
is actually estimated at 48.8 million dollars. This includes renovation and 
new construction but does not include the added cost of the safari type 
operations. 

THE ALTERNATIVE ! 

Several years ago the Army had a plan to move soldiers to 
Ft. Greely , in order to occupy existing housing, provide maintenance, and 
better training core facilities. This is still feasible today . According to the 
Dept. of Public Works there are several unoccupied family housing units 



on post, (70 as of the 28th of Feb.) there is  also two full unmanned 
barracks with two others partially occupied. All i n  all, enough room for a 
tactical maintenance group and a training howitzer platoon. 

This would defer the cost of building additional housing at Ft. 
Wainwright, utilize existing housing at Ft. Greely, the Maintenance group 
could service and maintain a stock pile of tactical weapons, and vehicles 
to be ready for training exercises thus cutting costs of movement on the 
roads, and with the existing air field no actual loss of mobility would be 
sacrificed. This would also mean that movement of the equipment by 
commercial carriers would be added to the savings, not to rnention ,the 
possibility in the reduction accidents, injuries, and needless deaths. 

Having a howitzer platoon at Ft. Greely would lagain save the 
cost of new housing , provide a core for other groups which would arrive 
for training exercises, joint maneuvers, and becoming familiar with the 
area could provide information to other units as to the terrain, areas of 
operation, and safety requirements. We had one incident when a mortar 
platoon, not familiar with the area fired upon a herd of buffitlo lying in the 
river bed, killing several animals. 

Leaving CRTA and NWTC at Ft. Greely would allow them to 
perform their mission without extra costs. 

WHAT IS BEST FOR THE ARMY ? 

IS IT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ARMY TO REALIGN THE 
BIGGEST, AND BEST TRAINING AREA IN THE ARMY INVENTORY 3 

IS IT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ARMY TO MOVE TWO TENANT 
ORGANIZATION AWAY FROM EXISTING FACILITIES AND INCURRING 
ADDITIONAL COSTS (48.8 MILLION DOLLARS ) NOT ONLY IN NEW 
CONSTRUCTION BUT IN CONTINUING COST IN SAFARI OPERATIONS 3 

IS IT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ARMY TO FULLY UTILIZE 
EXISTING RESOURCES BY MOVING KEY UNITS FROM ,CROWDED AREAS; 
(ANCHORAGE, FAIRBANKS) TO AREAS WHERE THE~RIWISSION IS 
UNLIMITED BY LAND AREA, FREE FROM ENCROACHING POPULATION, 
UNRESTRICTED ON AIR SPACE, AND INCREASING THE EFFICIENCY OF 
THE OVER ALL MISSION ? 

Well, I guess that about sums it up. I love our count~ry, America is 
the only place I have ever lived or wanted to live, I believe we are facing a 
huge problem when the number of men, who, are willing to1 fight and die 
for us are now being short changed by not being able to obtain the 
training and exercises necessary to perform their jobs with the best 
chance of survival. The inability of our arm forces to bring a swift and 



decisive victory is not just an apparition, our U.N. forces ncl longer have 
this capability , either by numbers, by equipment, or by leadership. The 
last two encounters have shown us these facts. The only way to ensure 
the security of America is to keep our army in a higher state of readiness 
through training, provide them with the best equipment through testing 
and evaluation, and pray that their leaders make the right decisions. 

Daniel E. Lucas 
P.O. Box 1085 
Delta Junction, Alaska 99737 
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NEW CONSTRtJCTION AND RENOVATION REQUIREMENTS TO 
SUPPORT CLOSING OR WARM BASING FORT CRIEELY & 

\- -... RELOCATlNG CRTA/NWTC TO FORT WAINWRIGHT 

(A1lprojecr.t are rhe direel re.uulr ofrestationing elements of CRl'/L/'WTCg m' Forr Wuinrvrighr 
nnd inactivafing Fort Greely.) 

Mofor Pool (CRTA) $1 0.OM 
Inactivating or warm basing Fort Greely wiIl cause component parts of Cold Regions Test 
Activity (CRTA) to relocate to Fori Wainwright, This facility will provide motor pool suppon to 
CRTA for vehicledequipnreni in $upport of organic and devcloprnental rest activities. This 
faciliry is required ro meet maintcnancc and testing activities throt~ghout ihc year and extreme 
low temperatures (-56 degrees w d  below) experienced during the wintet months at Fon 
Wainwright. (21,000 SF) 

Brrradw Facility (CRTA) S4.5M 
Inactivating or w m l  basiug Fo~t  Oreely will cause some of CRTA militacy personnel and test 
support soldiers to reloco~e 10 For1 Wainwriglrt. This facility will provide adequate bmacka 
space for "I + 1" accommodations to mea CRTA military personnel needs ancl .uupporl test 
suppon soldiers to be located ~t FOLT Wainwright. (19,800 SF) 

Warehouse Facility (CRTA) $3.5M 
lnactiva1ing or warm basing Fort Ctreely will cause wnlpnnent parrls ol'CRTP, to relocace to Foil - ' Wainwright. T h i s  facility will provide miequate storage and warehousing spa= to support 
CRTA'S organic capabiiity and dcvclopmcntal test support requircmcnu. (Rr!quircmmt is for 
22,900 SF.) 

Barmcks F a c i l i ~  (NWTC) $4,5M 
ft~act!vatin$ or warn basti~g Fori Greely will cause Northern Warlare Trluiiing Ccntcr (NWTC) 
militwy pcrsonnel and studcnts ro tolocate to Fori Wainwright. This fncili~y *will provide 
adaquae barrocks spwc for "I + I " nccommodatibns ro meet N WI'C rnilirary prsonnel needs a d  
support NWTC swdcnts to be located at Port Wainwright. (1 9,800 SF) 

Wsrebouse Fncility (NWTC) S3.5M 
Illactivating or warm buing Fort Grecly will causc NW'SC to relocate k> For( Wainwliyht. Tbis 
fmilily will pmvide adequate starage and warehousing space 10 suppon NW'liC's organic 
capability md student population, (Requirement i s  Tot 22,900 SF,) 

Water Uti#ty/Firc Protection S2.OM 
Utility exparisions will be necessary to suppon the incrcasc in pcrsannel and new construction 
projects resulting horn the relocntio~l to Fort Wainwright. (30,000 I,F) 

INSTALLATION SUB T0TA.L Si2R.OM 
'<> 

E0Q f Tt 'ON 



80 Additional Famlly I3oushg Units SU).8M 
Relucalion of about 120 military personnel rrom Fort Grccly will necessitate t l ~ e  constluction ol: 

..-.. 80 urlditianal Army Fmily Housillg Units. Fairbanks dam not have additional, adequate 
hot~sing avOilahle ul the urea to suppait this requirement. Even wirh 80 ndditiond units, nbcwt 
1,000 Cmilics will still have to be lioused off-post. 

***-.-.--- 

FAMILY HOUSXNG SUB TOTAL S20.8M 

NEW CONSTRUCTION & RENOVATION GRAND TOTAL $a.BM 



WEWCONSTRUMKNJ & R E H O V A W  ESTlMATE FOR WARM BASING FORTGREUY dL 

r 

NEW CONSTRUCTION & RUJOVATiON 

W A  - MOTOR POOL (CRTA) $lO.Os 
, 

FWA - BARRACKS FACItlM (CRTA) $4.5. 

FWA- ~~f FACUIM(CRTA) $3.5 

NVA - BARRACKS FACILITY (MWTC) $4.5 

FWA - WAREMUSE FACaLlN ( M C )  $3.5 

RNA - WATER MUPIIFIRE PROTECTtON S2.o 

21,WX) SF 
m 
# 18,600 Sf 

22,900 SF 

10,000 SF 

Z2.m Sf 

moo0 LF 

SUBTOTAL 

,WA - 80 FAMILY HUUSW UNITS , 4 



Commissioner 

I realize that you have received hundreds of lcttters about the 
base realignment and closure list that the Department of Defense has 
recommended. This is going to be a lot like many of those; however, it 
may provide an acceptable alternative for your consideration. 

This letter is  in regard to the realignment of Ft. Greely, 
Alaska. The proposed realignment would effect a very smlall town called 
Delta Junction . This is  the only town within a 75 mile radius of the post. 
It provides approximately 15 million dollars to the surrounding area, the 
realignment would result in a loss of 90% of these funds. Needless to say 
this would devastate our town due to the fact that for approximately seven 
months out of the year it is  the only source of income in the area. For the 
rest of the year, during the summer months, the tourist industry provides 
a supplemental income to the area. The total population of this area is  
about 3700 people, men ,woman, and children, including the soldiers 
and their families stationed at Ft. Greely. According to the estimates put 
out by Major General Needham and his staff this would cause a loss of 969 
jobs. This exceeds 25% of the population. Assuming the national 
average of 2 children per family then there are only 1850 adult workers, 
then this would, under ideal conditions, exceed 50% of the job market. 
We do not live under ideal conditions. When you have your delegation 
visit our area I believe you will be convinced of that fact. 

Alaska is  a very unique place, towns do not run into other towns or 
cities. The nearest big city is 104 miles away (Fairbanks) and the second 
one is 365 miles away, (Anchorage). These dimensions could be used to 
describe an entire state. Ft. Greely occupies 636,000 acres of Alaska . It 
has been called by Chief of Staff Colin Powell, the best training area in the 
army inventory, and this statement has been reflected by other high 
ranking members of our armed forces. Ft. Greely is also the base for two 
tenant organizations, CRTA (Cold Region Test Activity) and NWTC 
(Northern Warfare Training Center). The plan is to move both to Ft. 
Wainwright, Alaska , 104 miles from our present location, All activities of 
the organizations would then be "safari" type operations. Almost all of 
these activities occur during winter months, Sept. through mid-March. 
Convoys at that time of year have lead to many accidents, injuries, and 
even deaths. The cost to safari a CRTA tests have always proved 
prohibitive, which is  why CRTA has a permanent test 1ot:ation at Bolio 
Lake on Ft.Greely. General Needham and the planning staff have left no 
alternative but for both CRTA and NWTC to move away from these existing 
facilities with the stipulation that they be manned by two soldiers as 
caretakers. What a waste of two 6 million dollar test and training facilities. 



The test activity has remained at Ft. Greely through the years 
because no other base or post possesses the stability of lenvironmental 
factors required for sustained cold weather testing. A study that I 
happened to be part of when stationed with a military meteorological team 
proved that among the 26 bases and posts covered (all located in what 
was considered cold weather regions) Ft. Greely had the largest number 
of 6 hour cold blocks needed to perform the required tests at sustained 
temperatures. This is the BEST area to perform cold weather test on 
equipment, weapon systems, clothing, and vehicles. CRTA has in the 
past supported all U.S. Armed Forces, special groups(Canadian, and 
British)and government sponsored commercial projects. 

Now after going through that and having reviewed the "numbers" 
that are stated in the Base Study report there are a few di!icrepancies that 
should be noted. 

1. CRTA pays USARPAC 4.8 million dollars per year to off set 
base operation costs, yet there is no mention of this funtding. 

2. The "numbers" fail to show that Ft. Greeljf has housing 
available for military, yet they want to build 20.3 million dollars worth of 
housing at Ft. Wainwright to provide space for the realignment of troops. 
The 20.3 million dollar estimate was mentioned to the people during a 
town meeting by Senator Stevens. 

3. The supported population shown in the report shows 15 
people, as of this date there is a list of over 150, mostly retired military 
living in our rural area. 

4.The actual working population of Ft. Greely is not 
accurately represented. There is, however, what seems to be an attempt to 
bring these numbers more into line. There has been a noticeable increase 
of single soldiers showing up on post. From a personal point of view it 
looks like an attempt to bring the numbers closer to the ones stated in the 
cobra report. 

5. 1 would suggest a reinspection of the numbers supplied to 
the Base Study group against the comptrollers books ancl the previous 
troop staffing to see if there is some sort of conflict between them. 

6. The total cost of moving CRTA and NWTC to Ft. Wainwright 
is actually estimated at 48.8 million dollars. This includes renovation and 
new construction but does not include the added cost of the safari type 
operations. 

THE ALTERNATIVE ! 

Several years ago the Army had a plan to move soldiers to 
Ft. Greely , in order to occupy existing housing, provide maintenance, and 
better training core facilities. This is  still feasible today . According to the 
Dept. of Public Works there are several unoccupied family housing units 



on post, (70 as of the 28th of Feb.) there is also two full u~nmanned 
barracks with two others partially occupied. All in all, enough room for a 
tactical maintenance group and a training howitzer platoon. 

This would defer the cost of building additional housing at Ft. 
Wainwright, utilize existing housing at Ft. Greely, the Maiintenance group 
could service and maintain a stock pile of tactical weapons, and vehicles 
to be ready for training exercises thus cutting costs of movement on the 
roads, and with the existing air field no actual loss of mobility would be 
sacrificed. This would also mean that movement of the equipment by 
commercial carriers would be added to the savings, not to mention ,the 
possibility in the reduction accidents, injuries, and needless deaths. 

Having a howitzer platoon at Ft. Greely would again save the 
cost of new housing , provide a core for other groups whr~ch would arrive 
for training exercises, joint maneuvers, and becoming familiar with the 
area could provide information to other units as to the tenain, areas of 
operation, and safety requirements. We had one incident when a mortar 
platoon, not familiar with the area fired upon a herd of buffalo lying in the 
river bed, killing several animals. 

Leaving CRTA and NWTC at Ft. Greely would allow them to 
perform their mission without extra costs. 

WHAT IS BEST FOR THE ARMY ? 

IS IT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ARMY TO REALIGN THE 
BIGGEST, AND BEST TRAINING AREA IN THE ARMY INVENTORY ? 

IS IT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ARMY TO MOVE TWO TENANT 
ORGANIZATION AWAY FROM EXISTING FACILITIES AND IlNCURRlNG 
ADDITIONAL COSTS (48.8 MILLION DOLLARS ) NOT ONLY IN NEW 
CONSTRUCTION BUT IN CONTINUING COST IN SAFARI OPERATIONS 3 

IS IT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ARMY TO FUL.LY UTILIZE 
EXISTING RESOURCES BY MOVING KEY UNITS FROM CROWDED AREAS 
(ANCHORAGE, FAIRBANKS) TO AREAS WHERE THERE IVllSSlON IS 
UNLIMITED BY LAND AREA, FREE FROM ENCROACHING POPULATION, 
UNRESTRICTED ON AIR SPACE, AND INCREASING THE IEFFICIENCY OF 
THE OVER ALL MISSION ? 

Well, I guess that about sums it up. I love our country, America is  
the only place I have ever lived or wanted to live, I believe we are facing a 
huge problem when the number of men, who, are willing to fight and die 
for us are now being short changed by not being able to obtain the 
training and exercises necessary to perform their jobs with the best 
chance of survival. The inability of our arm forces to bring a swift and 



decisive victory is not just an apparition, our U.N. forces no longer have 
this capability , either by numbers, by equipment, or by leadership. The 
last two encounters have shown us these facts. The only way to ensure 
the security of America is to keep our army in a higher state of readiness 
through training, provide them with the best equipment through testing 
and evaluation, and pray that their leaders make the right decisions. 

Daniel E. Lucas 
P.O. Box 1085 
Delta Junction, Alaska 99737 
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NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION 

Keith Geiger, P I - i l d c n t  

Robert Chuse, v ~ c e  Pres~dcn l  

Marilyn Monahan, s c c r e l i l ~ y - ~ r c a s u ~ c ~  

Don Cameron, Euccui~vl .  Dl,.rc 101 

Gen. James B. Davis, USAF Ret. 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlmgton, VA 22209 

1201 16th Street, N. W. 
Wash~ngton, D.C. 20036-3290 

(202) 822-7000 F a  (202) 822-7974 

DIRECTOR FOR ALASKA 
Richa~d L. Kronberg 

, Alaska 99575 

Dear Commissioner Davis: 

I am writing to ask you to reconsider your decision to realign Fort Greeley, in 
Alaska. Every single reason offered to maintain an installation applies to Fort 
Greeley. In particular, the closure of the school at Ft. Greely and its impact on 
the entire Delta Greely School District, wdl be catastrophe. 

However, there are an additional two reasons which apply only to Fort 
Greeley. I have read a letter written by Edward F. Sheehaa. According to Mr. 
Sheehan, the following statements reflect the situation. 

Realigning Fort Greely while continuing to use the facility wd.l result, not 
in cost savmgs, but in more expenses than are currently being incurred. 
Whatever savings in non-personnel costs generated by the base 
closure/realignment will be more than offset by the costs associated 
with the continued use of the facility. 
The f acihties available at Fort Greely can not be al~andonned without 
reducing the overall combat effectiveness of the rdhtary. It is the best 
facility the army has for testing weapons and techniques in cold 
weather. 

If you have not received a copy of the Mr. Sheehan's letter, please contact 
me. I WLU be happy to forward one to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rich Kronberg / cc: Robert Taylor, President DGEA 
Jaclue Nels on-Liz a~-&, President D GESA 



nea 
NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION 

Keith Geiger, Pris~dcni 

Robert Chase, V K P  Pres~dcni 

Marilyn Monal~an,  Sccrela~y-Trcasurcr 

Don Cameron, Exciui~vc D~tr.itor 

Maj. Gen. Joe Robles 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 142 5 
Arlmgton, VA 22209 

1201 Itirh Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036-3290 

(202) 822-7000 FUX (202) 822-7974 

DIRECTOR FOR ALASKA 
Richard L. Kronberg 

351 1 Chiniuk Bay Drive 
Anchnrqpe, Alasku 995 15 

Dear Commissioner Robles: 

I am writing to ask you to reconsider your decision to realign Fort Greeley, in 
Alaska. Every single reason offered to maintain an installation applies to Fort 
Greeley. In particular, the closure of the school at Ft. Greely and its impact on 
the entire Delta Greely School District, wdl be catastrophxc. 

However, there are an additional two reasons which apply only to Fort 
Greeley. I have read a letter written by Edward F. Sheehan. Accordmg to Mr. 
Sheehan, the following statements reflect the situation 

Re&ggllmgFortGreelywh~~econtinuingtousethefacilityw~result,not 
in cost savings, but in more expenses than are currently being incurred. 
Whatever savings in non-personnel costs generated by the base 
closure/realignrnent will be more than off set by the costs associated 
with the continued use of the f acfity. 
The facilities available at Fort Greely can not be abandonned without 
reducing the overall combat effectiveness of the military. It is the best 
facility the army has for testing weapons and teclmiques in cold 
weather. 

If you have not received a copy of the Mr. Sheehan's letter, please contact 
me. I will be happy to forward one to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rich Kronberg / cc: Robert Taylor, President DGEA 
Jaclue Nelson-Lizardi, President DGESA 
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NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOClATlON 

Keith Geiger, Prec~dcr~t 

Robert Chase, Vlcr P r t . s t d o ~ l  

Marilyn Monahan, s ~ ~ ~ r - c t u ~ y - T r ~ a s ~ r r c r  

Don Cameron, E x c t u l t v c  D ~ r r c t o t  

Ms. Wendy L. Steele 

1201 16th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036-3290 

(202) 822-7000 FUX (202) 822-7974 

DIRECTOR FOR ALASKA 
Richard L. Kronberg 

351 1 CI~iniak Bay Drive 
Anchorage, Alaska 9951 5 

BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arhgton, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner St eele: 

I am writmg to ask you to reconsider your decision to realign Fort Greeley, in 
Alaska. Every single reason offered to maintain an installa tion applies to Fort 
Greeley. In particular, the closure of the school at Ft. Greely and its impact on 
the entire Delta Greely School District, will be catastrophic. 

However, there are an additional two reasons which apply only to Fort 
Greeley. I have read a letter written by Edward F. Sheehan.. Accordmg to Mr. 
Sheehan, the following statements reflect the situation. 

- Realignmg Fort Greely while continuing to use the facility will result, not 
in cost savmgs, but in more expenses than are currently being incurred. 
Whatever savings in non-personnel costs generated by the base 
closure/reahgnrnent will be more than offset by the costs associated 
with the continued use of the facility. 
The facilities available at Fort Greely can not be ahandonned without 
reducing the overall combat effectiveness of the military. It is the best 
facihty the army has for testing weapons and techniques in cold 
weather. 

If you have not received a copy of the Mr. Sheehan's letter, please contact 
me. I will be happy to forward one to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rich Kronberg / cc: Robert Taylor, President DGEA 
Jache Nels on-Liz ar ldi, President D GESA 



NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION 

Keith Geiger, Prcsldrnt 1201 16th Street, N.W. 
Robert Chase, vlir Prcsidcnt Washington, D.C. 20036-3290 
Marilyn Monahan, S c i r ~ ~ l a r ~ y - ~ , e a ~ u r c ~  (202) 822-7000 Fax i202) 822-7974 

D C J ~  can?oron, Ewcullvc D~teclor  

Mr. S. Lee King 

DIRECTOR FOR ALASKA 
Richard L. Kronberg 

351 1 Chiniak Bay Drive 
Anchorage, Alaska 9951 5 

BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlmgton, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner King: 

I am writing to ask you to reconsider your decision to reahgn Fort Greeley, in 
Alaska. Every single reason offered to maintain an installation applies to Fort 
Greeley. In particular, the closure of the school at Ft. Greely and its impact on 
the entire Delta Greely School District, will be catastrophe. 

However, there are an adchtional two reasons which apply only to Fort 
Greeley. I have read a letter written by Edward F. Sheehan.. Accordmg to Mr. 
Sheehan, the following statements reflect the situation 

Reahgning Fort Greely while continuing to use the facility will result, not 
in cost savings, but in more expenses than are currently being incurred. 
Whatever savings in non-personnel costs generated by the base 
closure/realignment will be more than off set by the costs associated 
with the continued use of the facility. 
The facihties available at Fort Greely can not be atbandonned without 
reducing the overall combat effectiveness of the nulitary. It is the best 
facihty the army has for testing weapons and techniques in cold 
weather. 

If you have not received a copy of the Mr. Sheehan's let:ter, please contact 
me. I will be happy to forward one to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rich Kronberg / cc: Robert Taylor, President DGEA 
Jackie Nels on-Lizar di, President DGESA 
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NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION 

Keith Geiger, Pt.is~dtmt 

Robert Chase, Vlte President 

Marilyn Monuhan, seireta,-y-Tri,asurc~ 

Don Canzeron. Exrcut,i~c Dlr-cc~or- 

Rear Admiral Benjamin Montoya, U.S. Navy Ret. 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlmgton, VA 22209 

1201 16th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036-3290 

(202) 822-7000 FUX (202) 822-7974 

DIRECTOR FOR ALASKA 
Richard L. Kronberg 

351 i Chiniah Buy Drive 
Anchorai;e, Alaska 9951 5 

Dear Commissioner Montoya: 

I am writing to ask you to reconsider your decision to reahgn Fort Greeley, in 
Alaska. Every single reason offered to maintain an installation applies to Fort 
Greeley. In particular, the closure of the school at Ft. Greely and its impact on 
the entire Delta Greely School District, will be catastrophic. 

However, there are a n  additional two reasons which apply only to Fort 
Greeley. I have read a letter written by Edward F. Sheehan. Accordmg to Mr. 
Sheehan, the following statements reflect the situation 

Realigning Fort Greely while continuing to use the facility wdl result, not 
in cost savings, but in more expenses than are currtmtly being incurred. 
Whatever savings in non-personnel costs generated. by the base 
closure/realignment will be more than offset by the costs associated 
with the continued use of the facility. 
The f acllities available at Fort Greely can not be abiindonned without 
reducing the overall combat effectiveness of the m~litary. It is the best 
facllity the army has for testing weapons and techniques in cold 
weather. 

If you have not received a copy of the Mr. Sheehan's letter, please contact 
me. I will be happy to forward one to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

b$ 
Rich Kronberg cc: Robert Taylor, President DGEA 

Jackie Nels on-Liz ardi, President DGESA 
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Kcith Geiger, Proidcnl  1201 16th Street, N.W. 
Robert Chase, ~ i c r  Presiden~ Washington, D. C. 20036-3290 
Marilyn Monuhan, scive~al.i-Treasure,. (202) Ci22-7000 F a  (202) 822-7974 

Don Cameron, E x ~ c u l i v c  D~vector  

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
BRAC Commissioners 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 142 5 
Arhgton, VA 22209 

DIRECTOR FOR ALASKA 
Richard L. Kronberg 

351 1 Chiniuk Bay Drive 
Anchorag,e, Alaska 9951 5 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to ask you to reconsider your decision to reaQgn Fort Greeley, in 
Alaska. Every single reason offered to maintain an installation applies to Fort 
Greeley. In particular, the closure of the school at Ft. Greely and its impact on 
the entire Delta Greely School District, WIU be catastrophic. 

However, there are an additional two reasons which apply only to Fort 
Greeley. I have read a letter written by Edward F. Sheehan. Accordmg to Mr. 
Sheehan, the following statements reflect the situation 

Realigning Fort Greely whde continuing to use the facllity will result, not 
in cost savings, but in more expenses than are currently being incurred. 
Whatever savings in non-personnel costs generated by the base 
closure/realignment will be more than offset by the costs associated 
with the continued use of the facility. 
The facilities available at Fort Greely can not be abandonned without 
reducing the overall combat effectiveness of the military. It is the best 
fachty the army has for testing weapons and techniques in cold 
weather. 

If you have not received a copy of the Mr. Sheehan's letter, please contact 
me. I wdl be happy to forward one to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

cc: Robert Taylor, Presid.ent DGEA 
Jackie Nelson-Lizardi, President DGESA 



Jackie Nelson-Lizardi 
President, DGESPA 
P.O. Box 123 
Delta Junction, Alaska 99737 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

March 10, 1995 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

I am writing you as the president of the Delta-Greely Educational Support Personnel 
Association. We are the classified, or non-certificated employees of the Delta-Greely 
School District. The Delta-Greely School District encompasses the Delta Junction and 
Ft. Greely, Alaska communities. 

We received word as of February 28, 1995 that Ft. Greely has been targeted for a 
realignment that is to be completed by 1998. It is this action and the subsequent 
hearings, investigations, etc. that I wish to address. 

Ft. Greely was established here in 1942 and has become an integral and life-giving 
part of this community. The topography, unique climate, demographics, and the 
unparalleled distances between communities have all played a significant role in the 
tremendous interdependency of this military and non-military community. Because the 
relationship has existed for so long in this manner, we have indeed each become 
reciprocal life-sustaining parts of the same body. 

Fort Greely is our area's largest employer, followed by the Delta-Greely School 
District. More than half of the district's students have parents worlting on the post, 
while at least another 25% of the remaining students are the childlren of school district 
employees, most of whom have resided here for ten or more years and have 
established their roots. Ft. Greely's active presence results in the injection of 
anywhere from 3 to 5 million dollars into the Delta community eco~nomy annually. With 
a combined population of only 3,000, the impact of such a realignment would have 
devastating and as yet incalculable effects, with the aftershocks occurring long after 
the proposed completion date of 1998. Members of this commurlity would face 
repercussions that would topple jobs, relationships, families, businesses, institutions 
and this community with such a "domino effect", that would virtually be unending. 
Reports to date have not even alluded to this sort of an impact. 

Research developed from other communities faced with the impact of military 
installation closures, teaches the importance of including the affected community in 



the entire realignment strategy. It also stresses the need to allow the community a 
forum to vent their frustrations, fears and ideas. With the imminent drastic 
repercussions facing us, any such forum provided outside the immediate area would 
tend to sterilize our input rendering it virtually impotent. 

The decision to realign rather than to close Ft. Greely might have heen made to 
minimize the necessity to address the long-term environmental hazards and concerns 
here. Those same concerns would limit any outside business intierests or civilian 
management and/or lease of the 662,000 acres which make up Ft, Greely. 

To receive a complete analysis of our community's chances of sur~ival with this 
proposed realignment we strongly feel that your Commission's investigation and 
public hearings need to take place in the Delta-Greely community. Please consider 
our cries for survival and allow us this opportunity to feel empowered to affect our own 
fate. 

We respectfully request that the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
seriously plan for such "public" hearings in our community as soorl as possible. I 
thank you for your time and consideration of this matter, and anxiously await your 
response. 

Sincerely, - 

jackie Nelson-Lizardi 
President DGESPA 

cc: The Honorable Frank Murkowski 
The Honorable Ted Stevens 
The Honorable Don Young 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CC)MMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE ! 425 

ARLINGTON V A  22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Ms. Jackie Nelson-Lizardi 
President, DGESPA 
P.O. Box 123 
Delta Junction, AK 99737 

Dear Ms. Nelson-Lizardi: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignmen:: recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the fbture of Ft. Greely. 

The Commission is scheduled to hold a regional hearing in Delta Junction, Alaska on April 
24, 1995. The Commission looks forward to receiving testimony from Alaskan communities 
affected by potential base closures and realignments during the regional hearing. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and anal!-sis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure znd Realignment 
Commissior,. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



Ms. Rebecca G. Cox 9 Mart,: h 
Base Heal i gnment and Closure Cornmi t t e e  
1700 Nar t h  Moore S t r e e t  
Ar1irtgtc)n V i r g i n i a  22209 

I n  Rctgari:ls: I za r t  Greel  v A1 aska Real i gnment 

Th i s  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  U.S. Army o r  t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t h e  Un i t ed  States.  

Or? Marc::h 7 ,  1995, General Needham? Commander oT; Arm,! Alasl.::a, had a 

b r i e f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  wnr1::fnrce a t  Far-t E ree l y  Alas.::a. Ile s a i d  . that  he 

was not. asl.::ed what he thought  he shoctld do w i t . h  h i s  Comm3nd, he i s  i i r s t  a 

s o l d i e r  do ing h i s  iob - Who i s  rnaC::i~-ig these dec is innr ;  ? 

The power p la r i t  at. F o r t  Gree1.y 1.5 nat. c l o s i n g  and b l t h  t h e  Nor thern 

Warfare T r a i n i n g  Center and t h e  Cr:3lcJ Regions Test  A c t i v i t y  \ . r i l l  have t o  

rnoL,e 100 mile.; Nartt? artcl then t r a v e l  back: t o  F o r t  Gree lv  t o  t r a i n  and t e s t .  

Where i s  t h e  sav ings? 

F c i r t  G r e e l v  cannot c l o s e  f o r  two reasans: ( 1 )  - I t  woc.ild be t h e  b e g i n n i . n ~  

0.f l a s i n g  6(:)0,(:)(:)(:) acre5 (3 f  M i l i t a r y  T r a i n i n g  Land. (2)  - There i s  a Nuclear 

Power P l a n t  encased i n  concre te  which would be p r o h i b i t i v e  ta c lean  up. 

No Savinas ! 
S 

F o r t  Richardson i r ?  Anchorage i s  50% empty - The A i r  Force ~ t s e q  and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  r~ \nwav :  t h e  A i r  Force i s  moving i n t o  F o r t  Richardsons Fami ly  

Woltsi ng: t h e  Al. asl.::a Army Nat j. anal  Guard I. s ocr:upvi ng manv b ~ t i  1 dl. nos: The 

J ~ t s t i c e  Department i s  o c c l - i p y i n ~  a newly v-ef ut-bished bcri 1 :lint_n: t h e  F i r e  

D~?yia~~lzmcnt i s  a cambinat ion nf Army arid A i t -  Force arid t h e  Armv and A i r  Force 



Cammi s s a r i e s  a r e  scheduled t a  be combined. Th i s  i n f  ormatj. an was g i ven  a i -~ t  

by General Needham a t  Fat-t Gree ly  on January 20, 1995. 

The Armv Alasl.::a i 5; s t i  11 overs%reng2zh by 2(:)(30 s o l d i ~ ? r s  because o f  

t h e  t j t h  I D  cleact.j,vation -.- So c l o s e  F o r t  Richardson ! Give? t h e  l a n d  and 

I n ~ t i l d i n ~ s  t o  t h e  A i r  Farce. Send 506 s o l d i e r s  t o  F o r t  Gree ly  (an a r t i l l e r y  

u n i t . ) .  The Camntand can go t o  F a r t  Wainwright Alaska. The ecclnoinic 

impact t o  Anchorage would be minimal because t h e  F I i r  Far-c:e w ~ ~ t l d  h i r e  t h e  

worl::ers and r e p l a c e  t h e  sul.diet-s w i t h  A i r  Force persunne:.. 

F o r t  Gree lv  i s  caught i n  t h e  midd le  o f  a p o l i t i c a l  k ~ a l l  game, Anchorage 

has 1 /2  t.he papctlat.icjn of: A1.asi::a and a r e  t h e  power. F a r t  Richardsun was 

p u t  an t h e  BRACC l i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  a f f  tw i ce , ,  

I can prove that.  F a r t  Gree lv  i s  be inp  s a c r i f i c e d  t o  save F o r t  Richardson. 

Jus t  mention t h a t  F o r t  Richardson i s  on t h e  BRACC l i s t  and w i t h i n  2 hours  o f  

1 e t t i . n ~ )  o ~ i t  t h e  i n f a r m a t i a n  y0l.t w i l l  be delctaecl w i t h  t h e  power o f  F o r t  

Richardson and somethi17g w i l l  sur-face abet-tt your hav ing  "oat F o r t  Gree lv  

so you a r e  s;r.tpposed t o  keep F o r t  Richardsors aCf a f  t h e  l : i s t U .  

I n  c l a s i n g ,  p lease  l ook  a t  a l l  t he  numbers very rarrzf u l l v .  There is no 

n1c)riev t.n be saved artcl a camm~rnity wi l .1 b e  destroyed.  I t  cou ld  very  w e l l  

damage t h e  l a r g e s t  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  areas o f  t h e  m i  1 i tat-y. 

Si nce re l  v. .I &&&. 
Geral  d 131. 3. v1.r 



Rear- Gdrni r a l  Ben i ami n Morttaya ? US Navy Ret . 
Base Real i gnmerit and Closure Cammi t t e e  
1.700 Ni3rth Mnnre S t r e e t  
Ar.1 i . n ~ t t : ~ r t  Vilri:r:i.nia 22209 

9 March 1995 

I n  Regards: F o r t  Gree lv  Alaska Heal ignment 

Rear Admiral Montoya, 

T h i s  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  W.S. Armv c l r  t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t h e  lJni t e d  S ta tes .  

Ort March 7, 1935, General Needham, Commander of: Arm; /  AlasC::a, had a  

b r i e f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  work force a t  F o r t  Gree lv  A1asl::a. He s a i d  t h a t  he 

was not. asl;C::ed what he thought  he ~huu1.d do w i  kki h i s  Command, he i s  i ~ ! s t  a  

s o l d i e r  do ing  h i s  inb - Who i s  making these  d e c i s i o n s  ? 

The power p l a n t  a t  F o r t  Gt-eely i s  n n t  c l o s i n g  and bo th  t h e  Nor thern  

War,fare T r a i n i n g  Center and t h e  Cold Rec~ions Test A c t i v i t v  w i l l  have t o  

move I(:)(:) m i  l.es Nur th  and t,hen t r a v e l  bacC:: t o  Fork Gree lv  ta t r a i n  and test. .  

Where i s  t h e  sav ings? 

F o r t  G r e e l v  c::annot c l o s e  f a r  t w o  reasons: ( 1 )  Xt r40~1l.d b e  t h e  b e o i n n i n ~  

o f  lo sin^ hOO,OQC) acres  o f  M i l i t a r y  T r a i n i n g  Land. ( 2 )  - -  There i s  a  Nuclear 

Power P l a n t  encased i n  concre te  which would be p r o h i b i t i g e  t o  c l ean  up. 

No Savings ! 
5 

F o r t  Rirhat-clson i.n Anchorage i s  50% emp.ty - The A i r  Furce ~isef! arid 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway: t h e  A i r  Force i s  lnoving i n t o  F o r t  ? ichar dsorrs Fdmi lv  

/-lo~.rf.;i rig; t h e  Al. aska Armv Nat i anal  G~rar-d i 5 nccupyi  rig mar.)! b u i  1 d i  nos; The 

J u ~ s t i c e  Department i s  occi-tpvinn a newly r e f  cir-bished b u i  l ding:  t h e  F i r e  

Department: 1.5 a  carrtb~.nation cif Army and A i r  Farce arid t h s  Army and Air. Force 



Comrni s s a r i  es a r e  schedt-il ed t o  be coimhi ned. Thi  s; i nSormati on was g i ven  ot-rt 

by  General Needham a t  F ~ r t  Greel y 5n January 20 ,  1995, 

The Army A l  asl.::a i s s t  i 1.1 i~vet-str-enn-lsh by 2(:)(:)(:) s o l  d i ~ ? r s  becau..;e oS 

t h e  6 t h  I D  deac t i va t i .on  -.. Sc3 c l o s e  F n r t  Richardson ! G ~ v E ?  t h e  ].and and 

hr.ti:dings t a  t h e  A i r  Force. Send 50C) so l . d i e r s  t o  F o r t  G r ~ ? e l y  (an a r k i l l e r v  

r . . \ r i i . t  . The Command cari no t.o F o r t  Wainwri. ght. Al. asC::a. The economic 

imyact t o  Anchorage war-ild tse minimal  because t h e  A i r  Farce would h i r e  t h e  

wort..l::ers and r e p l  ace t h e  sol. d i  e r s  w i  t h  Aj. r Force personnel. . 
F n r t  Gree ly  is ;  cai-rght i n  t h e  midd le  a f  a p o l i t i c a l  b a l l  game: Anchorage 

has 1./2 t h e  pc~pu la t i o r l  o f  Alaska ancl a r e  t h e  power. F o r t  Richardson was 

pt-tt on t h e  BRACC 1 i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  o f  f tw i ce .  

I can prove t h a t  F u r t  Gree lv  i s  be ing  sacrificed t o  save Fort.  Ri.chardson. 

Jus t  mention t h a t  F o r t  Richardson i s  017 t h e  BRACC l i s t  and w i t h i n  2 hot-irs o f  

l e t t i n g  ou t  %he j .n format ion you w i 1 . l  be dell.tqed w i t h  t h e  power o f  F o r t  

R i  c:l.~ardsnn and snmet:hi ng w i  l l si ... r r f  ace a1::)ou.t yo\-ir hav i  ng "go t  F n r t  Greel v 

sr) voct a r e  s;c..cppcxerl .kc, I.::eec! F n r t  Ric:harc:lc;an o f +  o f  t h e  1.1 s t " .  

T r t  r l c l s i n q ,  please Iaol.: a t  a11 the n c t m b e r s  v e r y  c a r e f ~ t l l v .  T h e r e  is no 

money t.a be :;avecl and a c:ommctnity w i l l  he destroyed.  I t cou ld  very  w e l l  

damage t h e  l a r g e s t  e:.:istring t r a i n i n g  areas; o f  t h e  m i  1 i tar-y.  

S ince re l y ,  
Gerald O l i v e r  



Geri. James B. Davis,  USAF Ret. 
Base Real i gnment and C l  osure Commi t t e e  
170(:) Nor%h Moore S t r e e t  
fir 1 i nqt.nn V i  r q i  n i  a 22203 

7 March 1395 

I n  Regards: Fat-t Gt-eel v Alaska Real i gnment 

T h i s  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  U.S. Army 2t- t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t h e  Un i t ed  S ta tes .  

O n  March 7 ,  19'75, General. Needham, Commander o f  Army Alaska, had a 

h r i e . f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  wor\::force a t  F o r t  Gree lv  Alaska. He s a i d  t h a t  he 

wa.; n o t  asked what he thought  he shoctl.cl do w i t h  h i s  Comm3ndt he i s  icrst a 

s o l d i e r  do in ( j  h i s  inb - Who i s  making these  d e c i s i o n s  ? 

The pc:jwer p l a n t  a t  F o r t  Guee1.y i s  n o t  c l o s i n g  and b o t h  t h e  Nor thern  

Warfare T r a i n i n g  Center and t h e  Cold Reqions Test Ac t i v i . sv  w i l l  have t o  

move I(:)(:) rnj.1.e~ No r th  ar~cl then  t r a v e l  back:: t o  F o r t  Gree ly  t o  t r a i n  and t e s t .  

Where i s  t h e  sav ings? 

For t .  Gree lv  c:annot r l o s e  f a r  t w a  reasons: ( 1 )  - It: rvocrld be 'the beginmino 

o f  l a s i n g  &(:)(:I,(:)(:)(:) acres  c ~ f  M i . l i . t a r y  T r a i n i n p  Land. ( 2 )  - There i s  a N~.rclear 

F'ower F'l ant encrasecj 3. n concre te  which wc3t..ll d be p r o h i  b i  t i t l e  t o  c l ean  up. 

Nc) Savings ! 
S 

F o r t  Richardson i n  Anchorage i s  JO% emptv - The A i r  Force usef and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway: t h e  A i r  Farce i s  tncsvii~g i n t o  F o r t  F;:ichar-dsul-is Farni l v  

Uc)!.tsj. ng; the A1 ask::a Armv N a t i  ona l  Guard i s occctpyi rln many b ~ t i  1. d i  rigs: The 

J u s t i c e  Department i s acccrgvi ng a newly r e f  ur-bi  shed br..ri l ci:i.ng: t h e  F i r e  

IIepart.ment i s  a cc:)mbinatinn o f  Armv and A i r  Force and the, Armv and Aj.r Force 



Cnrtmi ssar  i es a r e  sc:l..iedi.il ed t i s  be c:cwibi necl. Thi s i n f  ilrfnat .L on was p i  ven ai..tt 

b y  General Needham a t  F o r t  Gree1.y ol-i January 2Ct, 1995. 

The Army Alaska i s  s t i l l  ove rs t reng th  by 20OC) s o l d i t ~ r s  because of  

t h e  b t h  I D  d e a c t i v a t i o n  Sa c l o s e  F o r t  Richardson ! Givrz t h e  l a n d  artd 

17t.iildi1-1~3s t o  t h e  A i r  Force. Send SCtr:) s o l d i e r s  t o  F o r t  Grisely Ian a r t i l l e r y  

i-rrti t )  . Tt i~?  CammarirJ can go t o  F o r t  Wainwright A1asi::a. The economic 

imnact t o  Anchorage would he minimal herlause t h e  A i r  Force would h i r e  t h e  

war1::er~; and r e p l a c e  t.he so1clj.er.s w i t h  A i r  Force personne:l.. 

F o r t  Gree lv  i s  t:at.ight i n  t h e  midd le  o f  a p o l i t i c a l  [:,all Game? Anchorage 

ha.; 1/2 t.he popi.tl.atiori of: A1asi::a ancl a r e  t h e  power. F o r t  Richardson was 

put i:Jn t h e  BRACC 1 i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  0.f.f tw j .ce,  

I clan prove t h a t  F o r t  E r e e l y  i s  hein! s a c r i f i c e d  t o  save F o r t  Richardson. 

J!.tst mention t h a t  F o r t  Richardsnn i s  on t h e  BRACC l i s t  and w i t h i n  2 hour!% 0 . F  

l e t t i r i g  oi.\t t h e  j.rifnrmat:.iort yo1.i wj.11 k ~ e  de1.1-toed w i t h  t h e  power o f  F o r t  

R i  chat-dson and sr::,melzhi ncj w i  11 si-tr-f ace abcsci.t your hav ing "go t  F o r t  Gt-eel y 

sc:, yi:)u a r c  supposed t o  keep F o r t  Richardsan c s f  f o f  t h e  l : . s t U .  

I n  closing, please  l.csnC:: a t  a l . 1  t he  n u m b e r s  v e r y  c a r r ? f t i l l v .  T h e r e  is no 

Fionev t.a tie savecl arid a r:c:~mrn~ini t y  w i  I. 1 t3e destroyed.  I t  c:oi.rl d ve ry  we1 1 

damage t h e  l a r g e s t  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  areas o f  t h e  m i  1 i tat-v. 

~i n c e r e l  v bI&&& 
Gerald 0 l iv t . r  



M r .  S. Lee M l i ng  
Ecase Real j. gnment and C l  oscire Commi t t e e  
1700 Nor th  Moore S t r e e t  
A r l i r r g ton  Virc~: i .n ia 22209 

I n  Regards: F o r t  Gree lv  Alaska Real i ~ n m e n t  

M r .  !:::ling, 

T h i s  i s  rrnt. i n  the bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  U.S. Armv ~ : n r  t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t h e  Un i t ed  States.  

O n  Mar-ch 7, 1995, General Needham, Commander o f  Arm,! Alaska, had a 

h r i e . f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  worl.::Sorce a t  F o r t  Gree lv  Alaska. He s a i d  t h a t  he 

W a c ;  n o t  ac;l.::ed what he tho~. ight  he shoi.tlcl cln wj. t h  h i s  Cornm,i~ncl? he i s  icist a 

.;oldier do ing h i s  iab - Who j . 5  ma1::ing t l tese clecj.sions 3 

Ttre power ?].ant a t  F ~ r t  Gree ly  i s  n o t  c l .ns ing arid bn th  t h e  Nurttrerrr 

Warfare T r a i n i n g  Center and t h e  Cu!d Regions Test A c t i v i . 1 ~  w i l l  have ta 

il\i:).;e I(.)(:) m i  1 es Nor th  ancj t.herr t r a v e l  back:: t a  F o r t  Greel y t o  t r a i  n and t e s t .  

Where i s  t h e  sav ings? 

Fort. Gree lv  cannot cl .nse  f o r  t w n  reasons: ( 1 )  - It 1.~oii1.d be t h e  beg inn ing  

aS l o s i n g  6 ( : ) 0 , ( 3 ( : ) ( : )  acres  o f  M i l i t a r v  T r a i n i n n  Land. ( 2 )  - There is a Nctclear 

Power" PI. an t  eric:asecl i n  concre te  which wocil d be p r a h i b i  t i v e  t o  c l ean  up. 

No Savings ! 

3 
F o r t  Ric:hardsorr i n  Anchorage i s  50% empty - The A i r  Force usefl and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway: t h e  A i r  Force i s  moving i n t a  F o r t  l2ichardsons Fami ly  

ticsusj. ng: t h e  Al. asl.::a Armv Nat i anal. Guard i s  occupvi  ng man3/ b u i  1 d ings:  The 

J u s t i c e  Department i s  occl.rpvi.ng a newly re f i - i rb ished  b ~ i i  1 t.lin(2: .the F i r e  

Department i s  a combirra.t:iorr a f  Army and A i r  Force and t.he Army ancl A i r  Force 



Camini s s a r i  es a r e  scl-tedt..tl ecl 'kt:, be r::txnbj. nec-l. T h i s  i n f  ormat:. an was ~i ven ou t  

L:)y General Neeclham a t  F o r t  Gree ly  on January 20,  1995. 

The Army Alaska i s  s t i  l l overs.l:rerlqth by 2C)(:)(:) soldicsrs because o f  

t t te b t h  I D  cleact:i.vation .- So c l o s e  Fort. Ric:hardson ! Give t h e  l a n d  and 

I~c..tiltl j.n~3s t o  t h e  A i r  Force. Send 5(:)0 soI.diet-s t o  For-t Gree ly  Ian a r t i l l e r y  

~trrj:t). The Cnmmartd can go t o  F o r t  Wairlwright A1asC::a. The ecunomic 

impact t o  Arrchorage w t~u ld  be ri l inimal 1-ier::aitse t h e  A i r  Forcye woiil.d h i  r e  t h e  

wor-C::ers arlcl rep1 ace t h e  sol. rlj. er-s w i t h  Aj. r Force personnel . 
F o r t  Gt-eely i s  caciqht i n  t h e  midd le  a$ a p o l i t i c a l  t i a l l  game? Anchorage 

has 1/2 t h e  po$:,~.t latiori of: Al.aska and a r e  t h e  power-. F o r t  Richardsun was 

p u t  on t h e  ERACC l i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  o f f  tw i ce .  

I can prove t h a t  For-t Gree ly  j.s beir ig s a c r i f i c e d  tu save F o r t  Richardssrt. 

Jus t  mention t h a t  F o r t  Richarcisan i s  on t h e  BRACE 1 i s t  a r ~ d  w i t h i n  2 hou.rs o-f 

1 .e t t ing  ou t  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  yoct w i l l  be delc.iged w i t h  t h e  power- o f  F o r t  

Richardson and samethi ng w i  l l 5t.tr.f ace about yc)~tr hav ing  "go t  F o r t  Gree ly  

.;o V C ) L ~  a r e  st..cpyased t o  keep F o r t  Richardson o f $  oi: t h e  l i s t " .  

I n  c l o s i n g ,  p lease  loal.: a t  a l l  the numbers ve ry  c a r ~ ? f u l l v .  There i s  no 

money t o  be savecl and a e:ornmi.initv w i l l  be destroyed.  I t  c:oul.d v e r y  w e l l  

damage the l a r g e s t  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  areas o f  t h e  mi1 i tar .v .  

~i n c e r e l  y, , / ~ & ? ~ ~ f l ~  
Geral. d 01 i vEir 



Ms. Wendi L... S t e e l e  
Base Real i gnment and Closure Cnmmi t t e e  
17r:!(3 No r th  Moore S t r e e t  
A r l i n g t o n  V i r g i n i a  22209 

I n  Regards: F o r t  Gree lv  Alaska Real ignment 

M s .  St.eele, 

T h i s  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t.he U.S. hrmv r3r  t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t.he Uni t.ed States.  

On March 7, 1995, General Needham, Commander o f  Arm.! Al.aska, had a 

b r i e . f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  wor-l.r:force a t  F o r t  Gree lv  Alas!.::a. He s a i d  t h a t  he 

was not. asl::ed what he thought  he shoc.rld do wj. th h i s  Cammandl he i s  i u s t  a 

s ~ l . d i e r  do ing h i s  iob - Who i s  maI::ing tl-iese d e c i s i o n s  ? 

The pc:nwer yl .ant at F n r t  Gree lv  i s  n o t   closing^ and t1nt.h t h e  Nor thern  

Warfare T r a i n i n g  Center and t h e  Cold Regions Test Ac%ivi.:v w i l l  have t o  

m a b e  I(:)(:) m i l e s  Nort.h and then t r a v e l  back:: t.o Fc3r.t Gree lv  t o  t r a i n  and t e s t .  

Where i s  t h e  savings? 

F o r t  Gree lv  cannot c l o s e  f o r  two reasons: ( 1 )  It. 1.iu~t1.d be t h e  b e a i n n i n ~  

o+ lo sin^ b(:)f:),t:)OO acres o+ M i l i t a r - v  T r a i n i n g  Land. ( 2 )  .- There i s  a Nu.clear 

Power Pl.ant encasecl i n  concre te  whj.cl-i wnitlcj be p r o h i b i t i , d e  t o  c l ean  up. 

No Savings ! 
S 

F o r t  Richardson i n  Anchorage i s  50% empty - The A i r  Force useq  and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway: t h e  A i r  Force i s  moving i n t o  F o r t  Iqichardsons Fami ly  

Housi nq: t h e  A l  asks Armv Nat i anal  Girat-d i s occi!pyi ng manv bc.ij. I. d i  nos: The 

, l i t s t i ce  Department: i s  occcrpvinc_n a newl y r e . f u rh i  shed bc.ti. l ding:  t h e  F i r e  

Department 1.5 a combiriati.on o f  Army ancl A i r  Fnrce and t h ~  Armv and Aj.r Force 



Commi s s a r i  es a r e  sched!.il. ed t c ,  be c:ocr,bi ned. T h i s  i i-if ormat i an was g i ven  ou t  

k t y  General. Ne~clham a t  F o r t  Gree ly  ori January 2(:j7 15'95. 

The Army A1 ask:a i s s t  i l l overstrengl: l? b y  20(30 sol. d i  i?t-s because o.f 

t h e  6 t h  I D  deac: : t iva t ior  - St3 c::I.ose Fcwt Richardsion ! Give t.he l a n d  and 

b u i l d i n g s  t o  t h e  A i r  Force. Send 5Q(:t s o l d i e r s  t o  F o r t  Errsely (an a r t i l l e r y  

i.tni.t.) . The Cornmancl (::an gc3 t.o F o r t  Wainwright: Al.asl::a. The economic 

impact to Anchorage would be m i ~ - \ i r r \ a l  because t h e  A i r  F o r c : ~  would h i r e  the 

wcirl.::ers aricl  rep1 ace t h e  sol clj. e r s  w i t h  A i r  Force persanne:. . 
F o r t  Gree ly  i s  cauqht i n  t h e  midd le  o f  a g n l i t i c a l  h a l l  game, Anchorage 

has 1/2 t h e  papi.il.ation 0.f. Alaska ancl a r e  t h e  power. F a r t  Richardson was 

p i i t  on t h e  BRACC l i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  of.? tw i ce .  

I cari prove 1:ha.t: Fork Gree ly  i s  be ing  s a c r i f i c e d  t o  save F o r t  Richardson. 

Just  menticm t h a t  F o r t  Ric:l-iardson i s  on t h e  ERkCC l i s t  arid w i t h i n  2 ho!.lrs n.f 

1 .I.. ,.l.ng ' oi.~t t h e  j.nforinatj.on you w i  I. I. he deluged w i t h  t h e  power o f  F o r t  

Richardsmn and somethi ng wj. l l sur f  ace abo~.!tr voitt- hav ing "go t  F o r t  Gt-eelv 

sn you a r e  s~tppased to keep F o r t  Richardson o f f  o f  t h e  I. j s t " .  

I n  i = f . n s i n ~ ,  p l e a s e  look: a t  a l l  t h e  n ~ \ m b e r s  v e r y  c a r ~ i f u l l v .  T h e r e  is n o  

rnoni??: t ~ 7  be ~iavecl and a ci-~mmi.tni.t.y w i l l .  be clestroved. I t  c,:oul.d v e r y  w e l l  

damage t h e  l a r g e s t  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  ar-eas o f  t h e  mi1 i tar .y .  

S ince re l y ,  .A JL!&/. 
Gerald O l i v e r  



M r .  A l t o n  W. C o r n e l l a  
Eiase Realiqriment. and Closure Committee 
170(:) Nor th  Moore S t r e e t  
A r l  i ngtori  V i  r g i  n i  a 222Ct9 

I n  Regards: F o r t  Gree ly  Alaska Heal ignment 

M r .  Cn rne l l a ,  

T h i s  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  U.S. Army c 3 r  t h e  taxpayers  

c:).f t h e  Un i t ed  S ta tes .  

On March 7 ,  1995, General Needham, Commander o f  Army AlasC::a, had a 

b r i e f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  worl.::force a t  F o r t  Gree lv  A1asi::a. He s a i d  ' that  he 

was riot. askecl what he t h o ~ t g t i t  he shoctld do w i t h  h i s  Commi~nd? he i s  i u s t  a 

s o l t l i e r  do ing h i s  iob - Who i s  making these  d e c i s i o n s  ? 

The power p l a n t  a t  F o r t  E r e e l y  i s  n n t  c l o s i n g  and bo th  t h e  Nor thern  

Warfare T r a i n i n q  Center and t h e  Cold Regions Test A c t i v i t y  w i l l  have t o  

move I(:)(:) m i  l.es No r th  and then t r a v e l  back t.o F o r t  Gree ly  t o  t r a i n  arid t e s t .  

Where i s  t h e  sav ings? 

F o r t  G r e e l v  c a r i n a t .  c lose  f o r  t w m  r e a s o r i s :  ( 1 )  -- I t  t ro i t ld  b e  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  

0 . F  l a s i n g  1;(50,0(:)(:1 ac res  o.f M i l i t a r y  T r a i n i n g  Land. ( 2 )  .- Ther-e i s  a Nucleat- 

Power P l a n t  encasecl i n  concre te  which would be p r n h i b i t i v e  t o  c l ean  up. 

No Savings ! 

F o r t  Richardson i n  Anchorage i s  50% empty - The A i r  Force use@ and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway: t h e  A i r  Force i s  moving i n t o  F o r t  Richardsons Fami ly  

H c ~ s i  nu; t h e  A1 asks Army Na t i ona l  Guard i s o c c ~ t p y i  no marly bcti 1 d ings:  The 

J u s t i c e  Department i s  trrccupyina a newly r e f u r b i s h e d  b u i  lc l ing:  tl-ie F i r e  

Department: i s  a combiriat:i.on of: Army arrd A i r  Farce and t h e  Army ancl A i r  Force 



Cammi s s a r i e s  a r e  schedr..\led .to be combined. Thi. s  i n f  armat i on  was g i ven  ou t  

by  General. Needham a% F o r t  Greel y  on January 20?  1995. 

The At-my Alaska i s  s t i  .t 1  ove rs t reng th  by 2C)O(3 s o l d i t w s  because of  

t h e  6 th  I D  c leact ivat . ion - Su c l o s e  F o r t  Richardson ! Givis t h e  l a n d  and 

b u i l d i n g s  t o  t h e  A i r  Force. Send 5(30 s o l d i e r s  t o  F o r t  Grt?elv (an a r t i l l e r y  

i.init.1. The Command can go Ito F o r t  Wainwright AlasC::a. The economic 

impact t o  Anchora.ge wok-tld be minimal  becac.ise t h e  A i r  Forc:e would h i r e  t h e  

wctrC::ers arid repl.  ace t h e  s o l  clj. e r s  w i t h  Aj .  r Farce per-sortnej. . 
F o r t  Gree lv  i s  caught i n  t h e  midd le  o f  a  p o l i t i c a l  h a l l  game, Anchorage 

has dl2 t h e  ctc~pulat ir tn 0 4  Al.ac;C::a and a r e  t h e  power. F o r t  Ric:harclson was 

p u t  on t h e  BRACC l i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  o f f  tw i ce .  

I can prove t.hat F a r t  Gree1.y i s  be ing  5acr i . f  i c e d  t o  save F o r t  Richardson. 

,Jt.ist mention t h a t  F o r t  Richar-dsnn i s  on t h e  BRACC l i s t  a r ~ d  w i t h i n  2 h o ~ ~ r s  o f  

1 .e t t i ng  o1.i.t t.he infurmat. i .nn yei.i w i 1 . l  be deli.iqed w i t h  t h e  power o f  F o r t  

Ricl3ardson antl something w i  l 1 s~r r . face  abut-rt your hav ing  ' go t  F u r t  G r e ~ ? l v  

so you a r e  sc.ippnsed t o  keep F o r t  Richardson o f f  a f  t h e  1 i . s t " .  

I n  c l o s i n g ,  p lease  l ook  a t  all k l ~ e  nctmbers ve ry  ca re ! f u l l y .  There i s  no 

money t o  be savecl and a r?.mrni.tnity w i l l  be destroyed.  I t  c.nuld ve ry  w e l l  

damage t h e  l a r g e s t  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  areas af  t h e  m i l  i t a r v .  

, 

Si  n c e r e l  y  , / ' 
Gerald O l i v ~ r  



Mai. Gen. Joe (Josue) Robles 
E{a~.e Real. i ~nrnent. and C l  oscrre Commi t t e e  
1706 Nor th  Moore S t r e e t  
At-]. i r\gt.an V i r c j i  n i  a 22209 

9 March 1995 

Tn Reaards: F a r t  Gree ly  Alaska Realignment 

T h i s  i s  n o t  i n  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  U.S. Army i,t- t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t h e  LJni t e d  S ta tes .  

On March 7, 1995: General. Needham, Ccrmmander o f  Army Alask::a, had a 

b r i e f i n g  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  work.force a t  F n r t  Gr-eelv Al.asl::a. He sa:icf t h a t  he 

was n o t  asked what. he thoc.rgh1:. he should  do w i t h  h i s  Cai-r\mcirtd, he i s  i u s t  a  

s o l d i e r  do ing h i s  iob -- Who i s  making these d e c i s i o n s  ? 

The F:ic)wer pl.ant a t  F a r t  Gr-eely i s  n o t  c l o s i n g  and btsth t h e  Nor thern  

Warfare T r a i n i n g  Center and t h e  Cold Heninns Test A c t i v i t y  w i l l  have ta 

rmve I(:?(:? mi. 1 . e ~  Nor th  and then t r a v e l  back t o  F a r t  Gree ly  t o  t r a i n  and t e s t .  

ACE 
Where t h e  sav ings? 

Fot-t Greelv  cannot cl.o.ic f o r  two reasons: ( 1 )  -- It would b e  the  beginnin= 

o f  l o s i n g  600,000 acres  o f  M i l i t a r y  T r a i n i n g  Land. ( 2 )  - There i s  a Nuclear 

Power P l a n t  encased i n raricret.e which woirl cl be p r o h i  t t i  t i  \le t o  c l ean  up. 

No Savings ! 

Fcrrt Richardsori  j.n Ancharage i s  50% empty - The A i r  Farce use6 and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway: t h e  A i r  Farce i s  m(~v ing  i n t o  F o r t  FZichardsons Fami ly  

tiousj.nq; t h e  Al.asC::a Arrriv Nat.i.ana1 Guard i s  occupying m a r \ \ (  b u i l d i n g s :  The 

,Just ice Departmen% i s  i~cc\.tpving a new1 y  r e f  ur-bi  shed b u i  lc l ing;  t h e  F i r -e  

Dec:r.at-t.merit i s  a comti:i.natinn 0.f Army and Aj. r Force and t h e  At-mv ancl A i r  Farce 



Commissaries a r e  scheduled t o  be combined. T h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  was g i ven  ou t  

by General Needham a t  F o r t  E ree l v  on January 20:  1.945. 

The Army A l  asl.::a is s t i  l 1 ovet-strength by 20(:)(:) so ld i la -s  becat-tse o f  

t . h ~  b t h  I D  deact j .  vat,:i.ur, So c::l.ose F o r t  Richardsnn ! Give t h e  lancl and 

I ~ u i l d i n g s  t o  %he A i r  Force. Send 50C., s o l d i e r s  t o  F o r t  Gree ly  {an a r t i l l e r y  

!-triit:.). The Cum,~iaricl can g c ~  t o  Far-t Wai.nwt-ight Al.asl::a. The eccmomic 

impact t o  Anchorage would be minimal because t h e  A i r  Forc:e would h i r e  t h e  

ws:jr.l::ers and repl.cl..ce the s n l d i e r s  wi:th A i r  Farce persanr~e:..  

F o r t  Gt-eelv i s  cai..i.gh!z i n  tl-re m idd le  o f  a p o l i t i c a l  t ~ a l l  game: Anchor-a~e 

has 1/2 the yo?i.t.l.atior.~ o f  Al.asC::a and a r e  t h e  power. Fmrt Richar-clson was 

put: c3n t h e  BRACC l i s t  t w i c e  and managed t n  ge t  a f  f twit::e, 

I can yr-ove that F o r t  Greel v i s  bei. r ~ g  ~sacri .  f j.c:ed t o  save F o r t  Richardson. 

Ju5.t mentj.on t h a t  F o r t  Ri(:l7at-ds!3r.i i 5  017 .the BHACC l i s t  and w i t h i n  2 hcxtr!:, o f  

1.et.ti.1-tq ntit t.he in fnrn ta t inr t  voc.r wj.J.1. be del.t..\~~ecl w j . t h  t he  power o f  Fort.  

Richard!son and somethi nu w i  I. 1 sitrfaize ahout vour- hav ing  "go t  F o r t  Gree lv  

:,;ocr a r e  .;~.tpposerl t.i:~ k e e p  F o r t  Richarclson o f f  o f  t h e  l i s t " .  

T .  112 c l c s s i n g ,  p l e a s e  l n o k  a i r  a l l  the n u m b e r s  v e r y  c a r e a f u l l y .  There is n o  

mc:inav t n  he sa~.ecl and a commctnj. t v  w i  l l .  Ge clestrayed. T t :  c nctl d ve ry  we1 l 

dam.age t h e  l a r g e s t  e x i s t i n g  t r a i n i n g  areas o f  t h e  m i l  i, t a r v .  



M r .  A lan Dixon, Chairman 
Ease Real i onment and C l  o s ~ t r e  Commi t t e e  
17C;O Nor th  Moore St.reet 
At-1. i nptnn V i  r q i  n i  a 22207 

I r i  Regarcl.;: F o r t  Gree ly  Alasl.::a Real ignnient 

Mr.. Di:.:on, 

T h i s  i s  not. i n  t h e  bes t  i n t . e r e s t s  o f  t h e  1J.S.  Army or t h e  taxpayers  

o f  t h e  IJrij. t e d  S ta tes .  

On March 7 ?  i 9 9 5 ?  General. Needham, Conimaricler o f  fqrmy Alasil::a, had a 

b r i e . f i n q  w i t h  t h e  c i v i l i a n  work fo rce  a t  F o r t  Gree ly  Alaska. He s a i d  t h a t  he 

was n o t  asl::ed what he thought  he should  do w i t h  h i s  Commarld, he i s  ii.tst a 

s o l d i e r  do ing h i s  iub - Who i s  making these  decis i .ons ? 

The yower plar i t .  a t  F o r t  Gt-eelv i s  not. c : los ing ancl ho th  t h e  Nor thern  

War.fare Tra in inc j  Center and t h e  Cold Regj.c2ns Test  A c t i v i t y  w i l l  have t o  

move 1 0 0  mile.; Nor th  and t,h~!r-i l-.r.av~?I back: t n  F o r t  Gree lv  t o  t r a i n  and t e s t .  

Where i s  t h e  sav inc~s?  

F o r t  Gr.ee1.y cannot c : l . o s e  f o r  t . w a  reasons: ( 1 )  -- It w o i t l d  b e  t h e  beginning 

0.f I .as ing h 0 0 , 0 0 0  acres o.f M i l i t a r y  T r a i n i n g  1-and. ( 2 )  There i s  a N ~ t c l e a r  

Power F' l  an t  encasecl i n  ronc:rete which woctl. cl be p r o h i  h i  t i  ve t o  c l ean  up. 

No  saving!^ 

S 
F o r t  Richardson i n  Anchorage is 50% empty - The A i r  Force use&, and 

ma in ta ins  t h e  runway; .the A i r  Force i s  moving i n t o  F o r t  Richar-d.sons Fami ly  

Hu{.isi rtg: t,he Al. a5C::a Army Nat i c:inaJ. Gctard j. s incc~.tpyi ng many h u i  I. clj. rigs: The 

Ju!;tice DeparZlment i s  oi:cugyi ng a i iewlv r e f u r b i s h e d  bcri l d i n q ;  t h e  F i r e  

Department i.; a combinat ion 0.1: Army and A i i r  Fnt-ce and t h e  Army and A1. r  Force 



Commissaries a r e  scheduled tr:, hi? ct~mbined. T h i s  in format : ton was g i ven  ot.\t 

b y  General Neernlham at:. Few-t Greel v on January 20, 1995. 

The Ar-mv A1 asC::a i s  :.;ti l 1 nve rs t rena th  hv 2(:)(:)0 s o l  diet-s because of  

t h e  6 t h  ID d e a r t i v a t i n n  So c l o s e  F o r t  Richardson ! G i v t ?  t h e  l a n d  and 

bt-t i lding-, t o  t h e  A i r  Force. Send 5(:)0 s o l d i e r s  t o  F o r t  Grc?elv (an a r t i l l . e r - : j  

Ltni. t) . The Command can ga t o  F o r t  tJainwright. A1asl::a. The economic 

impact t o  Anchorage would be minimal because t h e  A i r  Forrre would h i r e  t h e  

worE::ers and rep f  ace t h e  so lc l i  e r s  w i t h  A i r  Force persanne:. . 
F o r t  Gree lv  i s  caught i n  t h e  midd le  o f  a  p o l i t i c a l  h a l l  game, Anchorage 

has 1/2 t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  c t f  Al.asL:a anci a r e  t h e  power. F a r t  Ric:hardsnn was 

p u t  on t h e  ERACC l i s t  t w i c e  and managed t o  ge t  o f f  t w i c e ,  

I can prove t h a t  F n r t  Gree lv  i s   being^ s a c r i f i c e d  t o  save Fort.  Richardson. 

Just. mention t h a t  F o r t  Richardson i t s  an t h e  ERACC l i s t  and w i t h i n  2 hours  o f  

1. e t -k ing  ou t  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  vocc wj.  I. l be delc.rged w i  t t ~  t h e  power o f  F o r t  

R i  chardsan and sc2methi nq w i  11 st-trf ace ahnt.tt your hav ing "go t  F o r t  Greel v  

so yai.1 a r e  scrpposed t o  keey F n r t  Ric::hardson n f f  o f  t.he 1  j s t  ". 
In c l o s i n o ,  p lease  l(:,ctk a2r a l l  .the nl-tmbers very  c a r ~ ? f u l  l v .  There is nct 

niunev t o  he savecl and a  community w i l l .  be  des t rov rd .  It c:nuld ve ry  w e l l  

darnage t h e  l a r o e s t  e:.:ishinn t r a i n i n o  areas ( ~ f  t h e  m i l  i tar.v. 

Eer a I. d  01 i vE?r 



FUTURE OF FlTZSlMONS INITIATIVE 
I/We believe that the Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission must not include Fitzsimons Army Medical 
Center on the Base Closure List. 
Fitzsimons is a vital part of the Military Medid Community 
for our 14 state region and for Colorado. We need and wvrt 
FAMC in our clommunity! -- 

S- ~ A j a r  

STATE .-~ fd23 // 
I I 

I - DATE 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 14, 1995 

Mr. Gerald Oliver 
Box 1 152 
Delta Jt., AK 99737 

Dear Mr. Oliver: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
infomation pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignmetlt recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Ft. Greely. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided d l  also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

4 

David S. Lyles 
S t a  Director 



Thomas E. Lassek 
1 Mile Goldrugh Trail 
P.O. Box 1045 
Delta Junction Alaska 99737 

Base Realignment and ~ l o s b r e  committee 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington Virginia 22209 

1 March 1995 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee, 

I would like to take this opportunity to address tke subiect of 

realignment with respect to the recommendation made on the LAST MINUTE 

REALIGNMENT OF FORT GREELY ALASKA. 

It is my belief, and the belief of most of the P e o ~ l e  working within 

Fort Greely and the town of Delta Junction Alaska, that the realignment of 

this small military holding is totally the result of lobbying by Anchorage 

business and government. This realignment has no basis in need, rather, 

has been designated as the sacrificial lamb in order to keep Fort Richardson 

Alaska, Anchorage Arear off of the BRAC list. Please note that Fort Richardson 

was on the list before, but was removed due to political pressure. Fort 

Richardson serves no military purpose whatever, but is the seat of power, and 

the political center of the active Army here in Alaska. 'The Flag Pole'. 

It is my intent to advise you of the above, in the assurance that your 

impartial committee will act on the facts and not be swayed by political 

lobbying. I would ask that you not realign Fort Clreely, but rather, consider 

Fort Richardson for closure. On this subiect, I believe you have adequate 

factual information at your disposal. 

Any realignment, which is actually a closure in this remote area, would 

cause chaos. Most homes would be lost since alternative employment simply 

does not exist in this area. The closest city for such employment would 

be Fairbanks Alaska, a commuting distance of over 100 miles. 

Delta Junction Alaska, "The End Of The Alaska Highway" would simply 

dry up and become a ghost town. 

/GzGi?i~dd 
Alaskan 

sabled American Veteran 



Lucille A. Lassek 
1 Mile Goldrush Trail 
P.O. Box 1045 
Delta Junction Alaska 99737 

Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington Virgini.3 22209 

1 March 1995 
Base Real ignrnent and Closure Committee: 

I would like to take this opportunity to address the subiect of 

realignment with respect to the recommendation made on the LAST MINUTE 

REALIGNMENT OF FORT GREELY ALASKA. 

It is my belief, and the belief of most of the People working within 

Fort Greely and the town of Delta Junction Alaska, that the realignment of 

this small military holding is totally the result of lobbying by Anchorage 

business and government. This realignment has no basis in need, rather, 

has been designated as the sacrificial lamb in order to keep Fort Richardson 

Alaska, Anchorage Area, off of the BRAC list. Please note that Fort Richardson 

was on the list before, but was removed due to political pressure. Fort 

Richardson serves no military purpose whatever, but is the seat of power, and 

the political center of the active Army here in Alaska. 'The Flag Pole'. 

It is my intent to advise you of the above, in the assurance that your 

impartial committee will act on the facts and not be swayed by political 

lobbying. I would ask that you not realign Fort Greely, but rather, consider 

Fort Richardson for closure. On this subiect, I believe you have adequate 

factual information at your disposal. 

Any realignment, which is actually a closure in this remote area, would 

cause chaos. Most homes would be lost since alternative employment simply 

does not exist in this area. The closest city for such employment would 

be Fairbanks Alaska, a commuting distance of over 100 miles. 

Delta Junction Alaska, 'The End Of The Alaska Highway' would simply 

dry up and become a ghost town. 

Unemployed Alaskan 
American Veteran 



I 

Thomas E. Lassek 
1 Mile Goldrueh Trail 
P.O. Box 1045 
Delta Junction Alaska 99737 

Ms. Wendi L. Steele 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
Suite 1425, 1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington Virginia 22209 

2 March 1995 

Ms. Steele, 

I am writing you today to ask for your careful scrutiny when analyzing 

the recommendation presented to you, in the last minute decision. to realign 

Fort Greely Alaska. It is my honest belief, and the belief of most civilian 

employees at Fort Greely, that this military holding has been made the 

'Sacrificial Lamb' of the Alaska based bureaucracy. 

You should also note that person-to-person lobbying efforts have been 

ongoing in Washington supported by Anchorage based business concerns as well 

as others from that area. 

Fort Richardson Alaska, Anchorage area, was on the last 'BRAC' list, 

that is to say, it was identified for closure based on ~~ealistic need. 

However, political pressure was brought to bear and, of course, it was 

removed from the list. 

Fort Greely Alaska, a small military holding, as well as the rural 

community of Delta Junction Alaska simply cannot compete with Big Business 

and aovernment in the Anchorage area. We are a rural colnmunity and 

simply can't afford the lobbying cost needed to make the truth known. 

I also ask that you consider the environmental impact of realigning 

Fort Greely Alaska. The town of Delta Junction Alaska would be devastating, 

it would become an immediate ghost town. Alternate employment does not exist 

here, and the closest town would be Fairbanks Alaska, 100 miles away. 

Again: Please make your decision an realistic need. Please do not 

be swayed from the truth by political pressure. 

kk-Ee Unemployed 
Disabled American Veteran 



-._ 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON. VA 22209 

703-696-0501 

March 6, 1995 

Mr. and Mrs. Thomas E. Lassek 
1 Mile Goldrush Trail, P.O. Box 1045 
Delta Junction, AK 99737 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Lassek: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the fbture of Ft. Greely. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. 1 can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

d 
David S. Lyles 
StaRDirector 



Alan Dixon 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

It is a simple equation that if you are pumping water out.of an aquifer 
faster than it is replaced, there will come a day when it runs out. Since 
this is already happening here in the San Pedro River Valley, i t  can only 
get worse if the problem is ignored and Ft. Huachuca keeps growing. 

Both the River and the Army can avoid water shortage problctms down the 
road by considering the last letter in that BRAC acronym--"C:LOSURE"--in 
regard to Ft. Huachuca when reviewing the Department of Defense's 
decisions. 

Sincerely, 

Sandy MacKenzie 
P.O. Box 5081 
Huachuca City, Arizona 35616 



1 Mr.  Glenn A .  Cronick 
208 Maryland Ave. ' 

1 S taten  Island,  NY pl0305 
I 



Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

May 24,1995 

RE: Ft. Huachuca and the San Pedro River 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

You are in a position to reconsider the Defense Department's plan to continue massive and 
unnecessary expansion of Ft. Huachuca. I hope that you fully appreciate the impact that such a 
position has on the fate of the last living river in the Southwest. 

If you've ever lived here, you know that the San Pedro River is as rare as it is priceless, particularly 
now. Most of our other rivers don't flow anymore. They have been lost to dams, over-grazing and 
water pumping. Consequently, our kids can't jump in the water and cool off when the temperature 
soars over 100 degrees. They don't have many nice, shady trees to climb lm. Most troubling to me 
as an educator, is that they appreciate the ecosystem supported by the San Pedro River -one of 
the richest ecosystems in North America- and they understand that it will certainly disappear 
altogether if the Defense Department has its way. We have seen it happen many times before. 

The San Pedro River is a public treasure, and Ft. Huachuca is its biggest tlhreat. Surely, your 
commission will both acknowledge this and do something about it. Please: do not participate in 
destroying an irreplaceable public treasure like the San Pedro River for a military mission that can 
be accomplished elsewhere without such devastating environmental impacts. There are people in 
other areas of the country begging for base expansion. Please let them have it. 

Sincerely, 

Anne Carl 
P. 0. Box 604 
Tucson, AZ 85702 
(520) 629-0525 
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For Wildness and Diversity in the 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

1 1 May, 1995 

RE: Save the San Pedro Gver 

Pacific North west 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 
5 

I am writing on behalf of the Greater Ecosystem Alliance (GEA) to cornrnent on the 
Defense Department's decision to expand Fort Huachuca. GEA, a public interest 
environmental organization of 1,500 members, is committed to protect ng wildlands and 
biodiversity. We believe that the expansion of Fort Huachuca will thre%ten the survival of 
the San Pedro River and adversely affect the viability of species dependent on the river 
habitat. Therefore, it is imperative that the BRAC Commission deny the Defense 
Department's expansion. 

The San Pedro River is ecologically important because it supports the most extensive 
surviving expanse of the rarest forest type in North America: the cottonwood/willow or 
broadleaf riparian association forest. It also supports one of the richest ecosystems in 
North America with the highest number of species in the inland United States. The river is 
critical for the long-term survival of at least seven species: southwestern willow flycatcher, 
razorback sucker, desert pupfish, loach minnow, spikdace, Gila topminnow, and western 
yellow-billed cuckoo. Twenty-five of the species found along the San Pedro are already 
so rare that they are in need of federal protection. 

At present, excess water pumping is the single most dangerous threat to the San Pedro 
River. Studies have confirmed that the San Pedro river flows are decreasing because of 
pumpiag fioin the aquifer c;n which the Sierra VistdFort Huachuca iir ea depends. The 
military and their dependents at Fort Huachuca already account for nearly one-half of the 
area's population. The Defense Department's decision to continue the massive expansion 
of Fort Huachuca will likely destroy the San Pedro River. 

We ask that you acknowledge the expansion of Fort Huachuca as being the greatest threat 
to the survival of the river. The Defense Department should not be allowed to destroy an 
irreplaceable public treasure like the San Pedro River for a military mission that can be 
accomplished elsewhere without such devastating environmental impacts. 

Janita Gurung 
Conservation Intern ' 
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2625 East Sahuaro Drive 
Phoenix, AZ 85128 
May 2, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

RE: Ft. Huachuca expansion and its deleterious effect on the San Pedro River 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

It has come to my attention that there is a planned expansion of Ft. 
Hvachuca which threatens the Sar! Pedro River. This river alrezdy has 25 - 
species which are endangered. In addition, less than one percent of this 
ecosystem survives intact already. 

I am always in support of a strong national defense, however, I believe at 
the same goals can be obtained without the needless destruction of a priceless 
ecosystem, especially one that already minimally exist. 

I hope that the BRAC Commission will respect the fact that Ft. Huachuca 
represents e San Pedro River's greatest threat. I am especially hopeful that the 
mission of Ft. Huachuca can preserved as well as the San Pedro River. 

Very truly yours, 
/ f '  - :.L'/J ~4- 

Michael S. Weng, M.D. /Iris Q. 

cc: SWCBD 
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CEERYT, B. BEILFUSS 
3135 w ::: GS AVENUE 
PHOWIX, ARIZONA 



May 5,  1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon: 

I am conce rned  a b o u t  t h e  p o s s i b l e  e x p a n s i o n  o f  F o r t  Huachuca 
and  t h e  e f f e c t s  on  t h e  ecosys t em o f  t h e  San Pedro  R i v e r .  I 
f o r e s e e  f u r t h e r  t h r e a t  t o  numerous endange red  s p e c i e s ,  g round 
w a t e r  and h a b i t a t  i f  t h e  e x p a n s i o n  w e r e  t o  t a k e  p l a c e .  

I c a n n o t  h e l p  b u t  wonder i f  t h e r e  i s n ' t  a n o t h e r  p l a c e  
e q u a l l y  s u i t a b l e  f o r  t h e  m i l i t a r y  a c t i v i e s  p l a n n e d  f o r  F o r t  
Huachuca, maybe a  p l a c e  a l r e a d y  r u i n e d  by  human e x p a n s i o n .  
The a r e a s  o f  r e l a t i v e  p u r i t y  are becoming s o  few,  t h o s e  t h a t  
r ema in  become more and  more p r e c i o u s  a s  havens  f o r  t h e  p o o l  
o f  d i v e r s i t y  on  t h i s  p l a n e t .  

Thank you f o r  your  t i m e .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Susan Angelo 







April 29, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closing and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

In regard to the San Pedro River andnearby Fort Huachuca, 1 feelit is very important to realize that Fort 
Huachuca is the major threat to the survival of the Sen Pedro River. 

I believe it is important to retain the historical nature of the area and the Sarr Pedro River. This will 
probably not be done if the Defense Department is allowed to continue it's usage as now. 

j g g T & & { @ ? d 4  n Browning 

6824 N. 29th Lane / 
Phoenix, Az. 850 7 7 i 

















I Matt Conley, of Arizona State University, College of Engineering and 9 

Applied Science, Department of Environmentai Resources and r3ianning, wish to 

inform you of my protest against the proposed project of the Fort Huachuca 

installation expansion into the San Pedro River. This expansion, in its current 

form, will prove detrimental to one of the state's natural resource treasures, a rare 

and pristine Ash and Willow riparian growth. 

This vegetation type is uncommon, and so provides uncommon habitat for 

wildlife including birds, mammals, reptiles, fish aquatic insects, fungi, algae and 

bacteria. Each of these faunal components is critical to a contintration of a 

complete ecosystem in this locality. Ecosystem diversity provides a iarge variety 

of natural resource products and processes, many of which hold economic value. 

If these resources are mansged correctly then this area can provide natural 

services indefinitely. 

The destruction of this area wiil resuit in the negation of these services, 

perhaps forever, and absolutely without a huge monetary and managerial input. 

Please consider the expansion of this instillation into an area of less ecological 

significance. Coordination with natural resource agencies on a State, Federal or 

corporate level andlor the creation of Environmental impact Statements (EISs), or 

Environmental Assessments (EAs) would yield information on alternatives which 

could be more acceptable to all involved parties. 

thank you for your attention, 



Chairman Alan Dixon 

Base Closure and Realignment Commission 6908 Bing PL. N E  

1700 N. Moore St. , Suite 1425 Albuquerque, NM 871 1 1 

Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I writing you regards the proposed expansion of the Fort Huachucil military facility and 

the interconnected San Pedro River ecosystem.The decision of the proposed 

expansion requires full consideration of the integrity of the San Pedro River ecosystem 

and in this light, the following questions are asked of the Commission you chair: 
1. Will the Commission respect the fact that Fort Huachuca is the greatest threat 

to the survival of the San Pedro River ? 

2. Will the Defense Department be allowed to destroy a very unique treasure 

like the San Pedro River for a military mission that can be accompiished elsewhere 

without such devastating environmental impacts ? 

Thank you for consideration of my concern. 

Sincerely, n 

-d- Gary L. alvorson 





1477 3 /2 Canyon Road 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 

April 12, 1995 

Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

I am writing to you about the effect of the expansion of Ft. Huachuca on the 
San Pedro River. As I am sure you are now aware, many people in the Southwest 
feel quite strongly about the status of this exceptional river. The fact that the San 
Pedro is the sole remaining free running river, together with the extraordinary 
richness of plant and animal life there, has made the river very clear to many 
people. 

In an era when we would like to move away from the umwieldly and 
ineffective machinery that protects individual endangered specie:$, and toward a 
more rational approach of protecting whole ecosystems which not only protect 
individual species, but also have an ecosystem integrity, the decision to expand the 
fort is ill-considered at best. 

Would you please reconsider the effects of an expansion of' Ft. Huachuca. 
Perhaps it would be wisest to put these plans on hold, at least for the time being, to 
consider whether this is the best military base to expand. I believe that there will be 
increasing and vocal opposition on the part of many people in the Southwest to this 
expansion. 

Thank you for your time. 

Regards, 

Melissa Savage 



<\** 
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Kathy Nelson 
- - .-- - - -- 

Telephone (602)838-2735 

1239 E. Herrnosa Dr 
Tempe, AZ 85282 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22205 
April 25, 1995 

Re: Expansion of Fort Huachuca 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

The San Pedro River in southeastern Arizona supports a riparian area that 
consists of one of the last remaining cottonwood willow communities in the 
western United States. I am deeply concerned that the base expansion of Fort 
Huachuca will destroy this valuable area. Please include a strategy to protect this 
important riparian community in your base expansion plan. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Kathy ~ e d n  





April 22, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

I recently visited the Fort Huachuca area and hiked along 
the San Pedro River. I saw before and after photos of what 
is happening to the area as grazing is phased out and natural 
species are furnished with an hospitable environment. This 
is a living river system that is threatened by the expansion 
and water pumping for Fort Huachuca. 

I ask you to please consider extremely carefully the decision 
to continue expansion of Fort Huachuca. Deserts are fragile 
and wonderful and contribute greatly to the eco system balance. 
The San Pedro River area supports more species diversity than 
ANY OTHER inland area in the whole U. S.. Without sufficient 
water in the river system these species are all drastically 
affected. And studies show the pumping done by the Fort is 
decreasing the flow and level of the aquifer. 

At the very least consider limited expansion ONLY with extensive 
water conservation. There are acres and acres of lawn in 
the Fort. Deserts can be beautifully landscaped without lawns 
or plants requiring irrigation. 

I urge you to recognize the inter-connection between all living 
things and your responsibility to guard against endangering 
the survival of any for the good of all. People in'zluded! 

Sincerely, n 

Dorothy T. Baker. 



April 11, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

This letter is in regards to the plan to expand Fort Huachuca, 
Arizona. I am compelled to express my concern about the threat to 
the San Pedro River, and the great number of endangered species if 
in fact this plan is implemented. Listed are a c!ouple of specific 
questions I have. 

1. Will the BRAC Commission respect the fact that Fort Huachuca 
is the greatest threat to the San Pedro River? 

2. Will the Defense Department be allowed to destroy an 
irreplaceable public treasure, the San Pedro River, for military 
missions that can be done elsewhere without disastrous environment 
impact? 

I would greatly appreciate your response to my questions. 
Thank you for your attention in this matter. 

Anne Marie Reed , 
6405 East Indian School Road 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251 



ck Drive 
Phoenix, Arizona 85012 
(6C32)-265-4325 W 

April 16, 1995 

Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Real ignment Commission 
Suite # 1425 
1700 N. Moore St. 
Arlington, VA 22209 

re: Arizona, Ft HUBchuca expansion 

Dear Mr Dixon: 

I write to express my concern about the proposed expansion of 
personnel at Fort Huachuca, located in southeaste,rn Arizona. 

The US At-my has proposed to transfer additional military 
personnel to Ft Huachuca. Friends of Arizona Pivers, a group 
dedicated to the conservation of our state's streams, believes 
that such an action would cause significant, negative impacts to 
the environment of this region of Arizona. Exlrtansion of the base 
would adversely impact a nearby stream named the San Pedro River. 
Phis stream possesses ecological values that a-e of regional, 
state, national, and international importance. I t  is such an 
important stream that in 1988 Congress named i t  a Riparian 
National Conservation Area. Congress has direrted the US Bureau 
of Land Management to manage the area. 

Friends of Arizona Rivers and the Arizona Rivers Coalition has 
p r o p o s e d  t h a t  t h e  S a n  P e d r o  R i v e r  b e  a d d e d  t o  the n a t i o n a l  Wi ld  
and Scenic River ! W b S S )  system i see  attached dt:3cumentation).' 
The US BLM has found the river to be both eligible and .sui.table 
for this designation. Regarding the San Pedro River, the Friends 
of Arizona Rivers made the following comment t o  tlie BLM on its 
EIS that studied streams in Arizona: 

San Pedro River 
1Je strong1 y support the BLlWl's i-ecommendat ion f o r  clesiqnat ion as a 
WhSR. This river has some of the highest ecological value in the 
country: 

8 The longest undammed stream in Arizona. 
$ Has 5 to 1RI pel-cent of the  endangered sr,ec:ies in the IJS. 
8 Has a 12,000 year-old archeological mamr:,oth kill site. 
+ Is the best preserved c:ottonwood-wi l low forest in Arizona. 
8 Functions as a critical. corridor for wi :I dlife mic3i-atinq 
.from the tropics and Mexj.co. 
$ The heaviest annual visitor days of all the BLM streams in 
Arizona. 



The San Pedro River deserves national I-ecognit.ion as u773 
showpiece of a southwestern desert-river ecos)~stem. 

In reviewing statements made by the US Army, I am appalled that 
so little attention was paid to the current impacts to the San 
Pedro River and the impacts likely to occur st~ould the base b e  
expanded. There is no doubt that expansion of Ft Huachuca would 
exacerbate the destruction of this stream that already is 
jeopardy. This stream cannot withstand the cilrrent pace of 
groundwater withdrawals; expansion of the base would hasten this 
destruction. 

I wish to point out another impact that would occur with base 
expansion. The addition of base personnel would dramatically 
increase the recreational pressure on the San Pedro River and on 
the surrounding desert and forests. I doubt that either the BLM 
or the US Forest Service would have the manpower to properly 
manage lands that would be overrun by so many aggressive troops 
eager for off base recreation. 

In summary, I do not think that the US Army has adequately 
recognized the importance of the San Pedro Ri~.er nor the 
environmental impacts to the San Pedro River tihat would be caused 
by base expansion. I urge the BRAC not to expand the current 
operation at Ft Huachuca. There are other, mclre suited, cities 
in the United States that would welcome an expanded military 
presence. 

Sincerely, 

. 
Timothy J. Flood 

cc: BLM, San Pedro Office 

1. Arizona Rivers Coalition. "San Pedro Fiver", in: Arizona. 
Rivers, Lifeblood of the Desert, a citizen" proposal for the 
protection of rivers in Arizona. second printing (revised); ARC; 
3601 N 7th Avenue; Phoenix, AZ. pages 56-57. 



San Pedro River 
The San Pedro River is a tributaty to the Gila River in 
southeastern Arizona. It flows northward from Mexico 
through the Basin and Range physiographic province 
which is characterized by gently sloping valleys separated 
by abruptly rising mountains. The section of the San Pedro 
River proposed flows between the Dragoon and Mule 
Mountains to the east and the Huachuca and Whetstone 
Mountains to the west. The river is perennial from the 
Herefird area to just below the Charleston Hills. The ele- 
vation is approximately 3,900feet. The Upper San Pedro 
River corridor contains valuable vegetation communities, 
wiki,L$ popuhtions, paleontologcal resources, and sign$- 
cant archeological and historical sites. 

Approximately 34 miles within the San Pedro Riparian National 
Conservation Area between Highway 80 and the Mexican border as 
fbllows: 

Mexican Border to Highway 80: Scenic 

Two miles north of Highway 80 to Flowing Well: Scenic 

Managing Agency: Bureau of Land Management. 

Private Land: Several small areas of private land consisting of b 
and h o w  occur along the proposed segment. 

Scenic: The environment immediately next to the river is a fine 
example of wooded riparian habitat. Of special note are a number of 
huge cottonwood trees towering above willows. Bordering the cotton- 
wood-willow area is an extensive mesquite bosque. In addition, a 
srnd marsh-like cienega dominated by reeds and sedges is found along 
the Upper San Pedro. Riparian habitats such as chese are increasingly 
rare in southern Arizona They ofkr a dramatic visual contrast to the 
surrounding chihuahuan desert dominated by creosote, catdaw, tar- 
bush, whitethorn, and mesquite. Riparian areas are also extremely 
important to wildliie. 
Recreation: Nature study, sighrseeing, camping, hiking, 
and learning about the historical resources are the most common activ- 
ities pursued along the San Pedro River. Some of the cultural 
resources may be protected fbr public exhibition. The outstanding 
examples of riparian habitat and 303 species of birds make the upper 
San Pedro an extremely valuable bird watching location. 
Fish and Wildlife: Wildlife in the three riparian plant communities 
and six upland plant communities along the Upper San Pedro River is 
abundant and diverse. Over 300 species of birds, 84 mammals, and 
41 reptiles and amphibians have been recorded. The fkderally endan- 

Map 21 - San Pedro River 

gered bald eagle and peregrine filcon have been observed. In addition, 
the following species which are being considered for listing as fkderally 
threatened or endangered (as of 1989) have been observed along the 
Upper San Pedro: Swainson's hawk, Mississippi kite, gray hawk, fir- 



:a 
3 .  
a ruginous hawk, black hawk, ~ c a r a ,  osprey, black-bellied whistling more known Clovis Hunter sites than anywhere else in the new world; 

3 duck, yellow-billed cudcoo, elegant trogon, green kingfisher, thick- numerous Cochise Culture sires; more Sobaipuri sites than any other 
billed kingbird, tropical kingbird, bid-crowned night heron, snowy arm the only Spanish presidio in the United States under kded man- 

3 egret, northern beardless tyrannulet, Gila monster, lowland leopard agement; railroad and mining town sites which could yield extensive 
Frog, Chiricahua leopard frog, Mexican garter snake, and desert information about fiontier life. The list goes on. Additional sites are 
kingsnake. Five Merally listed threatened and endangered fishes were expected to be found with further study. 

3 na&e to the Upper ~ a n ~ e d r o  River bur have since bAn extirpated. 
3 Paleontological: With several dozen fossil sites, the land along the 1 ' I 1 I 

Upper San Pedro River ranks among the top two paleontological areas 
in Arizona Most of the sites are fiom the Pleistocene (2 maion to 
10,000 years ago). In addition, the late Cenozoic terrestrial deposits 
bund here (approximately 1-5 million years ago) rank in the top five 
in N o d  America. According to the BLM, fossils along the Upper 
San Pedro River "have a high potential for yielding important inbr- 
mation on mammal evolution and i n t e r c o n ~ e n d  dispe rsal... vegeta- 
tion changes, and dimatic changes." Furthermore, this is the "top area 
in the Western Hemisphere for paleontological sites associated with 
early man. " 
Cultural and Historic: Humans inhabited the San Pedro River as long 
ago as 1 1,200 years. BLM has identified approximately 150 historid 
sites and reports that "many of the sites have exceptionally high scien- 
&c andlor public values with some values at the international level of 
importance." The sites are so abundant that some overlap. Some sites 
are National Historic Landmarks while many others for this 
designation. Some of the most important cultural resources indude: 

The area being proposed became a National Conservation Area in 
November, 1988. Howwer, the Wild & Scenic Rivers Act would 
provide additional protection for the sensitive ecological, historical, 
and paleontological resources against new roads, sand and gravel oper- 
ations, and dams. It might also persuade our government to actively 
negotiate with Mexico to regulate pollution spills in the river's head- 
waters. Furthermore, the prestige associated with being a nationally 
recognized river might benefit scientists applying fir research h d s .  

- 
m &iv PEDRO &VER (Photo: Sheila Dean) 



The Ranching Task Force 

Lynn Jacobs PO Box 5784 Tucson, Arizona 85703 602-578-3171 
Linda Wells PO Box 41 652 Tucson, Arizona 8571 7 602-327-9973 

Kelly Cranston PO Box 312 Cortaro, Arizona 85652 



April 11, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to voice my concern about the plan to expand Fort 
Huachuca, Arizona. Even at its present size, Fort Huachuca is the 
greatest threat to the San Pedro River, which is the last I1living" 
river in the Southwest. The San Pedro River is the site of one of 
North America's rarest ecosystems, and there are many endangered 
species living in this cottonwood/willow (broadleaf) riparian 
system. There is already a severe problem with cattle along the 
San Pedro River. 

There are a few questions I would like to ask regarding the 
plan to expand Fort Huachuca: 

1. Has an environmental impact study of the area been 
conducted, and, if not, will one be conducted prior to implementing 
the plan to expand? 

2. Will the BRAC Commission respect the fact that Fort 
Huachuca is the greatest threat to the San Pedro River? 

3. Will the Defense Department be allowed to destroy an 
irreplaceable public treasure, the San Pedro River, for military 
missions that can be done elsewhere without disastrous 
environmental impact? 

The deep concern I feel is shared by many Arizonans and by 
many of the hundreds of thousands of people who visit Arizona every 
year from other states and from countries around the world. 

I look forward to hearing your responses to the above 
questions. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Carol J. feed 
6405 East 1ndis.n School Road 
Apartment 30 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251 



11 April 1995 
21079 Foulois Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92518 

Honorable Alan Dixon, Chairman, 
Defense Base & Realignment Commission, 
1700 North Moore St., Ste 1425, 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am a retired Marine Officer who served thirty--six years 
(1935-1971) on continuous active duty, during which tine I 
was privileged to serve in a number of high command and staff 
assignments emcompassing a broad spectrum of experience and 
activities, including those associated with com~nunity 
relations. For the first twenty three years of my retirement 
I lived in close proximity to the Marine Corps Air Stations, 
El Toro and Tustin. Active in local civic affairs while. 
maintaining close contact with Marine activities, I continued 
to keep abreast of the problems of community relations, 
including those associated with BRAC "93. Within the last six 
months I have moved to the March Air Force Base area and have 
become aware of the problems and opportunities inherent in 
the closure and realignment of the local base. 

The purpose of this letter is to urge that BRAC '95 seriously 
consider the deployment of certain Marine aviation units from 
the Santa Ana/Tustin area to March Air Force Base, Riverside, 
California, vice Naval Air Station, Miramar, an option not 
available at the time of BRAC '93, There are numerous 
statistics and arguments that support such a realignment. 

March Air Force Base has the up-to-date operational, 
maintenance and personnel facilities that are lacking at 
Mirarnar, and which would permit the expeditious and 
concentrated relocation of specified Marine aviation units at 
considerably less cost and effort. Specifically, I refer to 
the Headquarters of Marine Air Bases West Coast and the Third 
Marine Aircraft Wing, support and control units, and the 
numerous helicopter squadrons now programmed to be scattered 
throughout several diverse facilities where satisfactory 
support does not exist and would be costly and time consuming 
to replicate. 

The movement of the appropriate units to March Air Force Base 
would permit the Navy to retain NAS Miramar, with Marine 
Fixed Wing aircraft units as tenants, all units in close 
proximity to current operating/training areas. This would 
save base realignment and closure construction at NAS 
Lemoore. At the same time Marine helicopter units would be 
in close proximity to supported troops at Camp Pendleton,, 
Twenty-nine Palms and Yurna. Modern communication facilities 
at March would enhance command/ control of subordinate units. 



Readiness is a most important factor. March Air Force Base 
as an aerial port of embarkation/debarkation would permit 
more rapid deployment and recovery of both ground combat and 
support units as well as the helicopter and other aviation 
units. 

Aligned with increased readiness is a most important factor: 
the welfare of the troops and their families. Currently, 
many Marines stationed at MCAS, El Toro and MCA.S, Tustin 
cannot find affordable housing near their duty stations and 
are forced to commute long distances (i.e. Riverside) in 
dangerous traffic or to forego being with those families when 
not deployed. More Marines have lost their likes on the 
freeways than were lost in Desert Storm. 

Although additional government housing would be required at 
March AFB, currently there are several hundred more units 
there than at Miramar. Also there is a plethora of affordable 
housing in the Riverside, Moreno Valley and Perris 
area. Housing costs in the vicinity of March AF'B, as well as 
variable housing allowance output, are significantly lower 
than in the San Diego area. Those Marines who already live 
in this area would not have to be relocated if March were to 
become their duty station. 

The welfare and happiness of a service man and his family are 
important keys to unit and service readiness to discharge 
their missions. All branches of the military services 
currently are having difficulty in recruiting qualified and 
motivated accessions. The long and frequent separations of 
service personnel and their families are responsible to a 
large extent to the unhappiness and subsequent breakup of 
service families and/or the failure of trained, best 
qualified and most desirable service members to reenlist or 
extend. Thus, it is important that the welfare, safety and 
accommodation of the service man and his family be given 
proper weight in determining where our deployatlle units are 
based. 

March AFB and its environs offers the opportunity to more 
economically enhance welfare, procurement, retention, 
training and readiness. Taking advantage of the availability 
of March AFB provides a very simple solution to the problem 
of realignment/closure and would put the service members in 
the category of first class citizens eager to serve their 
country, without worrying about the welfare of their 
families. Another factor favoring March AFB as a relocation 
site is the fact that the local populace wants to see the 
Marines here, a factor not to be taken lightly. 

Lieut. General, USMC (Ret) 



Copies to: 

President Bill Clinton 
Senator Dianne Feinstein 
Senator Barbara Boxer 
Congressman Ken Calvert 
Congressman Sonny Bono 
Congressman Jerry Lewis 
Honorable William J. Perry, Secretary of Defense 
Honorable John Dalton, Secretary of the Navy 
Admiral Jeremy M. Boorda, USN, CNO 
General Carl E. Mundy, USMC, Commandant USMC 
Admiral Richard C. Macke, CincPac 
Ms. Judy Ann Miller, Dir.Mil. Base Retention 
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625 Oak St. 
Silverton, OR 97381 
5  June 1 9 9 5  

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1 7 0 0  N. Moore St. Suite 1 4 2 5  
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am writing to ask you if the Base Realignment an'd Closure 
(BRAC) Commission is going to respect the fact that Ft. Huachuca 
is the greatest threat to the survival of the San Pedro River, 
and if so, are you going to allow the Defense Department to 
destroy an irreplaceable public treasure like the San Pedro 
River for a military mission that can be accomplished elsewhere 
without such devastating environmental impacts? 

On 1 March 1 9 9 5  the Department of Defense recommended the massive 
expansion of Ft. Huachuca military base. This decision is now 
the primary threat to the survival of the San Pedro River in 
southeast Arizona. 

The San Pedro is the home to the most extensive surviving expanse 
of the rarest forest type in North America, the cottonwood/willow 
or broadleaf riparian association forest. Only 0.8 percent 
of the historical total of cottonwood/willow forest has survived 
in Arizona. 

The Ecosystems associated with the San Pedro River are some 
of the richest in North America. The area supports 517 species 
of animals. More mammal species are found along the San Pedro 
than anywhere else in the United States. 25 of the species 
found along the San Pedro are so rare they are already in need 
of federal protection. 

Unfortunately, excess water pumping is now the sin.gle greatest 
threat to the San Pedro River. Multiple reports and studies 
have confirmed the connection between the river and the San 
Pedro aquifer from which the Sierra ~ista/~t. Huachuca area 
pumps its water. The military assigned to Ft. Hua.chuca and 
their dependents already account for nearly 3 of t.he area's 
population. Expanding the base would further suck. the river 
dry. 

The Department of Defense decision to continue the massive 
expansion of Ft. Huachuca, and thereby kill the San Pedro River, 
must now be reviewed by the BRAC Commission. That: is why I 
am asking you to deny the decision by the Department of Defense 
to expand Ft. Huachuca, because the expansion wou1.d kill the 
San Pedro cottonwood/willow ecosystem, and the military mission 
could be accomplished elsewhere. 



I hope you will review this situation, and come to the right 
decision, to save the San Pedro River by denying expansion to 
Ft. Huachuca. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Waters 





Alan Dixon 
Chairman, Base Realignment & Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

May 31, 1995 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

How ironic it is that the ostensible purpose of the military 
is to defend the land, when the very existence of one of its 
installations is destroying the land. 

The dollars being sunk into Fort Huachuca are supposedly to 
further the military mission of "defensett. Defense of "this 
great land of ours." Defense of "America the Beautiful." But 
the increased groundwater pumping will mean death to a rare and 
beautiful riparian area, the unique San Pedro River ecosystem. 
Could it be those dollars are being spent on Fort Huachuca simply 
to further its own existence? Or is the military's objective not 
to defend the "land," but to defend and insure the continuation 
of the corporate capitalist mission to generate more money for 
itself? 

After all, the expansion will only further enrich the greedy 
minority already feeding off the Fort, the businessmen and 
developers who are the local proponents of growth. To them, the 
only green worth defending is the dollar bill, and the only 
morality worth embracing is the one which propagates profit. 

Why not disperse Fort Huachuca throughout the East, where 
the shortsightedness of our forefathers left little in the way of 
natural ecosystems? It's too late for the East. Rut there's 
still hope for the San Pedro. After all, we know better now. Or 
we should. 

Isn't a free-flowing river with its natural habitat the very 
essence of what is worth defending in the first place? 

The continued growth of Fort Huachuca (and thus Sierra 
Vista) in this desert area can only have devastating effects on 
the San Pedro watershed. Without water, everybody loses. 

Sincerely, 

James R. Brown 
P.O. Box 111 
Hereford, AZ 85615 











2931 North 18th Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85015 

April 10, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Re: Fort Huachuca 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

We urge the Base Closure and Realignment Cornmission not to 
approve the Defense Department's decision to continue expanding 
Ft. Huachuca in Sierra Vista. As you likely know, the 
groundwater in the area is being pumped at a:n alarming rate 
because of population growth. An increase i~n population in 
Sierra Vista will result in more groundwater pum:ping , which will 
drop the water table to a level at which it will be unable to 
sustain the San Pedro River's above-ground flow. In reality, 
the San Pedro River is down to little more than a trickle, but 
it is one of the few remaining Southwest rivers that has not 
been dammed and that supports a large and varied population of 
native vegetation and wildlife. Many critically endangered 
species depend upon the San Pedro. Please do what you can to 
ensure that Ft. Huachuca is not expanded. Other bases can be 
expanded without devastating environmental impact. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

beter D: ~ o d n ,  M.D. 



JANICE MIANO 
4540 East Belleview #20 

Phoenix, AZ 85008 
(602) 267-987 1 

April 1 1, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

Ten months ago, I relocated from New England to Arizona. One of the major 
reasons for my move was the exquisite beauty of the state. But r~ght now I am 
very concerned about the fate of the San Pedro River because of the 
recommended massive expansion of Ft. Huachuca. The San Pedro River is 
home to the most extensive surviving expanse of the rarest forest type in North 
America - the cottonwoodlwillow or broadleaf riparian association forest. Only .8% 
of the historical total of cottonwoodlwillow forest has survived in Arizona. 

The San Pedro supports one of the richest ecosystems in North America. The 
area supports the highest total of species anywhere in the inland United States. 
Twenty-five of these species are so rare that they are already in need of federal 
protection. The San Pedro is critical for the long-term survival of at least seven 
species: southwestern willow flycatcher; razorback sucker; desert pupfish; loach 
minnow; spikedace; Gila top minnow; and western yellow-billed cuckoo. 

Unfortunately, excess water pumping is now the single most dangerous threat to 
the San Pedro River. Multiple reports and studies have confirmecl the connection 
between the San Pedro and the aquifer from which the Sierra VistaIFt. Huachuca 
area pumps its water. Flows in the San Pedro River are already decreasing 
because of this pumping. 

Will the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Commission respect the fact 
that Ft. Huachuca is the greatest threat to the survival of the San Pedro? Will the 
Defense Department be allowed to destroy an irreplaceable public treasure like 
the San Pedro River for a military mission that can be accomplished elsewhere 
without such historically devastating environmental impacts? Please do what you 
can to save the San Pedro. I really appreciate your help in this matter. Thank you 
so much. 

Sinberely, 
C)ONU2W!" 

Janice Miano 
cc: Senator John McCain 



April 7,1995 
POB 694 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85636 

Thc ITonor&>le Alail Dixon, Chairman 
KEAC Comi osion 
1700 North 15/loore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

D e a r  Senator Dixon: 

Please do not be misled by the contents of the enclosed copy of a letter to 
you by Mayor Archer of Sierra Vista. While what he states is essentially 
true there is more to be told. 

The ~eneral population(non-military) of Sierra Vista has grclwn 10% since the 
last national census. This cloes not include phenomenal growth in its im- 
?oediate environs as well. Also, instead of reducing manpower. at Fort Huachuca, 
it is scheduled to increase by several hundred. This total growth picture 
obviously adds to an already negative acquifer use factor as Mayor Archer 
explained. 

Fur-id~er~nore, at this time, no significant water use reduction plans are in 
effect. While some are proposed and discussed nothing concrete is establish- 
ed. As you know, Senator Dixon, the time span .between planning and actual 
imnpleinentation can be great. In the meantime our acquifer demands are grow- 
ii- uncontrolled. 

Sierra Vista is rapidly heading towards the plight of many Southwest cities, 
especially Tucson and Phoenix--serious water problems. We here need to show 
more vision than they; vision beyond rhetoric. I ask you, Senator Dixon, to 
please seriously consider closing Fort Huachaca. 

Sincerely, 

/- 



' March 9. 1 9 9 5  

The Xonadablb A l a n  blxol_r, Chairtman 
BRAC C ~ n u n i ~ s i o n  
1700 North Moore Stree't 
m i r e  1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

Subject: P a r t  Huachuca, Arizona Water Situation 

! 

X t  Es my understanding t h a t  during a m e t i n g  wizh a group of 
members of Congress, a membef alLeged that th?re wlas no water at 
Fort nuachuca r e  8uppoZ-t growth associdtdd w l t h  the few h u n d r a  
addi t iona l  people under consideration. T h i s  is simply not trucs 
and I w o ~ 1 L I  like to d i s p e l  any  rrunors to t h e  coiatraw. I w i l l  
attempt to put our ~ i i e e X  ~ i t u ~ t i o n  An p r o p e r  &o:.i%ext and then 
updg~e you on w h a t  IS ~ e i n g  done to address the 5ss;ue. 

In a n o n .  ue have glen.ty oE geod quality w a t e r  fa meet: the needs 
of those who are expected to need it wall in to  .the future. WQ 
neve a w a t e r  managea.ent challenge to resolve :3oms: potential 
.cenfliets in w a t e r - u s e  but w e  have plenty of time ra properly 
plan and implement hatter H a t e r  management practices. Several 
reasanable s o l u t 5 o n s  have been identified and w e  are working 
dillgently w i t h  O t h e r s  to e v a l u a t e  and select t h o s e  so lu t ions  
that best address OUI: need. There  Is no reason to believe w e  
cannot s a t i s f y  the future water needs of F o r t  Huachuca and t h e  
C i t y  of Sierra v i s t a  w i t h o u t  adversely impaoafng t h e  o ther  water 
users w i t h i n  the b a s i n .  

~ h t  C i t y  of Sierra V X s t a ,  w h i c h  inclgdes F o r t  Hnachuca, is 
located un the west edge of a broad basin between two mountain 
ranges. The Sen P e d r o  River f lows south to nort:h through the 
center of the basin about 8 to 10 miles easr  af the city. The 
Sierra VLsta/Foxt Huhchuca area uses an es+irnat.ed 7.900 acre 
Eeet (AT)  of w a t e r  f o r  Xnunl~i~a~/industz?ial  u66. aqrioultuxal 
ixrigatlon and other rura) land use consume6 another 7,0130 AP. 
Tnat use Is generally centered 10-15 mi1es upstream in t h e  
~ere~ordlPalomdnas area w h i c h  is adjacent r o  the River. The 
third major water user is the San PeQro River  itself, whfch  w a s  
designated in 1988 23s a Riparian Nationaa Con3ervation A r e a  
(SPRNCA).   bout 39;000 AF of w a t e r  f l a w s  through t h e  SPRNCA as 
surface water,  but  the riparian habitat depends on groundwater 



and/or xcrehalrging our sewage effluent. we are explorfng t h e  
reaslblllty of storm watgr recharge and/or scalpling flood flaws 
for reuse or recharge. Fort ,Huachuca is con'ductfng s i m i l a r  
studies arrd w e  meet periodically tu coordinate our  efforte. 
preliminary ln famat ion  indicates these actions are feas ible  ana 
can r e s u l t  in not only el1mlnat;lng The currenl: overdzaft  but 
meeting any futuze needs fot water supply. Remember, the current 
w a t e r  uee o f  the C i t y  and Post combined is o n l y  one-balf  of one 
pereenc of the amount of ralnfall t h a t  evaporates mefort i c  can 
enter our hydrologic system. Ths i s s u e  is n o t  - l x w  to mmet oux 
future wacer nee&, flor if w e  can meet then- The i s sue  19 how we 
pay for the implementation and h o w  soon cia they  need to be 
implemented. We he' l iere  our dialogues w i t h  the other users ana 
help f t o m  federnl and B t a t C  agencles w i l L  resolve t h o s e  pxablems 
very quickly .  

I o p e  t h i s  Iniormacion claxifies your sndezstanding of our 
water sltuaticrn and brings yqu up-to-date on rhkc we are doing  
to address it. Agaia, we have pLenty of water, \.re j u s t  have to 
do a better job of managing oar use 6?? Ehe avaLlal>le resource, 

~ e s  t' regards. 

- 
RICHARD F. ARCHER 

copy; Brigadier General James E -  Shane, Jr. 



April 8, 1 9 9 5  

Dear ehairman Dixon, 
As a resident of Arizona, I am concerned that the economy 

remain strong and that the state maintain its natural heritage. 
One of the most significant natural areas in the state is the 
upper San Pedro River. Through* the cooperation of the BLM, 
private conservation organizations, industry, and individual 
citizens this area has been preserved as the San Pedro National 
Riparian Conservation Area. I have been there many times to 
enjoy the wildlife and the free running stream. 

Streams that flow freely year around are rare in Arizona. 
And the San Pedro River is threatened by drawdown of the local 
water table. The relevance of this to your committee's import- 
ant work is that the U.S. Army's Tort ~uachucz@s within the 
watershed of the San Pedro and is a significant user of water 
in the area. Drawing down the water table will prove disastrous 
for the San Pedro. Expanding Fort Huachuca's mission would 
con,tribute significantly to the demise of the San Pedro by 
increasing demand for water at the fort and in the community. 
Thus, I am oppossed to the expansion of Fort Huachuca. 

The past ten years have seen protection and resurgence 
of the San Pedro River. They have also seen Sierra Vista and 
Fort Huachuca grow. Here in Tucson, where the rivers used to 
flow year around, the Santa Cruz River now flows year around only 
downstream from the wastewater treatment facility outfall. To 
lose the San Pedro in similar fashion would lessen our state, 
and indeed, our country. 

As you consider base realignment, I hope that you will 
weigh the great significance of the San Pedro River and not 
condemn it to become just another dry wash lined by dead cotton- 
wood trees. 

Sincerely, 

.-- 
> 

Mark Steveilson 
4201 E Monte Vista Dr #J207 
Tucson, AZ 8571 2-551 0 
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April 4,1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

It has come to my attention that the Department of Defense has recommended the 
continuing expansion of Ft. Huachuca--a decision which will adversely affect the 
fragde environment of the San Pedro River. Worldwide, there are several plant and 
animal species already becoming daily extinct. Therefore, it is of crucial importance 
to make ecologically intelligent determinations regarding the way we treat our 
environment. 

Regarding the San Pedro River, please assist me with answers to the two following 
questions: 

1. Will the BRAC Commission respect the fact that Ft. :Huachuca is the 
greatest threat to the survival of the San Pedro River? 

2. Is it possible for the military mission of Ft. Huacl~uca's proposed 
expansion be accomplished elsewhere in a place wlhere destructive 
environmental impacts would not be an issue? 

The military protects U.S. land from foreign devastation, but does this give us the 
right to devastate our own land? 

Sincerely, K 

Kristy L. Lindgren 
Post Office Box 70403 
Seattle, Washington 98107 



. ' 

March 29, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St.,Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

We ask for your help in an exrremely important matter 

We are aware of plans by the Defense Department to continue the expansioin of Ft. Huachuca. We 

believe that this expansion significantly threatens the survival of the San Petiro Etiver habitat which 

borders the base. This expansion will surely wreck a unique, irreplaceable national treasure. 

Destruction of the San Pedro f iver  habitat is tantamount to forcing Arizonans to live with less of 

our wilderness, less of our state's natural beauty-and for what in return? 

We currently reside in San Antonio, Texas but originate from Arizona. We will return to Arizona 

with our three young children this summer. Here in San Antonio and Killem (FI. Hood) We have 

seen the effects of huge military bases on the immediate surrounding environment. The areas 

simply become unfit for any thing but military bases! We know that vou wcluld not desire to take 

vour children or grandchildren anywhere near one of these bases to explore imd experience nature. 

Why then must we Arizonans be asked to do such? 

Does the Base Realignment and Closure Commission accept the argument that this expansion 

critically endangers~the area known as the San Pedro River habitat? If not, why'? If so, then please 

explain to me and my family what military misson is currently so absolutely vital to our nation's 

interest that it cannot be relocated to an alternative site-a site less pristine and less valuable to our 

nation's heritage. Why destroy a beautiful, wondrous and completely irreplaceal~le part of our 

country, full of unique collections of plants and animals, for more military base? 

Please, Chairman Dixon, do what you can to halt the planned expansion of Ft. Huachuca. Let us 

know how we can attempt to persuade those in power to reconsider this action &fore it poisons the 

land we and countless others hope to be able to share with our children. w 
Shawn E. and Phyllis I. Wright 



Arizona State University 
Center for Environmental Studies (602) 965-4632 
Box 87321 1 
Tempe AZ 85287-321 1 

March 31, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N Moore St, Ste 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I write you as an amicus curiae and professional ecologist who has been working in the area of 
riparian community ecology in the Southwest for the past 25 years. Further I have recently 
completed working on a gubernatorially appointed technical committee to do a risk assessment 
of ecosystems in Arizona. All human stressors of ecosystems were consitlere~d in our ranking 
process and it should be no surprise to anyone that aquatic habitats in our arid state are at 
greatest risk to extirpation along with the wildlife they sustain. The three most important 
stressors to riparian habitats in Arizona are (1) water management activities (dams, 
channelization, etc.), (2) groundwater pumping, and (3) domestic livestock grazing. Other 
stressors are important but are more localized than the above. I include a copy of our report for 
your information. 

Presently, the town of Sierra Vista and Fort Huachuca are mining groundwater from the San 
Pedro River aquifer (confirmed by a number of studies). The San Pedro River is the only major 
perennial desert stream in the Southwest that has not been dammed by water management and 
a large part of it is a National Conservation Area (NCA). The NCA portion of tlhe river has no 
domestic livestock grazing, but is threatened by the growth and expansior~ of the Sierra 
VistaIFort Huachuca complex. 

A little background information on riparian habitats in Arizona may be helpful to you and your 
committee. There are 73 million acres of land in Arizona. In this land mass there are 5,000 miles 
of perennial streams that support 260,000 acres of floodplain vegetation ( 4 %  of the State's 
total is riparian vegetation). Cottonwood/willow habitat occurs only on 4% of thlis 260,000 acres 
or about 10,400 acres. At least 5,000 acres of cottonwoodlwillow habitat have been eliminated 
along the lower Colorado River in the past 60 years as a result of water management. The San 
Pedro River NCA is the biggest, healthiest, and continuous reach of cottonwoodlwillow 
association left in the desert Southwest. 

About 60 to 70% of the wildlife species in the Southwest are totally dependent on riparian 
habitats. Another 15 to 20% of the species use these habitats during some portion of their 
annual cycle. About 50% of the federally listed species under the Endangered Species Act in 
Arizona occur in these habitats. Though brief, the above two paragraphs give ;you some idea of 



Chairman Alan Dixon 2 March 31, 1995 

the problems to be faced by the military and this administration if efforts continue to expand Fort 
Huachuca. 

As a friend and professional riparian ecologist with an in-depth knowledge of the zealous nature 
that Southwest conservationists and others will bring to this issue I urge you and your 
Commission to look at alternative military bases as opposed to the expan:;ion of Fort Huachuca. 

If I can be of further help to you or your Commission please feel free to contact me (602-965- 
4632) and best of luck in resolving this issue. 

Sincerely yours, 

Robert D. Ohmart, Ph.D. 

Encl. 



IMPACTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL STRESSORS ON RIPARIAN SYSTEMS 

Duncan T. Patten and Robert D. Ohmart 
Center for Environmental Studies 

Arizona State University 
Tempe, AZ 85287-32 1 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Riparian systems include the ecological part of the landscape that is hydrollogically connected with 
(and dependent on) streams, lakes and other water sources, some being ephemeral. In the 
Southwest these systems compose 4 %  of the landscape, but create habitat that is important to 
a majority of arid-land species. In Arizona they comprise 0.5 % of the landscape (Strong and Bock 
1990). These systems are extremely sensitive to modifications because of their hydrological 
connection with water sources. 

Riparian systems in Arizona include a wide variety of vegetation types. At lower elevations, these 
systems are normally dominated by Fremont cottonwood (Populus frmzo,rztiz) and Goodding 
willow (Salix gooddingiz) trees, with shrubs and herbaceous plants growing: near the water's edge. 
At mid-elevations, riparian vegetation is characterized by mixed deciduous trees such as sycamore 
(Platanus wrightii), ash (Fraxinus spp.) and Arizona walnut (Juglans major); while at high 
elevations, shrub willows, alders (Alnus spp.), and grasses are common. Sorne riparian areas in 
Arizona include cienegas, or wetlands, a consequence of stream channel morphology that permits 
standing water or a shallow water table. 

Recent inventories of riparian habitat types (Valencia et al. 1993) providles iinsight not only into 
the paucity of riparian habitats in Arizona, but also to the scarcity of perennial streams. In 
Arizona there are approximately 5,032 miles of perennial streams and of these 2,511 miles (50%) 
are on federal lands, 255 miles (5%) are on state lands, 857 miles (17%) are on private lands, and 
1,409 miles (28%) are on tribal lands (Valencia et al. 1993). There is a total of 266,786 acres of 
floodplain or riparian vegetation associated with these perennial streams. Of the total acres the 
most abundant community type is the exotic saltcedar (Tamalzjc chinensis) 20%, mesquite 
(Prosopis spp.) 18 % , arrowweed (Tessaria sericea) 15 % , conifer 11 % , mountain meadow 6 % ,  
oak (Querm spp.) 4 % ,  cottonwood/willow 4%,  mixed scrub 3 % , cattail (7jpha spp.) 2 % , and 
sycamore 1 % (Valencia et al. 1993). A number of other community types .<I 9; are also reported. 
Saltcedar was introduced into the U.S. from the Mediterranean in the early 1800s as a soil 
stabilizer and ornamental (Horton 1964, Robinson 1965). It has wildlife values (Anderson et al. 
1977, Hunter et al. 1988, Brown and Trosset 1989), but they are much lower than that of 
cottonwood-willow communities. Breeding bird densities in cottonwood-urillow habitats reported 
from Arizona exceed any published densities of any habitats in the continental U.S. (Carothers 
et al. 1974). The rapid decline of the cottonwood-willow comunity in Arizona is exemplified from 
data on the Colorado River (Ohrnart et al. 1977). In the mid-1800s there wiis a minimum of 5,000 
acres of cottonwood-willow habitat along the 275 miles of river between the U. S. Mexican border 
and Davis Dam. Vegetation inventories in the mid-1970s showed onlly 500 acres remained 



(Ohmart et al. 1977); today, less than 100 acres persist along the Colorado River (Ohmart pers. 
obs.). The Arizona Nature Conservancy (1987) reports that the cottonwoodl-willow association 
is the rarest forest type in North America. 

Riparian systems are valuable to humans and wildlife because of the many services they provide. 
Riparian vegetation creates habitat for fish and wildlife, along streams it shades and cools the 
water, stabilizes banks, and functions to filter sediments and pollutants to improve water quality. 
Riparian vegetation also ameliorates the intensity of flood events, promotes groundwater recharge, 
and extends the return of water to the stream system which aids in trimsforming intermittent 
streams to permanent flows. Riparian habitats are vital to Arizonans in supplying drinking and 
agricultural waters. A large percentage of recreational activities occur in ar~d around these systems 
(Arizona State Parks Board 1994). 

In Arizona, many of the riparian systems along larger rivers have been greatlly altered by water- 
management activities. In many cases, riparian vegetation has been highly degraded because 
instream flows have been significantly reduced and some rivers are devvatered. In other cases, 
development and agricultural activities have modified or eliminated streamsitle vegetation, often 
introducing exotic species and allowing others to expand. Riparian systerns are highly limited in 
Arizona. Human health, environmental quality, and wildlife habitat are so significantly 
intertwined with riparian systems that they should be of primary concern for an environmental risk 
study. 

CONSEQUENCES OF ENVIRONMENTAL STRESSORS 

A review of the ecology, threats, and recovery potential of riparian systeins in Arizona has been 
completed by Stromberg (1993a, 1993b). These articles document many of the impacts of human 
activities on cottonwood/willow communities, mesquite bosques, and give extensive background 
and literature for analysis of impacts of environmental stressors on riparian systems. 

Accidental spills: Accidental spills that will affect riparian areas will occur primarily along 
transportation routes, such as highways and railroads. Occurrences are low and the area that might 
be affected is a small percentage of Arizona's riparian areas. When a spill does occur it could 
have a major impact depending on volume, duration, and toxicity of the: material. The greatest 
impact will be on the aquatic system and the riparian community immediaitely adjacent to the 
stream. Riparian vegetation may absorb spilled toxics but, except for a fe:w compounds, the 
material may accumulate and not be lethal. It may also be lethal to higher trophic levels (insects, 
fish, etc.). Depending on the toxicity of the spill material, the riparian system will show various 
levels of resistance and resiliency. The higher the toxicity, the lower the resistance and resiliency. 
In most cases, spill effects will be short lived, but accumulation of toxic materials in soils may 
extend the spill life. There is little literature on the effects of toxic spills on Southwestern riparian 
vegetation. 

Air pollution: Low-level air pollution found in most of Arizona has little or no effect on riparian 
systems. The exception to this is riparian areas near high pollution level point sources, for 



example, smelters or power plants. At these sources, air pollution tends to be a chronic impact. 
Studies of the response of arid regions systems to smelter pollution, prima.rily SO,, show that 
many species may be lost (Woods and Nash 1976). Other studies that include plant riparian 
species, such as mesquite, show that there is leaf necrosis, but that the planits appear to recover 
with each year's new leaves (Gabriel and Patten 1990). No studies have been done on broad- 
leaved deciduous riparian plants, but these plants growing near pollution ploint sources do not 
show much response to air pollutants. We can conclude that most riparian plants in Arizona are 
relatively resistant to air pollution and that resistance is a result of the development of new 
foliage. Growth may be limited because of this, but the systems per se are nolt at much of a risk. 

There is little literature to document the effects of other air pollutants, such as NO,, 0, and PM- 
10 on riparian systems in Arizona, although, the effects of NO, and 0, in th~e Los Angeles area 
have been substantial. These effects are primarily on plant species that arc: dependent on airborne 
nutrients, but many other species seem to survive these heavy pollution levels. 

Physical Alteration of Systems 

Grazing: Domestic livestock grazing, primarily by cattle, has been a major land use in Arizona 
for over 100 years. From 1860 to the early 1900s there were no limits on livestock numbers in 
riparian or upland habitats (Hastings and Turner 1965, Bahre 1991). Ely 1890 there were 1.5 
million head of livestock in Arizona (Report of the Governor 1896:22). A three-year drought 
beginning in 1892 severely degraded Arizona's rangelands and mortaliity estimates of starving 
livestock were placed at 50-70% (Report of the Governor 1896:22); Land (1934) stated "Dead 
cattle lay everywhere. You could actually throw a rock from one carcass to the next." Even 
adjudication of livestock numbers on U.S. Forest Service lands in the early 1900's failed to 
provide grazing relief for riparian habitats. Domestic livestock concentrate in riparian habitats 
becuase there is lush verdant forage, shade, and water (Skovlin 1984, F'latt!j and Nelson 1985, 
Goodman et al. 1989). As much as 100% vegetation removal has been reported by Platts and 
Nelson (1985) in semi-arid big sagebrush (Artemesia tridentata) riparian habitats. As late as the 
1960s, U.S. Forest Service range handbooks listed riparian systems iis "sacrifice areas" or 
habitats that would normally be decimated during the grazing process. Data on riparian habitat 
conditions on public lands clearly illustrate the lack of management progress made by federal 
agencies (General Accounting Office [GAO] 1988) between 1988 and 1994 (IJSDI 1994). GAO 
(1988) stated that in the West, "poorly managed livestock grazing is the major cause of degraded 
riparian habitat on federal rangelands." An Environmental Protection Agency report (Chaney et 
al. 1990) on riparian habitats stated that, "extensive field observations in the 1980's suggest 
riparian areas throughout much of the West are in the worst condition in his1:ory." The General 
Accounting Office (1988) reported that on the Tonto National Forest 80-!30% of the stream 
riparian areas were in unsatisfactory condition. Carothers (1977), working in A,rizona, wrote "the 
most insidious threat to the riparian habitat today is domestic livestock grazing." 

Livestock impacts to riparian habitats include vegetation degradation, species loss, soil 
compaction, streambank degradation, and aquatic system degradation. As ithe stream channel 
destabilizes it downcuts during high flow events, lowering the floodplain water table. Large elk 



( C e w  elaphus) populations degrade riparian habitats similarly (Houston 1982, Chadde 1989), 
and elk concentrations in some areas in Arizona are approaching or have exceeded those 
population levels (Arizona Game and Fish Department 1993). As a result, riparian systems have 
low resistance to grazing by cattle, but light grazing and proper management may improve this 
resistance. For example, winter grazing by cattle on Date Creek Ranch near Wickenburg, Arizona 
has allowed woody perennials to recover and persist, although many of the native herbaceous 
plants have not recovered or show continued signs of heavy grazing. If grazing is removed from 
a riparian system, the system demonstrates a moderate level of resilience, but not all components 
of the system respond at equal rates. Herbaceous species such as grasses, sedges (Carex spp., 
Cyperus spp.), and rushes (Juncus spp.) begin to recover within a few years to provide some bank 
stability and trap sediment. Willows and other woody species are slow tc~ return, and may not if 
seed sources have been eliminated. The fibrous roots of grasses and sedges are important to 
stabilizing soils but the woody roots of willows and other woody vegetation ,are key elements to 
preventing streambank damage in annual floods (Platts 198 1, Elmore and Beschta 1987, Beschta 
and Platts 1986, Clifton 1989). An area in Oregon protected from grazing fix 50 years showed 
a 94% reduction in channel cross-section, and in 1989 "thickly vegetated overhanging banks 
obscure a narrow and deep channel" (Clifton 1989). The degradation of riparian habitats has been 
heavily studied over many portions of the West and grazing impacts are well known (Cottam and 
Evans 1945; Ames 1977; Davis 1977; Armour 1978; Behnke 1978, 1979; Behnke and Raleigh 
1978; Dahlem 1979; Skovlin 1984; Clifton 1989; Elmore 1992; GAO 1988, 1992; Meyers 1989). 

Studies conducted in Arizona demonstrate how unmanaged livestock grazing can severely impact 
both fish and wildlife resources. Krueper (1993) examined avian populations and understory 
vegetation recovery along the San Pedro River before and after cattle were removed. Dramatic 
density increases were observed in neotropical birds when livestock were removed in 1987. The 
Yellow Warbler (Dendroica petechia) increased 6-fold over the 5 years and the Song Sparrow 
(Melospiza melodia) increased 61-fold. In east-central Arizona, Clarkson ;and Wilson (1991) 
examined domestic livestock grazing impacts on the endangered Apache trout (Oncorhynchus 
apache) by sampling 243 stations among 75 reaches of 21 high-elevation streams over a 4-year 
period. Streams were either ungrazed, lightly grazed or heavily grazed, the last having 
significantly lower trout standing-crop values than the first two categorie:~ of' managed streams. 
Streambank damage by large ungulates consistently explained the greatest amount of variation in 
total numbers of trout. They concluded that if the trout fishery potential is to be realized, then 
cattle management is essential. Fish productivity in well-managed streams in central eastern 
Arizona exceeds that of any published reports of nonanadromous fishes in North America 
(Clarkson and Wilson 1991). Horning (1994) examined federally listed species on BLM lands in 
the West and of the 76 plant and animal species where livestock grazing was a significant factor 
in their decline, 61 species were riparian-dependent or associated with ripari,an habitats. 

The effects of vegetation change and removal and on erosion by livestock grazi:ng are exemplified 
in a study by Cottam and Evans (1945) of parallel canyons in the Wasatch hlountains, Utah. After 
approximately 50 years of cattle exclusion, Red Butte Canyon contained 58 45 more foragelunit 
area of production. It also had 10 native grasses not present in Emigration C:anyon, 66% more 
palatable shrubs, 12% fewer weeds and annuals, and less sheet and gully erosion. Croft et al. 



(1943) examined erosion from light (City Creek), moderate (Red Butte Canyon), and heavy 
grazing (Emigration Canyon) and reported a linear response in soil erosion to intensity of grazing. 
They strongly argue that soil management problems are as important, if not more so, than forage 
management, and the two should be considered together. 

A~riculture: Agricultural impacts to riparian systems are long-term and com~plete (Conine et al. 
1978, Anderson and Ohmart 1982). Removal of riparian vegetation, soil disturbance, and 
introduction of exotic agricultural species have prevented riparian systems .From demonstrating 
any level of resistance to this disturbance. Depending on the type of disturbance, once these lands 
are abandoned it takes decades for the riparian system to reestablish. Recovery will be limited, 
based on the effects of soil disturbance, soil salinity, and groundwater drawdown connected to 
agriculture. The area impacted by agriculture is primarily limited to broad floodplain valleys, and 
thus is a small percentage of total riparian areas in the state (Karpisak 18981!, Conrad 1982). 

Highways: Highway construction in riparian areas includes those that parallel rivers and that cross 
them. The total area of riparian systems impacted by highways is limited (probably less than 1 % 
of existing riparian areas). However, because of the nature of highway construction, the 
disturbance is relatively complete and long-term, and resistance of the systlem is very low if it 
exists at all. Portions of the riparian system some distance from the river may be lost due to 
construction paralleling the river. The construction of a highway across a, river not only disturbs 
the immediate area but also modifies stream hydraulics above and below the crossing point. These 
changes cause direct and indirect impacts on riparian systems. Highway abandonment, like 
agricultural abandonment leaves an area so disturbed that recovery of the iripairian system is long- 
term, and thus the system has a low resilience. Literature on effects of highway construction on 
riparian areas in Arizona is limited, however, some studies have been done: for environmental 
impact statements, for example, highway construction across the Verde River from Rio Verde to 
the Beeline in the Tonto National Forest. Limited studies exist in other states (:e.g., Patten 1989). 

Highway construction requires materials for the road bed and surface. Often these materials are 
mined from stream channels. Development of sand and gravel mines anld barrow pits within or 
near river channels often alters stream-channel dynamics and may result in degradation of 
downstream water quality, especially during flows that are above baseline. Most large stream 
channels in Arizona have sand and gravel operations, but the total area disturbed is limited. These 
operations are totally disruptive, thus there is little system resistance. Hovveve:r, if operations are 
abandoned, and topography is returned to normal channel and floodplain contou~rs, the system may 
be quite resilient, and there is a high potential for restoration. Resiliency is lessened if topography 
of the operations location is not returned to a near preconstruction condition. 

E n e r g  Production: Impacts of energy production on riparian systems is limited to air pollution 
from coal-fired power plants (see air pollution) and hydroelectric dams; allthough, one might 
consider diversion of effluent. Effluent that would have been released frorn the Phoenix 91st 
Avenue treatment plant into the Salt and Gila Rivers to the Palo Verde nuclear power plant for 
cooling is an indirect effect. Dam construction and impoundment development affects riparian 
systems, both upstream and downstream (Nilsson 1982). 



Dam construction and operation effects downstream are well docurnented. A large portion 
of Arizona's riparian systems occurs downstream of dams (ca. 60%). Ma.ny of these systems are 
totally degraded because dams have allowed little or no downstream flow. 'The existence of the 
dams makes this a very long-term impact. Dams may have the followirlg effects on the stream 
flow which, in turn, directly affect the riparian system. Downstream flows may be eliminated or 
modified in quality (Ohmart et a1 1988), quantity, and pattern (Williams amd Wolman 1984). 
Flood flows may be reduced or allowed in an unnatural timing (Fenner et al. 1985, Hunter et al. 
1987, Ohmart et al. 1988, Auble et al. 1994). Discharges from dams may, however, maintain 
downstream riparian vegetation, but often insufficient flows are released llong enough, which 
results in loss of vigor and mortality of riparian species. For example, rninimum releases of 10 
cfs from Alamo Dam were considered insufficient to maintain the downstreani water table which 
supported cottonwood-willow and mesquite forests below the dam (Long and Peck 1988). Dams 
may also cause an increase in salinity of downstream water. Consequences of changes in 
hydrologcal regimes below dams may cause extreme degradation of the ripariain system, reduction 
in growth and maintenance of the riparian vegetation, and loss or reduction in recruitment of new 
riparian vegetation (Ohmart et al. 1988). If water is released, and periodlic large floods are 
permitted, the riparian system is relatively resistant to the effects of the dam. However, it is more 
common that there be insufficient flows and either be large releases tlhat scour vegetation or 
extended high releases that drowns native vegetation, all degrading the riparian system (Hunter 
et al. 1987, Ohmart et al. 1988, Rosenberg et al. 1991). If flows and flooding events were 
returned to normal, regardless of the existence of the dam, the riparian sy,stem would show a 
relatively high level of resilience. If the dam has been in place a long time alnd scarce sediment 
has been delivered down tributaries below the dam, recruitment of riparian vegetation on the 
remaining cobbles and gravels may be limited. 

Impoundment filling inundates the riparian vegetation in the newly formed reservoir, but 
creates areas of potential habitat along the water's edge for establishment of I-iparian vegetation. 
Thus, riparian systems are not resistant to impoundment development, but are potentially resilient 
to conditions created by the impoundment. However, in fluctuating rese:rvoi~rs so characteristic 
of Arizona, shoreline levels change so dramatically throughout seasons and. years that the primary 
feature around them is a virtually vegetationless "bathtub ring." 

Fire suppression: Riparian systems are not dependent on fire and have little history of fire impacts 
in Arizona. Fire in riparian habitats below major dams have become an important element in 
expediting plant community change, primarily because of the invasion and dominance of exotic 
saltcedar. For example, on the lower Colorado River once Hoover Dam was implemented in 
1935, the absence of annual floods allowed litter accumulation; wildfires became common on a 
15 to 20-year cycle. Cottonwoods were killed immediately, willows persisted tlhrough a few fires, 
and the exotic saltcedar thrived and expanded in this environment (Ohmart et al. 1988). It is 
possible that the riparian sacaton (Sporobolus spp.) grasslands in southern Arizona have changed 
because of fire suppression, but there is no specific literature on this and these changes are 
inconsequential compared to other impacts such as grazing. 



Mining: Mining has had major impacts on systems in Arizona. Development of mine shafts, open 
pits, tailings ponds, and overburden waste piles all have affected riparian systems because many 
of these are in river and valley bottoms. The area is limited to a small percentage of total riparian 
area in the state (ca. 4%). These are long-term impacts for which riparian systems have little 
resistance. Abandonment of mines and other mining activities and developments does not create 
suitable sites for reestablishment of riparian vegetation and thus the resilience to mining is low. 
Mining also has some very significant indirect impacts on riparian systems. Groundwater 
withdrawal (see later), stream-water diversion (see later), and stream water. contamination are also 
consequences of mining activities. Stream-water contamination has a greater effect on the aquatic 
system than the riparian system, the latter often tolerating the contamination as it would a chronic 
toxic spill. However, collapse of or spill from tailings ponds may greatly alter the downstream 
riparian system as the toxic tailings are laid down equivalent to sediment deposition following 
normal flooding events. An example of a tailings spill is found on Pinto Creek near Miami, 
Arizona. Spills similar to this could happen anywhere that tailings ponds fill valleys in watersheds 
upstream of riparian systems. The resistance and resiliency of the riparian system is dependent 
on the amount and toxic level of the tailings spill (see also highway construction for sand and 
gravel mining discussion). 

Timber manapement: Modifying the watersheds upstream or upslope of riparian areas through 
timber management has a significant impact on riparian ecosystems. Thle majority of Arizona's 
non-desert riparian systems are in areas with active forest management (ca. 60% of total). Forest 
management includes timber cutting which may cause changes in sediment loads and runoff. 
These directly impact the quality of the riparian habitat, reducing recruitment of riparian plant 
species. Depending on the magnitude of timber cutting and the closeness to the riparian system, 
the resistance of the riparian system will vary. If the cutting is near the stream or downflow in 
a system, the riparian system is not as resistant to impacts as when cutting is farther away or 
higher on the watershed. Because forests grow back, the impacts of proper timber harvest are not 
long-term and the riparian system will be resilient as the proper conditions return to the channel 
area. Another aspect of timber management is construction of access roads. In many cases these 
roads are not constructed with any consideration to prevent erosion or alteration of adjacent 
systems. Riparian systems may receive most of the impacts of these transportation routes (see 
highways section for more discussion of this issue). 

Water transfer: Water transfer is significant to the health of riparian systems only when that water 
is withdrawn from a stream or groundwater system on which the riparian system is dependent. 
This impact is similar to the impact from stream diversion or groundwater withdrawal (see these 
stressors). There is only limited riparian area within Arizona impacted by water transfers 
(interbasin) (less than I%),  but the potential is great if cities purchase water rights and 
groundwater in distant basins and transfer the water for urban development. 

Channelization: Most of Arizona's larger rivers have been channelized and as a consequence this 
stressor has affected a large amount of Arizona's riparian systems (ca. 60%). These include 
riparian systems along the Colorado River, Salt River, and Santa Cruz River. Channelization 
expedites water movement to reduce duration of flooding and is commonly found through urban 



areas. Channelization is a long-term impact, but because channels do carry water, riparian 
systems along the channels demonstrate some resistance to this stressor, as long as flow control 
is not associated with channel construction (e.g., through Phoenix). Where channelization is 
accompanied by use of concrete or soil cement for channel lining, riparian vegetation may be 
totally excluded because shallow groundwater is no longer recharged. There is no resistance and 
resiliency of the system to this type of channelization. In addition, concrete-lined channels permit 
urbanization to the edge of the channel, preventing survival or recruitment of any riparian 
vegetation. Removal of a channel and restoration of a natural river channel will allow moderately 
quick response by riparian vegetation, but total recovery may be limited because of a lack of 
native seed sources. Impacts of channelization have been documented for the Colorado River 
(Ohmart et al. 1988), Salt River (Graf 1983), and the Santa Cruz River (Betancourt and Turner 
1991). 

Water diversion: Water diversion usually is a result of construction of some form of structure 
across the river which may totally stop any downstream flow, or modify flows (see dams). Water 
diversion reduces the amount of water below the diversion point, often to a level that impacts 
maintenance of riparian vegetation (Stromberg and Patten 1990). Water diversion impacts a 
majority of Arizona's riparian systems (ca. 60%). For example, diversion of water in the Salt 
River by Granite Reef Dam has eliminated extensive riparian forests that clccurred along the river 
in the early part of the 20th century. These include stands of cottonwoodl, willow, and mesquite 
along with wetland communities of cattail (Typha spp.) and bulrush(Sciiyus spp.) (Graf 1988). 
About 90% of summer flow in the middle Verde River between Clarkdale and Campe Verde is 
diverted. This, along with groundwater withdrawal in the area, is believed responsible for 
preventing new cottonwood recruitment (Arizona Department of Water Resources 1994). A 
similar situation occurred on the Agua Fria River below Waddell Dam wlhich was constructed in 
1927 (Graf 1988). Diversion is a long-term impact. If much of a stream's flow is diverted, 
riparian system resistance will be reduced because insufficient flow is available to maintain 
growth. However, if diversion is moderate, resistance may be high and riparian vegetation may 
encroach into the stream channel. Removal or reduction in diversion will allow a moderate to high 
level of resilience by the riparian system as appropriate amounts and timing of flows enhance 
recruitment and recovery of riparian species. 

Groundwater pumping: Groundwater withdrawal may be short or long- term. Cities may pump 
groundwater to supplement other water supplies when needed, while agriculture and mining might 
pump for many years, drawing groundwater down hundreds of meters. Because of the use of 
groundwater by cities, agriculture, and mining, a large amount of Arizona's lower-elevation 
riparian systems are impacted (ca. 60%). The loss of flow in the Santa Cruz River in southern 
Arizona is a good example (Betancourt and Turner 1991). In a study along Tanque Verde Creek 
near Tucson, Stromberg et al. (1992, 1993b) showed that if groundwater withdrawal is limited 
(a few meters), resistance of the riparian system is high, while deep gi-oundwater withdrawal 
causes the riparian system to have little or no resistance and, in most cases, the riparian system 
will be completely lost because the surface flows will have also been lost (Walters et al. 1980). 
In other cases, for example, groundwater extraction along the Gila Rl~ver near Casa Grande 
National Mounument in the early part of the 20th century, caused a decline in vigor of riparian 



mesquite bosque trees. This reduced vigor allowed the trees to be infested with mistletoe, and the 
whole bosque community died (Judd et al. 1971). Groundwater withdraw,al from the upper Santa 
Cruz River for Nogales has caused a decline in riparian vegetation cover, but the cover is 
enhanced downstream by Nogales' effluent release near the confluence of the Santa Cruz River 
and Sonoita Creek (Stromberg et al. 1993a). Groundwater withdrawal by Phoenix along the Verde 
River, along with effects of natural drought near the Fort McDowell Indian Reservation caused 
death of 46-84% of the Fremont cottonwoods (McNatt et al. 1980). Ilesilience of a riparian 
system to removal of groundwater withdrawal will only be high if the withdrawal was limited. If 
the groundwater is drawn to depths well below the reach of riparian species' roots, elimination 
in pumping will not allow any riparian recruitment unless surface flows return. Thus, resilience 
to groundwater withdrawal, in most cases, is low. 

Recreation: A small percentage (ca. 2%) of Arizona's riparian areas are heavily used by 
recreationists, for example, the Salt River Recreation Area. Impacts are short-term and resistance 
is moderate with some species showing changes in abundance (Aitchison 1977, Higgins and 
Ohmart 1981, Turner 1983). However, in areas with heavy use of off-roa~d vehicles or all-terrain 
vehicles, substrate and vegetation disturbance may be sufficiently intensive to reduce the 
resistance of the riparian system. Removal of recreation would, in most cases, probably allow a 
quick recovery of the riparian system, except, perhaps, in areas that have had major substrate 
alteration or extensive tree removal. An example of floristic and faunistic changes was reported 
(Aitchison 1977) for a developed campground in a riparian habitat in Oak Creek Canyon. 
Understory vegetation was cleared, roads constructed, toilets installed, and picnic tables 
constructed. Not only did bird densities and species composition change at the developed site but 
mostly larger birds (weight a mean of 48.5 gm) tolerated the changes artd camping activities as 
compared to the control site where mean body weight was less (38.2 gm). Higgins and Ohmart 
(1981) examined avian species composition and density in mature velvet mesquite (Prosopis 
velutina) forests along the Salt and Verde Rivers on the Tonto National Forest where recreation 
was developed and undeveloped. Where recreation was developed tree densities had been highly 
reduced and foliage volume was absent between 1 and 10 feet. There was an 88% reduction in 
densities of obligate riparian species. They predicted loss of Bell's Vireos ( Vireo bellii), Cooper's 
Hawks (Accipiter cooperil), Yellow-billed Cuckoos (Coccyzus americanus), Anna's 
Hummingbirds (Calypte anna), Yellow-breasted Chats (Icteria virens), and Hooded Orioles 
(Ictems cucullatus). Woodpeckers and other species would probably be reduced in numbers 
(Higgins and Ohmart 1981). Resistance of riparian habitats from recreational use is probably 
lowest below dams where the vegetation is already stressed because of reduced instream flows. 

Urbanization: Urban development has a major impact on riparian areas but is limited in area (ca. 
5%). Urban development probably is one of the most long-term impacts of all stressors. Long- 
term impacts along with a nearly total destruction prevents any significan.t level of resistance by 
the riparian system. Resilience does not exist because of the unlikelihood of any reversal to a 
"natural" system. 



Biolo~ical Alteration of Systems 

Grazing: Grazing impacts, as discussed under physical alterations, are extensive and long-term. 
The biological alterations due to grazing are exemplified by changes in species composition and 
loss of native species, both plant (Cottam and Evans 1945, Elmore 1992) and animal (Armour 
1978, Skovlin 1984). Resistance to these changes is low, but if grazing is removed resilience is 
moderate, but controlled in part by the availability of seeds and other propagules of native species 
(Wolden 1993). 

Species introduction: All of Arizona's riparian systems have been influenced by introduction of 
exotic species (both animal and plants). These are essentially permanent., long-term changes for 
which the riparian system has little resistance as exemplified by the ir~troduction of saltcedar 
(Harris 1966). Because exotics will never be eliminated, resilience cannot be estimated. Saltcedar 
has become a major component of most desert riparian systems, being limited in density mostly 
in areas with natural stream flows and little or no grazing. 

Global climate change: Potential changes in global climate may produce either wetter or drier 
environments in the Southwest. Until global circulation models are improved, and predictions 
for future environments in Arizona are more accurate, all that can be said about impacts of global 
climate change is that riparian systems will be influenced, especially as these changes drive 
precipitation and water availability. 

Land and soil contamination: Contamination of the land from spills, deposits or other forms will 
have indirect impacts on riparian systems. These contaminants will eventually appear in surface 
water and groundwater and in this way influence riparian species (see surface water and 
groundwater contamination). 

Natural hazards: Probably the most influential of natural hazards on riparian systems are floods. 

Floods result from high precipitation events, often coupled and cornpounded by improper 
watershed management. Riparian systems evolved with disturbance, usually in the form of floods. 
Flood disturbance is necessary for establishing appropriate microenvironmental conditions for 
plant species' recruitment (Stromberg et al. 1991). Floods will cause sediment aggradation and 
degradation in the riparian zone, and in this process may remove or bury riparian vegetation. This 
is a normal part of riparian system dynamics, but it may be exacerbated if floods occur too often 
because of poor watershed conditions. Cessation or reduction of flooding because of dams or 
other water management activities also influences the long-term maintenance of riparian systems. 
Floods are normally a short-term impact for which the riparian system has a relatively high 
resistance and high resiliency. Except for headwater areas, most of Arizona's riparian systems 
are influenced by flooding. 

Fire is another common natural hazard in Arizona. There is little evidence that fire played - 
an important part in riparian system dynamics prior to European settlers ;md the introduction of 
saltcedar (see Fire Sup~ression). 



Insect infestation may also be a natural hazard in riparian ecosystems. Insects such as the 
tent caterpillar and long-horned beetle may cause major damage to riparian vegetation. Most of 
these are short-term infestations that, although the system may show low resistance, may have 
a relatively high resilience. 

Surface water contamination: Surface water contamination is caused b y  nonpoint sources, for 
example from agricultural fields, and point sources such as a particular industrial site or effluent 
inflow. Over half of Arizona's riparian systems are probably impacted by nonpoint source 
pollution, as many are in valleys where agriculture is common. The contaminants are often tied 
to nutrient input to agricultural fields. Storm drain and urban runoff are also sources of nonpoint 
pollution and they often contain hydrocarbons and other organic contaminants (Sommerfeld and 
Amalfi 1991). In all of these cases, and usually in the case of effluent inflow, the riparian system 
absorbs the contaminants when they reach riparian groundwater, except for streamside plants 
which use surface stream flow (Sullivan 1991). The effects on riparian vegetation are limited, 
demonstrating a moderate level of resistance to these short-term impacts, although the plants have 
a low level of resistance to uptake. Sometime the effects of surface water contaminants are 
positive (Stromberg et a1 1993a). Surface-water contamination usually has much greater effects 
on the aquatic system. Removal of surface-water contamination will eventually reduce 
accumulation of contaminants in riparian species; this should occur over a year or two as the 
plants shed the contaminated tissue, indicating a moderate level of resililence. 

Groundwater contamination: Groundwater contamination tends to be more long-term and chronic, 
again the result of point and nonpoint source pollution. There are fewer locations in Arizona with 
shallow (riparian-available) groundwater contamination than surface-water contamination. Where 
shallow groundwater is contaminated, riparian plants will take up the contaminants and 
accumulate them in tissues. Because most riparian vegetation away from the edge of the stream 
is dependent on groundwater, the vegetation cannot resist uptake. When the contamination source 
is removed, the system does not readily discontinue contaminant uptake because groundwater will 
remain contaminated for a long time. 

Conclusions 

The major stressors of riparian systems in Arizona fall into two categories. These are water 
management and land use. Water management affects the primary resource that maintains riparian 
systems. Because water is managed separately for surface and groundwater in Arizona, 
coordination of use is nonexistent. As an arid state, Arizona controls most of its surface water for 
out-of-stream uses. Consequently, most of the lower-elevation riparian systems in the state are 
lost or  extremely degraded. Although surface water diversion and flow control may be the 
primary stressor with the greatest impact on the largest area of riparian system, groundwater 
withdrawal is a close second. Drawdown of the water table throughout much of the agricultural 
portions of Arizona has eliminated or greatly reduced riparian systems, t:specially the extensive 
mesquite bosques found along larger rivers. Groundwater withdrawal also has affected stream 
flows throughout much of the state. 



Land use includes both physical modification of riparian systems as well as biological change. 
Agricultural development has removed extensive riparian stands and kept them from recovering. 
Other land uses such as urbanization have all but eliminated local reaches of riparian vegetation. 
Grazing, a land use found throughout much of Arizona, has altered most of the remaining riparian 
systems. Impacts of grazing have been more ubiquitous than those of water management. The 
biotic community that remains following grazing usually does not have the function and structure 
of the undisturbed riparian system, and therefore does not provide the services expected of these 
systems. Often concurrent with grazing and its effects are the introduction and invasion, and 
maintenance of exotic plant species within the riparian systems. This form of biological alteration, 
usually a consequence of some type of land use, occurs throughout Arizona and is probably one 
of the few stressors for which there is no reasonable procedure for eliminating its impacts. 

Other stressors discussed in this paper play a relatively unimportant role in altering riparian 
systems, both short or long-term. Accidental spills and air pollution when they occur have 
localized effects. Construction and mining activities also may cause extrem'e disruption of riparian 
systems but on a relatively small scale compared to effects of water management, agriculture, and 
grazing. If policy is to be established that would reduce, or possibly reverse, the impacts of the 
important stressors on riparian systems, it would have to address water requirements (stream 
flows) of riparian systems, long-term degradation of riparian systems by present grazing practices, 
and possible changes in land uses along the riverlriparian corridors of the state. 
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STEPHANIE LAKE 

2241 West South Mountain Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85041 

(602) 268-0878 
Telecopy No. (602) 268-4116 

March 29, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

RE: STOP THE EXPANSION OF FT. HUACHUCA 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to explain the importance of the San Pedro River, 
to ask you to stop the expansion of Ft. Huachuca. 

The military missions that the Department of Defense proposes 
to add to Ft. Huachuca can be accomplished elsewhere, but the 
beautiful cottonwood and willow forest along this threatened 
expanse of the San Pedro cannot go anywhere else. 

The San Pedro River runs through one of the most exotic and 
rich types of forest in the world. With its cottonwoods and 
willows and a stunning array of rare species, the San Pedro area is 
a national treasure*, especially here in thhe southwest where 
riparian areas are so rapidly disappearing. 

Please visit this area; your mind will be made up to preserve 
it. 

n 



JOHN LAUBACH 
2241 West South Mountain Avenue 

Phoenix, Arizona 85041 
(602) 268-2586 

March 29, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

RE: STOP THE EXPANSION OF FT. HUACHUCA 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to explain the importance of the San Pedro River, 
to ask you to stop the expansion of Ft. Huachuca. 

The military missions that the Department of Defense proposes 
to add to Ft. Huachuca can be accomplished elslewhere, but the 
beautiful cottonwood and willow forest along this threatened 
expanse of the San Pedro cannot go anywhere else. 

The San Pedro River runs through one of the most exotic and 
rich types of forest in the world. With its cottonwoods and 
willows and a stunning array of rare species, the San Pedro area is 
a national treasure, especially here in thhe southwest where 
riparian areas are so rapidly disappearing. 

Please visit this area; your mind will be made up to preserve 
it. 

Very Tru 



March 29, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir: 

I know that Ft. Huachuca has existed since historical times, 
however, the modern Fort takes up over half the riparian water of 
the San Pedro River basin. This is excessive, and while I feel 
that closing the base would prove an economic disaster to the 
Mormons and other peoples in that basin, I wdd wish that the 
expansion be eliminated or severely curtained. I am a writer, of 
sorts, and do believe in renewable resource uses, and I would wish 
that the Army employ more renewable designs, including the cool 
tower concept. My most recent story appeared in the Winter Quarter 
issue of Upsou th ,  published in Bowling Green, KY. I have a much 
stronger affinity for the Tewa and other southwestern peoples such 
as the Dene. I've just assumed that the predecessors to the Tewa 
were what the ~avajos call the "AnazasiU. However., I digress; My 
family needs to have the fort present in southern Arizona. My 
Internet e-mail address is: stoopur@halcyon.com ! Otherwise, 
please maintain the base as is. Thanks! 

mes D. Stringer 
Mast ~ssociates 
17240 S.E. 47th Street 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
(206) 747-9069 

cc. Robin Silver, M.D., SWCBD, Phoenix 



March 29, 1995 

1922 E. Orion Street 
Tempe, AZ 85283 

Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street, #I425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 
I am dismayed by the proposals to expand military operations 

at Fort Huachuca here in Arizona. Are you aware expansion of this 
military base will spur further growth in the area's population 
thereby placing more demands on the region's limited water supply? 

Already, groundwater pumping in the Sierra Vista area is 
having negative effects on the flows of the nearby San Pedro River, 
which has been designated by Congress as a national riparian 
conservation area. 

Why endanger this river, which is a uc.ique and valuable 
natural resource, when additional military operations could be 
located elsewhere without causing serious environmental harm? 

Please consider scaling back operations at Fort Huachuca, not 
increasing them. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Burgess 
ph 602-820-7496 



Jeanne E. Davenport 
720 East University Blvd 
Tucson, Arizona 85719 

(520) 622-4512 

March 29, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing to you on behalf of the San Pedro river in Sierra 
Vista, Arizona. With the expansion of Ft. Huachuca and the growing 
need for ground water by its inhabitants, the river is in great 
peril. 

I understand the necessity for progress, but I also understand that 
the demand for growth has serious consequences for our last 
remaining wild areas. The San Pedro river is a vital riparian zone 
that is in danger of being destroyed permanently. Repeatedly we 
have watched our American rivers disappear due to poor planning in 
our continuing urban development. 

Wildlife is completely dependent on their surroundings for 
survival, and one of the most important componisnts is water. 
Unlike human beings, desert wildlife does not enjoy the luxury of 
relocating at will and importing what is needed to survive. 
Perhaps the Ft Huachuca expansion could be directel5 elsewhere, in 
an area that is not as ecologically delicate as the San Pedro 
river. 

It would be truly tragic to loose such a vital area to insensitive 
urban planning. I sincerely hope the Defense Department will 
listen to the concerns of civilians such as myself and simply leave 
the San Pedro river alone and explore other areas for growth. 

Thank you. 

Sincerelv. 

P n n e  E. Davenport ' 



From: Anthony L. Velasco To: Chairman Alan Dixon Date: 3/31/95 Time: 16:03:02 Page 1 of 1 

c.:liau.rria~l .Alan Ili\ion 
Ease Realignment and (_'losure c_'o~rui~rssiori 
17Oil N. hdoo~e St 
Suite 1-12> 
.A luigton. ['.A 22309 

I iirri  a biologist \vho has conducted extensive surve),s of the S a ~ i  Pedro River. ancl .kavaipu "reek ( a  trrhtrtar? to tile 
San Pedro Rrver). .Arizoria. I arrl concenied about .ka\.ail>a (?reek arid the San Pedro River-. . I I I ~  their assocrated Ilo1.a 
and fauna. especrally ui  respect to acldrtronal pressures that ~.111 ili.efi~tabl~. follo\v ctsparlslorl of F o ~ t  I-fuacl~ucii 

'l'ht. ccln.'~\l .;t;it~% oftlrr. Silt1 P'tiro River- 1.;  l lo or. in hcl i t  ean Iiatdl!. I>? ciill~ci ii I.I\.CI. ~ I ~ ) . I I I ( I I . C  11'n11c o111\. cc>~l.;~cier.; 
t l l i ~ t  r.~ver.s Ili~\.t. f lo\v~r~p \vi~lers Reasons f i ~ r '  \ \ . I I I C ~ I  the Sill1 F'et1r.o conllntles to I>r ciilletl i~ r.l\,er i1r.e I l l i l l  11s r~ctsrtic~it t1o1~1 
arid fauna still esrst. illthl>u@l In r a p ~ d l ~ .  dulluirsh~ng nrrrrihers Tliesct decluies irr.e clllc. to deer-eas~np avi~~lablc Ili~h~li~ts.  
as is evidenced 11). degenctratlorl ofr~l>arriiri liab~tat u i  tlie Sari f'edro and 11s \~xter'slleds 

Afost notably. the kvater ti~ble lias drol>l>ed si~irficantly tl~r.ougliout tlie San Pedro s),sterri TIIIS 1s ver)' ollvlo~ts to the 
casual obser~er  \vho [ria). spend a day \j'all;lng or fishing along the barks of the r~ver. A "co~ie ofdel)resslon" can I)? 
seen tlwouehout tlie length of the rlver. and extends fc>r rnrles. Tlie cone has causecl pooluip ~vli~cli aplxars csntercti 
around Slen.ii V~sta ilncl Fort Huachuca \vhere gotmd\vater punll>ulp pr.ovides tllese co~xlri~trr i t  ies wrth till, water.. 'if'lie~.~ 
water llo\vs. i t  is a l~~ios t  ~rndetectable and i t  is clotrdq unlke rliost stream and rl\.er.s tn this regtoil. nliikulg i t  t r~is~~it~rt>lc  
tbr rllost fishes. Straam bed reaches bordering the cone of depression are dry. and stranded 1id1 ~ i s p  li>r au.  In r.scent Iy 
~solated pools. Rrpsrran trees lack water necessary to support enougi leaves to allow pIiotos,~ntl~es~s. and a1.e d).u19 of 
disease and lack of \vatel. 

l ire Iia\,e already clocurnented a number of native fish extupatrd ti.on~ the San Ped1.o River: st*\.eral birds ~ n d r ~ e n o u s  to 
the area i11.e so fi1r.e the). are alrriost consider.ed extirpated. .At the rate we art: losirlcg plarlt l~ fe  i4.e r r i r ~ l i t  not Iiiive e~~ot r@i  
I~fe rer~~a~riuip. ul  the near tirture. to call tlle San Pedro a river. People livuls ul  S1en.a Vista a ~ t d  Felt l ~ ~ l a c l r u c ~ ~  w111 
liil~e one less place to prcnrc. tish. bwd\vatcli ancl recreate Scliools \vrll have to tuitl iiltemat~\'e ar.eas tVr b~ological. R I I ~  

cultural tield tr11~s 'I'he clual~t). of I~ie  ivrI1 decrease tbr. all resrdents ul  the area and tour.~sni U . I I I  drop 

Iias the 13RAt: c:oniri~~sslon tirllj. considered tlie conseclirericrs of base espansron on tile Sari Pedr,o R~vsr" ilavs i l l 1  

a\.allable related sc~entrtic publications. agent). reports. and scientrfic es13erts been rev~e\ved zonsultctd In I.esl>cct lo tile 
consecluences of this proposed expansion'? Liliat are the justlticatlons for this proposed espallslcw. are cosl-t)enc.tit 
analj,ses avarlable k>r public revie\{.? 

I re~~~ecttirll) .  ~e~lirest that ).or1 r.econsider the ramilications of the p~oposed Fort Huacli~rca ey>anslol1 Tlie 1ecellt 
aruiotrncerrrent of base expansion has elicrtecl 111). response. as I ~>erceive costs will clearly out\~.eigIi benetits 111 tenrls of 
irlauitauiing our natirral iind cultural heritage in the Sarl Pedro Valley. 

Tharrh- you ui advance for responduig to rny clurstrons and concerns. 



717 44th St 
LQS Namos, Nh/I 87544 
March 31, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Re-alignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dkon: 

Probably the most pressing issue for most people in the Southwest USA is the question of 
water availability in the near and long-term future. Increases in population and small and 
large scale development along our fragde ri\lers threatens to worsen an already difficult 
situation. In this respect, it is important for you and your committee to rtm~ognize that rht: 
planned expansion of Ft. Huachuca is a real and dramatic threat to the survival of the San 
Pedro River. Please consider these two questions: 

1. Will the BRAC Commission respect the fact that Ft. Huachuca is the 
greatest threat to the survival of the San Pedro River? 

2. Will the Defense Department be allowed to destroy an irreplactlable public 
treasure like the San Pedro River for a military mission that car1 be 
accomplished elsewhere without such historically devastating ei~vironmental 
impacts? 

Thank you for you time and consideration ! 

Sincerely, 

Robert Templeton 





March 30, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Ref: Ft. Huachuca vs. San Pedro River 

Dear Sir: 

I urge you to reconsider the expansion of Ft. Huachuca instead 
of closure. As a neighbor from Sonoita I am very fa~miliar with 
both the base and the water issue on the San Pedro. While I 
highly respect the military as a very good neighbor, in this 
case the continuation and expansion of the military population 
at Ft. Huachuca is a very detrimental negative impact to the 
future health of the San Pedro National Conservation Area and 
its important biological values. Neighboring Sierra Vista can 
ill afford the continued expansion at Ft. Huachuca. The military 
has not fairly evaluated their impacts in this case. 

I must emphasize I am a strong supporter of the military and 
I like you as a neighbor except Ft. Huachuca is just the wrong 
place because of the extremely impoortant water and riparian 
values associated with it's impact on the San Pedro River 
watershed. Thanks for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

J 
James E. Notestine 

PO Box 461 
Sonoita, AZ 85637 

.cc Senator John Kyle 
Senator John McCain 
Representative Ed Pastor 



Piarch 3 1 ,I 395 
P.O. rlox 691 
Sierra Vista, AX 85636 

Alan nixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

JXar Chairin.in Dixon : 

I am greatly disappointed that there are no Arizona bases on the closure 
list.. 'This is very unfair. We live in a virtually :.~aterlzss desert here. 
Water has been piped in for many years from other states. Yel:, Arizona 
is one of the fastestqrowing stat2s in the union. Please help by re- 
considering the closure list. 

Fort Huachaca would be a prime consideration. The attached community, 
Sierra Vista, is experiencing water problems. The nearby San Pedro River is 
the biggest loser as one of the last riparian areas left in t.he West. Yet, 
curreat plans call for this fort to expand! 

Again, this is unfair and a slap in the facc of comon sense. Fort EIuachaca 
can be relocated any nunber of places with much less iri~pact than here; 
:?laces with adequate water. 

j?lease, Chairman Dixon, help md:e a difference. 





March 25, 1995 

Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon, 

I was recently informed (through a posting on the internet) that the U.S. military is 
planning to expand Ft. Huachuca in Arizona. I expect that you will have received many 
requests to answer the following questions: 

1. Will the BRAC Commission respect the fact that Ft. Huachuca is the 
greatest threat to the survival of the San Pedro River? 

2. Will the Defense Department be allowed to destroy an irreplaceable public 
treasure like the San Pedro River for a military mission that can be 
accomplished elsewhere without such historically devastating environmental 
impacts? 

I am very concerned about the impact of the planned expansion on the unique biological 
resources that exist in the area. I would greatly appreciate any responses to the above 
questions, as well as any other relevant information regarding this issue. 

Sinc rely, 

l L d h  l t  dL&- 
Charles C. Chester 
103 Beacon St. #5 
Boston, MA 021 16 
cchester@ tufts.edu 



POSY OFFICE BOX 63 SIERRA VISTA, ARIZONA 85636 
I I 

Allan Dixo 

Closure Committee 

! am FAXin ou an article that appeared in the Sierra Vista / Fort 
Huachuca, IJ A r izona newspaper. This article exemplifies the sentiment 
of many IodaY officials concerning hope of saving the San Pedro River 
National Ribanan Conservation Area from the military and it's growth 
proponentsi , 

The article btates: 

chairmad of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors, 
Tony ~arkbino, is skeptical that any local solution to the 
water isshe is possible. Mr. Saracino fears that the 

of consensus on water will 
of Fort Huachuca and 

It is becomihg increasingly apparent that the future of the San Pedro 
River rests in the hands of the Base Closure and Realignment 
Commissio(l. 

Note; For hlarification, the Natural Resource Conservation Districts 
mentioned ih \he article are comprised principally of argricultural 
interests thht oppose any regulation or limits on water use. 

Sincerely, 
a/& 

Al Andersorp 
Huachuca Audubon Society 
602-45&05k2 



The da@ersWof - - tying _ to _-_ achieve 
a . ~ ~ n s e n s u s  . on water - - 

Now that the heariw 

one thing (and I might add -that we 
agreed by unanimous vote!- that any 
eolution to water probleme In the Sierra 
Vista subbamn ehould occur at the local 
level. and not the state or federal level. 
We do not need an active management 
area under eta ta control, nor do we need 
Bruce Babbitt or the federal courts to 
impose solutions on us against our will. 
One of my strong and pereonal concerns 
is to do everything in my power to see 
that the Sierra Vista area doeo not looe 
Fort Huachuca. I t  appears we have 
done well in the current Bam Reloca- 
tion and Closure (BRAC) procaaa, but 
the water issue will certainly be raised 
in future base doaure considerations. 
Whether we like it or not, water has 

been made an ionre in these dincammom 
at  the federal level. Urn of water in our 
arid region of thia country will continue 
t o b e a n ~ u e d w e m u s t f i n d w a y e t o  
pre~vrve and pmtect this vredoua re- 
e o u n a . T h e i u u e 1 . W w e d o t h i n .  
The danger of doing nothing is that 
thw~ Polutions m y  wedl b dorced upon 
Us. 

I t  ahould be mtad that our r d u t i o n  
did rrot rpadacally endome the WIG 

paper. however, all 
originid draft r adu t ion  to rpecific en- 
h m e n t  d the WIG oonoe t paper 
were de*M in  the final draft. h e  final 
paragraph of the resolution supports 
legialrrtion to the extent nearssaq to 
ensure local mntrol rather than state or 
fedard cantad. Me- of several 
Natural Resourca Conservation Dis- 
tricta [NRCD) expwssed concern about 
the prooess to date and stated that they 
could provide non-legislative solutions 
to help rot& ow water meowmu. If 
the Nld~ and other rural resident0 can 
provide the leaderehip to provide a 
non-legislative mlution, t h y  certainly 
have my support. The Bard dSupervi- 

nothin The akt- io that 

was writtan by the Department of Wa- 
ter Reeourcea. Yet, many of the county 
reoidenta were actual1 told that the 
board aupported t g e  Argbcrger 
legislation. 

The board to also being criticized 
becaw i t  did not table the action until 
aher Sen. Anrbeqpir meetin of Jan. 
11. I did not support tabling tte action 
because our remlution waa clearly 
otructured so that i t  waa not tiled to or 
related in an wa to 8en. Anlwrger'e 
draft legisladon; $ w u  drnply an en- 
dorsement of local water management. 

If my actions or the actiom of m 
fel~ow board mmsbem warrant n real[ 
aa is being suggested by .some, then eo 
be it. I t  is becoming increming1.y appa- 
rent that achieving any kind of ~mnsen- 
susonwataris in tobedifficultifnot 
Irnpaslbls. I &fit k t  most ofua agree 
on what we don't want. however, I am 
beaming more and more skeptical that 
we will be a b l e t o a m  on an hing that 
we do want. My fear, and I i? ope that I 
am wqng, ie that our inability to agree 
could ultimately lead to the cloc3ure of 
the base, future water deficits and/or 
court-imposed solutionn that none of u 
will like. 



January 25, 1995 

Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
Department of Defense - Pentagon Building 
Washington, DC 2030 1 

Subject: CLOSING OF ARIZONA BASES DAVIS-MONTHAN & IZT. HAUCHUCA. 

Dear BRACC: 

We encourage members of the committee to act to close Davis-Monthan AFB and 
Ft. Huachuca, located in Southern Arizona. 

D-M AFB is facing serious encroachment problems as the city of Tucson rapidly 
builds up around it. The military air traffic, over some of Tucson's most densely populated 
neighborhoods, is a significant risk to public safety. It also represents a potentially huge 
liability for the Air Force in the case of a crash within the city. The constant blare of jets 
reduces the quality of life, and air, in Tucson. It does not seem to be very strategic to 
continue to operate a base in such a large city. 

The growth of Ft. Huachuca, and related increases in ground-water pumping, pose 
a major threat to the survival of the San Pedro River. The San Pedro is the LAST free- 
flowing river in the Sonoran Desert. It's water is vital to the health arid prosperity of the 
region's wildlife, people, and ecosystems. In the defense of our nation, we must also 
defend fragile and critical habitats from unwise abuse. 

In a time of peace and military streamlining, closing D-M AFB; and Ft. Huachuca 
makes sound economic and environmental sense. h Rec&\i V of /e;tfq 

Sincerely, C A ; I  b b1i3+ ~ 7 %  
Concerned People of Tucson and Southern Arizona T-i)c5;,Al fk% W?'2.2 -3% 

signature name printed: di$~: 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMM15510N 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

/ J  

February 24, 1995 

Mr. Klin Lapisard 
Concerned People of Tucson & Southern Arizonia 
P.O. Box 3778 
Tucson, AZ 85722-3778 

Dear Mr. Lapisard: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Davis-Monthan AE:B and Ft. Huachuca to 
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in 
this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The informa.tion you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S.  lei 
Staff Director 



FEB-23-95 THU 3 :  54 SWCBD FAX NO, 6022492576 

Rob~n D. Silver, M.D., F.A.C.E.P., P.O. Box 39382, Phoenix, AZ 85069-9382 
Telephone: (602) 246-4170, Fax: (602) 249-2576. Email. silver(cQindirect.com 

TO: A d  d/Yoh: 

PAGES TO FOLLOW: 1 

MESSAGE: 

The rarest forest type in North America 
is cottonwood/wiIlow. Only 0.8% of 
Arizona's historical total has survived. The 
Southwest willow flycatcher is the indicator 
species for cottonwoodlwillow habitat. 

The largest viable cottonwood/willow 
stands in the Southwest are dependent on 
the survival of the San Pedro River. The 
San Pedro River is threatened by Ft. 
Huachuca. 

Why is Ft. Huachuca not being closed? 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE A N D  REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209  
703-696-0504 

February 23, 1995 

Dr. Robin D. Silver 
P.O. Box 39382 
Phoenix, AZ 85069-93 82 

Dear Dr. Silver: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this ]important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l e $  
Staff Director 



Zcson Eiecfric Power Company 
220 West Sixth Street 

P.O. Box 711 
Tucson, Arizona 85702 

Charles E. Bayless 
Chalrrnan. President & Ch~ef Execut~ve Officer 

February 16, 1995 

(602) 884-3612 
FAX (602) 884-3991 

Senator Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commissilon 
Suite 1425 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Senator: 

Tucson Electric Power Company (TEP) understands th~at the total cost to 
support a mission at any military base is an important consideration in the 
decision process whether to close or expand that base. Therefore, TEP has 
been working closely with Fort Huachuca to identify opportunities for reducing 
their energy cost, particularly through investments in energy conservation. 

We have completed a comprehensive study of energy usage at the Fort 
and have identified major conservation opportunities. The short-term 
opportunities alone could yield energy savings of 5% or a $350,000 reduction in 
their annual bill. Other opportunities, which require long-term capital 
investments, could yield substantially more savings. 

These conservation options are beginning to be implemented, taking 
advantage of TEP's energy conservation programs as well at3 available federal 
funding. Projects underway or completed include efficient lighting, high 
efficiency motors, thermal energy storage, and solar water heating. 

To further implement these measures, TEP is exploring a turn-key 
conservation arrangement with the Fort. Under this arrangement, TEP would 
provide or competitively procure the initial materials, installation and funding for 
the conservation measures. TEP would then be reimbursed through a share of 
the energy savings. 

In addition to the conservation measures outlined ablove, TEP is also 
committed to exploring the merits of alternative pricing options to reduce the 
Fort's energy costs. One option currently being considered is an economic 
development rate that would lower the energy cost to support new missions and 
personnel at the base. 



Senator Alan J. Dixon Page 2 February 16, 1 995 

We are committed to continued implementation of conservation options at 
the Fort and the exploration of alternative pricing options. We hope that you will 
consider this commitment in your upcoming decisions on base realignment and 
closure. 

Sincerely, 

Charles E. Bayless 

cc: Colonel Alfred Elliot, Ft. Huachuca 
Mr. Ted Fichtl, Ft. Huachuca 50 
Councilman Harold Vangilder, City of Siera Vista 



;LOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

February 17, 1995 

Mr. Charles E. Bayless 
President 
Tucson Electric Power Company 
220 West Sixth Street, P.O. Box 71 1 
Tucson, AZ 85702 

Dear Mr. Bayless: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The informat.ion you provided will 
be helpful to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review t.he recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



2802 Las Gallinas Ave. 
San Rafael, CA 94903 
February 12, 1995 

Mr. James Courter, Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore St., Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Courter: 

I am writing to you to urge your rejection of the U.S. Army proposal to expand Fort 
Huachuca in southeastern Arizona to house the Defense Language Institute, currently 
located in California. This plan threatens the San Pedro River which is already under 
stress because of rapid growth of surrounding communities. The Army plans call for 
bringing an additional 5,000 personnel to the fort and will result in the creation of a 
support community of up to 10,000 civilians--a 25 percent increase in area population. 

As early as 1974 the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers found that the ground water under 
the fort was overdrawn and a large cone of depression had formed in the water table. 
Flow levels of the San Pedro have continued to decline since. Last year, a hydrologist 
and an economist from the University of Arizona, citing the proposed base expansion, 
concluded that "continued grandwater pumping to support dwindling irrigation and the 
growing Sierra Vista and Fort Huachuca area threaten to reduce the flow of the San 
Pedro to the detriment of the riparian area." 

The San Pedro is the longest major undammed river in the Southwest. The 55,000 
acre conservation area includes 45 miles of the river, from the Mex~can border north. 
The area contains large tracts of two rare forest types--mesquite bclsque and Fremont 
Cottonwood/Gooding willow. More than 330 species of birds have been recorded 
within the conservation area, including 75 percent of the U.S. population of the gray 
hawk. The region has one of the highest diversities of mammals north of Panama. 
Eight species of endangered or threatened native fish occur in the river. 

The Defense Language Institute is doing fine just where it is--in Monterey, California. 
This area has already been "hit" with the closure of Fort Ord and it does not make 
sense to "hit" it again by moving the Defense Language Institute--especially when the 
move would seriously threaten the riparian environment of the San Pedro River. 
Please do not approve this request by the U.S. Army! 

Yours truly, 

Roger L. Duba 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

February 16, 1995 

Mr. Roger L. Duba 
2802 Las Gallinas Avenue 
San Rafael, CA 94903 

Dear Mr. Duba: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helphl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

cerely, 

i 

David S. Lyles 
StaEDirector 









DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT C:OMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

February 9, 1995 

Ms. Jane E. Edsall 
. Box144 

Mt. Sinai, NY 11766 

Dear Ms. Edsall: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l k d  
Staff Director 



Box 320 Talkeetna, Alaska 99676 (907) 733 
I la01 9s 

h-) 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

February 7, 1995 

Ms. Becky Long 
Alaska Survival 
Box 320 
Tallceetna, AK 99676 

Dear Ms. Long: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpfkl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

u 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



January 29, 1995 

Jim Courter, Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Courter: 

We have read about the Army's proposal to expand Fort Huachuca in southeastern Arizona to house 
the Defense Language Institute. We understand that this will bring an additional 5,000 personnel 
to the area and will result in an increase in the local population providing su13port and services to the 
military community. 

While the installation's expansion may stimulate the local economy, it will have the opposite effect 
on the region's environment. The San Pedro River is already suffering; its flow levels have been 
declining for decades. The San Pedro was designated a riparian national conservation area in 1988, 
but this will offer the river little protection in the face of continued groundwater pumping. The 
ecosystem dependent upon the river includes mesquite bosque and Fremorit cottonwood/Gooding 
willow forests: two of the rarest in the nation. It is also home to more than 3 30 species of birds and 
has one of the highest diversities of mammals on this continent. 

We urge you to halt the expansion of Fort Huachuca and protect the San Pedro River. Undoubtedly 
there are other bases which could house the Language Institute without adversely impacting the 
environment. Rather than expanding an existing base, perhaps you could move the operation to 
another base which has been scaled down and has the existing facilities and infrastructure to support 
the increase in personnel. 

A 

n 

y\ M+" L 
MarthiIda Cox & Devon Ravine 

cc: Secretary Bruce Babbit 
Secretary William Perry 

31 7 West Miracle Strip Parkway Mi~ry Esther, Florida 32569 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

February 1, 1995 

Ms. Mathilda Cox 
3 17 West Miracle Strip Parkway 
Mary Esther, FL 32569 

Dear Ms. Cox: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helphl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 30, 1995 

Mr. Rick Kiechle 
. P.O. Box 111 

Wadesville, IN 4763 8 

Dear Mr. Kiechle: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpful to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

J 
David S. Lyles 
StaEDirector 



January 26, 1995 

Jim Courter, Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore St., Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Courter: 

The purpose of my letter is to request a halt to the 
expansion of Fort Huachuca in southeastern Arizona. My 
reason is to protect the San Pedro River and it,s surrounding 
riparian habitat, including two large tracts of the rarest 
.forest types in the United States; mesquite bosque and Fremont 
cottonwood/Gooding willow (and of course the accompanying 
birds, mammals, and eight species of threatened and endangered 
fish species which call these areas home). 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers found that the ground- 
water under the fort was overdrawn as early as 1974, and the 
levels of the San Pedro River have continued to decline since 
then. A hydrologist and economist from the University of 
Arizona has concluded that groundwater pumping for a growing 
Sierra Vista and the Fort Huachuca area threatens the San 
Pedro River and its surrounding riparian area. 

For this reason, I respectfully request a halt to the 
expansion of Fort Huachuca. I understand that the city of 
Sierra Vista and developers see the growth of their area as 
an economic boon, but the cost is further loss of a most 
precious resource in this arid region, water. This loss of 
water will adversely affect a designated national riparian 
conservation area and the San Pedro, the longest major 
undammed river in the Southwest. 

Sincerely, 

~uzaine McDonald 
P.O. Box 433 
Westwood, CA 96137 

cc: Secretary Babbitt 
Secretary Perry 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT C:OMMISSION 
1700  NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

February 1, 1995 

Ms. Suzanne McDonald 
P.O. Box 433 
Westwood, CA 96 137 

Dear Ms. McDonald: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The inform;3tion you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

LJ 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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CHUCA AUDUBON SOCIETY 
POST OFFICE BOX 63 SIERRA VISTA, ARIZONA 85636 

January 25, 1995 

Dear Interested Party, 

Enclosed is a reproduction of an article that appeared in the 
December 8,1994 Tucson Weekly magazine. 

In the past you have been interested in the water issue here 
in the Sierra Vista I Ft. Huachuca area. We tholught you 
might find this article informative and interesting reading. 

If you would like any additional information concerning the 
San Pedro River, please contact Huachuca Audubon 
Society. 

Yours Truly, 

21 /LfL* 
Jim Horton 
President, HAS 







flOMAS MADDOCK 
was not a natural-horn 
crusedcr. Red-haired. rod- 

& bt!arcled and mild- 
mnnnorcd. the University 
of Arizc~na hydrolr~gy 
pmfcseor was far mote 

inclincd to build computer models than 
to tilt at windmills. 

Now 56. he has workcd on nearly SO0 
coml~~tt!rizctl gro~rnclwaler nloclols over 
a 25-year careor. flis rcd-lettered. rvhite 
campaign-style b ~ ~ t t o n  says, "Keep on  
Modeling" tle belongs to no 
environmental groups and more than 
once has hecn called a lackey for farmers 
and industry. 

8111 if tho So~~lhrvest 's last living 
desert river survives the crush of growth. 
Matldock will go down as  its Paul 
Revere. 

Eigi~tocn months ago, he blew the 
whistlo on his employer by writing a 
letter to the fedoral government 
questioning a plan tho university was 
pushing to \,ring hundrods of new iol~s  
and thousands of new residents to Sierra 
Vista. 

The plan was to transfer a deicnsa 
language training institute from northern 
California to Fort Huachuca. an Army 
base iust west of Sierra Vista ant1 alrout 
20 miles north of tho Mexican bortler. 
While it would he a boon for tho local 
economy. Maddock felt this could choke 
the San Pedro River, tho sole relic of thc 
lush oases that greeted trappers. ranchers 
and other So~~ t l~wns tc rn  settlcrs in the 
days of Geronimo ancl thc OK (:orr:~l. 

Today. Maddock says he didn't know 
at the time that his lrnivorsity was 
pushing this pl;~n. nut his missivc! 
Iac~nc:l~od tho onvirc~r~rnental oquivnlcnt 
o f a  thot~sanel s l ~ i l ~ s :  ;I pitcl~c!cl l~nttle: 
building to a cr~yr.nndo of lawsuits. task 
ftrrr.rs, st~rtlies. ce~~~rrtor-sti~clit-s. nncl 
intnnst! [~oliticol Irrt!ssuro. In t l ~ r  c.c~~ning 
your. this fight will 11lay out in Conjiwss. 
tho Arizona Logislnt~~re and tile cnrlrts. 

It's a story that's twisted and turnod 
for a dccade. For most of that time. it was 
a talc of denial, of how a culture of 
gnlwtlr could got away with ignirring a 
national trcasuro in its backyard. Water 
st~~tlic!s gatherer1 (lust on b~~reoucrats '  
bnoksheivcs. Tnsk fc~rce after task force 
and frderal. statr ant1 l o n l  ngrnc:i~.$ 
woulcl [lo their Ievrl hest to cl~lck t I ~ e !  
growth-rviltcr contro\~orsios tllat have! 
dogged nlost nthc:r S o ~ ~ t l ~ w o s t r r n  c itirs. 

"You are not supposed to talk ahnut 
problems in Sierra Vista." said Joan11 . 
McEntirc. a fornrrr Sierra Vista and 
Cnchise County planner who was 
intervicwctl last summer, shortlv itltrr 
shc'd moved to Silver City. N.M. "Tlr~!y 
just say. go away. we tlon't wnnt to hc:ar 
about it. wc don't want to ackt~owlcdgo 
there is a problem. we don't want to 
solve it." 

City offic:ials wol~ld  strongly drnv 
those charges, ancl tire l~olitical climate 
has shifted recently into a consrrvation 
mode. But the San Pcdro saga still raises 
h~ndamental questions about whether 
and how much a town should grow in 
the dosert. In a stattr rvhere tlc:vc!lopn~ct~t 
is king, it rcn1ain.s highly unccrtnin 
whather this river will survive o r  go the 
way of the Santa Cruz ncar Ttlr-*on. 

Virtually every intcrcst group in tho 
controversy now says it wants to keop 
the river alive. 13111 today. n o  one can say 
for sure i f a  growing town ant1 the river 
can coexisl fc~r nloro than a fr*~v 
docatlns-if Illat-without hcxdtitrg Sierra 
Vista to the expensive addiction to 
imported water t l~at  has nlaclc i1111kios 

- .. . . , . .\v:::-.-. . , . out of virtua!iy.al!other Southw.mt~m 
cities. 

Unlike its pionccring groundwater ' 
. 

law. prolhll~ly the country's toughest. . 
Arizona has no law prntwting surface 
watcr lrorn woll puer~ping. Any clfotl to 
save a river traditionally hits a wall o f ,  
obstacloa, although the San Pedm is 
better 08 than most. 

Thanks to its fetloral prntwtion as  a 
National l<iparian (:onsc!rvatinn Area. the 
rivcr is I~lossod with a legal right to carry 
watcr. Uut area Indian t r i lm and the 
military base have rights that under 
Western water law are far suoarior 

Powerful Forces Have Conspired To Kill' 
The Sun P e d r ~ ,  The Southtvest's Last 

Surviving Desert River. 

By Anthony Davis 

because they've been around longer than 
the consnrvation area. 

In Sierra Vista. the factions lining u p  
over this issue today are endless. With 
enviro~~mcntalist and Indian water rights 
lawsuits in their faces. the military. city 
officials and developers are pushing hard 
to conserve and re-use water. 

Many roaltors remain in denial: 
clinging to scientifically questionable 
studies finding no problem. Moderate 
conservationists and some business 
loaders arc groping for consensus. 
Virtui~lly every side is hiring consultants. 
Academics and bureaucrats an, 
conduc:ting studies and forming 
COII I I I I~ I IP~IS .  

Lingoring on thc edge is the 
possilrility, still remuto. that the area 
could someday pay hundreds of millions 
of dollars to pump Central Arizona 
Proiect water. It wor~ld be a lone. steeD 

Activist Robin Silver is leading the  charge 
to save the Son Pedro River. 
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DRY scheme could cure. With the poor and 
continued from page 1 5 elderly now looking to protect fadoral 

programs from a cost-n~tting Republican 
of pumped water could protect the river Congress. Silver didn't see how U.S. 
lor awhile. nobody had hard numbers taxpayers would front the cost of projects 
ahowing those measurw would last to subsidize growth i n  the Sunbelt. 
'under endless waves of growth. 'Each one of these lights is anolher 

Unlike city officials. a Fort Huachuca neil i n  the coffin of the San Pedro,' 
om~ia l .  engineering director Stephen Silver said. 
Thompson, has said imported water is On the opposing side was Judy 
needed to solve the basin's groundwater Gignac. general manager of a water 
overdraft--an idea almost certain to 

h u e s  because the Army didn't ask them lo. 

complete with active and passive solar heating units, a water recycling 
system. Indoor and outdoor classrooms and an outdoor amphitheater. But It 
has stayed silent on Fort Huachuca's expansion. despite uitics' warnings that 

'promising recovery hatitar for five threatened and 
endangered liah species that by law the bureau is supposed 
to protect. It failed to wmment on the fort's expansion plans 
at the time, although three months ago il took a stronger 
stance In a letter lo a prlvato contractor. 

'Diversion of surface wat er... and groundwater pumping by 
the (fort) and Sierra Vista k intercepting water that normally 
would contribute to the San Pedro River," said the leller from 

proposed expansion) are not signilkant.' 

growth. He later retracted that, claiming his comments had 

was. Son of a Phoenix homebuilder, 
Silver, in 1993. had paid 5150,000 for 75 
acras along the San Pedro after scouring 
the Southwest for the best available river 
habitat. 

At age 42. he was a compulsive. 
driven man who accumulated endless 
Ales and dished out faxed memos. legal 
briefs. Lawsuits. petitions and press 
releases from his living mom in north 
central Phoenix. 

He liked to say that his father had 
.helped kill Phoenix with growth, and 
that wasn't going to happen to the San 
Pedro. One evening, as he drove a 
reporter north from the town of Bisbee 
toward Sierra Vista, he stoppod a\ an 
overlook. cast a cold glare at a flood of 
Hghls enveloping the valley and called i t  

"cllncer." 
To Silver and some other 

mvironmentalists. growth was a disease 
that no conservation plan or mitigation 

PA- I* rUsorr W ~ T  Dannn a-0lou.a 1 . . . . .  
- 

whom remarked they wished she was on 
their side. 

Last summer, her voice was on water 
consawation radio ads. rernintlilig 
listenem bat. 'If you turn on the water 
and let i t  run to coo1 i t  off, did you know 
you could use one gallon to fill a 12- 
ounce glass?" On a TV interview a year 
ago. she plumped for 'orderly, planned 
and managed growth." 

When lhe TV reporter asked Gignac 
when any other western city has 
managed its growth, she laughed. 

"Ican't really point to any. But that 
doesn't mean Sierra Vista couldn't be h e  
first." 
'I would not wish my actions to result 

in the legacy of a dead river bed. 
Anything that grows too quickly kills the 
organism." h e  mid. "But there has to be 
some growth. The body changes 
constantly." 

continued on page 18 

14.1- ... 

not today.' 
More than most government ofr iab Yuncevich has tmd a delicate peth 

along the San Pedro. A Bisbee rrative. Yuncevich is an unusually blunt 
bureaucrat whose ties to the river date back to teenage keg parties 
underneath tts bridges. 

He acknowledged, for instme. that after he learned his office had said 
nothing about a Fort Huachuca ta-tal statement several yeen  ago. 
because the Amy had mailed il to another office. W e  were real concerned 
that we hadn't made a stronger statement.. 

Now his agency isnY speakinla out on the fort's expansion because the 
Justice Department doesn't want federal agencies talking out of turn while the 
Indian water rights case is pending. 

W e  make our concerns knownr, but we feel we were left here without the 
abilitv to make a sbona stand.' Yumavich said. 

ln-a June meeting. ~ L M  ~ i n c r d  Wstrid O f r i  Director WiUiam C i i h  
warned his staff that BLM was qt~st a drop in the buck# in the lndian water 
rights suit and that the bureau would haw to follow the 'Yederal familf ol 
agencies under the Justice Depsulnwnl, aocordng to staffers' notes from the 
meeting. 

"ELM is just going along for the ride. Civish said. 
d n l h a n y  Davis 

... , .., . .. . .  . 
. . 8 .  . . . .  
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T HE FIRST REACTION to 
Maddock's San Pedm letter was a 
wave of denial. 

After Monterey official8 eent 
Maddock'a letter over the Associated 
Press wire. William Noyes, an associate 
UA vice president, asked the hytlrologist 
lor a retraction. Mnddodc said in a recent 
interview. Maddock said he refused. 

Today, Noyes denies asking for a 
retraction and says he can only recall 
telllng Maddock and Lord. "Are .you 
aware of the university relationsl~ip here. 
and what can you do to fix this? Because 
you have created a problem." 

The problem was the psrcepti,on that 
the university was backing wmething itr 

The San Pedre 
saga 

questions about 
whether and 
how much a 
town should 
grow in the 
desert. 
own scholars opposed. Noyes said 
recently. even though Maddock hsdn't 
come out and said that he opposed the 
UA'r plan. 

The upshot was that Maddock *xould 
write Noyes a second letter. as a 
clarification. l h e  letter said mitigation 
schemes such as umping treated 
wastewater into tge river or spreecling it 
on the ground for artificial recharge 
could protect the river and provide 
enough water for the institute. 

Environmentalist jim Hodon says his 
grorrp. Son Pedm 100. is 'up ogaitlst 
these powerfulfones who would go to 
grmt lengths to succeed. " 

These we& not wild-eyed 
experiments. since South&rn Arizona 
mines and Southern California cities had 
injected water into the ground for years. 
But they would cost big bucks to meet 
water quality standards, and wouldn't be 
enough to support future "very-large- 
scalo development." Maddock mote. 

In another follow-up letter to 
Engineering School Dean Ernest 
Smerdon. Maddodr implied be wn 
Looping the San Pedro from becoming 
another legal quagmire for Uh like 
Mount Graham and the red squirred. 

'The cost to the university for legal 
assistance [on Mount Graham) h o m  
month alone would pay the $800.008 
shortfall laid on this college. and that 
was for one squirrel species." ha wrota 
'In the San Pedro Conservation Area. 
there are reportedly over 300 s ecies of 
rare birds. ..It is considered to & one d 
the greatest riparian habitats in tho 
world." 

In two other letters to UA President 
Manuel Pacheco recently obtained by 
The Weekly. Maddock's colleegue. Lord. 
took a much harder line. He argued the 
reds should re-examine Fort Huachuca's 
status. that the languago institute was the 
"tip ofthe iceberg" end that Sierra Vista 
was no place for more growth. 

'The Mzona rvatar community. like 
w many in the West. baa tended to ut 
the rosiest ossible face on pmposa!s for 
economic !evslopment. and for the 
water resource measures which might be 
roquired to support it." wrote Lord, an 
agricultural economics professor and 
former head of UA's Water Resources 
Research lnstitutu 'The truth is that we 
live in a water-shor( environment. and 
we have been reluctant to face the full 
Lnplications of that fact." 

Indeed. UA officials soon were trying 
to put a better spin on an embarrassing 
situation. 

In a May 2.1993, memo lo Provost 
Paul Sypherd. vice president Noyes 
outlined a game plan "for a response that 
builds on my belief that when you have a 
lemon, you should make lemonade." 

He proposed creating a riparian 
research institute. funded by Sierra Vista 
area water cumpanies, the BLM and 
.federal money set aside lor mitigation of 
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environmental damage born additional much of the forl's mission to Amon other things. Michael said !that Then. in November 1993. Sierra Vista 
P m ~ i n l .  M.ssachusetts. the town had panicked. the 1993 fatter overestimated Sierra Councilman H m l d  Vangilder and Noyes 

'We would then be in the position of People moved away end real estate Vista's population and groundwater dropped into MaddocL's office to talk 
~ p p o r t i n g  o w  faculty while again values began a plunge from which pumplng, and that nobody knew enough about settiag up the riparian research 
d i n g  for better knowledge (once they've only recently recovered. Sierra to my h a t  w t e n t  use will dry up the institute in Sierra Vista with Maddock as 

the high road)." No es mote. Viata's leaders wanted economic dm. .. ,- .- - ..- --- -.-. -.-. its heed. Vat~gildar later said he went 
~0mmr. wa would maty  m e b  a d i m i t y .  but b i r r  w w  still a artfftdal;' b t r n  fmm 'environmental there strictly in hia job as a UA p m  

@ti~\Iipacf:.1t should undenui  ihe-one-industry economy. fueled by the eIdn,mlrtsn make it difficult for other developtnent spedalist. hut 
negative approach of Montemy." federal government. Since then. the fort interest groups to cooperate, wmte environmentalists still rolled their eyes. 

To Phoenix environmentalist Silver, has been a winner in the base-closure Michael, who later tenned that a genelral 'I was at a water issues group meeting 
!his language sounded just like a swwpstakea, with $500 million worth of statement not directed at anyone. at Cochise C o l l ~  last spring and said 
previous UA program to study the new construction projects on post just in Maddock. who stood by his letter, twlc that it wes very ifficult because we 
endangered red squiml subspecies the past five yean. that comment as a jah at him. were up against them powerful forces 
while it slammed telescopes on the rise. then. that two '(The letter) is very artfully worded1 to who would go to great lengths to 
squlrreh' Mount Graham habitat. t K a ! ~ ~ ~ P ~ a b o c k  and Lord's first distort a sM of facts to lead the succeed." said Jlm Horton of the 

'This riparian institute was purely a letter hit the press. Sierra Vista public uninformed reader to a conclusion the environmentalist group San Pedro 100. 
public relations smokescreen." Silver works director George Michael trashed it facts do not support." Michael wmte. "I told them that one city council 
r i d .  in a memo to his ma or and council as a "Nothing in the previous re ort sogger;ts member went to Maddock end offered 

Noym responded that it and like a contradiction of ~ d b o c k ' s  original 1091 c.topping growth, particular& in the net- him a riparian institute. Leter, Vaneilder 
good idea regardless of what happened report. futurs." 
with the language institute. continued on page 20 

'Maddock is a world class expert in 
the field and can be trusted to do good 
scholarship." said Noves. who has since 
leh UA to run the pri;ate. non-profit 
Magellan University in lkcson. 

Lord, however. rvrote Pacheco that 
UA really needed to research how to ease 
the economic pain of base closings. Lord 
had plenty of experience on the Firing 
line, having quit his water resources 

Many realtors 
remain in denial, 
clinging to 
scientifically 

D M C  REDUCTIO 
questionable 
studies finding 
no problem. 

I 
directorship nearly three years earlier. in 
part because of what he said rvas his 
"discomfort" at dealing with the discord JERSEYS 
between the state's prevailing. 
Panglossian view of water politics and 
his own more jaded view. 

'Closing Fort Ht~achuca after (SPECIALIZED not included) 
developing and implementing a plan for 
minimizing these costs. and for 
spreading the burden of meeting those 
which remain. wotlld have many 
national benefits." Lord wrote. "The 
recunt nationwide competitive scramble 
by local interests a t ~ d  political 
re resentatives to foist these costs off on 
otRers makes a mockery of our 
democracy." 

0 FAR. UKs plans haven't borne S fruit. The base commission opted 
in 1993 not lo sup ort moving the 

defense institute. but wifl reconsider it 
In 1995 in its final round of 
recommendations to Congress. 

In what some observers call the 
'Mother of all BRACs." bases 
reprawnling 15 percent of the 
replacement value of the country's 400 
military bases are scheduled to be 
reviewed for possible closing during this 
round ofdiscussions. although that plan 
pre-dated the November sweep of pro- 
military Republicans into Congress. 

But needless to say. Maddock and 
Lard's pitch won few friends in Sierra 
Vista, where Fort Huachuca is the engine 
driving the growth. Six years earlier. 
when the Anny considered moving 



'DRY h a d ~ c ~ m e n t  =king pmposals from objectivity." the d ty  document said. 
consultant8 to study the water issue. The m e  City feels a profdona1 qualified 

nontinuad/rom page IS document. while agreeing that pumping to review the available Informtation and 

came up to me and said he wasn't them 
In hia baa a wundl member, only as a 

-A & ~1-1t.r ,u not very 
nice to do it.' " - . - ... . , -- 

Vangilder replled. 'I'm a UA 
em loyw and I'm charged with bringing 
ad8itional functions here. My ability to 
bribe a nationally renowned Ph.D. is 
quite llmited. Tom Maddock and I are 
not on different eider. He has raid there 

' are things this community can do to 
mitigate . .~ our water problem and so have 

could hurt the river. raid most people - 
who have reviewed Maddock's study, 
'including come of those involved In 
produdog it. do not have much * 

-amfidena in Ib results." 
. 11 cited "outdated data. extreme 

adjustments in assumptions ... and just 
general dimagreement with the 
conclusions and recommendations." 
Asked by The Weekly to name the 
Maddock-basbem. Michael declined. 

'I'm not going to name a bunch of 
(those people) w you can stlck it in the 

expert opinion and advice may 
elp defuse the situation." 

W d o d ;  said the requesl for 
~ p o u l s  was basically putting out a 

nty on his model. 
'Everyone else-the BLM, the B m u  

of Reclamation, the United States 
Ceoloaicsl Survey and Fort Huachuca- 
is on &cord as saying groundwater 
pumping causes problems." Maddock 
sold In an ilitewiow. "The only ones 
continuing to try to den J it am in S i e m  
Vlrlr." 

L" paper k d g e t  them all riled up." he -Id. 7'-&ee~, the U.S. Interior hp-ent's But lasa than a Pr later. Sierra 'Some of our citizens have taken . . computer mdell  were rsaching some of off id^^ trashed Maddock's 1991 audy  aides b a d .  to large extent. on tho same conclusions as Maddock's. as it 
smolionahsm and haw lost their pr&red for ihe Gila River Ind~an . 

Tucson Musicians, Make Yourselves Heard! I 

OPEN INVITATION TO ALL AREA MUSICIANS: 
the  producro of thr Tuuon Arra Music Awards (thr TAMMIIS) are startlng now 

to plan events for 199rand we want you to be Involvedl 

lht TAMMILS is a ceirbration of thm excrllence and diversity of music found in southern Arizona. 
On Friday. March 31 and Saturday. April I 1-5 this will manifest as a two-night Showcau shufflt 

' 
featuring prfonnancn in 17 utegodn of music by more than )o bands and solo artists. 

AII prfonnlng findim will k Jlova by a p . ~ l  of loul musk pmfftrforutr. 

thr T U I L S  Showcaw Shuffle In t994 a w e d  Iaqr and enthuslasttc crowds: thesa rhowus~r g1vt 
musician tk. oppoctunity to expol. thrir music to new audiencrs. 

Wm also think that this wealth of loul nude d-enrs to bt shared-th. Showeau shuwe. 
TAMMltS Compilation CD and the Tucson Arra M d c  Awardr a n  ail k ing  promoted nationally. 

How To Participate in the 1995 TAMMIES 
I) Complete a n  lnfonaation form (see below). 

a)  Submit r tape or  CD, publicity photo and other press mrterlris (if rvrilabie). 
3) Mail o r  &liver th. form and materials by Dccembcr 16. 1994. 

Pmrlists fin T~caon's mule lndustvy will nvhw all rubmlsslons and choor five finalists In 17 cstrgorirs 
bw Mow). AII firuiists will k invitrd to prt iciptr  In a showcase to k hrld on Friday and satudar, 

h u h  31 and April I. A Rradrr M I  In the ruuon Weekly will drtenninr thr 1n4 TAMMIIS Honorem 
annoumnl at  the TAMMIS  wards Night in m y  (m. 

I 

I I OFFICIAL TAMMIES INFORMATION FORM ( 
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Community's water rights aue. m e  GUa 
whose rewmtion huga laterstate 10 
routheast of Phosnix. had d In the 
1970s. seeling to stop other mom from 
rucking up dver w r t a  ths resawation 
claimed fa itsalf. 

Maddock and hl. d e n t i 5 c  allies * 
pointed out that d v e  pumping 
creates a cone of depression. tooklng 
like an upsidadown dunce cap. this 
cone containa empty underground sand, 
clays and gmwls that once were flush 
with water. 

From 1968 to 1988. the cone had 
dm ped fmm 68 feet to 95 test 
un&rnealb Siend Vista. Maddodc and 
other scientists said. By 1993. Maddock 
was warning that this mne  bed reached 
the river, and that the pum ins was 
pulling from the river itself 

'This gives me a rather bleak outlook 
for the San Pedro." said Interior 
Dopartmenl consulting engineer 
Catherine Kraeger-Rowy of Denver. in a 
November 1993 letter. 'Even if Sierra 
Vista stopped pumping tomorrow, whic' 
of course will not happen, depletions 
(from the equifcr) would continue to 
increase for awhile. Since their pumpin 
will only increase. depletions will also 
increase. and the ecosystem ir going to 

William Noyes, 
an associate UA 
vice president, 
asked the 
hydrologist for a 
retraction. 
Maddock sai& 
He refused, . 

be in real trouble." 
In March 1994, a Fort Huachuca 

official wrote Cochise College President 
Wal~er Patton that the apparent expert 
consensus was that the area's aquifer ant 
the river are connected. and that 
pumping keeps groundwater from 
reaching the river. He mote  &at 'it is 
time to consider solutions, not what 
should be studied next." 

But by fall Iggcr, denial was still 
runnin rampant in soma drc10.. 
Alan ~!einnmn, state Watm Resources 
Director under the hard-right era of Cov. 
Ev Mecham, wrote a newspaper column 
in the Sierm Vista Hemld in October 
headlined "Water Crisis in Sierra Vista i 
r Fabrication." 

He d a i m d  the area's aquifer was a 
gold mine worth 53.5 billion to $8 
billion, contained enough water to keep 
the river and d t y  going up to 8.000 
years. and argued h t  it should be 
extracted l i i  oil. 

Now a U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
economist in Boulder City. Nevada. 
ICloinman opined that environmentalists 
wishing to protect the San Pedro "simply 
need to put up the dollem and make the 
appropriate arrangements to recharge 
sewage effluemt. and quit trying to atand 
in the way ofthe progresa of others." 

Shortly afterward. Kleinman'r 
superior Dan Glssser. director of the 
Bureau's policy analysis office. wrote a . . C L  L 

t i n  + ~ ~ ~ i l ; l ~ ~ ~ ~ l l v ~ a t  1111 



letter to the Hemld disavowing the 
column. 

About the same time, r study from 
former Cochise County environmental 
quality director Erich Korsten. done for 
Sierra Vista Realtors, dipped deeper still 
&to denial. 

Korsten ergued that the river was not 
only not threatened by pumping, but that 
Che Sierra VIsta area was running a 
groundwater surplus instead of a deficit. 
He maintained the drop-offs in river 
flows over nearly 70 years were simply a 
sign of "alternating dry and wet cycles." 
And he claimed there had been no 
systematic declines in the water table. 
and that the underground aquifer feeding 
the river and the aquifer feeding Sierra 
Wsla aren't connected. 

"Thus. pumping in the Fort lluachuca 
and Sierra Vista area had. and will have. 
no effect on the river.' said Korsten, now 
a private hvdroloaist in Phoenix 

Developer Judy Cignoc: 'I would not 
wish my actions to result in the legacy of 
a dead river bed. Anylhing that gmws 
too quickly kills the organism." 

desertification in the area. 
But in 1684, the first efforts to deal 

with the problem ran into a wall of 
denial. 

That year. the federal Department of 
Housing end Urban Develo ment briefly 
stopped insuring mortgage foans lor new 
Sierra Vista homes. Developers were 
pushing to build enough homes to 
double the town's population. but 
because of the Gila lndian suit, state 
water officials wouldn't certify that the 
town had enough water. The local 
Audubon Society chapter put out a 

I. 
newsletter titled. "A River at Risk." 

Before the ink dried on newspaper 
articles announcing the feds' action. r 

- Bob ~ a k N i s h . 8  United States developers were bizzing local HUD 
Geolo~ical Survev hvdroloaist and offices with phone calls. Federal officials I 
colleague of ~ a d d o d k .  d G p e d  Korsten's 
optimism into the scientific dustbin. 

He wrote that Korsten's work 
stemmed from highly questionablo 
science. assuming. for instance, that the 
amount of water replenishing tho aquifer 
was three times that of any previous 
study. Korsten also assumed that 3.2 
inches of rainfall would run off per 
quare mile to recharge the aquifer. while 
a former to National Weather Service 
official sai8it should be at most one- 
third of that, according to MacNish. 

"It is truly unfortunate that this report 
has been produced." MacNish wrote. 
'While there are quite a few people in 
the San Pedro basin who are reluctant to 
admit there is a problem, there is a 
growing number who are beginning to 
understand that there is a problem, and 
that the problem is solvable." 

NLY THE NUMBERS m d  computer 
models in Maddock's message wen, 

' 

In 1974. the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers had reported separate cones of 
depression were forming underneath 
Sierra Msta and Huachuca City. although 
the Corps msured folks the 
aquifer L d  enough water to support 
even hefty population growth for 600 to 
1.200 years. 

In 1981. in a parting shot horn the 
Jlmmy Carter administration, a top 

'Environmental Protection Agency 
official wrote the Council on 
Environmental Quality that "massive 
groundwater overdrahing" could dry up 
the San Pedro and that overpumping was 
the biggest potential caws of 

quickly reopened the loan spigot. A 
water task force formed and dissolved 
without doing much. 

At a public meeting. 75 locals poked 
fun at the Indians. while a iIUD official 
sat mutely. having been sile~rccd by I~ is  
supervisor. 

"If the Indians win tho la\vsuit. will 
they reoccupy the valley? Will we have 
to move away?" asked Roy Harmon. 
president of the Cochise Board of 
Realtors. 

Laughter pealed through the meeting 
room when an audience member re lied. 
'We'll have to set aside a bedroom L r  
them in every house." 

Bart Baker, a state representative. said 
the feds must 'let us know what we have 
lo do to keep expanding and developing 
instead of things being brougltt to a 
sneeching halt." 

A decade later. Natalie Danforth. an 
Audubon Society member who sat on the 
task force and still lives in Sierra Vista. 
recalled that forming a local water 
committee turned out to be a good way 
to kill the issue. 

'(Local leaders) wanted growth and 
development m if there w a  no 
tomorrow." eaid Danforth, who then and 
now her worked as a Fort Huachuca 
librarian. 'My regret is that 10 years ago. 
we could have dealt with it in an orderly 
way. It's always management by crisis ." 

Judy Gignac. who served on the same 
task force as a county supervisor, was 
mom charitable. 

'People have asked me what's 
different now. and I say motivation. Ten 

ago, the problem did not loom that 
arge. We were unable to motivate people 

to come to comnrus." P 

Make your houseguests 

comfortable on a 

sumptuous ' ' 

futon sofa-sleeper. 

Because futons arc 

made from all-natural. 

100% cotton fiben. 
they offer firm, heallhy pm om suppm and acool. 

comfortable night's 

sleep. Plus, ~hey're 

available in a variety of 

contemporary styles 

and fabncs to . 
complement any decor. 

, . .. Discover a futon today! 
.*+ a*- 

FOOT COMFORT BREAKTHROUGH 
FEATURED IN THE AMERICAh FODIATRIC hlEDlCALASSOClATION 
JOURNAL. AISO LISTED IN TIIF. NATIONAL DIRECTORY OF WIIO'S - . . - - - - . . . - 

WIIO UNDER MEDICAL GAI'NING NATIONAL RECOGINITION. ' . 

Montes Orthopedic of Tucson 
Arizona recently introduced the 
soft "Instn-Mold" orthotic shoe 
insert aftcr four years of researc h 
and development using German 
technology and materials in 
various combinations. Insta-Mold 
has been successfully wom by m: 
than 16.000 people over the last 
eight years. 
The ploduct is a laminate of h: 

bonded layers of imported closecl 
-cell rubber. The layers conform 
to the wearer's foot while the feet 
are in motion, creating a walking absorbersystem that incrrasesblood 
wtem onto thedevice.lhis makes and circulation to he  feet and limbs. 
ihe product more accurate than a Not only has the o d i c  proven 
casting of the font. to  alleviate foot pain, but  i t  

As  the temperature inside the =aligns ankles and arches and 
shoe rises to within 20degrets of even dysfunctional knees, hips 
body temperature. the orthotic is and backs through a natural. 
thermally activated, making it more nonsurgical process. 
comfortable after long periods of For more information, write 
w. The density of the top layer Montes Orthopedic at 2532 E. 
is 85 psi, of the middle layer. 45  Broadway,Tuaon,~a,8f l16.  
psi, and of the firm base layer 120 Or call 1-602- 326-8949 for mail 
psi. The thm layers create a shock order service. 

ADVEI971SEMEN-r - . 
. . 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT C.OMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 30, 1995 

Mr. Jim Horton 
President 
Huachuca Audubon Society 
P.O. Box 63 
Sierra Vista, AR 85636 

Dear Mr. Horton: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpfhl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
StafTDirector 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CsOMMlSSlON 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 27,1995 
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2 10 Brookside 
Pittsburgh, PP -1 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 23, 1995 

Ms. Corolla Hoag 
P.O. Box 36084 
Tucson, AZ 85740 

Dear Ms. Hoag: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The informal ion you provided will 
be helpful to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review 1:he recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

Sincerelv. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



2849 Hoffman Road SE 
Olympia, WA 98501 
January 15, 1995 

Mr. Jim Courter 
Chairman, Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Courtner: 

I am writing to ask you to stop the expansion of Ft. Huachuca to 
house the Defense Language Institute. This expansion plan 
threatens the San Pedro River, already suffering reduced flows 
from overuse of groundwater that supplies the river. 

The San Pedro River is a designated riparian natioinal 
conservation area and the longest major undammed river in the 
Southwest. Eight species of endangered or threatened native fish 
live in the river. The area contains two rare forest types 
(mesquite bosque and Fremont cottonwood/Goodling w.illow), and 330 
species of birds. 

The plan would result in a 25% increase in population in the area 
and stress the water supply of the San Pedro River. At a 
minimum, please ensure a formal environmental impact study is 
conducted and evaluated to prevent damage to the area. 

Sincerely, 

y-.? 
George Kamins 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1 425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 23, 1995 

Mr. George Kaminsky 
2849 HofEnan Road SE 
Olympia, WA 98501 

Dear Mr. Kaminsky : 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the: Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

- 
David S. Lyles 
StaEDirector 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CQMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 20, 1994 

, Ms. Sherry Kritzer 
P.O. Box 938 
Moss Beach, CA 9403 8 

Dear Ms. Kritzer: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helphl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 

# of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

Sincerely, 

'&;/@h 
David S. ~ ~ l &  
Staff Director 



Law Offices Of 

ROGER C. WOLF 
IMMIGRATION LAW SINCE 1976 January  13 ,  1995 

J i m  C o u r t e r ,  Chairman 
Base Realignment and C losu re  

Committee 
1700 North Monroe S t r e e t  
S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209 

R e :  F t .  Huachuca, Arizona 

Dear M r .  Cou r t e r :  

P l e a s e  do  n o t  expand F t .  Huachuca! I ' v e  been h i k i n g  and 
b i rdwatch ing  a t  t h e  San Pedro  Na t i ona l  Conserva t ion  Area s i n c e  
1988, and I f l ew  over  it j u s t  t h r e e  weeks ago. I t  i s  a  unique 
and b e a u t i f u l  r i v e r .  Expanding t h e  b a s e  w i l l  o n l y  d e t r a c t  
from t h e  a l r e a d y  p r e c a r i o u s  f low of t h e  r i v e r .  The f e d e r a l  
government, on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  shou ld  be su ing  t o  s t o p  f u r t h e r  
popu l a t i on  growth i n  t h e  b a s i n .  

RCW / bq 

cc :  S e c r e t a r y  Bruce B a b b i t t  
S e c r e t a r y  Wil l iam Pe r ry  

290 North Mever Avenue Tucson Arizona 85701 Phone: (602) 882-9633 Fax: (602) 882-2929 Legal Assistant: Bonnie J. Quijada 



CYNTHIA DENISE PORTER 
35 BENNETT DRIVE 

BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS 78521-5511 

January 13, 1995 

Jim Courter, Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore St., Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 2229 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to urge you to halt expansion of 
Ft. Huachuca and to protect the San Pedro River. 

This plan threatens the San Pedro River which is 
already under stress because of rapid growth of surrounding 
communities. 

The San Pedro is the longest major undammed river in 
the Southwest. The 55,000-acre conservation area includes 
45 miles of the river, from the Mexican border north. The 
area contains large tracts of the two rarest forest types in 
the United States: mesquite bosque and Fremont 
cottonwood/Gooding willow. More than 330 species of birds 
have been recorded within the conservation area, including 
75% of the U.S. population of gray hawk. The rggion has one 
of the highest diversities of mammals north of Panama. 
Eight species of endangered or threatened native fish occur 
in the river. 

Save this precious resource by leaving it alone! 

Si erely, 

$&la(, A Q ~ L  
Denise Porter 

cc: Secretary Bruce Babbitt 
Secretary William Perry 



. 
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0504 

January 17, 1994 

. Ms. Denise Porter 
3 5 Bennett Drive 
Brownsville, TX 7852 1-55 1 1 

Dear Ms. Porter: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The informa.tion you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
StaEDirector 







DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 17, 1994 

, Mr. Jerry Ambrose 
1919 San Diego Circle 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635 

Dear Mr. Ambrose: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when i.t receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be he1pfi.d to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l &  
Staff Director 



January 10, 1995 

Jim Courter, Chairman 
Base Realignment & Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore St., Ste. 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Courter; 

We are writing to you concerning the proposed 

expansion of Fort Huachuca, Arizona in order to house the 

Defense Language Institute now in California. 

We urge you to not only halt any expansion of Fort 

Huachuca but to seriously study the option of closing the 

base and moving the military personnel to a less sensitive 

environmental area. Continued ground water pumping of an 

already overdrawn water table will eventually kill the San 

Pedro River National Riparian Area. This riparian area 

contains rare plant communities, one of the most diverse 

mammal populations in North America, and hundreds of bird 

species including many Mexican rarities (for the United States). 

We strongly urge you to stop this environmentally 

catastrophic expansion of Fort Huachuca, Arizona. 

Sincerely, a): b& 

Chuck & Kate Neal 
1526 Alger Ave. 
Cody, Wyo,ming 82414 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CQMM'ISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 17, 1994 

Mr. & Mrs. Chuck Neal 
1526 Alger Avenue 
Cody, Wyoming 82414 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Neal: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of ~efense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will 
be helpful to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



19 Jan 95 

SUBJECT: Request for BRAC Consideration of De-Watering oj the San Pedro 
River with Continhed Expansion of Ft Huachuca, Arizona 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Ten years ago local citizens sounded the alarm concerriing the over-draft 
of ground water here in the Ft ~uachuca/Sierra Vista, Arizona area. Citizens 
pointed out the NEGATIVE impact continued over-draft would have on the San 
Pedro River unless a comprehensive water management plan were produced to 
address the issue. The local leaders, including the Commanding General of 
Ft Huachuca,were provided information then available from the Arizona Depart- 
ment of Water Resources which indicated more water was being pumped from the 
surrounding aquifer than was being replaced from precipitation. 

Now, 10 years later, it is taking a lawsuit against Ft Huachuca by 
environmental groups to wake up the community and remind its citizens that 
the problem has not gone away. You will hear from local booster groups that 
the problem is now being addressed..but ONLY AFTER the lawsuit was filed has 
the issue captured their attention. Too little, too late... University of 
Arizona hydrologists report that the over-draft of the aquifer is ALREADY 
having an impact on the river. By the time the cottonwood trees start dying, 
we may have reached the point of no return in assuring the health of one of 
the LAST GREAT PLACES on earth, the San Predro Riparian Conservation Area. 
That area is now administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). 

Those of us concerned about the present and future of the San Pedro 
respectfully request that you consider the impact on the local water table 
and thus the San Pedro of any further expansion of Ft Huachuca, Arizona. 

We live in a desert. EXPANSION OF FORT HUACHUCA, ARIZONA, IS ILL ADVISED 
in view of its desert setting and the accompanying popu1at:ion increase such 
an expansion would mean with attendant additional demands on the water table. 

You have at your right hand a most respected authority on Arizona water 
issues, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR BRUCE BABBITT. He will tell you that 
water issues are extremely important here in Arizona and that the Central 
Arizona Project extension to this local area is costly and bound to hit the 
taxpayers' pockets in an intolerable way. Add to that the' 
Gila Indian Tribe on San Pedro River water;? and you have a 
locally if local leadership here does nop 
of Fort Huachuca. 

Bisbee, Arizona 85603 



10 Jan 95 

SUBJECT: Request for BRAC Consideration of De-Watering of the San Pedro 
River with Continued Expansion of Ft Huachuca, Arizona 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Ten years ago local citizens sounded the alarm concerning the over-draft 
of ground water here in the Ft HuachucaISierra Vista, Arizona area. Citizens 
pointed out the NEGATIVE impact continued over-draft would have on the San 
Pedro River unless a comprehensive water management plan were produced to 
address the issue. The local leaders, including the Commanding General of 
Ft Huachuca,were provided information then available from the Arizona Depart- 
ment of Water Resources which indicated more water was being pumped from the 
surrounding aquifer than was being replaced from pre~~ipitation. 

NOW, 10 years later, it is taking a lawsuit against Ft Huachuca by 
environmental groups to wake up the community and remind its citizens that 
the problem has not gone away. You will hear from local booster groups that 
the problem is now being addressed..but ONLY AFTER the lawsuit was filed has 
the issue captured their attention. Too little, too late... University of 
Arizona hydrologists report that the over-draft of the aquifer is ALREADY 
having an impact on the river. By the time the cottonwood trees start dying, 
we may have reached the point of no return in assuring the health of one of 
the LAST GREAT PLACES on earth, the San Predro Riparian Conservation Area. 
That area is now administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). 

Those of us concerned about the present and future of the San Pedro 
respectfully request that you consider the impact on the local water table 
and thus the San Pedro of any further expansion of Ft Huachuca, Arizona. 

We live in a desert. EXPANSION OF FORT HUACHUCA, ARIZONA, IS ILL ADVISED 
in view of its desert setting and the accompanying population increase such 
an expansion would mean with attendant additional demands on the water table. 

You have at your right hand a most respected authority on Arizona water 
issues, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR BRUCE BABBITT. He will tell you that 
water issues are extremely important here in Arizona and that the Central 
Arizona Project extension to this local area is costly a ~ d  bound to hit the 
taxpayers' pockets in an intolerable way. Add to that She claim of the 
Gila Indian Tribe on San Pedro River watetl for disaster 
locally if local leadership here does not, expansion 
of Fort Huachuca. 

Box 2 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CCIMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 17, 1994 

Mr. & Mrs. Douglas Danforth 
Box 232 
Bisbee, Arizonia 85603 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Danforth: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The informsltion you provided will 
be helphl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
S tafF Director 







DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CC)MMISSION (-49 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
WJVJ  

703-696-0504 

January 17, 1994 

. Ms.MaryE.Cockeril1 
4704 E. Paradise Village PKWY. N #209 
Phoenix, AZ 85032 

Dear Ms. Cockerill: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary 
of Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The informa.tion you provided will 
be helpfbl to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyle< 
StafTDirector 



C) Nu.* Lw* 

Lake Region Audubon Society 
w ~ 5  

\A 
115 Lameraux R o a d  

Winter Haven, FL 338134 
Virginia Adler, President 

J a n u a r y  4 ,  1995  

J im  C o u r t e r ,  Cha i rman  
Base  R e a l i g n m e n t  a n d  C l o s u r e  Commit tee  
1700 N .  Moore S t .  
S t e .  1325  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209 

Dear  M r .  C o u r t e r :  

Yany o f  u s  a r e  f a m i l i a r  w i t h  F o r t  Huachuca a113 t h e  s u r r o u n d i n g s ,  
i n c l u d i n g  t h e  San  P e d r o  R i v e r ,  Audubon R e s e a r c l ~  Ranch ,  and  r i p a r i a n  
a r e a s  recommended f o r  N a t i o n a l  W i l d l i f e  R e f u g l l s .  We a r e  t h e r e f o r e  
much c o n c e r n e d  by t h e  Army's p r o p o s a l  t o  e x t e n d  t h e  F o r t  t o  t he  
s o u t h e a s t  and  b r i n g  i n  5 , 0 0 0  emp loyees  and  t h e i  1- f a m i l i e s .  The c o n e  
o f  d e p r e s s i o n  i n  t h e  g round  w a t e r  u n d e r l y i n g  t h e  F o r t  a n d  tile 
d i m i n i s h i n g  r i v e r  f l o w  h a s  b e e n  a c o n c e r n  f o r  morth t h a n  t h o  
d e c a d e s .  A d d i t i o n a l  pumping c a n n o t  be  s u s t a i n t . d .  

We u r g e  a f u l l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t  s t u d y  and  1:omprehensive p u b l i c  
h e a r i n g s .  

The u n d e r s i g n e d  members o f  Lake Reg ion  Auciubon S o c i e t y  ha\-e 
a u t h o r i z e d  t h i s  u s e  o f  t h e i r  names.  T h e i r  s i g n ?  t u r e s  a r e  on  f i l e  i n  
o u r  o f f i c e .  

F r a n c e s  A i l sman  
1305 N Lime 
P l a n t  C i t y ,  FL 33566-2341 

Buren  B a r t o n  
101  H a r b o r  Way 
A u b u r n d a l e ,  FL 33823 

Mary W B a r n a r d  
351 A l p i n e  D r  S 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33881 

F r a n k  B a r n a r d  
351 A l p i n e  D r  S 
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33881 

Nancy B i s s e t t  
2929 J B  C a r t e r  Rd 
D a v e n p o r t ,  FL 33837 

L F B1anknt.r 
360 E V ine  S t  
Bartow, F L  33830 

Mar tha  Sue B r a n t l e y  
1725 N Laktt S h i p p  D r  
W i n t e r  Havtxn, FL 33880 

Doro thy  W Ijunn 
1175 Hermosa A v  
Ba r tow ,  FL 33830 

Gwendolyn ,r B u r k h a r t  
P 0 Box 2 7 8  
Waver ly ,  FI, 33877 

Tommy D C a l  h o l ~ n  
535 Young 1'1 
L a k e l a n d ,  F ' L  33803 



V i o l a  M Cameron 
445 R u s s f i e l d  D r  
K n o x v i l l e ,  TN 37922 

A l f r e d  B C h i l e s  
'740 Manor D r  
Ba r tow ,  FL 33830 

Byrum W Cooper  
115 Lameraus  Rd 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33883 

L i n d a  F Cooper  
115 Lameraus  Rd 
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33883 

Ruth  F Cooper  
1225 Havenda l e  Blvd 9155 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33881 

C a r o l  Dea ton  
843  S u c c e s s  Av 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33801 

Eva S D e v e n i s h  
200 Av K S E  k30 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33880 

C a r o l y n  D i c k s o n  
550 N P a l m e t t o  C r  Rd 
Avon P a r k ,  FL 33825 

Michae l  P E a t o n  
7410 Orangev iew C i r  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33809 

F rank  E Eas tman  
1001  C a r p e n t e r ' s  Way #D305 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33809 

H e l e n  F Eas tman  
200 Av K S E  $71  
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33880 

A l b e r t  E s k e n a z i  
1 3 0 4  J a f f a  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33801 

J a n e  E s k e n a z i  
1304 J a f  f a  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33801 

Hoke S F i t z g e r a l d  J r  
P 0 Box 155  
Wave r ly ,  FIJ 33877 

C l a r i c e  S Fo rd  
1032 E C o r n e l l  S t  
Avon P a r k ,  FL 33825 

J a c o b  F r u t h  J r  
4141 Ne& Tampa Hwy 
H o l i d a y  MHF 104 A S t  
L a k e l a n d ,  F L  33801 

C h a r l e s  Ge3nange l  
330 E S w o o ~ e  S t  
Lake A l f r e l J ,  I'L 33850 

R o b e r t a  Ge , inange l  
330 E Swool>e S t  
Lake X l f r e ( l ,  FL 33850 

L e n e l a  Glas;s-Godwin 
997 McCartlla LIane 
T a l l a s s e e ,  .4L 36078 

James C Gotiwin 
997 M c C a r t l ~ a  Lane 
T a l l a s s e e ,  A L  36078 

Karen  G r i f f  i t h  
5713 Hebror  Lane 
L a k e l a n d ,  F L  33813 

John  W H a l l  o r a n  
6131 Swalloit7 D r  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33809 

I L Ha rnage  
5707 Ross  Creek  Rd 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33809 

L o i s  C H a r r i s o n  
2311 Nevada A v  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33803 

Y a r g u e r i  t e  lIart,man 
2500 2 1 s t  S NW 880 
W i n t e r  Haverl, FL 33881 

Peggy M Hawkinson 
7 1  Lake Linl ;  C i r  S E  
W i n t e r  H a v e l ~ ,  F'L 33884 



Edward Hecke r  
156 Lake D a i s y  T e r r  S E  
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33884 

B e r t r a m  V L Henry 
531  P r a d o  P1 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33803 

F r a n c e s  M Henry  
531 P r a d o  P1 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33803 

P a t r i c i a  G H e r b e r t  
805 L a k e s i d e  C t  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33801 

James W Gray  J r  
1 5 7  Lake O t i s  R d  
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33884 

J a n e  C J u k e s  
915 H i l l  D r  
H a i n e s  C i t y ,  FL 33844 

J o h n  K a y l o r  
177 Lake O t i s  Rd 
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33884 

V i n c e n t  G K n o t t  
915 S Heron  C i r  
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33884 

M e r e d i t h  Land ry  
2256 C o l l i n s  Lane 
L a k e l a n d ,  F L  33803 

P h y l l i s  P Legg 
7 9 0  S C a r o l i n a  A v  
Lake A l f r e d ,  FL 33850 

G i l b e r t  0 Lucas  
5315 Glenmore D r  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33813 

P a u l  J Lux 
10000 U S  Hwp 98N #210 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33809 

S h i r l e y  J Lus  
10000 US H w y  98 +210 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33809 

E v i e  Malsl i l  
455 P i n e h u r s t  C t  
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33881 

B e t t y  Maragos  
2850 h'ew Tampa Hwy L o t  119 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33801 

E l e a n o r e  C Mcllade 
3211 S S a p p  Road 
P l a n t  C i t y ,  FL 33567 

Leona rd  L :4echa 
2202 W P i l a k l a k a h a  Av 
A u b u r n d a l e ,  FL 3382 3 

Donald  G M c k l e w r i g h t  
2015 Charnebs C ' t  
L a k e l a n d ,  J'L 33813 

C h r i s t i a n  .I Moberq 
5008 N 1-aug,lln Rd 
P l a n t  C i t y ,  FL 33565 

John  P e r r y  
116 S Lake F l o r e n c e  D r  
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33884 

Annemarie  F h i l  i p p i  
2425 Harden  Blvd  L o t  280 
L a k e l a n d ,  E L  33803 

P e n e l o p e  K P i n s o n  
8 2 4  P a r k  H i l l  A v  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL. 33801 

Y a r j o r i e  L P o r t e r  
1316 W Lake P o r t e r  D r  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33805 

Dave P r e t z s w h  
5 0 4  Woodward St. 
L a k e l a n d ,  F ) ,  33803 

V i r g i n i a  E Itansom 
931 Cas sand  \ -a  Lane 
L a k e l a n d ,  FJ. 3:3809 

P h y l l i s  J R e h i s  
21 50 Greenw21y- Dr NW 
W i n t e r  H a v e r ~ ,  FL 33881 



Y e l i s s a  R Reyno ld s  
132 Manseau D r  
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33880 

Marge R i c h a r d s  
5209 L i v e  Oak Rd 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33813 

S t e p h e n  R i c h a r d s  
5209 L i v e  Oak Rd 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33813 

B e t t y  D R i c h i e  
2713 C o 1 l i . n ~  Av 
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33803 

G lenn  R i f e n b e r g  
665 McLeod S t  
Ba r tow ,  FL 33830 

L o u i s e  R i f e n b e r g  
665 McLeod S t  
Ba r tow ,  FL 33830 

K i l l i a m  H Saiids 
P 0 Box 1520 
Wint.er Haven,  FL 33882-1520 

M i c h i e  S S a n f o r d  
P 0 Box 9036 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33883 

D r  W i l l i a m  A Sawye r s  
833  E Lowe l l  S t  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33805 

Mar tha  S e h i  
1337 H i g h l a n d  P a r k  
Lake Wa le s ,  EL 33853 

P a t r i c i a  Shade  
1027 Hook Lane NE 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33881 

Sydney J e a n  S m i t h  
P  0 Box 731 
K a t h l e e n ,  FL 33849 

R G S m i t h  
70 F a i r v i e w  D r  S 
H a i n e s  City, FL 33844 

R o b e r t  G Srio~c 
5510 A n t l e r  T r a i l  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33811 

W i l l i a m  M S t r o u d  
P 0 Box 2 1 1  
K a t h l e e n ,  FL 33849 

C Reed S u t h e r l a n d  
610 1 5 t h  C t  NE 
W i n t e r  Hav?n ,  FL 33881 

Lave rn  W T i m m e r  
530 K Penn ; y l \ - a n i a  'iv 
Lalie .Alfreci,  FL 33870 

D o r i s  41 Trohn  
1401  Sevi l .  l e  E '1  
L a k e l a n d ,  IiL 33803 

Mary Lynn ljnderwood 
1903  J u p i t c s r  S t  
L a k e l a n d ,  l:L 33801 

M a r g a r e t  V;~ndewalBer 
2112 K e s t  I n d  A v  
L a k e l a n d ,  T I a  33803 

James Vandr wal-Ber 
2112 West End A v  
L a k e l a n d ,  E I ,  33803 

P a t r i c i a  Wa i t e  
620 L a k e  H e r l r g  D r  
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33581 

Doro thy  E harmke 
756 V i s t a b u l a  S t  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33801 

B e t t y  A Watts 
5 1 2  Coleman D r  W 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33884 

Ruth  C W e t t e r h s l l  
1465 S D a v i 3  Av 
B a r t o w ,  FL 33830 

H e l e n e  P Wo3dard 
309 A l p i n e  lr 
W i n t e r  Have 1 ,  I'L 33881 



M Lewis  K r i g h t  J r  
P 0 Bos 2185 
W i n t e r  Haven ,  FL 33880 

Mae E .  H a r t s a w  
305 E .  Conan t  
Ba r tow ,  FL 33880-5614 

G ina  C l a r k  
3748 C o u n t r y  Oak Lane 
Lake Wa le s ,  FL 33853 

O r a  S .  Bar low 
8911 Ca r ro lwood  D r .  
P 0 Box 6 4  
K a t h l e e n ,  FL 33839-0064 

Mar i e  H .  S a n d s  
185  Lake O t i s  Rd. 
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33883 

L o i s  P e e r  
2 7 2 7  San  Lan Ranch D r .  
L a k e l a n d ,  FL 33813 

R i c h a r d  Coleman 
203 Lake P a n s y  
W i n t e r  Haven,  FL 33881 

R a e  B o u r g u e i n  
3602 T i g e r e y e  C t .  
Y u l b e r r y ,  FL 33860 

c c :  S e c r e t a r y  Bruce  B a b b i t t  
S e c r e t a r y  W i l l i a m  P e r r y  



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 9, 1994 

Ms. Virginia Alder 
Lake Region Audubon Society 
1 1 5 Lameraux Road 
Winter Haven, FL 33884 

Dear Ms. Alder: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I c&inly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



409 East 135th Street 
Apt. 3A 
New York, NY 10028 

30 December 1994 

Jim Courter 
Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore St. /Ste. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I am writing to ask you to halt expansion of Ft. Huachuca and, instead, 
protect the San Pedro River, which is the longest major undammed river in 
the Southwest. 

We owe it to future generations to leave some of this magnificent country 
UNSPOILED. 

Thank you. 

Yours sincerely, 

Margaret Adams 

cc: Secretary Bruce Babbit 
Secretary William Perry 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504  

January 4, 1994 

Margaret Adams 
409 East 85th Street 
Apt. 3A 
New York, NY 10028 

Dear Ms. Adams: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendiitions of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 
& 

Sincerely, 

J 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



The San Pedro River is located in the southeast corner of 
Arizona. The river originates in desert grasslands of northern Sonora, 
Mexico and flows about 140 miles north to enter the Gila River near 
Winkternan, Arizona. The Gila River is a tributary of the Colorado 
River and joins it near Yuma, Arizona. 

The San Pedro watershed drains 4000 square miles and 
contains most of the major life zones of North America, ranging from 
coniferous forests on the nearly 10,000 ft. high mountains that border 
the basin to Sonoran desert scrub at 1800 ft. elevatiorl near the river's 
mouth. 

The San Pedro is the last livina river in the Southwest. It is 
home to the most extensive surviving expanse of the [arest forest t v ~ e  
in North America, the cottonwood/willow or broadleaf riparian 
association forest. Riparian, refers to an area where plants and 
animals thrive because of an availability of water, either at or near the 
land surface. The San Pedro riparian area supports one of the richest 
eco-systems in North America and has the highest diversity of 
mammals in the US. There have been 82 species of mammals, 27 
species of fish (13 native), 43 species of reptiles and amphibians and 
365 species of birds documented using the river. Over 60 percent of 
vertebrate species in the arid southwest are entireiy dependent on 
riparian ecosystems. Twen -f u& San Pedro species are already in 
need of federal protection. '& haJLbeen using this area for about 
11,200 years. Some of the earliest known human occ:upation sites in 
North America are on the banks of the San Pedro River, including the 
most significant site known to exist. The river has been deemed 
"suitable and eligiblen for wild and scenic status, confirmation is 
expected by December 1994. Any loss of surface water flows would 
have a devastating effect on wildlife. 



The San Pedro River is located in the southeast corner of 
Arizona. The river originates in desert grasslands of northern Sonora, 
Mexico and flows about 140 miles north to enter the Gila River near 
Winkleman, Arizona. The Gila River is a tributary of the Colorado 
River and joins it near Yuma, Arizona. 

The San Pedro watershed drains 4000 square miles and 
contains most of the major life zones of North America, ranging from 
coniferous forests on the nearly 10,000 ft. high mountains that border 
the basin to Sonoran desert scrub at 1800 ft. elevation1 near the river's 
mouth. 

The San Pedro is the last livina river in the Southwest. It is 
home to the most extensive surviving expanse of the prest forest t v ~ e  
in North America, the cottonwood/willow or broadleaf riparian 
association forest. Riparian, refers to an area where plants and 
animals thrive because of an availability of water, either at or near the 
land surface. The San Pedro riparian area supports one of the richest 
eco-systems in North America and has the highest diversity of 
mammals in the US. There have been 82 species of mammals, 27 
species of fish (13 native), 43 species of reptiles and amphibians and 
365 species of birds documented using the river. Over 60 percent of 
vertebrate species in the arid southwest are entirely dependent on 
riparian ecosystems. Twen -f u& San Pedro species are already in 
need of federal protection. '& haICbeen using this area for about 
11,200 years. Some of the earliest known human occupation sites in 
North America are on the banks of the San Pedro River, including the 
most significant site known to exist. The river has been deemed 
"suitable and eligiblen for wild and scenic status, c:onfirmation is 
expected by December 1994. Any loss of surface water flows would 
have a devastating effect on wildlife. 

,c+Q/~\ 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 4, 1994 

Kathryn Daily 
P.O. Box 622 
Bisbee, AZ 85603 

Dear Ms. Daily: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this importanl issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendiitions of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l e s - -  
Staff Director 



Jim Courter 
Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite. 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Courter, 

I have recently learned that the U. S. Army wants to expand Fort 
Huachuca Arizona by an additional 5000 personnel. T.ne impact on the 
nearby community of Sierra Vista would be dramatic. The city 
fathers and business interests certainly must be excited by the 
influx of potential wealth this expansion would generate for them. 

However, this wealth surely would be paid for by the sacrifice of 
the San Pedro River and the surrounding riparian biome. Military 
and community demands for water in this desert environment are 
already having a dramatic impact on the ground water. Statewide, 
there are few remaining free flowing water course,s. Their demise 
was sealed long ago with the excessive demands of irrigation and 
unwise desert development. These are not unfounded statements, as 
anyone with an inclination to research the areas history can 
discover for themselves. 

In this period of budget cuts and reduction i.n the size of 
government and the military, there must be a more economical and 
environmentally sensitive solution to save both money and the San 
Pedro Water Conservation District. 

As I have vacationed in Sierra Vista many times with the sole 
purpose of visiting the San Pedro River and nearby Ramsey Canyon, 
I feel qualified to comment on this emerging situation. The San 
Pedro Riparian Area is a desert jewel of significant biological 
value. To endanger or damage this resource would be unconscionable. 

Very truly yours, 

Denis W. Vanek 
4989 Willowbrook Drive 
Cuyahoga Heights, Ohio 44125 

CC: Secretary Bruce Babbitt 
U. S. Department of the Interior 

Secretary William Perry 
U. S Department of Defense 



X 

DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 4, 1994 

Denis W. Vanek 
4989 Willowbrook Drive 
Cuyahoga Heights, Ohio 44 125 

Dear Mr. Vanek: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

0 

Sincerely, 

75-j >4/n ., c, 
David S. ~ ~ l &  
Staff Director 
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' DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CC>MMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 4, 1994 

Elizabeth Anne Booth, MD 
4402 Hooland Ave # 204 
Dallas, TX 75219 

Dear Ms. Booth: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

cerely, 2?i@iS 
David S. ~ ~ l e s -  
Staff Director 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 4, 1994 

Nicholas Winstead 
25 1 W.P. Cooper Rd. 
Morton, MS 39 1 17 

Dear Mr. Winstead: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

a Sincerely, 

David S. L ~ I ~ S  
Staff Director 



Documellt S eparator 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT <:OMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 4, 1994 

Marty Condans 
P.O. Box 1826 
Bisbee, AZ 85603 

Dear Mr. Condans: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. ~ ~ l d  
Staff Director 



l''FICB BOX 1657 SUE!"" '* ?ETA, P, '< '""ONPn 856:: 

/ I /  

I . z ealignment Commiss~or; 

9 

. I  writing ~1 I concerning For? i--' rca. Ari;bf'ld and its effect oil the 
I Rlver 
[lor has 1 1  A i } l ~  I kterise I riil!ri: ::;t- ~ r i ~ ~ l ~ t ~ ~ t e  and the ( i c~c~ l l~ l l ow  

I , ,  I ' ialnlng ( '  . ' may posslbly LC - . , - = l d  to Ft. HUachi~Ca 
)und watt.  ping by Ft. Hua; I ., r ~ ~ ~ d  Sierra V~sta IS already 

I , 'ne San i-.. Fiiver. This water .,, has been stuclied for more than 2 
I *  All unbla~ . - '-iclles have 1nd1s~1 + proven there IS a confllct betwe 

+chuca/Sierra -3 groundwater p u w l ~ ~ :  :- -iriCj the San Ped-r Srver 
;Ion at Ft I - 1 1  <,~chuca will only exacerb-ilr 1,(3 situation 
My home IS near the San Pedro and I atr l  very concern3d ?!?out negatlve 

fc) tL:i- river. It would be a shame, not tc mention a seri 3 -1s c?nvironmen+--l 
I s  , ch a beautiful river to dry up i vvould hate to t i )  ; tl13: my tax 
c '  ' I  '; ed destroy this incred~ble riparian ecosysten, ,. -,: natronai 
s r 1  , \  -ndcr:i upon these misstons be~ng moved to Ft t- , I  I.6:,a ;I c3uld 
t r ? I 5 /  3 moved to an area where a current water a,!, ' - '  I '  - lses does 
I- 

Mr ' lle trust that you will do what IS right 

Sincerely, 

signed 

Al & Sandy Anderson 



V.% -.... y 
- : DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1 A25 
ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

703-696-0501 

. , 

January 3, 1994 

Al and Sandy Anderson 
Gray Hawk Ranch 
P.O. Box 1657 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85636 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Anderson: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recornmendz~tions of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyle~  ,! 
Staff Director 



. a t - .  

DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504  

December 28, 1994 

Mr. Tim Lengerich 
' P.O. Box 694 

Sierra Vista, AZ 85536 

Dear Mr. Lengerich 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it re'ceives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

'J 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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"DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Ms. Jeanne Hopkins 
5450 North Via Alcalde 
Tucson, AZ 857 1 8 

Dear Ms. Hopkins 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommenclations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

Sincerely, 

JlYiflk 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



Rondd Brodel l  
$054; S. m r l o n g  Rd. 
H e r e f o ~ ~ d ,  AZ 85615 

Dear M r .  Lyles;  Dee 15, 1994 

I'm w r i t i n g  t o  express our  concern regarding poss ib le  expansion 
of t h e  For t  Huachuka Army base here i n  Southern Arizona. 

The wife  and I moved here  t o  r e t i r e ,  and b u i l t  our home by t h e  
Fort .  Now w e  f i n d  t h a t  the re  i s  a small group of business  people 
who wish t o  encourage expansion of the  Fort  f o r  t h e i r  own gains .  
These people have no regard f o r  the  environmental s t a b i l i t y ,  o r  
f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  of l i f e  of t h e  major i ty  who l i v e  here. 

A recent  survey by our County found t h a t  most r e s i d e n t s  placed 
For t  Huachuka near  t h e  bottom of t h e  l i s t  of des l red  development. 

A s  permanent r e t i r e d  r e s i d e n t s  here  we have s e r i o u s  concerns 
over our water supply, and we have se r ious  concerns over t h e  growing 
no i se  p o l l u t i o n  t h a t  reaches i n t o  our home, from t h e  Army base. 
F o r t  Huachuka covers a  l a r g e  area ,  however i t s  operat ions a r e  
c a r r i e d  out i n  c lose  proximity t o  the  City o f  S i e r r a  Vista and 
nearby r e s i d e n t i a l  areas .  

Grohth of c i v i l l i a n  population here has followed expansion of 
the  Fort. Unfortunatly,  the land area we a l l  occupy i s  confined 
between t h e  Coronado National Fores t  t o  t h e  West, and t h e  San Pedro 
River  wi th  i t s  pro tec ted  Riparian h a b i t a t  area i n  t h e  va l l ey  below. 

Any new expansion on For t  Huachuka w i l l  cause ~nuch l a r g e r  
expansion i n  c i v i l l i a n  population. This growth w i l l  occur i n  an 
area where water problems a l ready e x i s t ,  and development i s  now 
being slowed by t h e  County, 

If t h e  m i l i t a r y  expands t h e  For t ,  t h e r e  w i l l  be very se r ious  
c o n f l i c t s .  Most s e r i o u s  may be t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of our Sen Pedro 
River, and the Riparian h a b i t a t  t h a t  borders  the  r i v e r .  This 
ca tas t rophy can result from overdrawing our groundwater r e se rves ,  
which already have a  problem. 

We bel ieve i t  i s  very r i s k y  t o  expand F o r t  Huac:huka, and 
i t  i s  much wiser  t o  move m i l i t a r y  u n i t s  from here  t o  a r e a s  l e s s  
s e n s i t i v e .  Me a r e  very much concerned about t h i s  i s s u e ,  And we 
a r e  very much concerned t h a t  the F o r t  i s  ignor ing  i t s  impact on 
t h i s  f r a g i l e  a rea  and its people. 

The wife and I simply plead t h a t  you i n  Washington look c l o s e l y  
a t  t h i s  problem w e  have wi th  expansion a t  For t  Huachuka. It 
could br ing  d i s a s t e r  t o  our a rea ,  

S incere ly ;  



Ronald 13rodell 
8055 3. Furlon Rd. 
Herefortl, AZ t5615 

Dear M r .  Dixon; 15, 1994 

I t m  w r i t i n g  t o  express  concern r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p o s s i b l e  expansion 
of t h e  F o r t  Huachuka Army base  here i n  sou thern  Arizona, 

The wi fe  and I moved he re  t o  r e t i r e ,  and bu i l t *  our  home by t h e  
Fo r t .  Now we f i n d  t h e r e  i s  a smal l  group ?f bus lnes s  people  who 
wish t o  encourage expansion on t h e  Fo r t  f o r  the i r*  own gains .  
These people  have no r e g a r d  f o r  t h e  environmental s t a b i l i t y ,  o r  
f o r  t h e  q u a l i t y  of l i f e  of t h e  m a j o r i t y  who l i v e  here .  

A r e c e n t  survey by our  County found t h a t  most r e s i d e n t s  p laced  
F o r t  Huachuka n e a r  t h e  bottom of t h e  l i s t  of d e s i r e d  development, 

As permanent r e t i r e d  r e s i d e n t s  h e r e  we have s e r i o u s  concerns 
over  our water  supply,  and we have s e r i o u s  concerns  over  t h e  growing 
n o i s e  p o l l u t i o n  t h a t  reaches  i n t o  our  home, from t h e  Ahny base,  
F o r t  Huachuka covers  a l a r g e  a r e a ,  however i t s  o p e r a t i o n s  a r e  
c a r r i e d  o u t  i n  c l o s e  proximity  t o  t h e  C i t y  of S i e r r a  Vis ta  and 
nearby r e s i d e n t i a l  a r ea s .  

Growth of c l d l l i a n  population here  h a s  followied expansion of 
t h e  For t .  Unfor tuna t ly ,  t he  land  a rea  w e  a l l  occupy i s  conf ined 
between t h e  Coronado National. Fo re s t  t o  the West, and t h e  San Pedro 
r i v e r  w i t h  i t s  p r o t e c t e d  R ipa r i an  h a b i t a t  a r e a  i n  t h e  v a l l e y  below. 

Any new expansion on F o r t  Huachuka w i l l  cause  rluch l a r g e r  
expansion i n  c i v i l l i a n  popula t ion ,  This  growth w i l l  occur i n  an  
a r ea  where water  problems a l r e a d y  e x i s t ,  and devlopment i s  now 
be ing  slowed by t h e  County, 

If t h e  m i l i t a r y  expands t h e  For t ,  there  w i l l  be  very serious 
c o n f l i c t s .  Most s e r i o u s  may be  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of our  San Pedro 
River, and the Ripa r i an  h a b i t a t  t h a t  b o r d e r s  t h e  r*iver. This 
c a t a s t r o p h y  can r e s u l t  from overdrawing our  greuncwater r e s e r v e s ,  
which a l r e a d y  have a problem. 

We b e l i e v e  i t  i s  very r i s k y  t o  expand F o r t  Wuachuka, 8nd i t  i s  
much wi se r  t o  move m i l i t a r y  u n i t s  from h e r e  t o  a r e a s  l e s s  
s e n s i t i v e .  We a r e  very concerned about  t h i s  i s s u e .  And we a r e  
very  much concerned t h a t  t h e  F o r t  i s  ignor ing  i t s  impact on 
t h i s  f r a g i l e  a r e a  and i t s  people,  

The wi fe  and I simply p l e a d  t h a t  you i n  Washington look  c l o s e l y  
a t  t h i s  problem we have w i t h  expansion a t  F o r t  Huachuka. It 
could b r i n g  d i s a s t e r  t o  our a r ea .  

S i n c e r e l y ;  



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

Mr. Ronald Brodell 
8055 S. Furlong Road 
Hereford, AZ 856 1 5 

Dear Mr. Brodell: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l e s ~  
Staff Director 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Mr. Robert E. Rutkowski 
2527 Faxon Court 
Topeka, KS 66605 

Dear Mr. Rutkowski: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

Sincerely, 

\ifl~J 
I/ 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



ocumellt S eparator 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT C:OMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Ms. Ruth Niswander 
622 Barbera 
Davis, CA 95616 

Dear Ms. Niswander: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



v 4241 #D Plaza Oro Lorna 
Sierra Vis~k, AZ 85635 
December 20, 1994 

Mr. David Lyles 
Executive Director, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlingtion, VA. 22209 

Dear Sir: 

I an1 writing to express my opinion about how the nex* Base Realignment ancl Closure Committee 
may affect Fort Huachuca, Arizona and the surrounding area. I live in Sierra Vista and work on 
post as do many other people in the area. I do not want to see the post closed which would cause 
many people in the area to lose their jobs and life savings. My own job is enclanger from current 
Department of Defense cutbacks. However, I can not sit back and watch what I feel is a threat to 
one of Arizona's best riparian areas. I do not want to see continued uncontrolled population 
growth which is causing a detrimental impact on water table levels in the upper San Pedro River 
Basin. A continued drop in the water table will cause the perennial flow of the San Pedro fiver to 
become ephemeral and will guarantee the virtual destruction of the congressionally established San 
Pedro River National Conservation Area. I do not believe the Department of Defense can 
justifiably increase the population in the upper San Pedro Basin until efforts ti:, find a solution to 
the decreasing water table is successful. 

The degraded condition of the aquifer in the upper San Pedro Basin is not only my opinion, but that 
of the scientific community including various government agencies such as the U.S. Geological 
Survey, Bureau of Land Management, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Arizona Department of 
Water Resources. The U.S. Army Corp of Engineers predicted that the ground water pumping in 
the Fort Huachuca-Sierra Vista would create a cone of depression that would intercept the Scan 
Pedro River and eliminate surface water flow in the early part of the 2 1st century in their "Report 
on Water Supply, Ft. Huachuca and Vicinity, Main Report, 1974," 

I believe the San Pedro River is extremely important to save. In Arizona, at least 80% of all 
animals use riparian areas at some stage of their lives, with more than half of these species 
considered to be riparian obligates. Arizona has lost 90% of its historic gallery. cottonwood/willow 
riparian forests. For example, the Colorado Rver from Fort Mohave to Fort J'uma had 400,000 to 
450,000 acres of riparian habitat at the turn of the century, but as of 1986, only 768 acres of pure 
cottonwood/willow riparian habitat remained. 

I will conclude with a few words from the eminent biologist Edward 0. Wilson, "The stewardship 
of environment is a domain on the near side of metaphysics where all reflective persons can surely 
find common ground. For what, in the final analysis, is morality but the command of conscience 
seasoned by a rational examination of consequences? And what is a hndamenital precept but one 
that serves all generations?" 

Jay Miller 



424 1 #D Plaza Oro Lorna 
Sierravista, AZ 85635 
December 20, 1994 

Mr. Alan Dixon 
Committee Chairman, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlingtion, VA. 22209 

Dear Sir: 

I am writing to express my opinion about how the next Base Realignment and Closure Committee 
may affect Fort Huachuca, Arizona and the surrounding arca. I live in Sierra Vista and work on 
post as do many other people in the area. I do not want to see the post closed which would cause 
many people in the area to lose their jobs and life savings. My own job is endanger fi-om current 
Department of Defense cutbacks. However, I can not sit back and watch what I feel is a threat to 
one of Arizona's best riparian areas. I do not want to see continued uncontrolled population 
growth which is causing a detrimental impact on water table levels in the upper San Pedro hve r  
Basin. A continued drop in the water table will cause the perennial flow of thc San Pedro River to 
become ephemeral and will guarantee the virtual destruction of the congressionally established San 
Pedro Rtver National Conservation Area. I do not believe the Department of Defense can 
justifiably increase the population in the upper San Pedro Basin until efforts to find a solution to 
the decreasing water table is successfU1. 

The degraded condition of the aquifer in the upper San Pedro Basin is not on14 my opinion, but that 
of the scientific community including various government agencies such as the U.S. Geological 
Survey, Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Arizona Department of 
Water Resources. The U.S. Army Corp of Engineers predicted that the ground water pumping in 
the Fort Huachuca-Sierra Vista would create a cone of depression that would intercept the San 
Pedro River and eliminate surface water flow in the early part of the 2 1 st century in their "Report 
on Water Supply, Ft. Huachuca and Vicinity, Main Report, 1974." 

I believe the San Pedro River is extremely important to save. In Arizona, at least 80% of all 
animals use riparian areas at some stage of their lives, with more than half of these species 
considered to be riparian obligates. Arizona has lost 90% of its historic gallery cottonwood~willow 
riparian forests. For example, the Colorado River from Fort Mohave to Fort 'kuma had 400,000 to 
450,000 acres of riparian habitat at the turn of the century, but as of 1986, only 768 acres of pure 
cottonwood/willow riparian habitat remained. 

I will conclude with a few words from the eminent biologist Edward 0. Wilson, "The stewardship 
of environment is a domain on the near side of metaphysics where all reflective persons can surely 
find common ground. For what, in the final analysis, is morality but the comm;.md of conscience 
seasoned by a rational examination of consequences? And what is a fundamental precept but one 
that serves all generations?" 

Respectfully, 

Jay Miller 



"DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Mr. Jay Miller 
424 1 #D Plaza Oro Loma 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635 

Dear Mr. Miller: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

Sincerely, 

-&&!qh 
David S. Lyles 

3 

Staff Director 



December 14, 1994 

David Ly les  
Execut ive D i r e c t o r ,  Base Realignment & Closure Committee 
1700 N.  Moore S t .  
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209 

Dear M r .  Ly les :  

I n  a  s t a t e  which i s  home t o  many dead r i ve r cou rses  t h a t  have been sucked d r y  
by an exp lod ing  human popu la t ion ,  t h e r e  i s  o n l y  one r e l a t i v e l y  undamaged r i v e r  
l e f t .  I t s  b i o l o g i c a l  d i v e r s i t y  r i v a l s  any ecosystem i n  t he  U n i t e d  States.  I t  
i s  home t o  numerous threatened and endangered p l a n t s  and animals.  I t s  co t t on -  
wood/wi l low vege ta t i on  i s  a  s u r v i v i n g  remnant o f  t he  r a r e s t  t ype  o f  f o r e s t  i n  
No r th  America. The Nature Conservancy l i s t e d  i t  as one o f  t he  "Twelve Las t  
Great Places i n  t h e  Western Hemisphere". 

I am r e f e r r i n g  t o  t he  San Pedro R iver ,  an incompar ib ly  p rec ious  t r easu re  i n  
an a r i d  land .  

Th i s  l a n d ' s  v e r y  a r i d i t y  means i t  cannot, o u t s i d e  o f  t he  greedy fevered  imagin- 
a t i o n s  o f  t he  few f o r  whom growth means shor t - te rm p r o f i t ,  f e a s i b l y  suppor t  an 
u n l i m i t e d  human popu la t i on .  

The San Pedro Basin a q u i f e r  i s  a l r eady  " i n  t h e  red",  and i t s  d e f i c i t  grows 
d a i l y  as groundwater pumping proceeds f a s t e r  than t he  a q u i f e r ' s  n a t u r a l  r e -  
p l e n i s h i n g  mechanisms can compensate f o r .  

F o r t  Huachuca i s  a  b i g  c o n t r i b u t o r  t o  t h i s  dep le t i on .  I f ,  as r e q u i r e d  by law, 
environmental  impacts a re  taken i n t o  account i n  a l l  BRAC dec is ions ,  F o r t  
Huachuca would grow no b igge r .  

Any rea l ignment  t he  army needs t o  do would be b e t t e r  l o c a t e d  elsewhere than 
F o r t  Huachuca. Army i n s t a l  1  a t i o n s  can e x i s t  anywhere. The 1  a s t  remain ing 
i n t a c t  dese r t  r i v e r  cannot be moved. Please h e l p  spare t h i s  i r r e p l a c e a b l e  
ecosystem by n o t  f u r t h e r  burdening i t s  a l r eady  over taxed l i f e ' s  b lood.  

S incere ly ,  

Joanne C o c k e r i l l  
P.O. Box 921 
Bisbee, AZ 85603 



J 

"DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Ms. Joanne Cockerill 
P.O. Box 92 1 
Bisbee, AZ 85603 

Dear Ms. Cockerill: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defcnse Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

David S. Lyles i/ ' 

Staff Director 



Paul W. Crlmmrns 
Route 2, Box 727 
Safford, Arizl3na 8 5 5 4 6  
December 1 9 ,  1994 

David Lyles 
Executive Director, BRACC 
1 7 0 0  N. Moore Street 
Arlington, VA 22209  

Dear Mr. Lyles, 

I am writing to express concern for a National Conservat:ion Area 
which is being threatened by the Base Rea1igr:tment and Closure 
Committee proposal to consolidate certain military tiraining at Fort 
Huachuca, Arizona. 

Fort Huachuca is located in .the San Pedro Basin In Southeast 
Arizona. The San Pedro River Basin is a nritic)nal treasure, 
containing some of the finest unspoiled riparian habitat left in 
the Southwest United States. The San Pedro River is bi~~ogically 
unique, possessing habltat critical to the continued survival of 
several species of plant and animal life in our c80untry. This was 
recognized by Congress when they established the $;an Pedro National 
Conservation Area. 

The San Pedro Basin, like much of the Soutliwestern U.S. is 
dependant on water for the maintenance of LIFE. Currently, there 
is much concern about the over pumping of ground water in the San 
Pedro Basin to meet today's aeman*. Continued consumption at 
present rates will inevltabiy lead to de-watering of this critical 
habitat region. 

As the primary employer in the region, Fort Hua.chuca is, at 
present, a key player in the economy, and as a water consumer. 
Conservation of present water resources is in ord~i. to preserve the 
longevity of this important national treasure (tile Sari Pedro). 

Expansion of Fort Huachuca would l e a d  t o  xncreased  wate r  
consumptive needs, which would have devastating :!ong-term affects 
on the survivabiiity of not only the Natlonal Ccnservation Area, 
but of continued human development in the area aE8 well. 

As an Arizona Citizen I recognize the far greater ~i5lue of 
preserving the viability of the San Pedro National Conservation 
Area. Sierra Vista (Fort Huachuca area) is already nationally 
known as a "birders" mecca. The wildlife and 1:ourism value is 
long-term, milit~ry misslons and training are short term. 

If possible, please exert your influence in this important issue. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Safford, Arizona 85546 



C Safford, Arizona 8 5 5 4 6  
December 19, :.994 

Alan Dixon 
Committee Chairman, BRACC 
1700 N. Moore Street, Ste 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon, 

I am writing to express concern for a National Conservation Area 
which is being threatened by the Base Realigr.ment and Closure 
Committee proposal to consolidate certain military training at Fort 
Huachuca, Arizona. 

Fort Huachuca is located in the San Pedro Basin in Southeast 
Arizona. The San Pedro River Basin is a ni~_t_i_qnal treasure., 
containing some of the finest unspoiled rlpariali habitat left in 
the Southwest United States. The San Pedro River is biologically 
unique, possessing habitat critical to the cont:~nued survival of 
several species of plant and animal life in our country. This was 
recognized by Congress when they established the Can Pedro National 
Conservation Area. 

The San Pedro Basln, like much of the Souttwestern U.S. is 
dependant on water for the maintenance of LIFE. Currently, there 
1s much concern about the over pumping of ground wat.er in the San 
Pedro Basln to meet &day's demands. Continue3 consumption at 
present rates will inevitably lead to de-watering of this critical 
habitat region. 

As the primary employer in the region, Fort EIuachuca is, at 
present, a key player in the economy, and as a water consumer. 
Conservation of present water resources is in order to preserve the 
longevity of this important national treasure (tk.e San Pedro). 

Expansion of Fort Huachuca would lead to increased water 
consumptive needs, which would have devastating long-term affects 
on the survivability of not only the National Conservation Area, 
but of continued human development in the area as well. 

As an Arizona Citizen I recognize the far greater value of 
preserving the viability of the San Pedro Natio;lal Conservation 
Area. Sierra Vista (Fort Huachuca area) is a1:::eacly nationally 
known as a "birders" mecca. The wildlife and t.ourism value is 
long-term, military missions and training are short term. 

If possible, please exert your influence in this important issue. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Paul W. Crimmlns - -- 

Safford, Arizona 8 5 5 4 6  



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT (ZOMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209  
703-696-0504 

December 29, 1994 

Mr. Paul W. Crimmins 
Route 2, Box 727 
Safford, AZ 85546 

Dear Mr. Crimmins: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. ~ ~ l e ?  
Staff Director 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 5, 1994 

Ron Smith 
18 Powderhouse Ct. 
Amesbury, MA 0 19 13- 1 009 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Fort Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. ~ ~ l e s "  
Staff Director 



H. J. WHITAKER 
2041 CAMPTON CIRCLE 

GOLD RIVER, CA 95670-8301 
PHONEFAX: 91 6-852-8990 

31 December 1994 

Chairman J. Courter 
Base Realignment & Closure Committee 
1700 N. Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Courter, 

RE: Ft. Huachuca Expansion 

Please halt the environmentally destructive proposed expansion of 
Ft. Huachuca. 

The Armyf s plans to bring an additional 5,000 person~nel to the base 
will result in the creation of a support community of up to 10,000 
civilians; a 25% increase in population for thie area. This 
population increase will severely aggravate the present groundwater 
overdraft and thereby contribute to the eventual destruction of the 
already stressed San Pedro River. 

The San Pedro River was designated a riparian national conservation 
area in 1988, because of its outstanding natural values. Any 
threat to the river's water supply, is a threat to those values. 
The Army should not be contributing to this threat- 

cc: Perry 
Babbitt 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 5, 1994 

H. J. Whitaker 
204 1 Carnpton Circle 
Gold River, CA 95670-8301 

Dear Mr. Whitaker: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Fort Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

 id S. Lyles 
Staff Director 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 5, 1994 

Sarah Gallagher 
' 1136lstAvenue 

New York, NY 1002 1-7963 

Dear Ms. Gallagher: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Fort Huachuca to the Def'ense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

cerely, 

3 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



January 2, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon 
Committee Chairman 
Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, Va. 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon; 

I am writing you concerning Fort Huachuca, Arizona and its effect on the 
San Pedro River. 

Rumor has it that the Defense Language Institute and the Goodfellow 
Technical Training Center may possibly be moved to Ft. Huachcrca. 

Ground water pumping by Ft. Huachuca and Sierra Vista IS already 
impacting the San Pedro River. This water issue has been studied for more than 
2 decades. All unbiased studies have indisputably proven there is a conflict 
between Ft. HuachucaISierra Vista groundwater pumping and the San Pedro 
River. Expansion at Ft. Huachuca will only exacerbate this situation. 

My home is near the San Pedro and I am very concerned about negative 
impacts to the river. It would be a shame, not to mention a serio'us 
environmental disaster, for such a beautiful river to dry up. I would hate to 
think that my tax dollars have helped destroy this incredible riparian ecosystem. 
Is our national security dependent upon these missions being moved to Ft. 
Huachuca or could they more wisely be moved to an area where a current water 
availability crises does not exist? 

Mr. Dixon, we trust that you will do what is right. 

Sincerely, 

A1 & Sandy Anderson 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
7 0 3 - 6 9 6 - 0 5 0 4  

January 9, 1994 

Ms. Melody Schmid 
26842 East Hale Road 
Palos Verdes Penin, CA 90274 

Dear Ms. Schmid: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendai:ions of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 9, 1994 

Jorge L. Andromite 
P.O. Box 1511 
Boulder, Colorado 80306 

Dear Ms. Andromite: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recomrnenda-Lions of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

V 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 9, 1994 

William J. Morris 
P.O. Box 699 
Tombstone, AZ 85638 

Dear Ms. Morris: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendat ions of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

J 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



J a n u a r y  2, 1995 

P.O. Box 699, 
Tombstone, Az. 0.5638 

M r ,  David L y l e s ,  
J i x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r ,  
BRACC, 
1700 N. Moore S t . ,  
Arl in: ; ton,  V a .  22209 

Dear  M r .  L y l e s :  

The San Pc. ' l .o  1)ivc.r i s  a t  p re sen t ;  a n  i n t o r m i t t a n t  c r e e k .  
I t s '  per.a a n e n t  1 . l o i :  ir t ~ e l o w  t h e  c u r f a c e  o f  t h e  r i . ve r  bed.  
A s  a f r e e  f lo7;;;i:ig s t rean1  i t s '  e t i : ; t e n c e  i n  sea:;onal. except .  
in t t ie  San 'I'edx.:~ f l p a ,  1 :-in Area. The e : r i s t cnce  o f  w a t e r  a t  
o r  n e e r  t.he groc~nr? :.ur l'ilce , s ~ ~ p p o r . t n  a u n i q u e  :tnd thrse:atened 
eccu:;j s t r m ,  

1.rregard.l.et;:: o f  t h e  v i e w s  o f  t h e  h y d r o l o ~ : i s t e ;  o f  t h e  
Univr-.r.cit;y o f  Ar:i-rona and t h e  ones  c o n t r a c t e d  by  .the government  
o f  t h o  c i t y  o f  ::-ier.ra V:ista t o  su.l?por.t t h e i r  p o s i t i o n ,  
viel1.i; in t h e  San I)edro a q u i f e r  a r e  sLoi4:l.y ~r;oiri,? d r y .  

7'0 f u r t h e r  c o n  t r i  b u t c  t o  t h e  dep  r a d a t i  o n  of t h ~  
environrlent ,  and i)f tire q u a l i t y  o f  l i l e  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  
p o p l i l : ~ t i o n  i s  i r .1  tspon:;ibLe t o  t;ay t h e  l e a s t .  Growth 
e v e n  (1s; a r ; u s t a i n i n p  f o r c e  f o r  a s t a t i c  econony is a 
f a l l a c y  :ant! i n  t he  lonp; ruri an oconornic d i a ~ t l ? r .  

S i n c e r e l y  i 

& q + d 2 . U d  

W i l l i a m  J. FlosrLis 



J a n u a r y  2, 1995 

M r .  Alan  Dixon, 
Committee Chairlnan, 
BRACC, 
1700 N. Ikioore S t .  

' S t e .  1425, 
A r l i n g t o n ,  Va. 22209 

P.O. Rox 699, 
Tombstone,  Az. 05638 

Dear  Mr. Dixon 

? 'he San  Peri1.0 1;ivc.r i s  a t  p r e s e n t  an  i n t e r m i t t a n t  c reek .  
I t s '  perma12cnt l ' loc  i s  below t h e  s u r f a c e  of '  t k e  r i v e r  bed .  
A s  a f r e e  f ' l  owirlg s t r~at i~  i t s t  e d i f ; t e n c e  i s  se,c:-onal. excep t  
i n  t h e ,  Saa f'edx.:) I 'Fyar1 a n  Area. The e : r i s t e n c u  o f  n a t c r  a t  
o r  n e e r  t h e  ?;round 5-urf'ace s u p p o r t s  a ' u n i q u e  and t h r e a t e n e d  
eccolsj  s tem.  

I r r e g a r d l e t : : :  o f  t h e  v i e w s  o f  t h e  h y d r o l o e i : ; t s  o f  t h e  
U n i v ~ " ~ ~ s l t y  o f  A r i p , o n a  and t h e  ones  c o ~ i t r a c t e d  by the  government  
o f  t h e  c i t y  o f  :;j.er,ra Vista t o  supper-t t h e i r  p o s i t i o n ,  
well.:; i n  t h e  San P e d r o  aqu j . f e r  a . r e  s l o w l y  goinp; d r y .  

9'0 f u r t h e r  c o n t r - i b u t e  t o  t h e  d e y , r a d a t i o n  o f  t h e  
cnv i ron r~en t . .  and of t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  l i l e  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  
p o p u l a t i o n  i s i r * ~ s c ~ ; p o n s i b l e  t o  say t h e  l e a s t .  Growth 
even  a s  a n u s t a i n j n g  f o r c e  f o r  a s t a t i c  economy i s  a 
f a l l a c y  an(1 i n  t h e  l o n g  r u n  a n  economic d i a ~ t e r .  

S i n c e r e l y  

W i l l i a m  J. Mosr.is 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 9, 1994 

Martin Byhower 
1628 Amour Lane 
Redondo Beach, CA 90278 

Dear Mr. Byhower: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CQMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 9, 1994 

Diana Nutting 
2300 Strand 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

Dear Ms. Nutting: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. 

m e r e l y ,  

David S. ~ ~ l e o  
Staff Director 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON, VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

January 9, 1994 

Terry 2. Andrews 
26800 S. Academy Drive 
Palos Verdes Penin, CA 90274 

Dear Mr. Andrews: 

Thank you for sending information concerning Ft. Huachuca to the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission. I certainly understand your interest in this important issue. 

The Commission will begin its deliberations in March, 1995 when it receives the Secretary of 
Defense's list of recommended closures and realignments. The information you provided will be helpful 
to the Commission as it carries out its responsibilities to review the recommendations of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

Thank you for providing this information to the Commission. . 

u 
David S. Lyles 
Staff Director 



April 25, 1995 
Chairman Alan Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St. 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

I am writing regarding the negative impact on the San Pedro River due to expansion 
of Fort Huachuca. It is my understanding that multiple reports have cor~firmed the 
connection between the San Pedro and the aquifer from which the Sierra VistaRort 
Huachuca area pumps its water. Flows in the San Pedro River are already decreasing 
because of this pumping. 

Expansion of Fort Huachuca will decrease the river flows further and imperil what 
is considered one of the richest ecosystems in North America. The rive: is home to the 
most extensive surviving expanse of cottonwood~willow forest, the rarest forest type in 
North America, and critical to the survival of several protected species of plants and 
animals. 

I would like to raise the following questions: 

* Will the BRAC Commission respect the fact that Fort Huachuca is the greatest 
threat to the survival of the San Pedro River? 

* Will the Defense Department be allowed to destroy an irreplaceable public 
treasure like the San Pedro River for a military mission that can be accomplished 
elsewhere without such historically devastating environmental impacts'.' 

Thank you for your attention to these concerns. I look forward to your response and 
trust that the BRAC will not approve the DOD request for expansion. 

Sincerely, F l  i 

yyUy* argar Pennington 
5730 McFarIane Road 
Sebastopol, CA 95472 



1 5 May 1995 

Major General (Ret) Josue Robles, Jr. 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Robles, 

I am writing you regarding our current fight to remove Fort Indiantown Gap from 
the1995 Base Realignment and Closure List. As a National Guard officer assigned to this 
installation, I want to make you are aware of its vital importance to all -eserve 
components in Pennsylvania and surrounding areas. Moreover, I want to express the 
importance and key role the federal presence on the installation, specifically the U.S. Army 
Garrison, provides for the entire tenant and user population. 

Fort Indiantown Gap is a model of seamless partnership between all services who 
live and train here. Some 177,000 military personnel trained here last year. This number 
includes a variety of users including Army and Air National Guard units, Army and Air 
Force Reserve, U. S . Marine Corps Reserve, Navy Reserve, Reserve Officer Training 
Corps (ROTC), Junior ROTC, Pennsylvania State Police, White House Communications 
Staff, the FBI and a variety of youth groups. The Department of Defense should only 
wish that all installations work with such cooperation and jointness. 

It is important to recognize the staff who oversees this installation and endorses 
the partnership and cooperation between all parties: The U.S. Army Garrison, Fort 
Indiantown Gap. For the annual bargain price of $19 million, this small, but extremely 
competent staff' provides base operations, maintenance, utility services, installation 
security, and safety operations for all tenants and users. The issue at kmd is not whether 
some other reserve component can provide these services, they can. This issue is rather, 
at what expense to readiness (along with reduced resources) these additional missions 
cause to the tenants and users of this post. 

Another point I wish to bring to your attention is the strategic role of Fort 
Indiantown Gap as a mobilization station. This role may not seem very important in this 
dramatic time of down-sizing and force structure reductions. However, you must take a 
macro-view of our location dong with other considerations such as our access to major 
highway systems, railheads and our internal training capabilities. If Fort Indiantown Gap 
is lost, an area with 19,000 acres, an established infrastructure and such a strategic 
location will never be replaced in this section of the United States. It is imperative we 
consider more than current legislative concerns. We have a responsibility to take a 
business planning approach; a long range strategic planning outlook. If'we do, we will 
soon realize that Fort Indiantown Gap is more than a sleepy little post, located in the 
mountains of central Pennsylvania. 



The final point I would like to make is the message this closing sends to our 
reserve component services who live and train at Fort Indiantown Gap With no federal 
presence at this installation, so ends the minimal, but essential and appreciated quality of 
life services such as gymnasium, clublcafeteria, chaplain, swimming pool, auto shop, and 
bowling alley. Although this may seem unimportant, loss of these services sends a 
dramatic message to the 177,000 reserve personnel who train here. In a time when 
Secretary of Defense Perry and Assistant Secretary Lee continue to implement policy for 
increased roles for the reserve forces, the other hand is taking away servrices which make 
these reserve personnel second class citizens. B e  message is clear, we want you to be 
part of our strategic defense plan, but you do not qualify for the same quality of life 
benefits as your active component counterparts. I truly do not believe this is the 
message we want to send. 

I ask for your sincere consideration and urge you to act immediately. I am fully 
convinced that when the facts are analyzed, you will realize Fort Indiantown Gap should 
not only be removed from the Base Realignment and Closure List, it should be praised for 
the quality, but silent service it provides to our Nation's Defense Department. Your 
consideration and positive action is anticipated. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis H. Gibson 
410 Larkspur Lane 
Lebanon, PA 17042 
(7 1 7) 274-3 126 



15 May 1995 

Ms. Rebecca Cox 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Cox, 

I am writing you regarding our current fight to remove Fort Intliantown Gap from 
the1995 Base Realignment and Closure List. As a National Guard officer assigned to this 
installation, I want to make you are aware of its vital importance to all reserve 
components in Pennsylvania and surrounding areas. Moreover, I want to express the 
importance and key role the federal presence on the installation, specifically the U. S. Army 
Garrison, provides for the entire tenant and user population. 

Fort Indiantown Gap is a model of seamless partnership between all services who 
live and train here. Some 177,000 military personnel trained here last year. This number 
includes a variety of users including Army and Air National Guard uni~ s, Army and Air 
Force Reserve, U. S. Marine Corps Reserve, Navy Reserve, Reserve Officer Training 
Corps (ROTC), Junior ROTC, Pennsylvania State Police, White House Communications 
Staff, the FBI and a variety of youth groups. The Department of Defense should only 
wish that all installations work with such cooperation and jointness. 

It is important to recognize the staffwho oversees this installation and endorses 
the partnership and cooperation between all parties: The U.S. Army Garrison, Fort 
Indiantown Gap. For the annual bargain price of $19 million, this small, but extremely 
competent staff provides base operations, maintenance, utility services, installation 
security, and safety operations for all tenants and users. The issue at hand is not whether 
some other reserve component can provide these services, they can. This issue is rather, 
at what expense to readiness (along with reduced resources) these addi-tional missions 
cause to the tenants and users of this post. 

Another point I wish to bring to your attention is the strategic role of Fort 
Indiantown Gap as a mobilization station. This role may not seem very important in this 
dramatic time of down-sizing and force structure reductions. However, you must take a 
macro-view of our location along with other considerations such as our access to major 
highway systems, railheads and our internal training capabilities. If Font Indiantown Gap 
is lost, an area with 19,000 acres, an established infrastructure and such a strategic 
location will never be replaced in this section of the United States. It is imperative we 
consider more than current legislative concerns. We have a responsibility to take a 
business planning approach; a long range strategic planning outlook. If we do, we will 
soon realize that Fort Indiantown Gap is more than a sleepy little post, located in the 
mountains of central Pennsylvania. 



The final point I would like to make is the message this closing sends to our 
reserve component services who live and train at Fort Indiantown Gap With no federal 
presence at this installation, so ends the minimal, but essential and appreciated quality of 
life services such as gymnasium, clubkafeteria, chaplain, swimming pool, auto shop, and 
bowling alley. Although this may seem unimportant, loss of these serwces sends a 
dramatic message to the 177,000 reserve personnel who train here. In a time when 
Secretary of Defense Perry and Assistant Secretary Lee continue to imj)lement policy for 
increased roles for the reserve forces, the other hand is taking away services which make 
these reserve personnel second class citizens. I7ze message is clear, we want you to be 
part of our strategic defense plan, but you do not qualify for the same quality of life 
benefits as your active component counterparts. I truly do not believe this is the 
message we want to send. 

I ask for your sincere consideration and urge you to act immediately. I am fblly 
convinced that when the facts are analyzed, you will realize Fort Indian1 own Gap should 
not only be removed from the Base Realignment and Closure List, it should be praised for 
the quality, but silent service it provides to our Nation's Defense Department. Your 
consideration and positive action is anticipated. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis H. Gibs 

Dennis H. Gibson 
4 1 0 Larkspur Lane 
Lebanon, PA 17042 
(7 17) 274-3 126 
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SOCIETY OF THE 213th C.A.A.A. b(, I 'i\ 
Meetings held the third Sunday of every month at 2:30 P.M. 
Fifth Ward A.C. - 750 N. 15th Ave. - Lebanon, Pennsylvania 

THE PRESIDENT 
THE WHITE HOUSE 
1600 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20500 

APRIL 6, 1995 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: 

WE, THE MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY OF THE 213th C. A. A. A. WENT 
ON RECORD AT OUR MARCH 19, 1995 MEETING AND PASSED A RESOL- 
UTION TO IMPLORE YOU TO RECONSIDER THE CLOSING OF FORT INDI- 
ANTOWN GAP MILITARY RESERVATION IN LEBANON COUNTY, PENNSYL- 
VANIA. 

THE 213th C. A. A. A. WERE THE FIRST DEFENDERS OF THE CAPI- 
TAL OF OUR GREAT NATION IN THE WAR OF 1812. 

I FEEL THAT WE CAN SPEAK TO OUR COMMANDER IN CHIEF WITHOUT 
THE FORMAL WHEREASES AND GET DOWN TO BUSINESS. 

FORT INDIANTOWN GAP IS LOCATED IN AN AREA THAT IS WELL EQ- 
UIPED, NATURALLY BY NATURE, AS WELL THE PRESENT FACILITIES 
ALREADY IN PLACE, TO TRAIN OUR MILITARY PERSONNEL. WE FEEL 
THAT THE MOST IMPORTANT ITEM ON THE AGENDA IS THE STRENGTH 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. THE TERRAIN IS MOUNTAINOUS, 
AS WELL AS LEVEL. THERE IS A MOCK BOMB RUN COURSE, TANK RUN, 
FIRING RANGES AND ALL TYPES OF PROGRAMS TO TRAIN AND KEEP 
OUR FIGHTING FORCES IN TOP CONDITION TO BE MOST EFFECTIVE 
THROUGH OUT THE WORLD. WE THINK IT WOULD BE MORE COSTLY TO 
MOVE THIS FACILITY. 

WE VETERANS, HOPE YOU WILL CONSIDER OUR PLEA AN:D LOOK WITH 
FAVOR UPON OUR REQUEST. 

I WOULD LIKE TO MAKE A SUGGESTION, IF I MAY, THAT YOU CON- 
TACT MAJOR ROBERT D. MAUS UNITED STATES ARMY, RETIRED OF 
HOT SPRINGS ARKANSAS, IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, HE WAS 
STATIONED AT THE "GAP" WHEN HE WAS ON ACTIVE DUTY. 

GOD BLESS AMERICA 

MOST RESPECTFULLY 

RICHARD A. BLEISTINE, SECRETARY 



April 4, 1995 

THE PRESIDENT 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

I am currently one of your federal workers at Fort Indiantown Gap in 
Annville, Pennsylvania, waiting out thejinal decision of the I'3RAC Commission 
determining the fate of my future. 

There is much speculation on what will become of Forit Indiantown Gap. 
Some say we have no military value and that the little we do have is transferable. 

The Senate, Congress and President should at least take a good, honest look 
at the recommendation being made to close our facility. 

Fort Indiantown Gap is a weekend and annual training base for Reserve and 
National Guard troops. We have the US. Garrison Unit consisting ofsoldiers on 
active duty who are the overseers of the very important training of our Reserve and 
Guard inembzrs. ZF'e also ha vc tlie PZeadir1cs3 Group and the 56th Ordinance 
Detachment. The 56thts mission is to pre-inspect Camp David, Site R at Fort Rithie 
and the United Nations prior to a major event or visit. 

The "Gap" provides support to many Marine, Army, Navy, and Air Force 
ROTC units within the First Army Region. We have White H'ouse Communications 
Agency here to train as well as FBI agents using our facilities to train their SWAT 
teams. We take pride in supporting all of the soldiers, o fficiai's, and agencies being 
trained at our facility. 

During Desert Storm are facilities were used for mobilizing and demobilizing 
of various units. We work together with the armories and reserve centers located 
within the Pennsylvania areas surrounding are facility. 



Page 2 
Fort Indiantown Gap 
April 4, 1995 

The "Gap" is one of the largest employers in the surrounding areas. The 
personnel who work at Fort Indiantown Gap, including myst?lJ; take pride in our 
work, our location, and our facility. 

We ask that you reconsider closing the Fort Indiantown Gap. Your lzonest 
and good judgment will he greatly aAvpreciate/l in the,fnte ofc~rrrfdtzue. 

Most respectfully, 

Larry L. Daniel 
Fort Indiantown Gap 



April 4, 1995 

THE PRESIDENT 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

I am currently one of your federal workers at Fort Indiantown Gap in 
Ann ville, Pennsylvania, waiting out the final decision of the Z?RACd Commission 
determining the fate of my future. 

There is much speculation on what will become of Fort Indiantown Gap. 
Some say we have no military value and that the little we do hfave is transferable. 
The Senate, Congress and President should at least take a good, honest look at the 
recommendation being made to close our facility. 

Fort Indiantown Gap is a weekend and annual training base utilized by the 
Marines, Army, Navy, and Air Force ROTC as well as a training facility for the 
state police, SWAT teams, and various other agencies. 

If Fort Indiantown Gap is closed it would not be feasible for the Reserve or 
Guards to transport these units hundreds of miles across or out of state for 
weekend or annual training. During Desert Storm the emplojvees at Fort 
Indiantown Gap proved there willingness and capability to mobilize and demobilize 
a number of these Guard and Reserve units. 

As employees we feel the Fort Indiantown Gap is an important and strategic 
facility for the future of our defense. Please consider all these important facts when 
making the decision of the future of Fort Indiantown Gap. 

~ e l n  E. Daniel 
Fort Indiantown Gap 
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From DawnCMB@aol.com Wed Apr 5 12:10:02 1995 
Received: by WhiteHouse.Gov (5.65/fma/mjr-120691); 

id AA29364; Wed, 5 Apr 95 12:10:02 -0400 
Received: from mail02 .maii.aol. com/152.163.172.66 via sma.p 
Received: by mail02.mail.aol.com 

(1.37.109.11/16.2) id AA091938176; Wed, 5 Apr 1995 12:09:36 -0400 
Date: Wed, 5 Apr 1995 12:09:36 -0400 
From: DawnCMB@aol.com 
Message-Id: <950405120905~72641786@aol.com~ 
To: president 
Subject: White House Forum E-Mail 

Field 1 = Dawn Bicht 
25 Hughes Street 
Pottsville, PA 17901 

Field 2 = Dear Mr. President, 
I am the mother of an 18-year, High School Senior, who is also an Army 
Reservist. Our area in Pottsville, is what most would ccnsider rural and 
most people need to travel far for jobs, events and even shopping. My son's 
Reserve Unit trains at Fort IndianTown Gap. It is the closest Army Fort in 
our area, and only about 1 hours drive. Now I understand Fort Indiantown Gap 
is on the list to be closed. It would be such a waste to close this Fort. 
Our Army Reservists are able to get lots of training here, more training 
than if they had to travel further from their Unit's home station. 
I understand Congressman Holden is trying to save "The Gap". He is from my 
hometown, and knows the problems we have in our area. Not only will it 
effect the Army Reservists, but the many people from our area that work at 
Fort IndianTown Gap. 
Please help keep people working and a place for the Army Reservists to train. 

Thank you for your time, 

Dawn Morris Bicht 



(A /\ ,cbL '" David Michael & Co., In~c.  
Our flavors bring foods to lift!. 

Edward W.  Rosenbaum 
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April 13, 1995 

Commissioner A1 Cornella 
B RAC 
1700 N. Morre Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington VA 22209 

Dear Commissioner Cornella: 

Your 10 April visit to Fort Indiantown Gap was appreciated. I was 
one of the attendees but due to the schedule, there was 110 opportunity 
for conversation. 

I note that you are on the Board of South Dakota Air & Space Foundation. 
I also serve as State Chairman of the Pennsylvania Commit~tee for Employer 
Support of the Guard and Reserve. 

I am a Governing Trustee of the Air Force Historical Fouridation and 
Honorary Chairman of its Publications Committee. We publish the 
quarterly, "Air Power ~istory". By establishing mutual contact, I 
Would hope that both our organizations will benefit. 

I am acquainted with Dr. Ken Robertson, Curator of the David C. Jones 
Room at Minot State College, Minot. Ken would be pleased to learn about 
the South Dakota foundation's activities. Gen. Jones was: born in South 
Dakota. I enclose for your information, a summary of information on 
The Daivd C. Jones Room. Also enclosed is a further memo from Ken with 
some suggestions for a book on General Jones. 

EDWARD $ . " RO SENBAUM 
Colonel! USAF (Ret) 

$ 

10801 Decatur Road. Ph~ladelphia, PA 19154 (215) 632-3100 FA %, (21.5) 637-3920 

TWX. 710 670 1014, MICHAELS PHA, CABLE: MIXE'/AN 





:, l,lt lv:>, Gene.al Jones O3naleO a wn. 
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Distinguished Flying 
Cross to Capt. Jones 

Capl. David C. Jones of Mino:. serving as a 5.29 
Superfonress commander on oornatnc operations 
over Korea, has ~eceive.  tne [)lslrngu~shed Flying 
Cross, h ~ s  parents. Maurice an3 Hrien Jones. also 
of Mino:, learned yeaeroay, Ocl. 10. 125'2. 

me cltatlon for the com3a1 oecora!ion cred~ts 
Caol. Jones and his crew. Darl of thc 22 b m b  
VJi*. lor destroyinp ttve br163es and smereiy 
damagtnp three others whrle llytng under aovelst 
wndtlrons on Aug. 27. E,  and 3:. "On thlae 
separate occasions." 11 slales. "when mechanical 
lsitures necessilaied his flylnc with three 
enpines. Cap;. Jones continued wlh his mission 
ano au;cmpllsn@ excellent bOmblnQ results." 

The award of the D~slrnpu~shM Flying CIOSS, 
earned by heroic or extraordinary achimmenl  
wnlle on aerial duty. was made ~y d~rection of Ma- 
10, General Ernmet1 ("Rosy") O'Donnell, corn 
rnan6er of the Far Easl Bomber Command, who 
sale. 'Through his superior judgernenl, protss- 
sional skilts. and his abllhy to ooerete efliciently 
under stress. Cap:. Jones has broupht great credit 
upon himself and the milllary sewit%." 

ISwDv~emnled anlcle exlnttn? from Ihe Mrnnl Daily 
I I C ~ .  Dclotu 1 I. 195DJ 

Career Miles 
Aprll I%?-FsSmary 19U. 
mlsslon as a Second Ueuler 
wnps al Ronell. N m  krlt 

Ftbmary 1943-August 1% 
Force career ss an advanced 
at lour state-side bases. tra~/ 
plt0:L 

Aupust 19CCMay 1948. A 
larer mmrnandcd the 3rd En 
Squadron. F ~ t l h  Alr Forcq J 
lo Caplam. April 11, 1946.) 

January 10%-May 1953 I 
later wmrnanW me 181 
Spuaaron, March Air Force 
(1 became cne of the 1 1 ~ 1  
deployed for :he Korean Wa 
over 300 lMnp hours o r  I 
North Kwea rn 829 bornbe 
Ihe DtsllnpuI6hed F~yrng CI( 
Malor. February 5 7951.) 

May 19S-.wne 1954: Corn 
Au Reluelq Souadton. Ma 
(PromJted to Urnenant CCJ( 
January 1 9 S J u l y  1957: 
Gurtls E LeMay, Ihs Comm 
"bulbei- of Ihe Stralsalc A 
mole5 to  CCJIMB'. Apllt23, 

i 
June 1960 Was gradual& 
War College, Washington. [ 

July I S J u l y  19%: As 
suansrs, U-SAF. as a slat 
ner. Becamt ale!,  Strmy 
the Deputy Chld 01 Stall. C 
tdaich 1965--Octaber 19E5 
3 r d  Tadlcal Flghter Wm 
Flor~da (F4 Phsnloms.) 

Oclober lB65- January 
General lor Heebguanen. 
Forces In Europr. Wleshao 
m o l d  10 Br~gadler Genera 

February 1W-July 1969. 
later was me Wce Cornmar 
F o r q  Tan Son Nhul Alr E 
nam (Was a Major Gel 
perm4 

Se~lember 1971-July 19' 
Chld o l  Unhed Stales Air 
and, concurrently. Comn 
Allrsd T a a h l  AIf Forces 
lo  Gsnsral Septmnber 1. 
ol  lhlb rsslpnmenl) 

July 1974 J u n e  1978: Chi 

June 1978-Auns 1982 Ch 
Chlsfs of Statl. 



The David C. Jo nes Room 

Th11 David C ,  Jon09 Rwm Is localed on Ihr re .  
mrld floor 01 (ha Sludenl Vnlon In tho noflh. 
smrl cofnclr of Ihe MfnM Slats Collapv urn- 
pu?. Ihc connpc Ir :llulled a1 Ihs loot 01 Na lh  
If111 j \ ~ g I  f~ Ih@ w8gl O( N ~ r l h  Broadway. 

I1 a n m s  a t  a funcllonal confsrencr room lor 
.L- at.-- 4 -*.II u &A -- 
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April 10, 1995 I 
I 
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I I 

Base Realignment and Closure I 
I 

i 
Commission Washington, D.C. 20500 I 

, 

I I 
Dear Commissioners: 

i 
I 

i I 

I ! 
I am writing in hopes of persuading you to disapprove 

the recommendation to close Fort Indiantodn Gap Army 
I 

I 
I Garrison, Annville, Pennsylvania. 

The outstanding U. S. Army Reserve andl PA ~i~:ional Guard 
training & niobilizat~.on record and the cos,t effective I 

operation of this facility was not brought,out by the facts , 

which were used to compare it to other facilitibs. As a 
civilian employee of the Directorate of public porlcs at Fort 
Indiantown Gap, I can tell you that there $s a efinite need 
for this facility at this location to serv manf no:theastern 
states. 

i 
Several installations in Central PennLylvaAia have i 

sustained the loss of federal jobs in the past rhich has 1 1  I I 
taken its toll on the economy of thjs area , I 1 

I 

Pennsylvania needs these jobs. centre1 ~ehns~lvania 
employees and businesses are justly concer 

ed fbr their 

future. I hope we can rely on you to revi w thp facts again 
before approving a final recommendation fo 

closure. 

Respectfully your$, 1 



20 March 1995 

Mr. William Clinton 
President of the United States 
White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington D C 2'0500 

Dear Mr. President, 

I am currently one of your federal workers waiting out the 
final decision of the BRAC Commission determining t:he fate of our 
future . 

There are many articles in our local newspapers, local radio 
and television programs and visitors speculating on what may or 
may not become of Fort Indiantown Gap in Annville, PA. These 
articles keep stating we have NO MILITARY VALUE to offer and the 
little we do have can be transferred to Fort Dix, NJ, Fort Drum, NY 
or Fort AP Hill, VA. 

Just the other day, a Harrisburg patriot New:; writer made a 
statement that has been on my mind ever since I read the article. 
It said that EVERY president has accepted the BR4C ~ommission~s 
recommendation. You are not like EVERY president. You came to us 
from a background like many of us who must work for what we want to 
achieve. This article mentioned the fact that when the 
recommendation goes to Congress and Senate for their review, it 
will automatically become law if they donft act on 1.t and let it go 
by the wayside. Will you get them to at least take a good honest 
look at it instead of ignoring their responsibilities. Please help 
the many people who are going to be affected in this nationfs 
downsizing of the military facilities that provide support to the 
weekend troops. 

I am just asking you to consider a few things before you sign 
your name to their final recommendation. 

FIRST - Fort Indiantown Gap is a weekend and 'annual training 
base for your reserve and national guards to train. We have very 
few active military units assigned to us. We have the U.S. 
Garrison Unit consisting of soldiers on active duty who are the 
overseer of the very important part of training our reserve and 
guayd members. We also have the Readiness Group and the 56th 
Ordnance Det (EOD). The 56th Ordnance Det (E0D)'s mission is to 
pre-inspection Camp David, Site-R at Fort Ritchie and the United 
Nations prior to a major event or a VIP visit for bugs, bombs, etc. 

I am the Chief of the Plans and operations Division, 
Directorate of Logistics, and directly involved in .the interaction 
between the units training and mobilizing at the "GAP". The units 



coming to Fort Indiantown Gap are not just army national guard and 
reserve soldiers. We provide support to many marine units as well 
as Army, Navy and Air Force ROTC within the First Army Region. We 
even have your White House Communications Agency come to us once or 
twice a year to train for approximately two to three weeks at a 
time. The FBI also uses our facilities to train their SWAT teams. 

When you look at the number of "weekendw military members who 
have the opportunity to utilize Fort Indiantown Gap, you would see 
the numbers are high. You will see times when we have a very slow 
weekend, but we usually can give an explanation. If Monday is a 
holiday, most reserve and guard units try to give their unit the 
three day holiday and schedule training on another weekend within 
the month. This will effect our numbers and show as a slow time 
frame. But if you look at the other weekends you will see larger 
numbers. These units must still get their training in within the 
month. Therefore, we have some exceptional heavy times with as 
many as 10,000 military training on a weekend. Usually, during the 
months of November through February we may have up to 15 to 20 
units train. When the weather starts to break, all the other units 
start to return and we become very busy. 

We also provide support for units performing their two week 
commitment for annual training. This support usually picks up in 
numbers about the middle of May and slows down by the end of 
August. The installation gets augmented soldiers and summer hires 
to increase our staff so we can do our mission during the peak time 
of the year. Other than that, we do it with just a few civilians 
in the workforce. 

SECOND - With the Active Army Garrison in charge of the 
installation, all units regardless of being guard, reserve, ROTC, 
army, navy, air force or marine, get treated alike without 
preference of who gets what. They are all our customers and we 
take pride in supporting them with the facilities and training 
expertise we have to offer. 

THIRD - If Fort Indiantown Gap has no military value in the 
eyes of the BRAC  omm mission, these military units will have to go 
somewhere for support and training. Can Fort Dix, Fort Drum or 
Fort AP Hill provide the same type support with so few dollars as 
we are doing. 

FOURTH (and last) - We are a mobilization station with about 
130 units consisting of approximately 25,000 strength upon a full 
mobilization assigned to us. During Desert Storm, we did mobilize 
17 units and demobed 22 units without a lot of temporary hiring and 
we still continued supporting weekend and annual training. I can 
brag about our staff, "WE DID A GOOD JOBw. Just ask the people we 
mobilized. These units consisted of 3 truck companies (181 
soldiers each unit); 1 field hospital (400 soldiers); 3 military 
police units (150 each unit); 1 engineering battalion (700 
soldiers); lmaintenance unit (400 soldiers) plus several others in 
various types. There was a lot of rolling stock needing to be 



' inspected, repaired and prepared to deploy. We performed this 
mission in a very professional manner and got our units to the 
theater on time and with llworkingv equipment. When the units got 
to port, not one piece of equipment needed to be pushed on the 
ship. All our equipment was "drivenw on board. We hear horror 
stories from soldiers of their experiences with other mobilization 
stations. This aspect of the decision should be looked upon and 
considered when making the final list of base clo.: = ures . 

I will not go into all we have to offer as far as facilities 
and expertise in training, and why we should stay status quo, 
because I feel you as my President will be thorough in gathering 
data before you accept their recommendation and forwarding on to 
the Congress. 

Thank you for reading my letter and please don't change your 
stand on your policies. Even though my job is on the line, I feel 
you will do what's best for our country and we will survive. I 
cannot just stand by without voicing my opinion on this matter. 

This is what AWHiICA is all about. The military is important and 
training is VERY important. Units cannot always do their field 
training in an armory or reserve center just so money can be saved. 
They must go to the field and be taught skills and learn them well 
if we are to continue to be strong in defense. 

Myerstown, PA 17067 
(717) 866-9237 

Work - HQ, Fort Indiantown Gap 
Chief, Plans & Operations Division 
1499 Hospital Road 
Annville, PA 17003-5026 
(717) 861-2517 
(DSN) 491-2517 



April Ei,  1995 k 

BRAC Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear BRAC ~ommitteg Members, 

I enjoy working at Fort Indiantown Gap military base. It has 
a unique operation with the "ONE ARMYn concept. 'I'he active army, 
national guard and reserve all work as a team to train our 
military. A Readiness Group is also located on our installation. 
They assist and evaluate the units during weekend and annual 
training. 

It would be to your advantage for all of you t:o come and take 
a look at us before making a final decision on our. fate. Mr. A1 
Cornella, your BRAG representative, is coming on ,April 10 for an 
on-site visit. 
There is no way he will be able to understand the true picture of 
how we succeed in accomplishing so much with so little tax payer's 
money. 

We have all types of units utilizing our facilities. They 
range from medical, infantry, field artillery, public affairs, 
postal, aviation, maintenance, engineer to one-on-one training 
within our garrison staff so they can augment u:s in time of a 
mobilization or national disaster. 

If you look at all branches of service training at Fort 
Indiantown Gap, you will see we operate as a nrIY)TAL MILITARYn 
concept. We have a large number of army ROTC units: coming twice a 
year for a mini-camp, They have one college do the coordination 
and serve as the host for a mini-camp. Each calmp consists of 
cadets from as many as ten plus universities and do joint training. 

Navy cadets going to Penn State University rnain campus are 
inducted into the system at Fort Indiantown Gap each August. This 
is where they cut mom's apron strings, get their first hair cut and 
learn how a "push upn is really done. 

Just the other day, I was talking to a representative from 
Cornell University and he mentioned Fort Bragg no longer wants the 
ROTC to use their facilities for summer camp. Br-ing them to the 
"GAPn and we will take care of them. We did it in t.he '70's and we 
can do it again. They seem to like us for their mini-camps or just 
coming in as an individual school for specialized training. 



We get marine reserve units from Delaware, Ohio, Maryland, New 
York, Massachusetts, Alabama and various cities within Pennsylvania 
for training. They like using our training areas and conducting 
field training. Once in a while they will occupy barracks and eat 
at our facilities. They prefer staying in the field. It has been 
mentioned by a lot of military people that our installation reminds 
them of Europe when they come to us for the first time. 

The air national guard do their gunnery/bomb drop training on 
the air-to-ground part of the installation. It's between mountains 
and an ideal spot for this type of training. 

We had a navy fleet hospital unit train several times at our 
installation prior to Desert Storm, This unit was called up during 
the conflict and we feel the training received at Fort Indiantown 
Gap helped them perform well in their mission. 

Fort Indiantown Gap is just three hours away from Washington 
and could be utilized as a backup for our government in time of 
need. It's something else for you to consider when making your 
decision. 

We are just three hours from port and could continue to be a 
mobilization station for units in our area. We proved our ability 
to mobilize units during Desert Storm and will succeed again if 
called upon. 

The work force at Fort Indiantown Gap is a dedlicated group of 
people who know their jobs. Missions are performed in a 
professional manner and we do our best at Total Quality Management 
and Customer Service. We want to continue workirlg to serve our 
troops and performing when called upon to do a special mission. 

Respectfully, 
1 , '  

if- '- ( iJC-/L~-4-.  :447-77C?1\ 
Dixie Lee  as^& 
1300 E. Kercher Ave 
Lot #so 
Myerstown, PA 17067-2901 



6 April 1995 

SENATOR RICK SANTORUM 
228 WALNUT STREET 
HARRISBURG, PA 17105 

DEAR SIR: 

I AM A MEMBER OF THE WORK FORCE AT FORT INDIANTOWN GAP. 

I WANTED TO WRITE F)ND TELL YOU OF A NEW ENDEA'JOR HERE AT 
FTIG. 1 AM THE FTIG C30REIPJATOR F@R THE NEW TDTAL QUALITY 
MANAGEMENT (TBM)/TOTAL ARMY QUALITY (TAQ) PROGRAM. ALTHOUGH 
WE ARE CURRENTLY EFFICIENT AND GIVE GOOD CUSTOMER SERVICE, WE 
ARE ALL TRYING TU GET EVEN BETTER. 

SURVEYS DISTRIBUTED TO CUSTOMERS OF FTIG WERE RETURNED 
AND EMPLOYEES AND AREAS REOUIRING IMPROVEMENT WERE IDENTIFIED 
BY THE SURVEY. THE EMPLOYEES IN THESE AREAS ARE SCHEDULED 
FOR TWO DAYS OF CUSTOMER SERVICE IMPROVEMENT TRAINING, 12 AND 
13 APRIL AND 2 AND 3 MAY 1995. THIS ACTION WAS THAT OF THE 
CUSTOMER SERVICE IMPROVEMENT PROCESS ACTION TEAM (PAT). 
OTHER PATS AT FTIG ARE MANAGEMENT WORKER COMMUNICATION, STAFF 
INTERACTION COORDINATION, CIVILIAN FERSONNEL SUPF'OlirT, PRE 
CAMP WET/AT IN AND OUT PROCESSING, AND WORE ORDER SYSTEM PAT. 

PLANS FOR FUTURE PATS ARE CURRENTLY IN THE MAKING. 

THE EMPLOYEES AT FTIG ARE WORKING FOR CONTINUOUS 
IMPROVEMENT TO EXCEED OUR CUSTOMERS NEEDS. WE TRY TO PROVIDE 
A QUALITY ENVIRONMENT CONDUCIVE TO EXCELLENT TRAINING 
OPPORTUNITIES FOR RESERVE, NATIDNfiL GUARD, AND ALL OF OUR 
OTHER CUSTOMERS. 

RESPECTFULLY, 

COPY FURNISHED 
George Gekas 
BRAC Commi ssi on 



b April 1915 

The Honorable George W. Gekas 
2410 Rayburn Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Sir: 

I am a federal employee at Fort Indiantown Gap. My job 
title is management analyst and I work for the Com~~troller, 
DRM, at FTIG. I feel the "GAP" is a very efficient 
organization. 

. - The "Gap" employs approximately 400 civilian and 
military who work for the Garrison. Our major misriion is to 
support USA Reserve and PAANG Annual and Weekend Tr-dining. 

As a management analyst, I have completed sev~?ral 
management studies, including Commercial Activities related 
studies. Basically these studies have proven the Cact that 
"FTIG is run efficiently." I agree there is room for 
improvement, but overall FTIG is a great place to work, FTIG 
has a dedicated work force, and FTIG is efficient. 

I do believe it will be more expensive to the tax payer 
to close FTIG, Because: 

1. The land must be returned to its oric~inal 
state. (How much cleanup does that involve?) (This is 
written in the lease. 

2. USAR and NG units will t r a v e l  f u r the r .  than they 
do presently for training; increasing expenses. 

3. Three tenants are planning to move tc~ Fort Dix 
an estimated cost of the move is more than $24 million. 

You have helped me with issues in the past. I hope you 
can help me now; not just help for me but the Lebanon 
community and the taxpayer. 

Thank you for your help. 

Resmectf ull y, 

Copy Furnished: 
Regi nal d Nyman 
Senator Rick Santorum 1409 King ~treetv 
ERhC Commi ssi on Lebanon, FA 17042 



RD #'2 Box 4432 
Jonestown, PA 17038 
Marc11 28, 1995 

Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I am writing this letter in regards to the closing of the Fott Indiantown Gap. 

I don't think that the government should make the people move out. 

They were there for many years and they put a lot of hardl work into their 
homes and property. That also means that if they move out they will have to get 
new jobs and find a new homes. Jobs and homes are not easy to find these days. 

These people have their families here and if they take ove!r the property they 
are just going to disrupt the family. Also, it is not easy for kids to change schools 
because they will be leaving everything behind and even their friends. 

Plus, if they do take over the land, all 20,000 acres of it, tlhe land will sit 
there empty and they won't do anything with it. 

They put a lot of money into the land to make it a better practice area and 
now they want to let it sit. That just does not make any sense. 

Thank you for your time. 

Respectfully, 

Kelley R. Wallace 







Honorable Arlen Specter 
530 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 2051 0 

Honorable Thomas J. Ridge 
225 Capitol Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0001 

Garrison Commander 
LTC Thomas Banasik 
HQS, Fort lndiantown Gap, Room 1 
1 Garrison Road 
Annville, PA 17003-5001 

Honorable Peter Zug 
163 A East Wing 
House PO Box 2020 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-2020 

Honorable John J. Shumaker 
Room 168, Main Capital Building 
PO Box 15 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Mr. Philip H. Feather 
Municipal Building 
400 South 8th Street 
Lebanon, PA 17042 

Honorable Rick Santorum 
120 Ruissell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Honorable Mark Schweiker 
200 Capitol Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0002 

BRAC Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suitee 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Honorable Frank Tulli, Jr. 
Room 155, East Wing 
House PO Box 202020 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0028 

Ms. Rose Marie Swanger 
Municipal Building 
400 South 8th Street 
Lebanon, PA 17042 

Honorable Betty J. Eiceman 
Municipal Building 
400 South 8th Street 
Lebanon, PA 17042 

Hor~orabie George W. Gekas 
2410 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 2051 5 

\ 

The Adjutant General 
Col~~nel Eugene Klynoot, Chief of Staff 
Fort: lndiantown Gap 
Anrville, PA 17003 

Honorable Edward H. Krebs 
Room 18, East Wing 
House PO Box 108 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0028 

Hor~orable David J. Brightbill 
Room 337, Main Capital Building 
PO Box 48 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Mr. William G. Carpenter 
Muriicipal Wilding 
400 South 8th Street 
Lebanon, PA 17042 

Hor~orable Joseph M. McDade 

2370 Rayburn Building 

Washington, D.C. 20515 



WILLIAM H. SCHULTZ 
1 8 0  Candlewyck L a n e  

H e r s h e y ,  F e n n s y l  v a n i  a 17033 

Home Phone:  (717-333-9769) 
W o r k  : (7 17-86 1-2296 

21  March 1995 

M r .  W i l l i a m  C l i n t o n  
P r e s i d e n t  of  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  
bJhi t e  House 
1 6 0 0  P e n n s y l  v a n i  a Avenue 
Washi n g t o n  , DC 2(:)5r:)0 

D e a r  M r .  P r e s i d e n t ,  

I a m  c u r r e n t l y  o n e  o f  y o u r  f e d e r a l  e m p l o y e e s  a t  F o r t  I n d i a n t o w n  Gap, 
P e n n s y l v a n i a ,  w o r k i n g  a s  t h e  I n s t a l , l a t i o n s ,  D i r e c t . a r  of P e r s o n n e l  a n d  
Commctnity Acti \ ; i t ies .  A s  I sit t y p i n g  t h i s ,  l e t  m e  r e m i n d  y o u  t h a t  t h e  
Gap is o n  t h e  BRAC l i s t i n g ,  u n c e r t a i n  a s  t o  o u r  f u t u r e  e x i s t e n c e .  

The  DPCA i 5 t h e  p r i m a r y  o r g a n i z a t i o n  f o r  p e o p l  e - o r i e n t a t e d  p r o g r a m s .  
R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n c l u d e s  a w i d e - r a n g e  of  d i v e r s e  a c t i v i t i e s  s u c h  a s  human 
r e l a t i o n s ,  n o n a p p r o p r i  a t e d  f u n d  management ,  +orma1 e d u c a t i o n  a n d  cornmuni t y  
l i f e  a c t i v i t i e s  a l l  h a v i n g  i n f l u e n c e  a s  w e  s t r i v e  t o  t r a i n ,  s u s t a i n ,  a n d  
m o t  i v a t e  o u r  members. 

DPCA's p r i m a r y  m i s s i o n  is t o  s u s t a i n  r e a d i n e s s  b y  p r o v i d i n g  t h e s e  
qua1 i t y  i n d i v i d u a l  a n d  f  a m i  1 y  p r o g r a m s  t h a t  m e e t  a n d  e x c e e d  c u s t o m e r s  ' 
e : . :pec ta t i  onc.. T h r o u g h  i m p r o v i n g  a n d  m a i n t a i n i n g  m e n t a l  , p h y s i c a l ,  a n d  
s o c i a l  w e l l - b e i n g ,  w e  s t r i v e  t o  maximize  t h e  m i l i t a r y  c a p a b i  1  i t i e s  o f  t h e  
F o r t  1ndi .antown G a p ' s  T o t a l  M i  1 i t a r y  C o n c e p t  a n d  F 'ami  1  y  of  Components! 
members ( A c t i v e ,  N a t i o n a l  G u a r d ,  R e s e r v e s ,  C i  v i  1  i a n s ,  R e t i r e e s ,  and t h e i r  
f a m i l y  members ) .  

Each a c t i v i t y  . i m p a c t s  on o r g a n i z a . t i o n a 1  e s p r i t .  a n d  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  
i n d i v i d t . \ a l  pnatential. ancl morale which  can s ign i f  iczantly e n h a n c e  the 
a t t i t u d e ,  m o t i v a t i o n ,  commitment , a n d  s e n s e  o f  w e l l - b e i n g  o f  a1 1 who 1 i v e  
a n d i o r  w o r k  on  t h e  i n s t a l l a t i o n .  

The d i r e c t o r a t e  a l so  f a c i l i t a t e s  a n d  c o o r d i n a t e s  i n v o l v e m e n t  w i t h  
n u m e r o u s  communi ty  a g e n c i e s  a n d  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  a d d l  t i o n  t o  p r o v i d i n g  
i n s t a l l a t i o n  c o o r d i n a t i o n  a n d  l i a i s o n  t o  t h e  4rmy 4 i r  F o r c e  E x c h a n g e  
S y s t e m ,  t h e  Red C r o s s ,  a n d  t h e  Al l -~ArmyIWorld  C l a s s  A t h l e t e  P r o g r a m s .  

T h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  numerous  m e d i a  a r t i c l e s  s p e c u l a t i n g  a n  t h e  f u t u r e  of 
t h e  Gap. T h e s e  r e p o r t s  c o n t i n u a l l y  state t h a t  t h e  Gap h a s  "No m i l i t a r y  
v a l u e " ,  a n d  c o u l d  b e  t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  F o r t  D i x ,  F o r t  Drum or F o r t  AP H i l l .  

P l e a s e  t a k e  t h e  t i m e  t o  r e a d  and  comment on w l ? a t  I ' m  p r e s e n t i n g  t .o y o u  
o n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p a g e s :  



One d o e s n ' t  h a v e  t o  g e t  i n t o  a l l  o u r  f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  s t a f f  t o  v a l i d a t e  
w h a t  w e  h a v e  t o  o f f e r .  L e t  m e  a s s u r e  y o u  w e  h a v e  a v i a b l e  a n d  v a l u a b l e  
t e a m  d e d i c a t e d  t o  o p t i m a l  t r a i n i n g  a n d  Q u a l i t y  o f  L i f e .  F o r t  I n d i a n t o w n  
Gap s h o u l d  r e m a i n  " S t a t u s  Duo" ,  I f e e l  y o u  a s  my P r e s i d e n t  w i  1 1  b e  
t h o r o u g h  i n  y o u r  d a t a  r e v i e w  b e f o r e  y o u  a c c e p t  t h e  3RAC's  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  
a n d  f o r w a r d  i t  t o  C o n g r e s s .  

I  f e e l  I musk v o i c e  my o p i n i o n  o n  t h i s  matter.  Thank  y o u  f o r  r e a d i n g  
t h i s  f a r  a n d  p l e a s e  s t a n d  b y  y o u r  p o l i c i e s .  I  know my j o b  i s  o n  t h e  l i n e ,  
I I.::rrnw y o u  w i l l  d o  w h a t  is b e s t  fo r -  t h e  c o u n t r y  a n d  w e  w i  1.1 s u r v i v e .  
T h e r e  is m i s c o n s t r u e d  d a t a  p r e s e n t e d  i n  F e b r u a r y  o f  t h i s  y e a r  t h a t  w i l l  b e  
e v a l u a t e d ,  t h u s  v a l i d a t i n g  t h e  m i  1  i t a r y  v a l u e  o f  F o r t  I n d i  a n t o w n  Gap. 

Gad E l e = . s  A m e r i c a ,  t h e  g r e a t e s t  n a t i o n  i n  t h e  41-ee  w o r l d  t o d a y .  T h e  
m i l i t a r y  1.5 i m p o r t a n t  a n d  so  is t r a i n i n g ,  t h i s  is p a r t  o f  w h a t  w e  a re  
at : tout .  i .1n j . t~ .  ccartnot d o  a3.l o f  t h e i r  t r a i n i n g  i n  a n  k r m o r y  or  R e s e r v e  
C e n t e r ,  t h e y  m u s t  g o  t o  t h e  f i e l d  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  e v a l u a t e  t h o s e  t a u g h t  
s k i 1 . l ~  i f  w e  are t o  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  s t r o n g  i n  d e f e n s e .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

W i l l i a m  H.  S s h u 1 . t ~  



Base Closure Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Commission Members: 

I have been told that Mr. Jeff Campbell has said that the commission is paying 
attention to letters being written regarding the closure of Fort McClellan. Therefore, I am 
writing you to express my concerns regarding Fort McClellan being on the Base Closure and 
Realignment List for the third time in six years. I am a Department of the Army civilian 
with eighteen years service. If Fort McClellan were to close, I would be forced to seek a 
government position at another post because I have ten more years before I can retire at age 
50. That's assuming that I could find a position. I am single, therefore, I am my sole 
support. I must work, and do not want to give up my retirement benefits that I feel I have 
worked so hard to obtain. I also do not want to be uprooted from my family and friends. 
The stress level here at Fort McClellan is tremendous and the morale is at an all-time low; 
yet, we are expected to function as if nothing is wrong . . . just make sure the job gets 
done . . . don't worry that many of the Army's employees are on such am emotional roller 
coaster. That's an impossible task for any of us to be expected to acconlplish. 

I realize that there must be cutbacks in the defense budget, but I also see so much 
waste in government--from the small picture (at Fort McClellan) all the way to the top. Why 
should I be expected to support my government in an attempt to cut back and balance the 
budget when I see so much waste . . . mostly by those in a position to really make a positive 
impact on the economic problems. 

This community has literally been held hostage for the past six or so years by the 
Pentagon placing our post on the closure list for the third straight time. Those who are in 
the real estate business have experienced a nightmare, because no one wants to purchase a 
home in an area when it is on the closure list. Other business are forced to postpone 
expansions or other decisions until the final approval of the list. 

The surrounding community has tolerated the potential hazards of' the U.S. Army 
Chemical School, the nerve gas and other lethal chemicals stored at the .4nniston Army 
Depot, and is now facing the construction of an incinerator to destroy solme of the chemical 
containers which have begun to leak at the Depot. The community, although concerned for 
our health and welfare, has accepted these potential risks for several reasons. First of all, 
we know that Fort McClellan and Anniston Army Depot are vitally important to the security 
of our nation--now more than ever. We also realize and appreciate that these two Army 
installations employ the majority of people in the area. The unen~ployment rate would be 
staggering if the post were to close--not just for DA employees, but for surrounding 
businesses as well. This community has accepted and supported these Army installations for 
years. That cannot be said for every community surrounding a miliary 
installation--especially when those installations house such lethal chemicalls which could 
literally destroy the surrounding area. 



The Army has spent millions of dollars in the past decade or so lo construct and 
operate the live agent chemical training facility and other portions of the: U.S. Army 
Chemical school. In fact, construction continues today--even though we may be closed 
within the next three years. Please tell me how it makes sense to close this installation and 
move its two schools to an area with is as under-developed as Fort Leonardwood. 

We keep hearing reports of how communities have actually benefited from other 
installations being closed. That may be true, but who is going to want lo utilize Fort 
McClellan with all of its contaminated land? How long before it will be safe for public use? 
Will it ever be safe the community to utilize the property? What is this community going to 
do in the meantime? Our livelihood literally depends on the operation of Fort McClellan. 
Many Army personnel have retired here because of the lower cost of living. In fact, it is 
estimated that Fort McClellan supports approximately 70,000 retirees and family members. 
What are they supposed to do? Why not close posts located in high-cost areas such as the 
D.C. area, California, etc., and operate installations in lower cost areas. That has to be 
more logical and has to save more money. 

Maybe Fort McClellan is not operating at its full potential, but what activities would 
want to spend the money and effort to move to an installation which keeps being named on 
the closure list. If Fort McClellan were given a chance, we could build and live up to our 
full potential. The post is a beautiful post--unlike some other posts which have temporary 
buildings and are not well-maintained. People at Fort McClellan take pride in their post, and 
it is one of the more beautiful installations I have seen. 

The bottom line is that you can talk budget and statistics all day, but the truth of the 
matter is that you are dealing with people's lives. We have been through enough!!! You are 
holding those lives in your hands. You have been entrusted with that re:;ponsibility for a 
reason. Make the logical conclusion--not the political one. How many more times does Fort 
McClellan have to justify its existence? Do what is right--not only for our post, but for the 
Army and the United States of American's defense as well. Release the hostages in this 
area for good!!!!!!!! Enough is enough!!!!!!!! If not, take your chemical weapons, nerve 
gases, and incinerator to Missouri, and all of vou take your families and live 
there!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

A Discouraged and Outraged Civil Servant 



6/21/95 21.44.20 THE MCPHERSON'S 

To The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

Before making the final decision on Fort McClellan, please 
consider the facts carefully. Following, are reasons to keep 
this installation open to sustain the high level of readiness to 
defend our country against internal and external threats: 

1. The Chemical Defense Training Facility is a one-of-a-kind 
facility that is presently running smoothly. It is not old or 
broken so why must we close a perfectly good facility to build a 
new one? The answer given is "economics"; however, the real 
answer sounds like "politics". 

2. The move from Fort McClellan to Fort Leonard Wood probably 
looks very good on paper, but Mr. Chairman, as you well know, 
the reality of anything always throws us curves never 
anticipated on paper. Training would have to be interrupted and 
the level of proficiency lowered as a result of the move. It is 
estimated by the chemical experts that it will be 6-10 years 
before the level of proficiency will be what it is now. Isn't 
this a scary thought considering our present times of unrest 
(terrorist threats) at home and abroad? The scenario could be: 
"Well, you know Mr. President, we really aren't prepared to deal 
with this kind of emergency right now. Sir, we are in the 
middle of moving our country's only CDTF, but once we get 
settled and back in operation, we'll be glad to take on this 
problem. We should be up and running at 100 percent in a few 
short years!" 

3. The standards for training at Fort McClellan are high and 
are allowed by our permits. Permits obtained by Missouri lower 
the standards for training and it appears that some types of 
training will not even be allowed by the Missouri permits. 
Department of the Army says this is acceptable. The experts in 
the chemical field presently stationed at Fort McClellan (and 
many who have been stationed here in the past) have gone on 
record to say that these standards are - not acceptable. They 
have put their careers on the line by disagreeing with 
Department of Army officials. The question is "What did they 
have to gain by risking it?" The answer is "nothing". We 
should put our trust in the experts who know this field and are 
involved in the training of thousands of others. (Refer to 
scenario in # 2  . )  

4. Instead of closing Fort McClellan and greatly risking the 
safety of American citizens and our allies, consider the 
uniqueness of the CDTF and propose the assignment of other 
missions to Fort McClellan to fully utilize its assets. 
McClellan is known as the "Military Showplace of the South". 
Its facilities and grounds are in great shape to receive other 
missions. However, if it is closed, McClellan will not be 
suitable for conversion to civilian use because of contamination 
and the lack of facilities that can be used for industrial 
purposes. 

5. The preceding comments all boil down to one simple 
statement: Don't fix it if it's not broken! 



.. - 

THE MCPHERSON'S 

Proud Supporters of Fort McClellan's 
CDTF 
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'1'1ie tiliic is dr-a\\ ills \.cr!. ticar lbr >.oi~r \.otc in regards to closing 1:t hlc('lcllati. I rcalix,c tliat 
!,oi~r dccisioli l l i ~ ~  corn< i~li<r carelill c o l l ~ i d ~ r i ~ t i ~ t i  ot'illl licts i t \ .ai l i~hl~ to \ . ~ I I .  I \ \o i~ld  lio\\c\.cr. like 
to take this oppol-tunity to co~nrnunicate In!. personiil 1>elings and belief's: con(:cniing the .\nn!.'s 
proposal to relocate the ('hc.lnical and hlilitar? I'olicc. Schools to I:t 1,colial-d 'v\.ood and close 1'1 
hlcC'lcllan. 

I aln 21 ci\.ilian elnplo\.ce at Ft AlcC'lellati and aln ccl-tair~l?. hopefi~l th.lt ?,our \.otc. \ \ i l l  \>c to 
I.clno\.c l.'t hlc('lcll:in fi-oln the C'losirrs l,ist. I aln solnc\\.hat rnore fortiinate tllarl Inall!. otllers as I 
\\ auld lilicl!. be lno\.cd to lit I .eotlar-d \j'ood to co l~ t i~ i i~e  In!. job. This is 1101 tlic casz i i ~ r  Inan!. otlir'rs 
\\Iioscjobs \ \ i l l  be lost il'I:t hlc<'lr'llan closes. '1'lic loss of Ft hlc<'lzlli~n is likely to result in tlic loss of' 
23'0 ol'tlic jobs in this ?1rc21. .L4 I co~isidc'r tlic ccollolnic ilnpact 011 hot11 this at.ca and tlic i11.ct1 01' I:t 
I,coni~r-d \3.ood I side \\-it11 I't hlc('lcllan. I do 11ot hclic\.c. one ill-ea sliould b< cic\~i~statcd so t h i t l  

another \\ i l l  Iloul+isl~. 
.I'hcrc Iltls been talk licre of \\.hat i l l  bccc)rn< ol'the 1'ol-t if '  i t  dads inde2d closc. .l'l~c. .ir~n!- \ \ i l l  

Icn\.c. and this colnlnunit?, \ \ - i l l  licl\..e to deal \\ it11 contalninuted propr't-ty ~llist1i:ahle 1;)r cconolnic 
t i .  I bclic.\.c \\r. all \\auld bc. appallsd i f \ \ c  t~ctuall!. kris\\ \\hat \ \ i l l  be ~.ccli~ircd to -.<'lei111 [ 'p" 
I:t hlcC'Icllan. 

.I'he ('hcrnical I>cl>nsc .l'rainitig b'acilit!. loca1r.d here is ci~t~s~itl!. opcr-itional and is ~nc.ct~ny 
tlic essential tr-ainitig needs ol'our scr-\.icetneti alld \\otnen toda!,. .-\nn\. and hlissot11.i rcpr-r's~ntati\.cs 
assure each of'ils that this t!pc ol'tr-aining can and \ \ i l l  be conducted at Ft L,~o~liu-d M'oud. I \ \o i~ld  ilsk 
tliern thr-r.c clircstions. \.\.lir'rr' is the psnnit to actually operats the lacilit!.'! Is thel-r: liksl!. to he 
rcsisti~nce li-om residents in AIissouri to act~~all!. opcr-ate the fi~cilit!.'? \Vllat hal~pens \\.hen an 
opcr.i~tionnl pennit is dcnisd or blocked tlu-er: or four !.ears ti-oln no\v'? I pcr~onnll?~ do not I~elic\.c sucli 
:I pennit \ \ i l l  e\.c.r be issued i l l  Alissouri. T'hr: last <'otrunission told the .&-rnj. 1 1 . )  get ".-\I1 I'cnnits" 
11eedc.d. riot Jilst a I > \ \ .  . \ t  this point in time an .-( )perational Pennit" is nothing, rnore tIia11 a ~*lnpt\. 
hope. I IxIic\.c tlic ('hetnical Training being cvnd~icted at hlc('le1l:tn ~ io \ \  is c'ssc'litiitl fi)r O L I ~  

scr-\.iccrnsn and \\olncn. I hope tliat \.oil \ \ i l l  agrcc tliat to \.otc to close 1-1 hlc( Icllan and 1noi.c tllc 
training to lit I ,collard 14 ood \ \ . o ~ ~ l d  be a tlie risk ot'losing the training. 

S<;.nior .-inn\ ('hclnical 011icr.r-s hotll Ilc'r-c ilt I:t hIc('lclla~l i\lld tllosc ~ I I ~ - ~ . ) ~ I ~ I ~ ~ L I I  the coiilitr!. 
ha\.\: said that Srnokc I'ennits isstlcd I?!. hlissouri \\ i l l  Iia\.s a drastic ad\'crsi. et'fl.et o n  Srnokc .l'r.airlil~g 
h!. litnitins the arnoutit of'training to be colldi~cted. Is this 111s t!.pc 01-psnnit tlic last colnrnissiol~ told 
the ..inn!. to get? Is it tlis t!.pc ol'pennit ~i<<dc.'d to coliduct tlie t?.ps ot'cli~alit!- 11.1-1irii1ig illt.~ttd!. I>cillg 
conducted at 1:t hlcC'lellar~~? 'I'he ans\\er to both qi~cstions is "No". .-\gain. I dan't helic\.c such 21 

pcnnit \ \ . i l l  c\.c.r he issuzd. 
I rc;ilijl.c t11:lt 0111. ~nilitnr?. is do\\-nsizing and that lnltst s:t\.c Inone!. h:,, closing some 

installi~tio~~s. I3ut I hc.lic.\.e to closc 1-1 hlcC'lcllan is \\-rolig. ( h r  ser\.icelnen ant1 \volncn dc.scr\.e the 
hcst possible training a\.ailahle. 'I'liat training is cun-z~~tl!. opsratiot~al at Ft h,lc('lellan. I l>i'li~*\.c ;I 

I~cttcr dccisioti \\.oi~ld 1)e to assign other rnissions to 1-1 l\lcC'lellan to ii~ll?. ~ ~ t i l i ~ e  the assets :i\.wil~~l,lc 
hsrr'. Alan!. lia\.e suggsstr'd rclocatilig Rescr\.e and National (iuilrd ('otnlnands lioln cxpclisi\.c rclltcd 
oflice Spacis i l l  hi2 cities to hlc('lellan. 

I :~pprcci;itz the time r'iich ol'!.ou has g i \ w  lnc to esprcss In!. opitiions. I Ilope I c:ili coi111t 011 



c;~cIi ot'!oii to \.c)te to keep 1:t \Ic('lcllati open and \I i l l  Iind \\a\,s to li~ll? utili/c itas potential 

<;ordon K.  Stinson 
405 Indian ( h h s  I>ri\y 
.\~uiistoti. . U ,  36206 
(205) 820-1 698 
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From The McBr~de's 1207 MI St NE. Jacksonville Al Fax (205) 4353734 Voice (205) 4353734 To Honorable Alan J D~xon.  Chairman at Defense Bast. Closure and Realignment Comm~ss+on Page 1 of3  Thursday . 

Fax Transmission 

Date: Thursday, June 22, 1995 Time: 10:25:0o AM 3 Pages 

TO: Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

phone: 
fax: (703) 696-0550 

From: The McBride's 
1207 Mt. St NE, Jacksonville, Al 

phone: (205) 435-3734 
fax: (205) 435-3734 

Re: 



I>cli.nse I3ase Clos~1r.e and Kcaligii~nei~t Con~n~ission 
Attn.: 'l'hc I Ionorable Alan .I. IIilon 
Chairn~irn 
I >cl'cnsc. 13ase Closure and 
licalignn~ent Comlnissicm 
1700 North Moore Street. Suite 1425. 
Arlington. VA 22209 

S(;M (lict ) and Mrs. Wm. S. Mcl3ridc 
1207 Mountain Street Nli. 
.lackson\~illc. AI, -3020j 

I >ear Sir. 

.l'oda\ . \.our . cornl11isslan \I 111 start the prc)ccss 01' tina 1 
deternilnation 011 tlie tbte of sc\*eral bases and depots \i hich arc to bc 
closed or realigned. 'This is not nnl!, ill1 iniportant task in terms 01' 
reduc~ng tlie national debt. but one that can se\.erel! impact the 
11a titma1 securit~ and linanclal stahlit\ of the ci\.ilian conui1ul11 tics 
\ \  Il~ch iirc located near s~ich  installations 

01'cc)urse \\c ha\w it11 interest 111 this process as  mllitar.~' retlrces 
r c s ~ d ~ n g  is such an area and located near I+rt McClellan. Alabama 

\ \  111~11 IS 011 t l~c  closure 11st. 

We \ioulci o i ~ l \ ~  ask that \ Y > L ~  be thir i l l  this process and Ii)rgct the 
political ba ttlcs \ \  111~11  \i age oIVer suc11 endeavors. 

And as a fo r l~~er  career soldier I consider readiness as (1 13ri1i1e 
nio\.cr in this process and \i ould poii~t out thc ti)110\\ ing salient pt)111ts 



I . Clos~1rc 01'I;ort Meelellan \\ i l l  ~~ltimatclv dcstrcx. one in li)ur ol'our 
C O I I ~ I I I U ~ I ~  t ~ '  . . icd>s. 

2. l'he  atio ion's prlrnan, training I':rcilit!' Iklr' our anti-terrorist dcl'enses 
is at l'ort McClcllnn. 

3 .  Si;\ to ?'ell !.ears \I i l l  be neccssanr to restore the trailling progralns 
to the l e ~ ~ c l  c)l'prnfic~cnc~* that the\' arc no\\. 

4 Iieplacemcnt ol'the Cl~einicsll I>elknse 'I'raining F'acilitk,. a one of :I 
ltintl fikcility. that pro\.ed its \\ urtl~ in 1)esert S~(~-I-II. \ \ i l l  prolx~bl\ 
ne\.cr be liuldcd In these times oi'reduccd lkderal spending 

5 .  l'ort McClella11 n i l l  not be suitable for co~~\.ersic)n to ci\.ll~an use 
~ > ~ C L I L I S C  O ~ ' ~ c ~ l l t : l l l l l l l i l t l c ~ l 1  lllld t l l ~  I l l ~ h :  01'  ~ ' i ~ ~ l l l t l e ~  tIlilt Call b ~ :  
con\.erted to i~~d~is t r i a l  use. The illstallation \ \as  not cleaned dur~ng 
the last closure. and Illore thai~ likel! \I on't be c l e a~~ed  up in  tllc c\*cnt 
it closes tl~is t~me .  So no,!. we miuht relocate the facilities i d  

mission to u portion of the pood old USA which is surroun~tled by 
pristine natural forcst ant1 louse it up as well. 

0 And linall! tl~cre is the issue ol'cl~cmical \ \  e a p o ~ ~ s  at An~~is ton 
Arm! Ilcpot \111lcl1 \I 111 a t  somet~me. some 11o\\. be dcstrcn ecl I t  
might be cc~mli~rting to hrno\\ that the c~pertise. medical ibcil ~tics. 
react1011 1i)rcc. etc. arc lust do\\ 11 the road .at 1:ort McClcllai? and not 
In MISSOLI~I 

'l'hrtl~h: !.c)u t t~r  !!our attention. and ma! this process go \ \ell  \ \  it11 
as little tun11oil to our great i~ation and its citizens as possible. 



US ARMY CHEMICAL & MILITARY POLICE CENTERS & FORT McCLELLAN 
FORT McCLELLAN, ALABAMA 36205-5000 

TELECOPY COVER LETTER 

SENDINC PAX # 205-848-5278 COMM 
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PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING TO: 

TPc H o ~ o r a b l e  A l a n  J .  Dixon ,  Chairman NAME- - - - - - - -- - - - 
Defeir,e Basi. Closure and Real  ignment Cornmi s s  i o n  

F33r4: - - Mar . - tba  - - A .  ' + !a ld r ip ,  U+ i  I i t y  Sales  C C f  - i c e r  
. -. - - -- - - 
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CQXb{Eli';S P e p l y  to  a " L e t t e r  t o  I he E d i t o r  o f  t h e  A n n i s t o n  S t a r "  
-- -- -. - - -- - - - .  

by Gerald dowel I ,  Ca l hour! County Chamber o f  Comrnerr.~?, Arr i is+=r>.  
- - - - -- - - 

i f  you r i & v e  rio; reccivea ail paacs lnolcatec a s o v e  or i f  t n e  

coplcs 3re unreadable, p l e a s e  call t h e  following persons 

NAME - . - .- - -- - - -- . - - - 



';'he i l o n o r n b l e  i \ i a n  . I .  D j x o n ,  Chairman 
Defense R i s e  t:i o s l l r c  a n d  1:ta l i n m e n :  Cornmi s s i o n  
170C1 Nor th  Moore S t r e c t . ,  S u i t e  1 4 2 5  
;\r i i n c i . o n ,  V A  2220!-) 

n - 1 :  C l o s u r e  o f  F o r t  M c C l c l l a n ,  AT,. 

i know yoli ai-I? we:: a w a r e  of' a l l  o f  t h e  r e a s o n s  t h a t .  o u r  Congrcss inen ,  
S e n a t o r s .  Sta- :e ,  : ; n ~ ~ n t - y  i ~ n d  C i t y  O f f i c i a l s  h a v e  g i v c n  t o  k e e p  Por t .  
) lcr ' . ir : i ;an open  anri o f f  t . h c  [ \asti  C losurc !  I,ist.. I c o n c u r  wit .h r r l j  t.he 
r e a s o n s  g j v e n  and i t  would h c  r e d u n d a n t  oF me t o  l i s t  them now. 

1 ;im cmp:oyea a t  F o r t  NcClc l  I an  i n  t.he R e s o u r c e  M a n a g ~ n ~ e r ~ i  Off  i c e  of 
t h e  i i i  rsctorn i.c o f  E n g i n e e r i n g  a n d  I lousinl :  a s  t h e  [ I t i l i  t y  S a l c s  O f f i c e r  

7 would i i k e  Po p o i n t  o11i some p l u s e s  t h a t .  I t h i n k  t h e  Commission s h o u l d  
Iook a t  f o r  c o s t  s a v i n g s  a n d  t h e  f u t u i - c  s e c r i r i t y  o f  o u r  c o u n t . r y .  

. . we ? r e  l o c a t ~ l i  i n  a v e r y  s t r i i t e g i c  p i a c e .  The c l i m a t e  i s  c o n d u c i v e  t o  
e x c e l l a n t  t r a i n i n g .  T h a t  i s ,  no t i m e  l o s t  t o  i n c l e m e n t  w e a t h e r  ( , ?xcep t .  
t h e  1993 h i  i  xzarci o f  t.he citn1:ury. ) Our n a t u r a l  r e s o u r c e s  a r e  p l e n t . i f u :  
which  make i j t i  i i tj; c o s t  , lower .  Thc c:ost o f  1 i v i n g  f o r  ol i r  a r e a  j s  lower  
t h a n  j ~ i - g e r  cities rind n o u s i n z  i s  c h e a p e r  and a v a i l a b l e .  

We a r c  i o c a c c d  j u s t .  o f f  a n  I n t e r s t a t e  I i j g h w a y  herween  two m a j o r  c i t i e s  
w i r h  T n r e r n o t i n n l  A : r p o r t s  w i t h i n  a n  h o u r ' s  t ir ivt:  t o  Il irmir~gtiam anr i  a n  h o u r  
anri o n p ~ h a i f  d r i v e  t.o A t l a n t a .  T h e s c  c i t i e s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  c i t y  o f  
; \nr i is ton,  h a v e  ml~ch t o  cli 'fer :.he fami  i y  ! i f e .  'rhc Army d o e s  s t r e s s  t h e  
imporcnncc o f  t h e  m i i i : . a r y  f a m i l y  and s t r i v e s  to make e v e r y t h i n g  3 v a i i ; i b l c  
f o r  :he i 7 r:ociior.t and  g r o w t h .  Wc a r e  t h r e e  h o u r s  d r i v e  f ronl ; .he:  NZSA (:entt:r 
and  M ~ ~ s e i ~ m  i ~ ! :  l i u n t s v i  1 l e ,  f o u r  h o u r s  f rom t h c  Smokey M o u n t a j n s  a n ?  f o l ~ r  h o u r s  
.. T ,  .. om chti br.!ach w i t h  t h e  w h i t e s ? :  stind i n  t h c  Unj t .ed S t . a t . e s .  

ide n a v e  t h e  s t a t e ' s  t h j r d  l a r g e s t  u n i v e r s j t y  j u s t .  f i v e  miles from t h e  F o r t ' s  
i r a t e .  . Jacksonv i  l l e  S t s t e  i : r i j v e r s i t y  is  and h a s  b e e n  a g r e a t  s o u r c e  o f  
.> 

c o n t i n u i n g  e d i i c a t j o n  f o r  m i l i t a r y  p e o p l e .  Thc P o l i c e  Academy l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  
: ; n i v c r s i r y  c o m p l i m e n t s  t h e  M i l i t a r y  F o i i c e  T r a i n i n g  C e n t e r ,  For t .  Y c C l e l l n n ,  
where  n d e g r e e  c a n  be  o b t a i n e d .  

!n ai;,rii.i:ion T O  thc? Chemical S c h o o l  b e i n g  o n e  o f  a k j n d ,  t h e  i)epar.tment. of' 
D e f e n s e  P o l y g r a p h  l n s t i t l ~ t e  w h i c h  h a s  j u s t  moved i n t o  new f a c i l i t i e s  i s  
a i s o  tht:  o n i i  i r n i n i n g  cenr.ci. f o r  P o l y g r a p h .  

T h c r c  i s  ampie  room f o r  Por t .  NcClel  Ian  t;o expand  i ~ i  ot .her  a r e a s  of  t r a i n i n g .  
iinri n'nsorci sc:mct o f  t h e  ot:ii(:r. c l o s u r e s  



'l'he l ionorab ie  A l a n  . I .  n i x o n ,  Chejrman 
i:efensa Ilase? ii:; osur r :  ancl Reai ignment .  (:ommission 
Fage 2 

Xy m a i n  concci-n i s  f o r  t.he c o n t i n u i t y  of  chemjca l  t r a i n i n g  f o r  t.hc s e c u r i t y  
o f  o11r c o u n t r y  s i n c e  t e r r j o r i s m  seems t o  he t h e  war w e  must f i gh t .  whet.ner 
i t  b r  w i t h  c h e m i c a i s  o f  cxplosivcs. 

whzii. i t  n 1 1 h t )  i i s  down t o  j s the  much ~ ~ s e c i  c 1 j c h c ,  " i f  j t an  ' t broke, don ' t 
f i s  i t . "  S i n c e  thc best f n c i i i t y  i s  a l r ~ a d y  a v a i l a b l e  a n d  work ing  w e l l ,  
d o n '  ; w a s t e  t . 3 ~  d o t l a r s  on a n o t h e r  one. 

S i n c r r e i  y .  

G I 1 2  Sundown Fass 
Anni s t o n ,  ,I;, 36206  - 1  2i;n 



Dr. Charles E. Kirkwood 
6 14 Gate 5 Road 
Alexandria, AL 36250 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Subject: Military Mission Degradation Following the Move of the U.S. Army Chemical School 
from Fort McClellan in 1973 

Sir, 

There has been much discussion concerning the issue -- Would the milii:aryfs Nuclear, Biological 
and Chemical (NBC) defense and smoke/obscuration mission be jeopardized by moving the 
Chemical School fiom Fort McClellan to Fort Leonard Wood? In this 1t:tter I present some of 
my observations of the results which followed the move of the Chemical School from Fort 
McClellan, AL, to Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD, in 1973 and some cc~nsiderations concerning 
the upcoming decision. 

As an Army Chemical Officer who attended Basic Officer Chemical training at Fort McClellan 
in 1971 and Advanced Officer Chemical training at Aberdeen Proving (hound in 1977, I can 
certifi fiom personal observation and experience that the quality of education substantially 
changed for the worse after the move. The quality was not only degraded during the move but 
also for years following the move. The mission of the U.S. Army to provide NBC defense for its 
soldiers was jeopardized throughout the 1970s. 

Some may attempt to show that similar numbers of students attended school during the years 
preceding the move, during the move and after the move ("there was no break in training"), but 
one would be wrong to conclude from this number drill that there was not significant 
degradation in the quality of training. 

In 1971, the classes used recently prepared view graphs with updated infomation on clear fresh 
acetate. In 1977 when I attended the "advanced" training, the exact same physical view graphs 
were used for the NBC and smoke specific technical classes . The acetate had significantly 
yellowed and in some cases actually cracked. The information in the C ~ ~ L S S ~ S  had not been 
updated since it had been previously prepared at Fort McClellan before I he move. 



In 1971, the training I received involved direct hands on experience with actual chemical agents. 
In 1977, no chemical agents were used in my training. This was equivalent to attempting to 
teach University level chemistry without the use of any laboratories or chemicals for the 
professors or students. The Chemical Defense Training Facility which provides the opportunity 
to gain experience with actual chemical agents is absolutely essential. 

In 1971, we planned and executed meaningfbl fog oil large area smoke training involving the 
crossing of a body of water. In 1977, we at most used a smoke grenade There was no 
experience of practical value gained in the smoke arena due to the environmental restrictions 
present in Maryland. Later I understand that limited large area smoke training was conducted at 
Indiantown Gap, PA, involving expenses in dollars and time for travel c~f students from MD to 
PA. I did not receive the benefit of any outdoor smoke training exercisc:~ during my "advanced" 
course at Aberdeen Proving Ground in 1977. The more stringent the environmental restrictions, 
the more the smoke mission is degraded. This was clearly shown during the time frame in which 
the school was located in Maryland. For the future, we need to take the course of action which 
provides our soldiers the opportunity to learn to employ both fog oil visible spectrum and 
graphite infrared spectrum obscuration to survive in future conflicts. 

Students trained in the technical NBC subjects in 1971 will always remcmber the depth of 
knowledge gained from years of experience from instructors such as MI-. Mitch Modrall. His 
lectures and ability to provide practical answers to questions were invaluable. After the move, in 
1977 many classes were conducted by inexperienced lieutenants who themselves had just 
finished a class conducted by another very junior officer. These instructors had no experience 
actually doing what they were "teaching" -- lessons were listening to role reading of seriously 
outdated lesson plans -- pure book learning from outdated books. The clepth of knowledge in the 
instructor cadre was much less than before the move. From recollection, I believe that of the 
civilians who provide depth of techcal  knowledge and continuity from the Fort McClellan 
Chemical School which were offered positions to move to Aberdeen, only ten accepted the new 
positions. Of those moving to Aberdeen, approximately half were clerical and half were 
technical subject matter experts. The scientific/technical knowledge core of the Chemical 
School and U.S. Army Chemical Corps was dealt a crippling blow in the 1973 move. 

In 1971, the Army Manuals used to support training were obtained, maintained and issued by 
personnel familiar with the subject matter and who cared about NBC defense. To the best of my 
observation, all manuals used in instruction in 1971 were current up-to-date manuals. This was 
not the case after the move. As a specific example, the Technical Mantra1 used to support the 
key subject of Protective Mask training in 1977 was the manual published by Army Materiel 
Command before the move of the Chemical School. A student pointed out to the instructor that 
a new manual had been published by the Army in the intervening years since the move from Fort 
McClellan. The young lieutenant instructor's response was that they must teach from the lesson 
plan. No changes were made to use the new manual in the classes. 

In 1971, the Chemical School had two very specialized top notch reference libraries -- one 
classified and one unclassified. The librarians were experienced in locating requested 
information in the subject matter areas. In 1977, this resource did not exist as far as availability 



to students was concerned. Many one of a kind documents were destroyed because the receiving 
organization at Aberdeen Proving Ground decided they were not imponant and had no place to 
store them. The Army is still rebuilding this resource. This resource is vital to the chemical 
defense mission. 

The facilities provided for my training in 1971 were the best. At Aberdeen the training was 
conducted in the worst of hand-me-down buildings not wanted by the other organizations on the 
installation, The "fact" that adequate facilities were determined by son- e to be available did not 
mean that these were used for NBC training after the move. 

The Chemical Defense readiness posture throughout the Army during the 1970s following the 
move of the school was the lowest I ever observed. The Chemical Protective clothing stocks in 
Europe rotted in place. When I reported as a Chemical Officer to Gerrrlany in 1974, most of the 
nuclear radiac meters I observed were ruined from corrosion from improper storage with old 
batteries being left in the equipment. There were no serviceable specialized batteries available 
for the few remaining working radiac meters. There were no serviceable mask filters within my 
battalion (85th Maintenance Battalion in Hanau Germany). The chemical detection supplies and 
equipment in my company had been stored on the floor in a basement which frequently flooded. 
There was no working chemical detection capability in my battalion. As a Chemical Officer, I 
was assigned into nonchemical jobs in Quartermaster Officer and Ordnance Officer positions 
during the mid 1970s. The deplorable status of NBC defense readiness during the 1970s is well 
documented in official reports. The revitalization studies conducted in the 1977 - 1978 time 
fiame found NBC training to be unsatisfactory and further determined that live agent training 
was essential to the NBC defense mission. 

The Chemical School performs many significant missions in addition tct training. One of the 
additional missions is to develop the specifications in the requirements which future military 
equipment must meet. In past years the research, development and pro<:urement progam 
oriented toward meeting these requirements has been funded between 500 million and a billion 
dollars per year. If degradation in organizational capability of the Chemical School yields 
requirements developed without solid basis, this can result in wasteful expenditures significantly 
in excess of some of the current estimates of cost savings. 

Doctrinal progress was put on hold during the time in which the school was in Maryland. To the 
best of my recollection, only two manuals were updated and published at Aberdeen -- Field 
Manual 2 1-40 and a Training Circular on Chemical Alarms. I believe all other doctrinal manuals 
which were in draft form prior to the move to Maryland, returned in draft form in January 1980 
to be updated at Fort McClellan. 

Within 100 miles of Fort McClellan, there are many (approximately thirteen) Chemical Reserve 
Units. The interaction between these reserve units and the Chemical School is mutually 
beneficial. The training facilities at the Chemical School are frequently used by these reserve 
units. Several civilian employees of the Chemical School have been members of these reserve 
units. Right now the 3 18th Chemical Company from Birmingham AL i!; training at Fort 
McClellan. The nation's future Biological Defense capability depends cn the availability of 



trained Chemical soldiers from these reserve units. The majority of the biological detection 
mission (three companies minus one platoon) is scheduled to be provid1:d by the reserve 
components. The 3 10th Chemical Company in Alabama will have the nitial reserve unit 
biological agent detection mission. To the best of my knowledge, the details of how to provide 
the nation this biological defense capability if the Chemical School is moved from Fort 
McClellan have not been worked out. There are no Chemical reserve units withn two hundred 
miles of Fort Leonard Wood. The biological detection units must be located in reasonably close 
proximity to the biological training facility (currently at the Chemical School) both for initial 
and sustainrnent training. The number of personnel in the U.S. with knowledge and experience 
in the operational aspects of the biological warfare field is limited -- this factor could play a 
major role in the future if not carefully managed. It would appear that if the Chemical School is 
moved to Fort Leonard Wood, this house of cards could fall apart and that any appror~ch to 
putting it back together would involve a delay of several years and considerable additional 
personnel resources and expense. 

Moving from a known to an unknown involves substantial risk. I hope in voting, the 
commission decides the right thing to do is not to take the risk of repeating the sad chapter in 
history which followed moving the Chemical School from Fort McClellan only twenty-two years 
ago. History does not have to repeat itself if we learn from it. 

I certifjr that the foregoing statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. 

For additional information on any of the above, I can be reached at home in the evenings during 
the week and at any time on the weekends at (205) 820-6032. I can also be contacted by E-Mail 
at cekirkwo@aol.com. 

Dr. Charles E. Kirkwood 







162 1 Fairway Dr. SP? 
Jacksonville, AL 36265 
13 June, 1995 

Chairman 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Sir; 

The purpose of this letter is to express my grave concern about the possil~le closing of the U.S. 
Army Chemical School at Ft. McClellan, Alabama. 

I was very pleased to hear that the decision had been made to conduct close door sessions 
toward investigating the impact on national security of closing the post. I alpplaud your efforts in 
this approach. I urge you and your commission to enter this endeavor with a very critical and 
detailed approach, insuring that you do get the correct information. I have watched very closely 
the proceedings and to this point, have been very disappointed that the entire process appears to 
be motivated by politics rather than good logic and reasoning. I am taking I he time to write as 
both a concerned citizen and as a member of the local community surrounding Ft. McClellan. 

I am at a total loss to understand how we, the taxpaying people of this country can build such 
an excellent post such as Ft. McClellan and its many excellent Chemical training facilities, get 
them fully operational and functional, and then see a recommendation proposed to dismantle such 
a training capability. All of these decisions are being addressed in the face of a Chemical threat 
that is more formidable than ever before in the history of our country. To wit, the series of 
incidents in Japan, the on-going events in the Middle East, and the myriad of other regions that 
have and are willing to employ the "Poor Man's Bomb". 

We, here at Ft. McClellan and the surrounding communities have the expertise, and the 
willingness to accept and deal with the presence of chemicals in our cornrnu!nity. Likewise, we are 
totally willing to continue this scenario, as opposed to other installations where the citizenry is 
already opposing the training where chemicals are used. Therefore, this acceptance and training 
of chemical defense can continue here totally uninterrupted and at NO ADlDITIONAL 
EXPENSE, compared to the vast rnilliions necessary to build the required training facilities at 
another installation, execute the move , and experience delays of several ye:ars before the same 
(highly questionable) state of training can be attained that currently exists.. So, as a concerned 
taxpayer, where in the name of logic is the savings? Likewise, what are we really gaining by 
entertaining the idea of a move except to satisfjr the ego and political motives of select groups of 
individuals. As a senior citizen with many years of experience behind me, I am of the opinion that 
if such a move is conducted, our chemical defense training will suffer to the point that we will not 
recover and can become extremely vulnerable to unprecedented acts of terrorism . 



Mr. Chairman, I sincerely urge you and your committee to disapprove the recommendation 
of closing a critical ,functional Chemical Training Facility at a time when 1:he Chemical threat is 
more serious than any time previously. I also urge you to look very carefblly at military value 
and taxpayer investment against proposed further expenditures, and conclude that it is ,  indeed , in 
the best interest of the country and its taxpayers to maintain an excellent Chemical Training 
Facility in its current configuration at its current Ft. McClellap location. 



P. 0 .  BOX 344 

ANNISTON, ALABAMA 36202 

13 June 1995 

Honorable Allen J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Honorable Allen J. Dixon: 

The purpose of this letter is to not only show pride in our community's support 
of our defense system but to strengthen its commitment to our common military 
cause. 

From a consolidation view, w&th concomitant savings, members of your commission 
are extremely astute in management and also share our concerns as well as those 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

As others have noted, many problems are to be solved, not created. Accordingly, 
some suggestions follows: 

1. Investments in current training facilities at Ft. McClellan 
have not reached a break-even point. 

2. The entire training capability, even with the number of 
friendly and sister service students, is not utilized. 

3. The Fort's proximity to a crossroads of the Interstate 
system (designed originally, and sold to the public, 
to support troop movement for the country's defense) 
should be considered. 

4. This community and those within its sphere of influenace, 
have accepted and been to the front in setting a standard 
of acceptance for all personnel supporting the military 
mission with below average incidents reflecting adversely 
on discipline of all citizens. 

5. We cannot accept the premise that one military mission 
should be weakened at the expense of another. 



6. We do not believe the tactical or strategic mission of the 
Fort is maximized. Rather, community acceptance, climate 
for training time, cost of living, personal relationships, 
proximity to transportation hubs dictate that its mission 
be expanded, not transferred. 

7. Cultural activities, along with top level educational 
facilities offering degrees to the doctoral level are 
within a few miles of all assigned personnel. 

8. Recreational capabilities are unmatched. 

9. Relocating military facilities, currently landlocked on 
valuable real estate within large metropolitan areas, 
would offer greater savings in personnel and operational 
costs. 

10. Anniston's airport is capable of handling C-5 tactical 
aircraft. Special "Scout" teams capable of detecting 
chemical weapons could be formed and on alert to support 
Bur country's military effort. Time of stopovers at 
Atlanta, Birmingham or Anniston airports to pick up 
these specialty teams would create little delay in 
support of a tactical mission. 

11. With the abundance of terrorists, dictatorial leaders, 
associated with the "explosion" of knowledge in designing 
from the simplest materials, devastating vehicles which 
upset or destroy peace our vigilance is required. 

12. While maintaining the Fort to support a rapidly expan,ding 
influx of military retirees is moot, the Army continues 
to advertise in its recruitment efforts "guarantees" which 
include health care. It appears these "guarantees" could 
be met by enhancing the mission of the Fort versus th'o 
virtual elimination of supporting services currently 
common to its mission. 

We have faith that you will consider not only enlarging the Fort's 
current mission and enlarging its tactical and strategic commitment to 
strengthen our defense posture but to provide technical assistance to 
our allies, both weak and strong. 

Res ec fully %W-,- 
b' President 



Docuillellt Separator 



Henry S. Polek 
P.O. ,jox 257 
Ohatcl~ee, Alabama 

36271 

Defense Base Closure Commission 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

June 10, 1995 

Chairman: 

You are about to make decisions that will <3ffect t-housands 
of lives. I've sat back until now and have liste3necl to all the 
arguments both for and against the closure of Fort McClellan, 
Alabama and f e ~ l  compelled to write to you at this late date. T. 
hope you have yet to make your decision. 

I have the unique perspective of having secved on n.Jmerous 
Army staffs while still on active duty. I am now retired. Its 
clear to me why Fort McClellan was three times recommended by the 
Department of the Army for closure. Its part of the Planning 
Horizon, Army 2000; or some such terminology wh.ich is now in 
vogue at the Defense Department. The Chief of Aymy 0pera.tions 
made a decision five or more years ago. This stelf£ officer drives 
the recornmendati.oris for the elected and appointt2d officials over 
him. Regardless of the circumstances, logic or -:otal impact; its 
up to everyone to ensure this decision is carried out. Tne 
previous two base closure commissions were incoi~veriiences to this 
plan; after all you are only civilians without :he benefit of 
military thought processes. 

Fiscally speaking, its a losing propositioil to close Fort 
McClellan. Replication of the Chemical Faci1itif.s now in place 
will cost several times more in today's dollars. The long term 
savings calculated in Present Value terminology is more than 
offset by the initial outlays of Today's Value c:apital necessary 
to make the move. Furthermore, i~~stallations suci i  as Fort 
McClellan are a bargain in lower cost of living segments of the 
nation. Contracts are let wit-h fewer dollars and the costs of 
supplies localiy procured are Lower. 

Logistically, its a still more grave mista.te to close Fort 
McClellan. The obvious roles p.Layed by the insti~llation are 
schools for soldiers of a11 the military servicc-?~ and a 
contingency for any disaster that may occur on ~2rini.ston Army 
Depot which is soon to beyin construction on a <:hemica1 
incinerator. The Fort is also a Reserve Mohil.iz;ition site where 
in times of national emergency, soldiers of the Army Reserve are 
gathered and prepared for integration into the <ic:ti.ve duty force. 
These could number in the thousands and must be medically 
screened, briefed of their mission, receive spec:ial. training and 
clothing; and a host of other functions. This w<is 1.ast exercised 
during the Persian Gulf War. Fort McClellan is ~~entrally located 
in the South, and has access to transportation ~rital to success 



of an emergency mission. Few other installatiorlv can boast accevv 
to rail, land and international air transport. The installation 
also has the capacity to assist in national disasters due to its 
location. 

Environmentally, it appalls me that the Defense Department 
secretly connived with Missouri State officials to obtain 
building permits which lack the depth to where the impact will be 
levied from the Smoke and Chemical training as now employed in 
Alabama. It would be wise to contain any ei~vironmental hazard 
rather than spread it around the count-ry. Damage to the air, land 
and water here in Alabama has yet to be fully d2termined. Without 
any thought to the citizens and wildlife, now the Department of 
Defense wants, without any just cause, to move this hazard and 
again pollute in another location. Fort McClell3n itself has many 
areas that will require years and millions of t3xpayer dollars to 
clean. 

The local community will be unable to benefit from the 
majority of the land, even if given it outright. There are no 
business and industry applications for the fdciLities nod on the 
Fort. Success stories of air bases that close ahd their airstrips 
and hangars immediately occupied by civilian enlerprises will not 
happen at Fort McClellan. The only facility wit11 immediate 
cc~mparable value is the golf course. 

There is no cost savings to the American pl~blic from the 
closure of Fort McClellan, but the opposite. Thc? Defense 
Department is riot interested in cost savings. Tile military value 
of the installation to both the Armed Forces anti our nat-ion in 
general have been cited. The only real urgency n closing the 
Fort is that due to the actions of past Base Closure Commissions, 
the plan as viewed by the Depa~tment of the Armlr is not rneeting 
the already predetermined milestones for the move. 

On a more personal note, tzhousands of retil-ees such as 
myself support the installation and generate morlies for Lts 
general fund through our contributions, volunteer time and use 
of the facilities. These were guaranteed to us r~nd we made 
conscious decisions on retiring nearby. Few of us will be able to 
move to another location t.o again be near military facilities. 
The civilian community who depend on the Fort are putting on a 
good face in the eventuality ofr closure but offjcials in the city 
realize there will be little economic recovery .in that event. The 
diversity of small business in the surrounding crea is due in 
large part to the mission requirements of the Fcirt. A poor 
southern town cannot afford this kind of capricious action by the 
government. 

My intention in writing this memo is to ask that you 
carefully consider the people of 0111- Nation when makjng your 
decisions. Our taxpayer dollars should not be wasted at the whim 
of the Army Gelieral Staff. Our lands should not be any more 
polluted for merely the sake of a wrltten plan. E'uture 



contingencies should not be overlooked as though they will never 
happen. 

I urge you to remove Fort McClellan from the Base Closure 
List. Instead, I recommend you to consider inst3llations such as 
Fort McPherson which are in high cost areas as possible new 
missions for Fort McClellan. Their move would h2ve negligible 
impact on the civilian community and would involve the relocation 
of few soldiers and facilities. 

Thank you for this hearing. 



of the UNITED STATES 

* * *  

June 2, 1995 

Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

ALABAMA DEPARTMENT 

The closing of military bases is a subject of great interest and concern to all citizens, 
particularly those who serve in uniform. The military reserve cornmunit y shares these concerns. 

The Reserve Officers Association - Alabama Department, representing a total membership 
of about 2100 officers of all branches of the military, held its annual convention on 22 April 95 
in Huntsville, Alabama. Attached is a copy of the Resolution unanimously adopted by the 
Alabama Department regarding the proposed closure of Ft. McClellan. 

While many closures might be deemed painful, and perhaps even signal a diminished 
military capability, the present threat to Ft. McClellan and its chemical training program was 
viewed with alarm. The proposed closure shift of function to Ft. Leonard Wood, Missouri, 
will leave this country with a gap in its ability to provide chemical warfare training. We can not 
afford this at any cost. Furthermore, the Army's cost analysis is inadequate and will not produce 
the savings anticipated. 

Ft. McClellan has become a symbol of American chemical defense capability. Its 
reputation has been earned. Its contribution to national security is significant. The closing of 
Ft. McClellan and the shifting of chemical defense can only be disruptive and will unavoidably 
threaten the existence of an efficient chemical defense program. Ft. IulcClellan is a national 
security concern. 

Our Resolution urges the Commission to remove Ft. McClellan from the 
realignment/closure list and to preserve its excellent chemical defense training program. The only 



Mr. Alan Dixon, Chairman 
page 2 
June 2, 1995 

alternative is to insure an effective program in place and in operation prior to any disruptive 
influences, not now possible with proposed move. We trust you and your Commission will view 
the proposed movement with utmost skepticism. 

Very Truly Yours 

President, Reserve Officers Association 
Alabama Department 

cc: Sen. Howell Heflin 
Sen. Richard Shelby 
Sen. Sam Nunn 
Sen. Robert Dole 
Rep. Newt Ginrich 
Rep. Spencer Backus 
Rep. Tom Bevill 
Rep. Glen Browder 
Rep. Sonny Callahan 
Rep. Bud Crarner 
Rep. Terry Everett 
Rep. Earl Hilliard 
MG Josue Robles, Jr., USA, Ret. 
Gen. James B. Davis, USAF, Ret. 
RADM Ben Montoya, USN, Ret. 
Ms. Wendi Steele 
Ms. Rebecca Cox 
Mr. A1 Cornelia 
Mr. S. Lee Kling / 

Donald C. Brown, President 
4 12 North Hull Street 
Montgomery, AL 36104 



Spokesman: ' 

Locator : 
Resolution No.' 95- 

Subject Category 

RESOLUTION 
TO - 

PRESERVE CHEMICAL DEFENSE PREPAREDNEEZ . . 

WHEREAS, the Department of Defense has twice proposed the 
closure of Ft. McClellan, Alabama, the only site worldwide where , 

troops can receive training with live chemical agents; and 

WHEREAS, the Base Realignment & Closure Commission (BRAC) has 
twice removed Ft. McClellan from the closure 1:ist due to its 
importance to national defense; and 

- .  . 
WHEREAS, in March, 1995, the Department of Defense again 

announced its intent to close Ft. McClellan although no change has 
occurred to assure high quality, uninterrupted training for U.S. 
Military personnel in the detection of and defense against chemical 
agents; and. 

WHEREAS, proliferation of chemical warfare capabilities 
continues unabated throughout the world, particularly in and among 
third world countries; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE. IT RESOLVED, that the Reserve Officers 
Association of the United States, chartered by Congress, urge the 
Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) to remove Ft. 
McClellan from the proposed closure list, or to otherwise require 
from the Department of Defense the highest level of proof that 
military preparedness in chemical detection/defense will not be 
interrupted or diminished by such a closure. 

Adopted by: 
Date: 

Attest: 

Alabama Department 
April 22, 1995 

Secretary '4 . 



Chairman Alan J. Dixon June 8, 1995 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

I am a retired US Army Major residing in Jacks~onville, AL. 

I want you to know that I am not in favor of cylosing Fort 
McClellan and moving six (6) training schools to oLher locations. 

1. U. S. Army Chemical School 
2. U.S. Army Military Police School 
3. Department of Defense Polygraph Institute 
4. U.S. Marine Corps Chemical/Military Yolice Training 
5. U.S. Air Force Chemical Preparedness Training 
6. U.S. Navy Chemical Training 

The reason that I do not support the closing 1.s three fold. 

First, the loss of expertise that results from a tlaaining school moving 
and the training staff NOT relocating. One only has to look at the 
number of civilian and military personnel that moved to Fort Leonard 
Wood, Missouri when the US Army Engineer School moved there or the 
number that moved to Fort McClellan when the US Arny Chemical School 
and US Army Military Police school relocated. 

Second, I have a personal investment in my home. The Army was 
instructed in 1993 NOT to place Fort McClellan on tphe 1995 list UNTIL 
it had the required permits to conduct training at Fort Leonard Wood. I 
made substantial investment in remodeling my home jn late 1994 when the 
Army had not requested the required permits. 

Thirdly, the total direct and indirect employment i~nd the effect on the 
loca l  economy that the closure would cause would devastate the area.  

Let me say again I am not in favor of moving PiNY training to a new 
location unless that training is already in place. The Army has stated 
that it intends to move Basic Training from Fort Leonard Woad to Fort 
Jackson where Basic Training is already taught. I have no problem with 
consolidating like training. 

The Department of the Army's failure to recommend the closure of 
ANY maneuver installations while the force strength has been reduced is 
hard to understand. The Army's statement that all the maneuver bases 
are required in case all the forces returned to COIIUS. After twenty 
years of Military service I can NOT envision troops not being deployed 
in Europe, Korea, and wherever the political leaders want to display US 
military power. 



Why has the Department of the Army NOT recommended the 
consolidation of US Army Forces Command (FORSCOM) Fort Monroe, 
Va., and the US Army Training Command (TRADOC) Fort MacPherson, 
Ga., at one location and the closure of the excess installation? 

In keeping with the Joint Service Cross Trainrng Program why 
has the US Air Force Law Enforcement Training Centc!r, Lackland Air 
Force Base, Tx not been relocated to Fort McClellar~ with the US Army 
and US Marine Corps Military Police. Fort McClellzcn has the range 
facilities required by the Air Force where Lackland Air Force Base 
has to use some sub-caliber devices to conduct weapons training. 

Since 1993 the Department of the Army has invested millions of 
dollars in new construction (Decontamination Apparatus Training 
Facility and the Pelumn Range Chemical Training Conlplex) at Fort 
McClellan. 

Since 1993 the US Air Force Disaster Preparedness School, the 
US Navy Chemical Training School, and the U.S. Marine Corps Chemical 
and Law Enforcement training in keeping with the Jc-int Service Cross 
Training Program have relocated to Fort McClellan. 

I sent the inclosed letter to Major General Ba.llard, Commanding 
General Fort Leonard Wood on June 7. 1995. 



ZY, April 26,1995 Serving Our Patrons On Ft. Leonard Wood 14 pages 

Attempts To Seperate Chemical School Fact And Fiction 
By Ray Campbell 
The Constitution 

Myths vs. facts Was the topic 
on Fort Leonard Wood Thurs- 
day. 

MC Joe N. Ballard told a gath- 
ering of about 200 people a t  Lin- 
coln Hall that for every myth cir- 
culating around the Fort 
Leonard Wood area, there is a 
fact to refute it. 

Ballard was speaking a t  a 
'Town Hall meeting. attended by 
post residents and interested 
civilians, about the proposed 
move of the MP and Chemical 
schools to the base from Fort 
McClellan. Ala. 

It was broadcast live on cable 
channel 59, the military post's 
information channel. and was 
also taped by Waynesville High 
School's Channel 12 to be 
sh9v.z !a!er. 

Ballard, using a slide projec- 
tor, showed those in attendance 
and viewers at  home, several of 
what he termed as myths con- 
cerning the proposed move. 

Ballard said a recent survey 
5howed only 33 percent of M h -  
sourians favored the move of the 
c.hcmica1 school to the area. He 
salcl (he phone poll was made to 
.~t)out 500 residents of the Way- 
nesville. St. Robert and Rolla 
area. He said the questions were 

worded in a manner designed to 
get negative responses. 

Ballard said the poll could be 
worded to get certain results 
wa~lted by those asking the 
qflestions. 

He said if you asked someone 
if they wanted people running 
around spraying deadly chemi- 
cals, they would say "no, they 
didn't." 

Ballard said the chemicals 
used in training a t  the school 
would be used in a highly con- 
trolled environment, the same a s  
they are being controlled in Al- 
abama at present. 

"But, if it's safe in Alabama." 
Ballard said. 'Then it's safe in 
Missouri." 

He said there has  never been a 
major accident a t  Fort McClellan 
and he saw no reason tn think 
there would ever be an  accident 
here a t  Fort Leonard Wood. 

Ballard said moving the mili- 
tary police school. chemical 
school and the Chemical De- 
fense Training Fac~lity n i ~ d e  
sense. He said some oC the rn i s- 
sions of the three w o ~  I It1 be ~nter-  
twined in times of war. 'rrnlnlr~g 
in a common atmospl~crc 111nlic-s 
sense, flnanclally ant1 ~ i i l l ~ l n r  ~ lv .  
he said. 

Ballard said the move wor~ltl 

bring an average of 3,938 stu- 
dents per day to Fort Leonarcl 
Wood. There would also be 1. - 
610 permanent party assigned 
to the schools and an  increase of 
432 civilian employees, bringing 
the total to 5,980 new people as- 
signed to the fort. 

The meeting was opened to 
questions from the floor and by 
phone. When asked if the Army 
plans to build additional hous- 
ing for the influx of new people, 
Ballard said- 

?I doubt if we can ho~ise more 
than 10 piTrent of those," Bal- 
lard said. "And that means good 
news for the communities 
around here. I thlpk the move 
will have a major impart on the 
surrounding areas." 

Ballard said the Army has 
done a survey of the areas b7ithin 
a SO iiiiit-radiii~ of TGI t Leoiiaril 
Wood and it was fount1 there 
would be suficient and afford- 
able housing available nearby. 

He said the military ancl civil- 
ian population would further In- 
crease when the Interse17-ire 
'I'rnining Review Orgnniznl Ion 
(ITRO) came into full heink. He 
saitl local communities recog- 
rii~ed thc impact Fort I,eon;~lti 
Woocl I~rings to the area. 

"l'hcy'vc been very suppol-1- 
ive,"saicl Ballard. 

Ballard fielded questions 
about leash laws, the law gov- 
erning boats parked outside post 
residences and explainecl to 
Captain Janet Chapman thr 
closing of the swimming pool in 
Sturgis Heights. 

Ballard said the post deter- 
mined it could only support 
three swimming pools ancl the 
Sturgis Heights pool was the 
least used pool. It was closed by 
a process of elimination. 

Chapman said she hncl hvartl 
a rumor that the pool could be 
re-opened if a t  least 100 area 
residents signed up to use it. 
Ballard said he  would take the 
matter under consideration but 
said he didn't think the pool 
would be re-opened. He CK- 
plained that a season pass was 
>.. J guuu ai aKj uf the s w i r i ~ i ~ i i i ~ g  
pools on post. 

The gathering heard brief up- 
dates concerning Commissary 
privileges from Denise Comes, 
Director of Public Affairs for the 
Defense Commissary Qency's 
Central Region. Recreational ac- 
tivities were explained by Jim 
Fig& Sports and Fitness Direr- 
(or of Fort Leonard Wood. Hospl- 
tal services and duties were cle- 
tailed by Col. Kenneth Steinweg. 
llospital Commander. 

. G :  A v r n v  Rm/n kes Vdnr Awa rrls In Friendlv Fire Incident 



Public Affairs Office 
Fort Leonard Wood & U.S. Army Engineer Center 
Fort Leonard Wood, MO. 65473-5000 

June 7, 1995 

Letter to the Editor: 

Major General Joe N. Ballard it is with great incerest that I read the 
ESSAYONS, the Fort Leonard Wood Constitution, anti the Palaski Country 
Democrat that are mailed to Fort McClellan. 

ESSAYONS - "Let Us Try" is appropriate. 

I enjoyed the article "Fact or fancy" and 'BRAC 1.ssues dominate Town 
Hall Meeting here", ESSAYONS, April 27, 1995. 

I would state that the "Myths' as stated by yourself is also 
misinformation. I question what "rounds" other khan Post Headquarters 
that the 'Myths" are circulating. I question where the 'Myths' were 
generated. 

Miainformtion: "The Base Closure and Realignment Commission (BRAC) 
is recommending to relocate the Alabama chemical and military police 
schools to Fort Leonard Wood.' 

FACT: The Department of the Army made the recomnlendation to the 
Department of Defense. The BRAC Commission in bcth 1991 and 1993 
rejected the recommendation and in 1993 told the Department of Defense 
NOT to recommend Fort McClellan until all required permits were 
obtained. The BRAC has never recommended the relocation of the 
chemical and military police schools to Fort Leonard Wood. 

Mieinformation: "We must train as we fight, and we can do that' 
Ballard said, since the Engineer, Military Police and Chemical Schools 
share a common mission. All three develop and define doctrine, force 
structure, and material requirements to support joint and combined arms 
missions, he explained.' 

FACT: All branches of the Army have the responsibility to develop and 
define doctrine, force structure, and material requirements. Based on 
your statement the Department of the Army should move the Infantry, 
Armor, Aviation, Artillery, Military Intelligence, and Signal Schools, 
to name a few to Fort Leonard Wood. Military Police support for River 
Crossings as outlined in FM 19-1, Military Police Support for the Air 
Land Battle, 23 May 88, list MP responsibilities in support of only one 
Engineer mission. The Chemical Corps does not share mission 
responsibilities with the Military Police or Engineer Corps. Soldiers 
receiving basic MOS producing training with the exception of Common 
Tasks skills do not conduct multi-branch collective task training. 
With the different training schedules and class dates it would be 
impossible to have all Advanced Courses conduct multi-branch collective 
task training with two schools let alone three. 



Misinformation: 'If it is safe for Alabama, then it is safe for 
Missouri. 

FACT: Alabama accepted the hazard after knowing of the potential 
hazards. The fact that chemical training is conducted at Fort 
McClellan does not mean it is safe. The safety precautions taken and 
the skill level of the dedicated civilians and m~litary personnel 
providing chemical decontamination training is the reason chemical 
training is safe in Alabama. 

The loss of Fort McClellan would result in the loss of more than 
10,700 jobs or 17% of the areas work force. I wonder if Waynesville, 
St. Roberts, or Rolla could recover from the loss of 17% of its 
employment. 

Misinformation or Laak of Information: 

1. Is the Basic Training now conducted at Fort Lteonard Wood scheduled 
to move to Fort Jackson. 

2. If the BRAC Commission recommends as it did in 1991 and 1993 that 
Fort McClellan not be closed, WILL the Basic Training still move to 
Fort Jackson. 

3. When asked if the Army plans to build additional housing for the 
influx of new people, Ballard said no. I doubt if we can house more 
than 10 percent of those.' Ballard said the Army has done a survey 
of the area within a 50 mile radius of Fort Leonard and it was found 
there would be sufficient and affordable housing available nearby. 
Would you as a husband and father permit your wife and children to 
travel 50 miles each day to work or school in inclement weather? 
Fort McClellan's yearly snow fall can be measured in a table spoon. 

4. Now that Engineer soldiers are attending training at Mobile, 
Alabama, Basic Training moving to Fort Jackson, sufficient and 
affordable housing available within 10 miles of Fort McClellan and 
the savings to the U.S. tax payer, military member and transferring 
civilian employees for construction of housing for the 1828 personnel 
(2032 x 90%) and the estimated $258,000,000 cost to clone Fort McClellan 
to include the L25,000,000 plus cost to build a new Chemical Defense 
Training Facility how can you NOT recommend that the Engineer school 
move to Fort McClellan? 

ericlc C. berg 
Ja ksonville, AL 36265 P 
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Judy E . Reslington 
144 Coffee Lane 
Anniston, ILL 36201 

June 7 ,  1945 

B RAC 
1700 North Moore S t r e e t  
S u i t e  1425 
Ar l ing ton ,  VA 22209 

Sa lu t a t ions :  

I ' m  w r i t i n g  t h i s  l e t t e r  i n  hopes t h a t  maybe you cas t  your vote  t o  keep 
F o r t  McClellan, Alabama open. Fo r t  McClellan, Alabama has been my p lace  
of employment f o r  t h e  p a s t  20 years .  Of those 20 years ,  I have been a  s i n g l e  
pa ren t  f o r  t he  l a s t  11 years .  I have r a i sed  a  daughter and present ly  
r a i s i n g  my son who i s  12 yea r s  old.  We've experienced a  l o t  of rough times 
dur ing  these  11 yea r s  but  one th ing  I always f e l t  I could depend on was my 
job. I ' v e  devoted 20 years  of my l i f e  t o  the  government. I have awards 
of e x c e l l e n t  performance a s  a  government employee. Even under [:he added 
s t r e s s  of t he  t imes before  we were placed on the  c losure  l i s t  I always f e l t  
t h e  government would take ca re  of i t ' s  own. 

You a r e  among our l e a d e r s  t h a t  we look t o  f o r  secur-t Ycu a r e  our hope 
and reassurance  of tomorrow. You a r e  molding the  f u t u r e  of my family a s  we l l  
a s  my co-workers he re  a t  Fo r t  McClellan. There a r e  so many who w i l l  not  be ab l e  
t o  move and r e l o c a t e  t o  another  pos t .  I w i l l  not  be ab le  t o  even i f  I am o f fe red  
a  job a t  For t  LeonardWood. I am not  f i n a n c i a l l y  ab l e  t o  up and r e loca t e .  
I can not r e t i r e  (age wise o r  time wise) .  1 ' m  46 years  old and the only experience 
I have i s  s e c r e t a r i a l  work. Where do I go from he re?  

My f a m i l y ' s  f u t u r e  and my co-workers '~~futru~re depend on you. P lease  pray about 
t h i s  and make a  dec i s ion  t h a t  you know i n  your h e a r t s  i s  f o r  t he  bes t  f o r  
everyone. 



5 Jun 95 

Dear Commissioner, 

We are writing to express our concerns about the possible closure of Fort McClellan, AL. We 
have been a military family for over 23 years. This includes 22 years of ac:tive duty time and 10 
years Federal employment for my spouse. Throughout the years we were assigned to several 
military installations. M e r  an assignment to Fort McClellan in 1987 we purchased a home in the 
local area and decided when the time to retire arrived we would remain in the area. 

The closure of Fort McClellan would greatly impact on our quality of life. We use the hospital 
on post for all our medical needs, the commissary for grocery shopping and the Chemical School, 
Chemical Weapons Convention Training Ofice is a place of employment for my spouse. Our 
lifestyle is quiet modest and I have been fortune to be employed at a locally owned business. If 
the fort closes and my wife becomes unemployed or is lucky enough to be employed at a lower 
income we would not be able to maintain our current lifestyle. Unfortunately my wife is not one 
of the select few who would be offered a position at Fort Leonard Wood should the post close. 
She would be forced to accept a job at the minimum wage level if such jobs are available. 
Competition for such positions would be intense, this would be complicated by the fact that my 
spouse is middle aged and not as marketable as someone younger. A loss of her income would 
result in not being able to meet our financial obligations therefore resulting in filing bankruptcy. 
We have worked hard over the past 23 years to provide ourselves a place to live and raise a 
family. It will be very difficult and unpleasant to be in a situation where we cannot pay our bills. 
We have a daughter attending college that will be entering her junior year. Without my spouses 
current income she will be denied to opportunity to complete her education. We feel our family 
has made many sacrifices in order to be a military family and we have served the country well. 
Not everyone is quite so willing to give up the conveniences of a civilian lif'estyle. However, this 
is not a complaint, we served with great pride. 

This letter has been written with the hope that the interest of the people living and working in 
the Fort McClellan area will be considered when the decision of base closure is considered. 

u 
SFC(R) Carl T. Baker 

- 
Frances M. Baker 



Senator Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

I am writing to urge you to take action that will permit Marine Air Control Group48 (MACG-48) to accept 

the Village of Glenview, Illinois offer to move to their Federal Enclave. In the Glenview and Chicagoland 

area there is significant and growing support for MACG-48 being allowed to stay. Taxpayers will s2ve well 

over $20 million in avoiding having to pay for temporary and permanent quarters elsewhere. Since the vast 

majority of MACG-48's Marines will not have the resources to travel to a distant base every month, the unit 

will be decimated. Estimates range from 5 to 7 years for the time it will take to recruit and train new 

Marines to bring MACG-48 up to its current level of military readiness. Recent events in Oklahoma City 

and around the world point up that the future appears to hold the prospect of a greater threat of prolifera- 

tion of highly destructive weapons. The proven military concept of dispersion would mandate that our 

forces - not be concentrated in one location. With an excellent alternative available, consolidating the Marines 

at the Virginia base as directed by BRAC '93, is unsound. 

A redirect for MACG-48 is a win-win situation for the taxpayers and the military. Senators Mosley Braun 

and Simon support the Marines staying. Congressmen Porter supports the Marines staying. The Glenview 

Village government and the people of the community support the Marines staying. No one contacted at any 

level has been able to articulate why MACG-48 shouldn't be permitted to accept Glenview's extremely 

valuable offer. 

I very respectfully request your support and assistance in obtaining a BRAC '93 redirect for MACG-38. 

Finally, I also request the favor of a reply with any ideas or comments you may have on this crucial cause. 

Sincerely, 



Senator Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

I am writing to urge you to take action that will permit Marine Air Control Group-48 (MACG-48) to accept 

the Village of Glenview, Illinois offer to move to their Federal Enclave. In the Glenview and Chicagoiand 

area there is significant and growing support for MACG-48 being allowed to stay. Taxpayers will save well 

over $20 million in avoiding having to pay for temporary and permanent quarter?, elsewhere. Since the vast 

majority of MACG-48's Marines will not have the resources to travel to a distant base every month, the unit 

will be decimated. Estimates range from 5 to 7 years for the time it will takz to recruit and train new 

Marines to bring MACG-48 up to its current level of military readiness. Recent events in Oklahoma City 

and around the world point up that the future appears to hold the prospect of a greater threat of prolifera- 

tion of highly destructive weapons. The proven military concept of dispersion would mandate that our 

forces - not be concentrated in one location. With an excellent alternative available, consolidating the Marines 

at the Virginia base as directed by BRAC '93, is unsound. 

A redirect for MACG-48 is a win-win situation for the taxpayers and the militay. Senators Mosley Braun 

and Simon support the Marines staying. Congressmen Porter suppons the Marines staying. The Glenview 

Village government and the people of the community support the Marines staying. No one contacted at any 

level has been able to articulate why MACG-48 shouldn't be permitted to acc:ept Glenview's extremely 

valuable offer. 

I very respectfully request your support and assistance in obtaining a BRAC '93 redirect for MACG-38. 

Finally, I also request the favor of a reply with any ideas or comments you may have on this crucial cause. 



Senator Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

I am writing to urge you to take action that will permit Marine Air Control Group-48 (MACG-48) to accept 

the Village of Glenview, Illinois offer to move to their Federal Enclave. In the Glenview and Chicagoland 

area there is significant and growing support for MACG-48 being allowed to stay. Taxpayers will save well 

over $20 million in avoiding having to pay for temporary and permanent quarters elsewhere. Since the vast 

majority of MACG-48's Marines will not have the resources to travel to a distant base every month, the unit 

will be decimated. Estimates range from 5 to 7 years for the time it will tak.e to recruit and train new 

Marines to bring MACG-48 up to its current level of military readiness. Recent events in Oklahoma City 

and around the world point up that the future appears to hold the prospect of a greater threat of prolifera- 

tion of highly destructive weapons. The proven military concept of dispersion would mandate that our 

forces - not be concentrated in one location. With an excellent alternative available, consolidating the Marines 

at the Virginia base as directed by BRAC '93, is unsound. 

A redirect for MACG-48 is a win-win situation for the taxpayers and the military. Senators Mosley Braun 

and Simon support the Marines staying. Congressmen Porter supports the Mariries staying. The Glenview 

Village government and the people of the community support the Marines staying:. No one contacted at any 

level has been able to articulate why MACG-48 shouldn't be permitted to accept Glenview's extremely 

valuable offer. 

I very respectfully request your support and assistance in obtaining a BRAC '93 redirect for MACG-38. 

Finally, I also request the favor of a reply with any ideas or comments you may ha.ve on this crucial causa. 

Sincerely, 



Senator Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Senator Dixon: 

I am writing to urge you to take action that will permit Marine Air Control Group-48 (MACG-48) to accept 

the Village of Glenview, Illinois offer to move to their Federal Enclave. In the Glenview and Chicagoland 

area there is significant and growing support for MACG-48 being allowed to sta:y. Taxpayers will save well 

over $20 million in avoiding having to pay for temporary and permztnent quarters elsewhere. Since the vast 

majority of MACG-48's Marines will not have the resources to travel to a distant base every month, the unit 

will be decimated. Estimates range from 5 to 7 years for the time it will t&:e to recruit and train new 

Marines to bring MACG-48 up to its current level of military readiness. Recent events in Oklahoma City 

and around the world point up that the future appears to hold the prospect of a greater threat of prolifera- 

tion of highly destructive weapons. The proven military concept of dispersion would mandate that our 

forces - not be concentrated in one location. With an excellent alternative available, consolidating the Marines 

at the Virginia base as directed by BRAC '93, is unsound. 

A redirect for MACG-48 is a win-win situation for the taxpayers and the military. Senators Mosley Braun 

and Simon support the Marines staying. Congressmen Porter suppons the Marines staying. The Glenview 

Village government and the people of the community support the lMarines staying. No one contacted at any 

level has been able to articulate why MACG-48 shouldn't be permitted to accept Glenview's extremely 

valuable offer. 

I very respectfully request your support and assistance in obtaining a BRAC '93 redirect for MACG-38. 

Finally, I also request the favor of a reply with any ideas or comments you may have on this crucial cause. 

Sincerely, 



0~~1111ent Separator 







23 May 95 

Base C l o s u r e  Commission 
1700 N.  Moore S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  VA 22209 

Dear Committee Members: 

I a m  w r i t i n g  concerning t h e  c l o s i n g  of F o r t  McClel lan.  
I am a g a i n s t  t h e  c l o s i n g  of F o r t  McClellan f o r  s e v e r a l  r e a s o n s .  
F i r s t  of a l l ,  I b e l i e v e  i t  would b e  a n  enormous w a s t e  of 
t axpayer  money. With t h e  chemical  f a c i l i t y  a l r e a d y  i n  p l a c e  
and i n  o p e r a t i o n  a t  F o r t  McClellan,  what i s  t h e  s e n s e  of moving? 
F o r t  McClellan is  a f u l l y  o p e r a t i o n a l  p o s t  c a p a b l e  o f  hand l ing  
t h e  t r a i n i n g  and s u s t a i n t i o n  of a l l  t h e  Army's chemical  needs .  
Because F o r t  Lenard Wood would need t o  b u i l d  a n o t h e r  chemical  
decon ta imina t ion  f a c i l i t y ,  i t  d o e s n ' t  make good b u s i n e s s  s e n s e  
t o  spend b i l l i o n s  of d o l l a r s  when you a l r e a d y  have one i n  
o p e r a t i o n .  

Secondly,  F o r t  McClellan is  a n  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  p o s t  i n  t h a t  
it h a n d l e s  t h e  t r a i n i n g  of many o t h e r  a g e n c i e s .  Na.mely, t h e  
border  p a t r o l ,  Alabama M i l i t a r y  Academy, N a t i o n a l  F'uard and 
Reserve u n i t s .  They a r e  a l s o  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  t a a i n i n g  of 
many of t h e  Army's WAC'S. They produce some of t h e  f i n e s t  MP's 
i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  today.  It would b e  a blow t o  t h e  l - i s t o r i c a l  
s i d e  of t h e  Army t o  c l o s e  a  p o s t  as r i c h  i n  h i s t o r y  as t h e  f o r t .  

T h i r d l y ,  F o r t  E c C l e l l a n ,  i s  a v i t a l  p a r t  of t h e  community. 
The c l o s u r e  of t h e  p o s t  would have a d e t r i m e n t a l  e f f e c t  on t h e  
su r rounding  economy. F o r t  McClellan employs approx imate ly  1500- 
1700 c i v i l i a n s  w i t h  a n u a l  incomes of a  m i l l i o n  p l u s .  The f o r t  
a l s o  s u p p o r t s  a  v a r i e t y  of c o n t r a c t o r s  throughout  t h e  a r e a j  
i n c u r r i n g  s u p p l i e s  and s e r v i c e s  f r o m  l o c a l  b u s i n e s s e s .  The 
c l o s i n g  of F o r t  McClellan would c a u s e  havoc amoung many t h r i v i n g  
b u s i n e s s e s ,  r e s u l t i n g  i n  t h e  c l o s u r e  of them a l s o .  

F i n a l l y ,  I wish  t o  e x p r e s s  my g r a t i t u d e  t o  t h e  committee 
f o r  l e t t i n g  t h e  p u b l i c  a d d r e s s  t h e i r  o p i n i o n s .  I know t h a t  you 
f a c e  a  d i f f i c u l t  d e c i s i o n  and I would h a t e  t o  have your j o b .  
P l e a s e  c o n s i d e r  a l l  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r e s e n t e d  t o  you on F o r t  
McClellan,  whether  i t  is  r e l e v a n t  o r  n o t .  I am employed a t  t h e  
F o r t ,  and i t  means a g r e a t  d e a l  t o  m e  and my f a m i l y .  Thank- 
you f o r  t i m e  and c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  

S i n c e r e l y  y o u r s ,  

s h e h a  C .  F i e l d  \ 
cc:  s c f  



Chemical and 
Biological Anns 
Control Institute 
21 11 Eisenhower Avenue 
Suite 302 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Tel: 7031739-1 538 
Telefnx: 7031739-1 525 

The Honorable Alan 3. Dixon 
Chairman 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

June 2, 1995 

Dear Mr. Dixon, 

We are writing to express the concerns we share with (other chemical weapons 
experts regarding the potential dangers involved with the proposed closure of 
the Army base at Fort McClellan, Alabama and the relocation of such a 
facility to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. Fort McClellan is the only military 
facility in the United States and in any other allied country dedicated to 
chemical weapons defense preparedness. At Fort McC'lellan, soldiers can train 
using live chemical agents, and the most modern and robust chemical defense 
equipment can be tested with great confidence. The potential use of chemical 
weapons against US forces is not a threat to be taken lightly, given events in 
the Persian Gulf War and the Tokyo subway incident. Therefore, it is 
essential that the US continues to ensure that its troops are provided with the 
best chemical warfare detection equipment, and are well-versed in passive and 
active chemical defense training doctrines. This mandate can be carried out 
most effectively and efficiently through the continued operation of Fort 
McClellan. 

The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission should reject any 
decision to close Fort McClellan without adequate assurances that a similar 
facility at Fort Leonard Wood would be open for immediate use as a chemical 
weapons training facility. In light of the growing public opposition to siting 
such a facility in Missouri, our view is that the Commission should delay any 
transition until all of the significant public opinion and legal obstacles are 
removed. 

A key issue that should be addressed prior to transferring operations from Fort 
McLellan is the status of the current US chemical weapons stockpile 
destruction program, a multi-billion dollar effort to meet obligations assumed 
under the landmark 1993 Chemical Weapons Convention. The Convention 
represents more than 20 years effort by the international community to 
develop a system of procedures and mechanisms for putting the chemical 
weapons genie back in its bottle. As one of only two acknowledged chemical 
weapon possessor states, failure by the United States to meet its obligation to 



destroy our chemical arsenal could be a fatal blow to this landmark treaty 

Fort McLellan is an invaluable resource of expertise for the safe and efficient destruction of 
existing chemical weapons stores in nearby Anniston, and any attempt to further the destruction 
process warrants the inclusion of the highly-trained elements from Fort McLellan. The 
environmental threats and civilian health risks posed by the continued! existence of chemical 
weapons stores should not be underestimated, and the expertise Fort McClellan represents would 
ensure that these munitions are destroyed in a safe and timely manner. Indeed, citizen support 
in Anniston for the Army's chemical destruction activities may dramaticidly decline in the event 
of Fort McLellan's elimination. 

We join with others in believing the Commission should reject the recommendation to close Fort 
McClellan. The health and safety of US forces, civilians, and the environment are not issues to 
be taken lightly when assessing the risks involved with such a decision. Furthermore, a 
precipitous decision intended to achieve, at best, modest cost savings could exact a much higher 
cost by eroding international confidence in U.S. adherence to existing arms control agreements 
and treaty obligations. 

Best Wishe F7 

Mic ael Moodie 
President 



May 27, 1-995 

Members o f  BRAC 
B C Commission 
1700 N. Moore S t r e e t  
S u i t e  1425- 
A r l  ingtonl- V A  _ 22209 

Dear Commissioner: 

I am s imp ly  a concerned c i t i z e n  w i t h  a cur ious  i n t e r e s t  i n  t he  U. S. Army's almost f e r v e n t  
obsession t o  c l ose  F t .  McCle l lan Army Base i n  Anniston, Alabama. I have no t i e s  w i t h  t h e  base 
a l though I have been on t h e  i n s t a l l a t i o n  severa l  t imes f o r  both business and pleasure. I have 
1 i ved  i n  t h e  county f o r  over  t h i r t y  years and t r a v e l  pas t  t he  base almost every day. I can 
remember a l l  t h e  events a t  t h e  base i n c l u d i n g  t h e  move o f  t he  Chemical School t o  Aberdeen. That 
was a d i s a s t e r  t h a t  c o s t  t h e  army p l e n t y  and i t  was about as p o o r l y  planned as t h e  present  p lan  
i s .  
You may t r e a t  t h i s  l e t t e r  as some suppor ter  o r  crank p u t t i n g  i n  h i s  two cents worth. Read on! 
I t  was simple t o  f i n d  t h e  t h i n g s  I inc lude  i n  t h e  l e t t e r .  A few phone c a l l s  and a couple of 
lunches w i t h  people around t h e  base and Anniston. As you may know, most people i nvo l ved  w i t h  
t he  government a re  r e l u c t a n t  t o  t a l k  openly; b u t  they  do t a l k !  

1. Secretary Per ry  and h i s  s t a f f  s a i d  i n  t h e  BRAC hear ings t h a t  no hardship would come t o  those 
who depended on h o s p i t a l  se rv i ce  by c l o s i n g  and r e a l  1 ignment. Noble Army Hosp i ta l  has some 
30,000 medical  records--  and about 26,000 o f  them a re  r e t i r e d  and d isab led !  They come t o  
Noble from even Georgia and Tennessee. Even Redstone Arsenal personnel use Noble because o f  
poor f a c i l i t i e s  i n  H u n t s v i l l e .  Now; where do these people go and do you reimburse expences? 
The c l o s e s t  r e a l  m i l i t a r y  h o s p i t a l  i s  F t  Bragg and do n o t  l e t  t h e  Army  snow you about t h e  
p a t h e t i c  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  o t h e r  bases i n  t he  r e g i o n  (F t .  McPherson f o r  example). You do owe 
a l l  these people something-- you havereneged on about eve ry th ing  t:lse promised them f o r  
decades o f  f a i t h f u l  serv ice .  They own t h e i r  homes near McClel lan; n o t  somewhere e lse .  

2. The f i g u r e  being tossed around by the  Army f o r  moving t h e  Chemiciil School/ Agent T r a i n i n g  
i s  a f i g u r e  f rom around 1983. People on t h e  base and Chemical School know t h a t  t h e  f i g u r e  
i s  t w i c e  t h a t  number. Where i s  t h e  savings if you use r e a l  numbers. 

3. There a re  many r e t i r e d ,  consu l tan ts  and p ro fess iona l s  a t  t h e  Chemical School who have been 
i nvo l ved  w i t h  t h e  program s ince  i t s  i ncep t i on - -  many w i t h  chemical e x p e r t i s e  be fore  1950. 
Many o f  these moved t o  Aberdeen b u t  w i l l  n o t  d i s l o c a t e  again! They a re  h i g h l y  dedicated 
b u t  "fed-up" w i t h  T h e i r  Army! They t a l k  about t h e  program and readiness degrading. Count 
on i t !  Where i s  t h e  savings i f  p r o f i e n c y  dec l ines? 

4. I f  F t .  McCle l lan was l o c a t e d  i n  another s ta te ,  I would s t i l l  say t h e  f o l l o w i n g .  The s o i l  
and area i s  contaminated! Rumors suggest t h a t  t h e  s i t e  o f  t h e  new Chemical School was 
chosen because o f  t h e  hazards o f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  school.  Why would you want t o  repeat  t h i s  
mess a t  Leonard Wood o r  anywhere e l se?  One i s  enough! How can the  army l o o k  a t  t h e  c i t i z e n s  
o f - t h i s - c o u n t y  and say i t  can be used f o r  something e l se !  

5. W i l l . t h  Army r e a l l y  c lean up t h e  contaminat ion? What can you do w i t h  t h e  land? Do you 
t h i n k  a school, r e c r e a t i o n  center ,  i n d u s t r i l  park, c o l l e g e  o r  even a p r i s o n  should be 
b u i l t  on a s i t e  l i k e  t h i s ?  Savings? G.'t a r e a l  f i g u r e  f o r  t h e  c o s t  o f  a clean-up. Ask 
someone who has t h e  e x p e r t i s e  and a l i s t  o f  chemicals used the re  f o r  f o r t y  years what 
i t  would r e a l l y  cost .  

5. There i s  a sneaky susp ic ion  growing t h a t  they  want t o  ge t  t h e  base c losed be fore  people 
i n  t h e  area s t a r t  coming down w i t h  t h e  i l l n e s s e s  t h a t  migh t  be associated w i t h  t h e  chemical 
work there.  



The nex t  t h ree  i tems a re  s imply t h e  base and community gossip - b u t  i f  t r u e  r e a l l y  does make 
a  farce o u t  o f  t h i s  e n t i r e  process. 

6. The Polygraph School has a  f i n e  s ta te -o f - t he -a r t  b u i l d i n g  c o n s t r ~ ~ c t e d  a t  g rea t  expense t o  
tax-payers. I t  has the  necessary popu la t ion  needed t o  conduct i t s  t e s t s .  I t  has computer- 
i z e d  new programs t h a t  a re  very  expensive. I t  has r e s i s t e d  moving before. Now t h e  o f f i c i a l s  
want t o  move t o  F t .  Jackson. I s  i t  t r u e  t h a t  most o f  them are  r e t i r e d  o r  about t o  r e t i r e  
and want t o  remain a c t i v e  as consu l tan ts  w h i l e  en joy ing  the  r e c r e a t i o n  and p rev ious l y  
purchased re t i r emen t  s i t e s  a t  F t .  Jackson? 

7. The tal-k on the  s t r e e t  and among a c t i v e  du ty  o f f i ce rs  i s  t h a t  McClel lan (absent an O f f i c e r s "  
Club due t o  miss ion cut-backs i n  previous c l o s i n g  attempts) i s  j u s t  a poor du ty  because 
sen ior  o f f i c e r s  do n o t  have good "water ing holes"  and expensive res taurants .  I n  f a c t ,  t he  
TDY bigwigs c a l l  Anniston "Burger -Row". Anniston i s  a  f a i r l y  l a r g e  town w i t h  m u l t i -  

c u l t u r a l  and cosmopolitan fa re .  Take a  look  a t  t h e  v i l l a g e  a t  the  gate o f  Leonard Wood and 
see how soon they  want t o  move again. 

8. I t  j u s t  smel ls !  This  reg ion  has and s t i l l  supports McClellan. There a re  thousands o f  
veterans depending on the  h o s p i t a l .  Local schools w i l l  be h e a v i l y  impacted by a  c los ing .  
Some 8,000 t o  10,000 jobs  a re  t o  be l o s t  so t h a t  i t  can be moved a t  g rea t  b u i l d i n g  expense 
t o  a  v i l l a g e  o f  l e s s  than 4,000 people. V i s i t o r s  from t h i s  base saw poor housing a t  t he  
p ro jec ted  new s i t e  i n  Missour i - -  t r a i l e r s  fo r  most. McClel lan has good housing and a  
suppor t i ve  economy f o r  theso l  d i e r s  s ta t ioned there.  

F i n a l l y ,  t h i s  i s  j u s t  n o t  r i g h t !  We were b u i l d i n g  expensive bui ld in lgs on McClel lan even 
as the  l a s t  BRAC hearings were being held. A word o f  warning! I remember watching the  
panic i n  our  s o l d i e r s  and the  I s r a e l i  peoples'  faces as Scud m i s s i l e s  were rumored t o  
have poison gas. The gas a t tacks  i n  Japan and the  l u n a t i c s  i n  Oklahoma City should make 
you t h i n k  c a r e f u l l y  be fore  you ac t .  Gas and b i o l o g i c a l  a t tacks  a r e  "'poor coun t r i es  and 
f a n a t i c s "  nuclear  weapons. 

Thank you f o r  reading t h i s .  If I am wrong about t h i s  o r  any o f  t h i s ,  do your  j o b  and 
the  bes t  t o  you. Something i s  wrong i n  t h i s  case; s tudy i t  c a r e f u l l y .  McCle l lan i s  a  
n i c e  base. Keep i t s  missions the re  and b r i n g  i n  some admin is t ra t ion ,  chap la ins '  schools 
and the  l i k e .  God b less  you and help you make the  r i g h t  dec is ions  on a l l  o f  our m i l i t a r y  
bases. 
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P.O. Box 5676 
Anniston, Alabama 36205 
June 1, 1995 

BRAC Commission 
1700 North Moore Avenue 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Sirs: 

I am writing regarding the possible closing/moving of schools 
located at Fort McClellan, Alabama. 

Sometime in the late 1970s, the U.S. Army Chemical School was 
moved from Fort McClellan to Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Maryland. 
In 1981, it was returned to Fort McClellan. 

The justification for moving at that time was the same as the 
justification for moving it now. The primary ;iustification was 
financial savings. Well, within a very short time, it was obvious 
that training conditions were not the same. The government wasted 
millions of dollars experimenting with this project, which proved 
to be an total failure. 

I fear the same thing will happen if the Chemical School is 
moved again. And I also fear the same thing will happen if the 
Military Police School is moved to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri. 

The weather there is hotter in the summer a.nd colder in the 
winter. Much of our training is held outdoors ant1 therefore there 
will be fewer days in which to train troops. Du.ring a time when 
t he  A r m y  i s  t r y i n g  t o  d o w n s i z e ,  m o r e  t r a i n e r s  w i l l  be needed t o  do 
the same job in less time. Then on hot/cold days when training is 
impossible, they will be sitting on their hands with nothing to do. 
Or classes will be so large that training will be deficient. 

Moving the Chemical School and the MP School to Fort Leonard 
Wood is very unwise, in my opinion, and will result in huge 
financial losses, not appreciable savings. 

Sincerely, 

%,la. UL 
Era F. Clarke 



i. 
V 

Jim .I. Dupont 
634 'Tunentine Street 
Gadsden, AL 35901 -5 187 
(205 1547-9693 

Dear Sirs; 

I am writing you in order to express my views of the possible closu~re of Fort McClellen 
in North Ease Alabama and to ask that this travesty not take place! 

I am one of thousands of Retired Military personnel living in this area. As you well 
know, Ft. McClellen provides superb training in Chemical warfare. The fitcilities are already 
here.. . . . . the personnel are already here.. . . . . .how could you possibly think that moving the school 
and closing this huge base could save us, the tax payer, money!!!!!! The closure of this base 
would have a devastating effect on the local economy here.. ..and you know that! ! ! ! We retired 
military families use this base and it's facilities like the Commissary and the Hospital for our 
health, food and well-being.. . . . , . .and you know that! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

Prior to my retirement in September 1994,I was stationed in the Mobile, Alabama area 
when the Naval Station Mobile was dosed. I saw first hand the waste and devastating impact 
that the closure caused Mobile! 

This is not some game.. . . .Mr. Commission.. . . . this is our lives and well-being you folks 
are playing with! ! ! ! ! ! You know as well as I do that these base closures you people are doing is 
not saving what you think it is and the worst part is that in 10 years from now when you folks 
realize that all this was a big, big mistake ......... it will be too late and the damage will have 
already been done! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

I beg of you to spare Fort McClellen in Anniston Alabama! ! ! ! ! ! Please, Please don't close 
the base!!!!!! 

USN, Retired 



A p r i l  28 ,  1995 

M r .  Henry Hin ton  
A s s i s t a n t  C o n t r o l l e r  Genera l  
N a t i o n a l  S e c u r i t y  D i v i s i o n  
The Pen tagon ,  Room 3E172 
Washington,  D o  C .  20301 

Dear M r .  Hin ton:  

T h i s  l e t t e r  i s  abou t  "Pentagon War Games- M i s s o u r i  VS Alabama". 

Why would t h e  Defense Department spend over  $100 m i l l i o n  t o  
move a world renowned m i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e  t h a t  has accompl ished 
i t s  m i s s i o n  and ga ined  u n i v e r s a l  r e s p e c t  f o r  e f f i c i e n c y  where 
i t  i s?  

According  t o  a n  A s s o c i a t e d  P r e s s  news r e l e a s e  A p r i l  1 5 t h ,  t h e  
Pen tagon  p r o p o s e s  t o  move t h i s  wor ld  p remie r  c h e m i c a l  s c h o o l  
a t  F o r t  McCle l lan ,  Alabama, t o  F0r . t  Leonard Wood, M i s s o u r i ,  u n d e r  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c o n d i t i o n s :  two thousand  c i v i l i a n  and m i l i t a r y  jobs  
w i l l  be t a k e n  from t h e  Alabama base  and g i v e n  t o  M i s s o u r i ,  
a p p a r e n t l y  w i t h o u t  r e g a r d  t o  t h e  impac t on A l a b a m a '  s economy. 
No flaw o r  f a i l u r e  h a s  s e t  t h e  s t a g e  f o r  t h i s .  

It i s  r e p o r - t e d  t h e  move w i l l  c o s t  $100 m i l l i o n  i n  new c o n s t r u c t i o n  
a t  t h e  M i s s o u r i  b a s e .  Add t o  t h a t  t h e  c o s t  of  moving p e r s o n n e l  
and equipment .  A l so ,  t h e r e  w i l l  be a n  enormous expense  i n  c l o s i n g  
down A l a b a m a ' s  F o r t  McCle l lan ,  a base  of  prime m i l i t a r y  l a n d  ho ld -  
i n g s  and permanent d u r a b l e  b u i l d i n g s .  A l l  t h i s  i s  t;o be done o n l y  
t o  move t h e  c h e m i c a l  s c h o o l  e l s e w h e r e .  How i s  i-t t h a t  F o r t  Leonard 
c a n  o f f s e t  t h i s  expense  and e x c e l 1  i n  . the same c h e m i c a l  s c h o o l  
s e r v i c e ,  h a v i n g  t o  s ta r t  a t  t h e  v e r y  beg inn ing?  

T h i s  p r o p o s a l  i s  i n  t h e  f a c e  o f  t h e  Alabama  b a s e ' s  e n v i a b l e  r e c o r d  
o f  t r a i n i n g  development  and p r o c e d u r e s  mee t ing  a c l e a r l y  demons t ra t ed  
need  wor ld  wide .  

The announced o b j e c t i v e  of  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  i s  . t c  " c u t  expenses  
and r e d u c e  t h e  d e f i c i t " .  If you b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  t h e o r y  "If it  
a i n ' t  b roke ,  d o n ' t  f i x  i t "  you w i l l  want t o  save  m i l l i ~ n s  of  d o l l a r s  
by d r o p p i n g  t h e s e  moving p l a n s  and c o n t i n u e  t h e  c h e m i c a l  t r a i n i n g  
s e r v i c e  where i t  i s ,  a t  F o r t  McCle l lan .  

Frank Hulsey 

c c  : M r .  Alan Dixon 
N a t i o n a l  Committee,  Defense Base C l o s i n g  
and Real ignment  

?!i Monterey Circ!e Gadsaen, Alabama 35901 



23 May 1995 

Alan Dixon 
Chairman 
1995 BRAC Commission 

I am w r i t i n g  about the proposal t o  c lose Fo r t  FlcClellan, AL., and 
moving the Chemical an M i l i t a r y  Po l i ce  Tra in ing t o  For t  Leonardwood 
Missour i .  As you know Fo r t  McClellan has been on the l i s t  i n  1991, 
1993 and now 1995, Each t ime there has been a d i f f e r e n t  reason f o r  
c losure  from the Pentagon, I n  1991 i t  was t h a t  L ive  Agent Chemical 
Tra in ing was not  necessary, I n  1993 i t  was necess,ary, a l l  Chemical 
Tra in ing except L ive  Agent could be done a t  For t  Leonardwood and 
the L ive  Agent would be l e f t  a t  F t  McClellan, w i t h  on ly  t h a t  p a r t  
o f  Fo r t  McClellan remaining open, I n  1993 the Commission voted again 
not  t o  c lose Fo r t  McClellan and sa id  t ha t  a l l  permits must be obta in-  
ed before Fo r t  McClellan was put back on the l i s t  again, I n  1993 the 
Pentagon sa id  t h a t  Fo r t  McClellan would be on the 1995 l i s t  but d i d  
not  bother w i t h  the permits,  Now Tago West says they didn't get the 
permits because they were not sure t h a t  For t  McClellan would be on 
the 1995 Closure L i s t ,  Then there i s  David Sharr from MO, who a t  
f i r s t  claimed these permits could take years t o  g e t  and now i t  
appears i t  on ly  takes months t o  ob ta in  them, Also, there are people 
i n  the Pentagon who i n s i s t  on t h i s  move, why?, The same move was 
t r i e d  i n  Aberdeen w i t h  disasterous r e s u l t s  on ly  ti:, be moved back t o  
Alabama, Do we r e a l l y  need t o  t r y  i t  again, 

Why are so many r e t i r e d  Chemical O f f i ce rs  and previous Post Com- 
manders from Fo r t  McClellan f i g h t i n g  t o  keep the Chemical School 
here when they have no r e a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  State,  Most o f  them 
don't  even l i v e  here, I t  i s  j u s t  t o  bad more a c t i v e  duty o f f i c e r s  
don't have the  courage t o  say i n  pub l i c  what they feel, but one 
brave s o l d i e r  d i d ,  L t  Col, Edward Newing , Assistant  Commandent 
o f  the Chemical School sa id  i n  a memo t h a t  "The permit  contains 
several  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  i f  allowed t o  stand wou1.d k i l l  both the 
U.S. Army and U,S, Air Force smoke t r a i n i n g ,  

So here i s  the Problem, There is a L ive  Agent Tra in ing f a c i l i t y  
a t  Fo r t  McClellan - the on ly  one i n  the World, I t  i s  new, one pa r t  
opened j u s t  months ago, I t  i s  essen t ia l  t r a i n i n g  Tor our forces 
and several  o ther  count r ies  a lso  use i t t  Smoke t r a i n i n g  i s  done here 
t h a t  w i t h  the permits from Missour i  as they stand w i l l  not be as 
extensive as Fo r t  McClellan uses now, So how can t:he Air Force 
t r a i n  too, What happens i f  we need t o  b u i l d  up our m i l i t a r y  and 
t r a i n i n g  mission i n  the fu tu re !  w i t h  the r e s t r i c t i o n s  i n  Missouri? 
Why d i d  the Pentagon thumb t h e i r  noses a t  the 1993 BRAC Commis- 
sioneers and do th ings t h e i r  own way, Slowly but  su re ly  they are 
t r y i n g  t o  do away w i t h  t h i s  post no matter what anyone says, This 
could be the center  o f  t r a i n i n g  f o r  a l l  branches o f  the serv ices 
f o r  both Chemical and M i l i t a r y  Po l i ce  type t r a i n i n g ,  



Then there  are  the costs involved. I d idn ' t  see how i t  could be 
cost  e f f e c t i v e  t o  tea r  down brand new f a c i l i t i e s  and r e b u i l d  them 
somewhere e lse ,  Plus i t s  my understanding t h a t  there i s n ' t  even 
housing, etc., ava i lab le  t o  accomodate the i n f l u x  o f  people t o  the 
area. I n  1993 so ld i e r s  from the area were saying t ha t  the housing 
p r i ces  had gone UP Jus t  w i t h  the idea o f  the move. Also t h a t  there 
are not  people there t o  work i n  the schools. This was ev iden t l y  
a problem i n  Aberdeen too. 

There are c lose t o  71,000 r e t i r e e s  & dependents i n  t h i s  area who 
depend on t h i s  post and i t s  f a c i l i t i e s .  Plus, enough knowledegable 
r e t i r e e s  t o  work on post i n  any p o s i t i o n  ava i lab le .  The cost  o f  
l i v i n g  here i s  very cheap - housing p l e n t i f u l  and a f fo rdab le  f o r  a l l .  
I t  has t o  be one o f  the most a f fordab le  places f o r  the m i l i t a r y  t o  
run a post.  For those o f  you who v i s i t e d  here, yclu have t o  know t h a t  
t h i s  i s  a m i l i t a r y  town i n  every sense o f  the word and proud o f  it, 
but  also, these people are being t reated h o r r i b l y  by the Pentagon. 
how i s  i t  f a i r  t o  take Fo r t  McClellan and leave them w i t h  a stock 
p i l e  o f  t o x i c  weapons a t  the Anniston Army Depot t o  deal w i th .  An 
Incenerator 0s t o  be b u i l t .  For t  McClellan was t o  be the back UP i n  
case o f  an Emergency, now they want t o  c lose For t  McClellan, As f o r  
Fo r t  McClellan, on ly  a small p a r t  i s  even usable f o r  p r i v a t e  indus t ry  
so nothing i s  gained f o r  the community. 

There are many more arguments I ' d  l i k e  t o  make, but w i l l  leave t h a t  
t o  more knowledgeable people. I j u s t  ask you t o  consider what I have 
said,  

One o ther  po in t .  I n  l a s t  n igh ts  paper, the a l l e g a t i o n  was made t h a t  
people from Alabama were t r y i n g  t o  get environmen1:alists from Missouri  
t o  f i g h t  these permits.  Well, l e t  me t e l l  you, I am a housewife - not  
p a r t  o f  any group but I have w r i t t e n  t o  and c a l l e d  people from these 
enviromental groups myself .  I have given them in format ion and names 
o f  People t o  contact  here. I t r u l y  be l ieve t h i s  i s  a bad move env i r -  
onmen ta l~  but  s ince t ha t s  not  one o f  your concerns, I d i d  not address 
i t  t o  you. My reason f o r  keeping For t  McClellan open are 1s t )  For the  
Best i n t r e s t  o f  our defense o f  t h i s  country and t r a i n i n g  o f  our troops 
and 2nd enviromental issues and 3rd  economic impact on t h i s  area, 

Thank You f o r  Your Time 
S i n c e r ~ 2 i  && 

>%2 
~ a c & e l i n e  L. ~ e y n o l d s  

300 H i l l t o p  
Weaver, AL 36277 



2:2 May 1995 

Dear Commi s s i  oner K l  i ng , 

\ A1 abama 

L 4 1  
I am w r i t i n g  t o  p ro tes t  t he  proposal t o  c lose  F o r t  h c ~ l e l l a n  

Alabama. I would l i k e  t o  draw your a t t e n t i o n  t o  t he  enclosed 
a r t i c l e  t h a t  appeared i n  t he  Anniston Star  on 20 May 1995. This  
a r t i c l e  makes reference t o  a  May 16 memo by LTC Newing a t  t he  
Chemical school t h a t  expressed h i s  concerns t h a t  the  smoke permi t  
being considered by the  s t a t e  of  Missour i  i s  inadequate f o r  the  
mission o f  t he  Chemical School. 

I have worked w i t h  LTC Newing f o r  two years and I have found 
him t o  be a  dedicated, h i g h l y  p ro fess iona l  o f f i c e r  who i s  t o t a l l y  
committed t o  the  missions o f  t he  Chemical school. The f a c t  t h a t  
he has r i s k e d  h i s  p ro fess iona l  f u t u r e  w i t h  t h i s  memo i s  a  
testament t o  how strong1 y  he f e e l s  about t h i s  issue. 

Th is  o f f i c e r  knows what he i s  t a l k i n g  about when he says in 
t he  memo t h a t  t he  r e s t r i c t i o n s  would k i l l  t he  smoke t r a i n i n g  
mission. Smoke t r a i n i n g  i s  c r i t i c a l  f o r  chemical so ld ie rs .  I t  i s  
a  great  combat m u l t i p l i e r  on t he  b a t t l e f i e l d ,  I f  the  Chemical 
school i s  no t  ab le  t o  conduct t r a i n i n g  w i th  the  smoke, the  value 
o f  t h i s  m u l t i p l i e r  i s  l o s t .  I n  combat, t h i s  lack  of  t r a i n i n g  w i l l  
be r e f l e c t e d  i n  h igher  casua l t ies .  

M r .  Shorr from t he  Missour i  Department o f  Natura l  Resources 
says t he  permi t  does not  g i ve  t he  Army permission t o  make smoke 
whenever i t  wants. For smoke t r a i n i n g  t o  be e f f e c t i v e ,  i t  must be 
done when t he  weather cond i t i ons  are  r i g h t .  I f  i t  i s  t oo  warm f o r  
example, t h e  smoke r i s e s  s t r a i g h t  up and has no e f f e c t .  To 
r e s t r i c t  t he  smoke t r a i n i n g  t o  c e r t a i n  hours o f  c e r t a i n  days i s  
no t  a  workable idea. 

The e n t i r e  proposal t o  c lose  F o r t  McClel lan i s  no t  a  good 
idea. Three prev ious commissions have recognized t h a t  t h i s  post 
has a  unique mission which requ i res  spec ia l  f a c i l i t i e s .  Th is  
mission i s  being conducted e f f i c i e n t l y  and e f f e c t i v e l y  today. The 
world s i t u a t i o n  i s  such t h a t  t o  d i s r u p t  the  t r a i n i n g  f o r  any 
reason i s  r i d i c u l o u s .  I s ince re l y  hope t h a t  you w i l l  remove F o r t  
McClel lan from the  f i n a l  l i s t .  

S incere ly :  

861 Sanota Dr i ve  
Anni ston, A1 abama 36206 



By Eric LE r ;on 
Star Military W .i sr - 

The Arr 1: failed to consult with its own 
chemical s :'loo1 officials when planning 

'smoke train ng at Fort Leonard Wood, 
Mo., and as a result may have "crippled" 
its 'ability I 3 perform missions there, ac- 
cording to u internal Army memo written 
by a senior caemical school official. 

The me - to points to restrictions in a 
pending e I ironmental permit that may 
make it h I der for the Army to justify 
closing Fort McClellan. 
The May 16 memo was sent by Lt. Col. 

Edwafa Newing, assistant commandant of 

?? -, 

'It's a show-stopper if not properly addressed' per 'We.donYt holr. give them the right to fog 
wherever they want, whenever they want," 

the chemical school at Fort McClellan, to the responsible authorities not talk with said David director of the Missouri 
an officer in the Army's environmental the people in charge of the program ... but agency.. 
law office. what they have set in motion is something ' IwNewing's opinion, however, the re- 

Newing's k m 0  is a critique of a that could seriously degrade the ability of strictions go far. Missouri's proposed 
smoke-training perinit under consideration our military to train for their mission." limit on fog oil is at least 30 percent short 
by the Missouri Department of Natural The permit for Leonard wood parcels of what-the chemical school would need to 
Resources. The permit contains geveral four ranges on the 60,000-acre facility traiffefdtivel~, Newing wrote. The limits 
restrictions, that "if allowed to stand ... where smoke training can take place and would also cut by 75 Percent the amount 
would kill both the U.S. Army and U.S. limits the times it can be done. It would of t i m e . t h e - h ~  operates on some days. 
Air Force smoke training," Newing wrote. limit the amount of fog oil that could be '%$? . suffering these unacceptable 

"I think this is a very serious memo," vaporized to 65,000 gallons in a year and losses, It further limits our joint forces to 
said U.S. Rep. Glen Browder, D- 500 gallons on any particular day. Emis- 
Jacksonville. "It indicates that not only did sions would be restricted to 2,600 pounds See 



School - 
- ---- - 

I From Page 1A A 30-day public comment pe- Kand grenades. riot control agents 
-- -- -- - :iod on the draft permit ended May ard infrcucd cbs~urants. 

smoke operations 12. Missouri officials are reviewing But Shon said the permit cur- 
dunng weather conditions which the comments. rently pending applies only to the 
may exist only 60 percent of the Shorr said his conversations fog-oil training and doesn't neces- 
year," Newing wrote. with Army officials have given sarily prohibit those additional 

him the impression that the current practices. 
Missouri smoke permit permit still accommodates train- "A lot of those things they do 

restrictions will ... tragically crip- ing, he said. If the Army takes right now at Fort Leonard Wood," 
ple the Newing's memo to heart and de- Shorr said. Because many af the training." cides to try to make changes to the practices are small-scale, they may' 

The memo - which has been pennit, it may be out of luck. not require permits, he said. 
widely circulated since being could ask for changes, - 

-* --leaked - has raised but the reality of it is I don't think .among those who have argued that a lot of room for them,99 
' closing Fort McClellan and mov- Shon. said. is a well-sculpted ing its chemical school to Missouri permit to meet the mission and would impair the training. ~rotect  the environment." r 

"To me it's a show-stopper if Except for a six-year hiatus, 
;it's not properly addressed," said smoke training has been done on 
: ~ a l t  Phillips, a former cornman- McClellan's Pelham Range since 
'dant of the chemical school. 1951.Theexercises teach chemical 
'"About 50 percent of the chemical officers to use the smoke to cloak 
school mission is in the smoke- troops over a large area and gives 
training area." soldiers practice in maneuvering 
. Browder said he's recommend- through the thick white cloud: 
ing that the Base Closure and Rea- The A l a b q a  Department of 

,'lignment Commission ask the Environmental Management has 
r~eneral  Accounting Office to in- not required that the Army apply 
'iestigate the smoke-training issue. for an air pennit to do smoke 

Members of the commission, training. However, the-.agency has 
.including its chairman Alan collected data on the practice from 
Dixon, have said the Army must the Army over the years. 
have its environmental permits in &cording to ADEM, in 1993 
hand before June 22, when the the Army vaporized 65,340 gallons 
commission begins voting on of fog oil. That's barely over the 
whether to close installations, in- limit that Missouri officials are 
cluding Fort McClellan. considering imposing, but Phillips 

"If they couldn't complete the said a total of 90,000 gallons a year 
mission because of the narrowness might be required once the Air 
of a permit, (closing McClellan) is Force begins doing its chemical 
not going to fly, since military defense training with the Army, as 
value is what our focus is," said is planned. 
3ohn Earnhardt, a BRAC spokes- The training will be done in ac- 
man. cordance with the Air Force's Dis- 

Army officials would not elabo- aster Preparedness School, which 
rate on the issues raised on the opened at Fort McClellan in Octo- 
memo becauss the State of Mis- ber. The Pentagon's proposal to 
souri has not issued the permit yet. close Fort McClellan does not 

"It is premature to speculate on specifically mention where the 
~kstrictions, if any, with regard- to school would go. . 
Jhe'smoke-training permit in Mis- This is not the first time smoke 
$ouri," Army spokesman Capt. Joe training has become in issue with 
~Piek said in a news release. the chemical school's relocation. 

Fort Leonard Wood officials Lack of accommodations for 
'who worked on the application for smoke training in Aberdeen, Md., 
the smoke-training permit were not was part of the reason the chemical 
available for comment Friday. school returned to Fort McClellan 

The smoke-training permit is in 1979. The Army had moved the 
the only one that has not yet been school to Maryland in 1973, but 
granted to the Army. The Missouri smoke training had to be done in 
chapter of the Sierra Club and the Pennsylvania, said Phillips, a 
Missouri Coalition for the Envi- chemical corps officer during the 
ronment oppose the smoke train- time. 
ing, saying it will hurt wildlife and Newing wrote in the memo that 
plants in Mark Twain National he sees in the draft permit a pro- 
Forest, which surrounds the base. hibition on smoke p ~ t s ,  smoke 



M r .  Alan Dixon 
N a t i o n a l  Committee, Defense Base C l o s i n g  

and Real ignment  
1700 North Moore 
S u i t e  1425 
A r l i n g t o n ,  Va 22209 

Dear M r .  Dixon: 

T h i s  L e t t e r  i s  abou t  "?entagon War Games- M i s s o u r i  'IS Alabama". 

Why woui? t h e  Defense 3epa r tmen t  spend o v e r  $100 m i l l i o n  t o  
move a :vorld renowned ~ i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e  t h a t  h a s  accompl ished  
i t s  m i s s i o n  and ga ined  x n i v e r s a l  r e s p e c t  f o r  s f f i c i e n c y  where 
i t  i s ?  

According  t o  a n  d s s o c i s t e d  P r e s s  news r e l e a s e  A p r i l  15th, t h e  
Pen tagon  p r o p o s e s  t o  zove t h i s  wor ld  p r e m i e r  c r e m i c a l  s c n o o l  
a t  For;  X c C l e l l a n ,  Aieoama, 70 P o r t  Leonard Wood, M i s s o u r i ,  unde r  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c o n d i t i c c s :  two Thousand c i v i l i z n  and m i l i t a r y  jobs  
w i l l  s e  t a k e n  from t h e  Alabame s a s e  and g i v e n  x3 M i s s o u r i ,  
a p p a r e r s l y  w i t h o u t  r e g s r d  t o  --.e impact  on Alacama' s economy. 
No flaw o r  f a i l u r e  h a s  s e t  t h e  s t a g e  f o r  t h i s .  

It i s  r a D o r t e d  t h e  movo w i l l  c o s t  $100 m i l l i o n  i n  new c o n s t r u c t i o n  
ar. t h e  :dlissouri b a s e .  Add t o  t h a t  t h e  c o s t  of a o v i n g  p e r s o n n e l  
and equipment .  A l s o ,  :-ere w i l l  be a n  enormous expense  i n  c l o s i n g  
down A;abama1s F o r t  ? ~ l c C l e l l a n ,  2 base  of  prime m i l i t a r y  l a n d  h o l d -  
i n g s  a r i  permanens d u r z a l e  b u i l d i n g s .  A l l  t h i s  i s  t o  -e done o n l y  
t o  move t h e  c h e m i c a l  s c n o o l  e l s e w h e r e .  3ow i s  i t  t h a t  F o r t  Leonard 
can offset t h i s  exper.se and e a c e i l  i n  t h e  same chemicai s c h o o l  
s e r v i c e ,  h a v i n g  :o s ~ z r t  a t  t h e  ve ry  beg inn ing?  

T h i s  p r o p o s a l  i s  i n  i a c e  of t h e  Alabama b a s e ' s  ~ 8 n v i a b l e  r e c o r d  
o f  t r a i n i n g  developme-: and p r o c e d u r e s  m e e t i n g  a  c l e a r l y  demons t ra t ed  
need  world wide .  

The ancounced o b j e c t i y e  of t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  i s  t o  " c u t  e x p e n s e s  
and r e d u c e  t h e  de f i c i : " .  If you b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  t h e o r y  "If it  
a i n ' t  k r o k e ,  d o n ' t  f i x  i t"  you w i l l  want t o  save  m i l l i o n s  of  d o l l a r s  
by d r o p p i n g  t h e s e  movine p l a n s  and c o n t i n u e  t h e  c h e m i c a l  t r a i n i n g  - 
s e r v i c e  where i t  i s ,  E; F o r t  McCle l l an .  

0 7  Monterey Circie Gadsden, Alabama 3901 



306 Reynolds St. N .  W. 
Jacksonbille, AL 36265  

1 0  May 1 9 9 5  

Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore St., Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA. 22209  

To the Commission: 

If you do not retain Ft. McClellan and other training bases 
the good old U.S.A. will live to regret it. 

Ft. McClellan is not one of the smallest bases because the day 
a national emergency arises there are several thousand acres of now 
timber land which automatically come into its jurisdiction. Look 
up the records. 

Training space, with facilities such as Ft. McClellan has, do 
become priceless in the event of national mobilization. They are 
not acquired over night and so when you have them if you have any - 
sense at all you keep them. 

The government (armed services) are spending wasted dollars on 
rental spaces and expensive areas which could all be moved to Ft. 
McClellan (or other training bases slated for closure) and they can 
be operated anywhere--ergo, in times of emergency they can be moved 
off the training bases to any rental buildings and the post space 
and facilities needed for all out mobilization are there and ready. 

If you are really trying to save money for our country you will 
adopt the above policy. 

Further, I believe that Congress should be 7ursuaded that the 
money that has gone into the army, navy, and marine bases has come 
out of their budgecs. Therefore, if and when you do close a base 
that facility should be sold by the army, navy, or marines and that 
money should go back into their budget. If the land was donated to 
them, or designated for them, then they should be able to sell the 
buildings and put that money back into their budgets. 

To think that we will never have another big war requiring all- 
out mobilization is really whistling in the dark. I am all for peace, 
but being aware of human nature I am sure that when the founding 
fathers designated our national government with the specific chore of 
defending the country they knew what they were doing. And it is also 
ridiculous to throw things away when the possibility of needing them 
desperately in the future is very real. Trying to replace them in 
times of emergency can be very expensive. Think about it. 

Most sincerely, 

62-.~7-- 
Florence B. Matteson 
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Center  for Strategic & International S tudies  
Washington, DC 

May 10, 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman 
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 base 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 connmission 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, tlhe United 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 interest 
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 

Brad Roberts 
Research Fellow 
Editor, The Washington Quarterly 

1800 K Street Northwest Washington DC 20006 Telephone 2021887-0200 
FAX: 2021775-3 199 
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M r .  Chairman, Members of t he  Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission: 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  express my s t rong oppos i t ion  t o  t he  proposed 
c losu re  of F o r t  McClellan, Alabama. I base my oppos i t ion  i n  th ree  
areas: cos t  savings, readiness, and cu r ren t  missions. 

F i r s t ,  t he  cos t  savings as s ta ted  by t he  Army cannot be t h a t  
much. The Army s ta ted  t h a t  t he  up f ron t  shutdown cos ts  would be 
rough ly  8259 m i l l i o n  w i t h  recovery o f  those cos ts  i n  about s i x  
years. When you f i g u r e  i n  t h e  SlOU - 8130 m i l l i o n  i n  est imated 
new cons t ruc t i on  a t  F o r t  Leonard Wood, t h a t  makes the s i x  year 
recovery f i g u r e  ove r l y  o p t i m i s t i c .  Also, consider t h a t  p a r t  o f  
t h a t  cons t ruc t i on  i s  t o  dup l i ca te  a unique chemical t r a i n i n g  
f a c i l i t y  t h a t  i s  l e s s  than ten  years o ld.  This  f a c i l i t y  cos t  
approximately 817 m i l l i o n  t en  years ago. I t  would probably cos t  
about $25 m i l l i o n  t o  b u i l d  i t  today. How i s  t h i s  saving t he  
American people money? Then when you consider t h a t  on ly  15% o f  
F o r t  McClel l a n  w i  11 be useable f o r  economic r e v i t a l i z a t i o n  ( t he  
Army's f i gu res ,  no t  mine) t he  ne t  r e s u l t  w i l l  be t19e t r ans fe r  o f  
t he  opera t ing  funds f o r  what i s  l e f t  o f  F o r t  McClel lan from the  
a c t i v e  Army budget t o  t h e  Army Reserve and Nat ional  Guard budget. 
There i s  no o v e r a l l  savings t o  t he  na t i on  o r  reduct ion  o f  
i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h i s .  

The m i l i t a r y  has placed great  emphasis on chemical readiness 
i n  t he  past. Chemical agents are  t he  poor na t ions  weapon o f  mass 
des t ruc t ion .  With so many unstable small  na t ions  i n  t he  world, t o  
shut down t h e  l i v e  agent t r a i n i n g  f a c i l i t y  even b r i e f l y  i s  no t  a  
smart move. L i v e  agent t r a i n i n g  i s  obv ious ly  considered important 
wor ld  wide. A g rea t  many nat ions ,  Germany, Great B r i t a i n ,  and 
Korea t o  name a few, pay t he  U. S ,  t o  send t h e i r  fol-ces t o  t he  l i v e  
agent f a c i l i t y .  With t h e  recent  t e r r o r i s t  a t tacks  i n  Japan where 
poison gas was used, and t he  bombing i n  Oklahoma C i t y ,  I do not  
be l i e ve  t h a t  t h i s  i s  an appropr ia te  t ime t o  d i s rup t  Chemical 
Weapons T ra in ing  by moving t he  Chemical School. I n  statements t o  
a senate hear ing on t e r r o r i sm  on A p r i l  26 and 27, both Senator 
Robert Dole and Senator Joseph Biden stressed t he  importance o f  
ma in ta in ing  m i  1  i t a r y  p r o f i c i e n c y  i n  chemical defense. Mainta in ing 
t h i s  p r o f i c i e n c y  i s  no t  going t o  happen i f  t he  schciol i s  d is rup ted 
by moving. A t  those same hear ings Senator Kennedy asked t he  head 
o f  t he  FBI how long would i t  be before  t e r r o r i s t s  had t he  
c a p a b i l i t y  o f  us ing nuclear weapons. The FBI head could on l y  g i ve  
a vague "I hope i t  w i l l  be a long t ime" answer. Nuclear defense 
t r a i n i n g  i s  a l so  conducted a t  F o r t  McClellan. 

T ra in ing  missions conducted here prove t h a t  F o r t  McClel lan i s  
a l ready a mu1 t i - s e r v i c e  i n s t a l  l a t i o n .  The Departmtmt o f  Ref ense 
Polygraph I n s t i t u t e  i s  here. The A i r  Force moved t he  Disaster  
Preparedness School t o  F o r t  McClel lan from Lowrey flF0 j u s t  l a s t  
year. The Navy and Marine Corps have t r a i n i n g  detachments here 
also. 



Three prev ious  Base Closure Commissions have recognized t h a t  
F o r t  McClel lan i s  a unique and v i t a l  i n s t a l l a t i o n .  It is 
un fo r tuna te  t h a t  t he  requirement by t he  1993 commissian f o r  
permi ts  t o  be obtained has s h i f t e d  t he  p u b l i c  emphasis from 
m i l i t a r y  mission t o  ob ta in ing  a rubber-stamped p iece o f  paper. By 
f 01 1 owi ng t h e  recommendat i on o f  t he  Department o f  Defense, t he  
1995 commission could be making a penny wise bu t  p ~ u n d  f o o l i s h  
decis ion.  I sincere1 y hope t h a t  you w i  11 be as f air-sighted as 
your predecessors and remove F o r t  McClel lan from the  c losu re  l i s t .  

S incere ly ,  

-l;s/p Charles M. ebb Jr,, 



Y 
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 objec t ives  

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable A1 Cornella 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Cornella: 

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 McClellanls 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 McClell.an 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, 
this 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 for 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 ~zhallenges, 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 ( m e  U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Proqram: Views, Analysis, and F:ecommendations, 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 

21 Dupont Circle, N W  Fifth Floor Washington,  DC 20036 tel 2021223-5956 fax 2021785-9034 



problem facing the Army in its execution of this prlogram. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical Assistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 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" and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

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 Anniston, 
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 Chemical 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 fashien would place 
the 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 of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sacrificed amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the Commission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly consider 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 destrucztion operations 
at Anniston are completed. To do otherwise would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treatv obliaations. 

4 

or, CWC Implementation President 
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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 McClellan's 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, 
this 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 for 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 hurdles at Fort Leonard Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal challenges, 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 o:n the status of 
the U.S. chemical weapons destruction program ( m e  U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Proqram: Views, Analysis, and Recommendations, 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 
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problem facing the Army in its execution of this program. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical Assistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 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" and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

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 Anniston, 
its plans for the subsequent construction of sirnilam facilities at 
six other sites in the United States will be placed in jeopardy. 
Delay in this program could have serious conseque:nces for public 
health and the environment in several U.S. communities. 

In addition, the premature transfer of the Chemical 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 fashion would place 
the 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 i.nto 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 of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sacrificed amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the lCommission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly (consider these 
important issues. 



In closing, we believe that it would be wise for the 
Commission to once again reject the recommendatio.n 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 would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treaty obligations. 

CWC Implementation President 
Project 



T H E  H E N R Y  L .  S T I M S O N  C E N T E R  
Pragmat ic  s teps  toward  ideal  ob jec t ives  

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable Benjamin F. Montoya 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Rear Adm. Montoya: 

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 ra1;ification 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 McClellan's 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 aglents. 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, 
this 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 for 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 glJ hurdles at Fort Leonard Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal challenges, 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 (me U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Proqram: Views, Analysis, and Recommendations, 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 
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problem facing the Army in its execution of this program. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical Assistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 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" and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

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 Anniston, 
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 Chemical 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 fashion would place 
the United States in violation of the CWC. The CWC, which awaits 
U.S. Senate approval, requires destruction of chsmical 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 of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sacrificed amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the Commission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly consider 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 would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treaty obligations. 

Smithson 

V Project 



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 objec t ives  

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable Rebecca Cox 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commissic~n 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Ms. Cox: 

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 McClellan's Chemical 
Defense Training Facility to Fort Leonard Wood could disrupt the 
continuity of operations at a facility that is t.he 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, 
this 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 for 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 hurdles at Fort Leonard Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal challenges, 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 (me U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Prouram: Views, Analysis, and Recommendations, 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to he a significant 
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problem facing the Army in its execution of this program. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical P~ssistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 letter, the Director of AlabamaVs 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 applicat.ionW and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

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 Ann~iston, 
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 Chemical 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 fashion would place 
the United States in violation of the CWC. The CW'C, 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 of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sa.crificed amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the Commission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly consider 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 would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treaty obligations. 

President 



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 objec t ives  

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable S. Lee Kling 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700  North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. King: 

We are writing to call your attention to the possible 
ramifications of the proposed closure of the Arnny base at Fort 
McClellan in Alabama on the successfui 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 McClellan's 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, 
this 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 for construction 
and operation of a replacement facility at Fort. Leonard Wood. 
However, public opposition near Fort Leonard Wood ir; increasing and 
could result in a significant delay in this site's availability. 
Common sense dictates that the Commission not appro-ve a proposal to 
close Fort McClellan until hurdles at Fort Leonard Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal c:hallenges, 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 Recommendations, 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 
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problem facing the Army in its execution of this program. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical P~ssistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 letter, the Director of Alabamaqs 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 applicat,ionW and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

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 Ann.iston, 
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 Chemical 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 fashion would place 
the United States in violation of the CWC. The CW'C, 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 of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sa.crif iced amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the Commission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly consider 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 would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treaty obligations. 

I 

ichael Krepon 
President - 

Project 



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 objec t ives  

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable J.B. Davis 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear General Davis: 

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 McClellan's 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 are11 in the face 
of Iraq's threat to use chemical weapons during the Persian Gulf, 
this 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 for 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 glJ hurdles at Fort Leonard Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal challenges, 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. chemic,al weapons stockpile. Our study 011 the status of 
the U.S. chemical weapons destruction program (G? U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Proqram: Views, Analysis, and Recommendations, 
September 1994) revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 
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problem facing the Army in its execution of this program. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort. McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among the numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical Assistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 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 applicat:ionU and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

The Army has clearly stated that the risks t.o 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 Anniston, 
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. communi-ties. 

In addition, the premature transfer of the Chemical 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 20041. The Army's 
inability to destroy the stockpile in a timely fashion would place 
the 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 viabi1it.y of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sacrificed amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the Commission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly consider 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 would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treaty obligations. 

/ 

Michael Krepon 
r, CWC Implementation President 
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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 objec t ives  

May 5, 1995 

The Honorable Wendi Louise Steele 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Ms. Steele: 

We are writing to call your attention to the possible 
ramifications of the proposed closure of the Arimy 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 McClellanls 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, 
this 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 for 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 hurdles at Fort Leonard Wood -- 
public hearings about permits, possible legal c:hallenges, 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 ( m e  U.S. Chemical 
Weapons Destruction Proqram: Views, Analysis, and Recommendations, 
September 1 9 9 4 )  revealed a lack of public trust to be a significant 
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problem facing the Army in its execution of this program. 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 officers and 
Pentagon civilians have frequently portrayed Fort McClellan 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 principal reason 
that this community has grudgingly gone along with Army plans that 
many of its citizens fear greatly. Among thc? numerous Fort 
McClellan resources that the Army lists in its Anniston permit 
request as integral to assuring safety during destruction 
operations are the Decontamination Team, Medical Assistance Team, 
Security Control Team, Rescue Squad, Explosive Ordnance Detachment, 
Emergency Operations Center, and Noble Army Community Hospital. In 
a 13 February 1995 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" and "place 
at risk the permit which the Army seeks." 

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 Anniston, 
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 Chemical 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 fashion would place 
the 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 of destruction 
operations at Anniston must not, in our view, be sacrificed amidst 
downsizing efforts. At a minimum, we ask that the 1Commission hold 
a treaty hearing, as it has done in the past, so that it might 
receive testimony and might more thoroughly consider 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 would jeopardize 
important national security objectives and international arms 
control treaty obligations. 

- 
Michael Krepon 

CWC Implementation President 
Project 



5 May 1995 

Honorable Alan J. Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Closure and Realignment Co~nmission 
Suite 1425 
1700 North Moore Street 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon, 

We better support the relocation of the military police and 
chemical schools from Fort McClellan, Alabama to Fort Leonard 
Wood, Missouri. Lets improve and build bigger and better facili- 
ties than what Fort McClellan has to offer and with today's 
expertise. Lets help this area grow and keep Fort Leonard Wood 
as a prosperous and a long-term military training base. 

~hink, what keeps this area prosperous? It's "Fort Leonard 
Woodtt because we have no factories, no plants, no companies in 
this area.  his would be a benefit to the entire state. 

The area of Anniston, Alabama has accomrnodateci the training 
and operation of the Chemical Defense Training ~ac:ility for 
years, since 1987, so it must be a worthwhile mission to the 
United States Armed Forces. If Fort McClellan does have to 
close, these two missions will go somewhere and we better "wel- 
comerg and approve there relocation to Missouri. 

Sincerely, 

CLARENCE L. KOON, USA Ret 
P.O. Box 341 
Devils Elbow, MO 65457 
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A RESQLUTION REQUESTING TI-IA1' FORT PICKII: l"r REMAIN AN A6X"VEi MILITARY 
INSTAI I.AWl'lON 

WHEREAS, the Departmcnt of Dofonsc has recommended lo  ttla tlase Closure 
Cornrniririion that Fort Plckett bc clcssd, and the Notloway C:ounfy Ecnmorlia: r3c?vc?loprnent 
Corrirr\ission OPPOSES this rccommr:ndation, 

NOW, THEREFORE L3E IT RESOLVED, that Izori Pickcti: provides r?xccptional training 
facilities for Active and Reserve Forces at very favorable unit c:or,ls, and 

WC-IEREAS, its location in tho mid Atlantic Sea I.%oarcl makes it idc silly located for 
trctinirlg units fromi MAINE to FL.BRIL>A and west to the MISSISSIPPI Rivor and, 

WWI-REAS, its training and rarige far:ilitics are stato of the art, well maintained, and with 
controlled air space l o  11,000 feet MSL; makes it one of thc few training iacilitit?~ where combat 
elements of Infantry, Arrrior, Artillery and Engint?ors can train togother as a ~Combinetl Arms 
Toam. and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickcfi is a major employer in Southside Virginia ;rnd its loss would 
have serious ecor~omic repercussions within Nottoway antl surrounding Counties, antl 

WIIEREAS, the quality of jobs available at Fort I:>icko!.l will not likely be? replaced in the 
near future, 

NOW, 'Tl.-IEI'PEFORE, BE IT' F~~URTlr,l%li RESCII._VED, by tho Nottoway Caalnty Economic 
Development Commission that the? Base Closure Commission REVEII?SE the Department of 
I3~?fense recommentlalion and that Fort Pickcti remain an ACTIVE. installation in support of 
NATIONAL. UEFFNSE of the UNITED STKTES OF AMERICA. 

Dono this thirteenth day of April, 1!3!)5 for a Unanimous Commissior~. 

Chairman 

~ o i .  USA (Het.) \ . . 
Executive Ilirector 

P. 0. Box 41, Nottoway, Virginia 23955 (804) 645-9197 Fax (804) 645-9199 



RESOLUTION 

Whereas, Ft Pickett has been a part of Blackstone and the surrounding area since 
July 3, 1942 and; 

- - 
Whereas, Ft. ~ickett and the men and women who have served Ft. Pickett have been an 
integral part of the community and the defense of our nation and; 

Whereas, many of the men and women of Ft. Pickett have served the Blackstone Baptist 
Church faithfully and continue to do so, taking God's message throughout the world and; 

Whereas, the closure of Ft. Pickett would significantly affect our community and 
congregation. 

Therefore, be it resolved that the Blackstone Baptist Church in this re:solution adopted by 
the members present at the Quarterly Business Meeting on April 12, 1995 express 
opposition to the closure of Ft. Pickett and; 

Be it further resolved that the members of the Blackstone Baptist Church pledge their 
continued support to the men and women of Ft. Pickett and their serviw to the 
community and the world and; 

Be it further resolved that the members of Blackstone Baptist Church shall keep Ft. 
Pickett a matter of prayer before the congregation and shall continue to minister to its 
employees and their needs, both civilian and militaryand; 

Be it further resolved that the Blackstone Baptist Church and its memblers shall show 
support for the men and women of Ft. Pickett within the boundaries of separation of 
church and state through participation in and promotion of meetings concerning the 
closure of Ft. Picket and the support of its employees. 



RESOLUTION 
IN SUPPORT OF FORT PlCKElT 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has been scheduled for closure by the United States Government; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett is a contributing asset to our region by their involvement in community 
and civic activities; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Pickett has four capable tank ranges that can be used for training purposes 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week; and 

WHEREAS, air space is reserved for artillery and tank firings 24 hours; a day, 7 days a week. 
This controlled air space has a ceiling of 18,000 feet which offers a unique flexibility not offered 
at other facilities; and 

WHEREAS, a recent expansion has increased the airport runway to 5,300 feet at Fort Pickett. 
This will permit C-17 aircraft to be accommodated at Fort Pickett; and 

WHEREAS, rail is located on site at Fort Pickett. Previously, this information was incorrectly 
reported by the Defense Department; and 

WHEREAS, the military value of Fort Pickett is one of great importance to branches of the 
service. Other installations are at full capacity and/or cannot offer the type of terrain essential for 
effective armor and artillery training; and 

WHEREAS, the expansion to the existing tank ranges and the construction of a multi-million dollar 
tank washing facility were never considered in the Defense Department's recommendation; and 

WHEREAS, the Surface Danger Area located at Fort Pickett is a feature not matched at other 
facilities between Fort Bragg and Fort Drum; and 

WHEREAS, A MOUT Site and a 16 building Mock City Live Fire Assault Course offers training 
to urban infantry, federal, state and local law enforcement agencies; and . 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Amelia, 
Virginia does hereby strongly support the continued operation of Fort Picitett. 

Adopted &ril 19, 1995 

Edward T. Hurley, Jr., chairw/ &J*# 

, Clerk to the Board 

Res. o. 95-10 P 

Board of Supervisors 
Amelia County, Virginia Y 



Senator Alan Diron,Chairman 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
Washington, D.C. FAX (703) 696-0550 M a y  4 ,  1995 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Having served on the staff of Senator John Sparkman and Seriatnr 
Birch Bayh and having served as Robert Kennedy's Southern 
Coordinator in 1968 1 had just left Washington whea yo11 a1.1.ived 
replacing Cliuck Percy. I wish yo11 were still there. 

I am enclosing an article for your consideration, on the proposed 
closure of F o r t  McClellan, Alabama. 

'Lhe i ~ n p r e s s i o ~ ~  created by the "Save the 1ia1-t" group, does rlot reflect 
the majority of the people of this community they woi~ld hnve you 
believe. They certainly do not condnne the techniques. 

You have a very difticult job, but 1 believe that the people of this 
community will support the decisions brought forward by the .4rmy 
i'hicf of Staff; and Secretary Perry. 

We, as a community, are much better prepared for defense spendiag 
reductions than we were when we last appeared on the list. We have rn 
active Economic Readjustment Authority th; i t  has  heen working 11nr4c.l- 
an  Advanced Planning Grant provided byf the Oflice of  Econonlic 
Adjustment at L)oU for many months and we are currently ,vor.liiug 
wit11 L I I U (  orfi~t.. 

Th:~nk yuu very much for your consider:~tions in this matter. 

31 Timothy Truce, 
Anniston, Alahama 36207 
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April 11, 1995 

Mr. Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

RE: FORT McCLELLAN SITE VISIT 

Dear Chairman Dixon: 

On 22 March 1995, Fort McClellan, Alabama was visited by General J. B. Davis in 
connection with the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in con"iunction with the 1995 
Base Closure and Realignment Report. Although originally scheduled to accompany 
General Davis on this site visit, Commissioner Cornella was unable to do so. 

We would like to extend to Commissioner Cornella an invitation to accomplish the site visit 
previously scheduled for him. Given the current schedule of the Commission, it appears 
unlikely that such a visit could take place until after the Regional Hearings are completed 
in early May. We look forward to an opportunity to have Commissic~ner Cornella evaluate 
firsthand the military value of this essential national security asset. We would also like for 
you to visit Fort McClellan. 

Sincerely, A 

Gerald Powell 
Chairman 
Fort McClellan-Anniston Army Depot 
Community Task Force 

cc: Commissioner A1 Cornella 

1330 Quintard Avenue P.O. Box 1087 Anniston, Alabama 36202 n (205) 237-3536 



The BRAC Commission 
Washington, DC 

April 5, 1995 

I 

The purpose of this letter is to lay out some facts that you may not have been able to obtain from 
the DODJArmy about the proposed closure of Fort McClellan, AL. I do not ask you to take 
anything I say at face value; please use your staff to verifl my claims. 

a. The Chemical Decon Training Facility will cost more than $70M to rebuild at Ft Leonard 
Wood; the Commanding General of Fort McClellan has this paperwork ($70+M), but has not 
forwarded it to TRADOC or the BRAC Commission as of 4 April 1995. The DOD BRAC cost 
for the CDTF was stated as $30M. Please ask the CG of Fort McClellan (suggest you ask for 
concurrence fiom the Chemical School working level guys) for the real costs of rebuilding the 
CDTF. The CG was not correct when he told Commissioner Davis that $3~0M is the real cost. The 
real cost is more than $70M. 

b. The DOD chooses to ignore the cleanup cost of the CDTF at McC16:llan if the CDTF is 
closed. This $45-50M cost can not be ignored. Once again, please check with the Chemical 
School and apply the "make-sense" test to ignoring $45-50M; this is a one-time cost that the 
Army has chosen to ignore. 

c. The medical community acknowledges $15M additional CHAMPIlS and medical costs 
for active duty soldiers and dependents associated with closing McClellan, yet these costs are 
excluded from ROI calculations. The taxpayer still must pay. Please ask the DOD for the late 
1994 study on Medical Facilities; this clearly shows $1 5M cost that is intentionally excluded fiom 
ROI numbers. 

d. Reactivating a new Biological Defensemetection Company at Leonard Wood will cost 
$4-5M; this has not been programed. Please ask the Army Chemical School. Also please 
consider how dumb it is to eliminate a capability (bio detection) that is number one on the DOD 
FY 97-0 1 programing list for NBC Defense. 

e. Please ask the Navy, Marine and Air Force detachments what will happen to their services' 
NBC training if McClellan is closed. Also ask the training commands oft hese services. If you 
ask their Pentagon staffs for the position, you may not get the answer that is best for the country. 
Ask the working guys who do the training at the CDTF and see its benefit. 

C &el h~ 
f Please check with the Germans, Brits, Russians, Ckheg, Ukranians and Romanians 
about the CDTF and the current treaty verification course. Purely as it private citizen, I 
entertained folks (who were attending the Chem School treaty course) frorn the above countries, 
at my house in early Feb 1995. I know first hand the good will and knowledge that come fiom 
such an international course (and school). How can we spend billions to I'lelp the former USSR 
downstage its nuclear capability and at the same time, eliminate the World':; only live-agent 



chemical training facility for savings that might appear in the year 2005? (Because of costs 
stated earlier in this letter, even the year 2005 is optimistic by at least three years.) U.S. 
corporations project steady-state income or savings streams no more than five to eight (5 - 8) 
years; the DOD predicts that savings from closing McClellan will start in :!005 -- ten years from 
now. These savings have a very small chance of materializing. 

If you have questions, please call me at (205) 237-3704. 

Walter C. Studdard 
1003 Christine Ave, .4pt 1 02 
Anniston, AL 36207 
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Overseas Education Association, Inc. 
STATESIDE DEP~NDENTS SCHOOLS 

E. Kay Stuertz 
Area Director 
5929 Waters Edge Drive 
Faye~eville, NC 28314 
H (9 19) 86447 13 
FAX (919) 487-4798 April 12, 1995 

Dorothy Lee 
UNISERV 

DircctorlGetural Counsel 
29971 Running Deer Lane 
Wna Niguel, CA 92677 

W (714) 495-5765 
FAX (714) 495-5860 

Base C.1osure Commission 
1700 North Moore 
Suite 1425 
~rlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Sirs, 

I am writing on behalf of all Section 6 Schools (DOD DDESS) 
who are affiliated with the Overseas Education A.ssociation to 
oppose the closing of Fort McClellan, home of the Chemical 
School that trains our Army, Navy, Air Force and Marine 
military personnel at the only "live agent" chemical defense 
facility in the free world. 

It is my understanding that this recommendation breaks the 
faith of the hundred thousand Alabamians at risk from their 
neighboring stockpile of aging chemical weapons, and 
seriously undermines the Chemical Weapons Convention and 
Bilateral Destruction Agreement. In light of thle world's 
recent events, would not such a proposal jeopardize our 
soldier's ability to survive chemical warfare? 

How can one justify the movement of these dangerous chemicals 
to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri? Does this not 
jeopardize the safety of our citizens? How could the Army 
accomplish such a move under today's environmental 
restrictions? What necessary precautions will be taken to 
insure the safety of our citizens? We would appreciate 
answers to these concerns. 

It is the opinion of the employees who are affiliated with 
OEA/NEA that the proposal to close Fort McClellari is a 
mistake with significant and dangerous ramifications. We 
request that the committee reconsider this recornlendation and 
oppose the Fort McClellan base closure. 

Thank you for your consideration to our request a~nd I would 
appreciate being kept informed of the committee's final 
decision. 

Sincer 1 

5#* 
E. ~ayutuertz u 
Area Director of Section 6 Schools (DDESS) 



MARTIN J. MANGAN 
5234 RED OAK DRIVE 

OXFORD, ALABAMA 36203 

April 21,1995 

Alan J. Dixon 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 N. More St. Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Senator: 

Recently, I accepted a job transfer from Chicago to Anniston, Alabama. Since my arrival, I have heard a 
great deal concerning the possible closure of Fort McClellan. This letter will not address the merits of that 
closing since I am not familiar with all of the facts. It will, however, address the ]lack of support and 
forethought on the part of the GAO and the Controller General - Defense Securi~ty, b e i ~ g  provided to the 
Commission. 

I am a CPA who has worked in private industry in various managerial positions. We in the finance area of 
private industry attempt to anticipate all questions that may be asked concerning the incremental costs on 
various decision alternatives. We also maintain comparative records of actual versus projected costs on 
decisions concerning material spending, projected to be recouped over a specific time period. These 
comparative records provide both a measurement of the decision and a historical basis for future decisions 
of a similar nature. 

Several days ago I watched the Commission's meeting with members of the GAO and the Controller General 
on CISPAN. I was aghast at the touchy-feely answers that were given to you and other members of the 
Commission. It was obvious that these gentlemen were not prepared. There was entirely too much "I feel", 
"I assume", or "we have not maintained records" in their answers. In addition, some questions indicate a 
reliance on their opinions concerning the non-financial aspects of the base closing recommendations. Their 
positions within the government bureaucracy do not lend support for their expertise regarding the military 
aspects of the closing recommendations. Answers on the military aspects by these gentlemen allow them to 
insert their prejudices into the decision aspects even when they may assert that they are quoting a military 
expert. 

I am of the opinion that your Commission should demand a greater level of support from them. They must 
provide accurate, detailed, and timely computation of the incremental costs of decision alternatives in both 
the short and long term. They must reconstruct the actual versus projected costs of the prior base closing 
decisions. This is necessary so that the current Commission can ascertain if the projected savings of prior 
decisions are being obtained. The failure to obtain prior decision goals may be a strong indication of future 
results of the current Commission's decisions. This reconstruction must be completed prior to your making 
any decision concerning any closing or realignment. My fear is that the costs of prior decisions are far 
greater than the benefits, given prior Defense Department's history on cost over-runs. 

In closing, I must state that I have always admired you as a public servant. Your contributions have always 
been practical, fair and far-sighted. Your absence from the senate leaves II1inoi:s ill represented. Should 
you find yourself in the Anniston/Oxford area of Alabama, you can always find a warm welcome at the 
Mangan's home. 

Sincerely, 



THE POOR MAN'S EQUALIZER 
Two New Weapons 

by: COL ORVAL Matteson 
QMC, RA Retired 
Jacksonville, AL 

1933  
Yes, by today's standards the Army and the other services are 

first class high-tech. And today the Army and the others, except for 
nuclear forces, are being dedicated and designed to fit the concept 
of meeting time-urgent military contingencies, anywhere, anytime, 
engaging unconventional or high-tech forces. (In its concentration 
on that objective the Army in its planning has disregarded the possi- 
bility of ever having to meet its most critical mission, that of ever 
having to get capable of fighting a war; no doubt i t  has been so 
disregarded just because it seems too improbable to be a major- consid- 
eration. But that's another story.) 

So now we're high-tech oriented, and all of our forces are 
increasingly becoming more dependent on high-tech machines and equip- 
ment for controlling, for fighting and supporting, whether for land, 
air, or water forces or operations. Increasingly we are becoming 
more dependent on rapidly massing forces and materiel, whether deploy- 
ing or while fighting. Increasingly we are becoming better at both 
the application of high-tech everything and at massing anything, so we 
are becoming more dependent on them. Thus, we are becoming more 
vulnerable, and really more restricted and less mol~ile. 

It's our forte: high-tech; massing. We excel., compared to any 
"contingency enemy." 

Whether that enemy is also high-tech or unconventional, compared 
to us in military resources he is apt to be a Poor Man. So, how is 
this contingency enemy to overcome or even resist this U.S. invader? 
What is the Poor Man's Equalizer? It has to be something he can 
afford and that he either has or can make or obtain; he has to be 
able to use it. As I see it, no matter who he is h,e has it or can 
easily get it and he has an inherent capability to use it effectively. 

Soon, I trust our combat conceptual thinkers and our high-rank- 
ing leaders will realize that the dominant defensive--and thus 
offensive--weapon of at least these contingency-type enemies against 
our high-tech, high-consuming-dependent, massed, mobile-dependent 
forces will be persistent chemicals precisely, finitely applied. 

Simply stated, spattered persistent chemicals on finite targets 
on air fields--either on land or afloat--will close them to both 
returning flights and to future flights, thus curtailing our air 
superiority. Similarly, anywhere, persistent chemicals finitely 
targeted on ammunition stocks reduce fire superiority, and on fuel 
stocks reduce mobility; on logistic airfields, beaches, harbors or 
key transportation junctions they curtail resupply; on command head- 
quarters and on control centers at any echelon they destroy or at 
least disrupt operations; and the selections go on and on. 



Combat troops may still be chemical agent targets, but for per- 
sistent chemicals such large area troop targets will be outranked by 
habitats of Generals and Admirals and by targets with POL or ammo 
handlers, communication specialists, fork lift operators, stevedores, 
and the like. 

No, the Services haven't been thinking in real terms of the , 

possibility of facing persistent chemicals, but such thinking has been 
done, and in high places. 

"Even a light sprinkling of persistent gas on Omaha Beach could 
cost us our footing there," said General Omar Bradley, the principal 
U.S. ground commander for the assault at Normandy, back then in 1944. 
(See SOLDIERS, Jan 93.) 

No, it did not happen then, but if it had they could not have 
done anything to reopen the beach, nor could we do it now; nor, under 
current programs, will we be able to do it in the future. 

Back in the 40's the capabilities and versatil~~ties of persistent 
agents were penny-ante stuff compared to today's, just as today's will 
no doubt be tomorrow. 

But back then there was at least one senior officer who apprec- 
iated the potential impact of persistent chemicals on US operations, 
and it wasn't even taught then at C&GSC (I know)--and I'll bet it 
still is not, at least to its ultimate in both importance and poten- 
tial utilization. Omaha Beach was no finite target, but some terrain 
Key to getting off of it was. (Stop to think, what if they had been 
used at Normandy?) 

O.K. Any contingency enemy can have the persistent chemicals, 
but how can he get them on key targets, finite or not, with our high- 
tech air power, etal? What is the "second weapon" he has to have to 
provide him his Equalizer? He already has it, and i t  is something 
which we won't have (of course, we won't have the persistent chemi- 
cals either). 

Yes, these easy-to-produce-or-obtain chemical agents may still 
be delivered on targets by conventional means, particularly by sophis- 
ticated forces. But they will be delivered by all types of forces by 
a weapon we won't have, a Kamikaze, with the characteristics of a 
chameleon. 

Yes, this the Poor Man's Equalizer, his two weapons: persistent 
chemical agents to secure the finite target, and the Kamikaze to hit 
it. Yes, the Kamikaze fits his needs perfectly, traveling by land, 
air or water, using bombs, projectiles, disposable short range mortars, 
briefcases or whatever everyone carries, or whateverlnqf, any 9be/s/.z'< $rAyer. 

The Kamikaze will be a common type of adversary, with delivering 
these agents just one of his/her missions, who must be recognized in 
our doctrine, planning, and training. In the 40's those we called 
The Japs performed Kamikaze-like actions in practically every ground 



combat conflict, but their efforts were generally instinctive and 
uncoordinated. We did not recognize these performances as inherent 
until they brought in their special forces against our Navy. 

But surely we must realize that the world's potential trouble 
makers have Kamikaze as a major MOS and that on their own stamping 
grounds they will be a most common and dangerous weapon to be rou- 
tinely faced. 

Anyway, if I were they I would use the Kamikaze as the primary 
delivery means of persistent chemicals, and I would wisely, widely 
and frequently employ these two weapons tobqualize, yes neutralize, 
the U.S. high-tech, massing-oriented and mobile-dependent forces. 

As an old line logistician in the 60's I was about up to my chin 
in the creation of concepts, doctrine, organizations and operational 
techniques for such as the development and the redevelopment of ROAD 
and COSTAR and TASTA while I was with the Quartermsster Board, the 
Army Logistics Management Center, and the Combat S2rvices Support 
Group of the Combat Developments Command. As the first chief of 
CSSG'S Organization and Doctrine Division I conceived and sold the 
Theater to Division Support Command concept and developed its various 
TO&Ets, doctrines and applications, including the first use of ADPE 
in the field. Later I was in even deeper at Hq. DJ4 in developing 
MAT'TSSST for the Brown Board, and then as Special Assistant to the 
DCSLOG for Concept Development and Future Systems Design, and after 
retirement as a consultant to ODCSLOG on ROLS-75. 

In between and before those assignments were ones designing 
the to-be COMM Z in France, and later for three years the chief of 
its G4 Plans; four years in Hq DA OflCSLOG's Plans; Quartermaster of 
the 7th Inf. Div. in Korea; Quartermaster of I11 Corps; CS and CO of 
the 13th Support Brigade. 

Thus I can easily visualize the targets in the service support 
systems of any theater of operations which when attacked, finitely, 
with persistent chemicals would in turn take the supported forces - 
whether combat, combat support or service support -- out of action, 
at least until the targets could be replaced or reconstituted. This 
impact is particularly assured as the Army's personnel and materiel 
resupply systems are still designed and organized t:o deliberately 
insure that the using unit, combat or otherwise, will never be at 
full TO&E or Basic Load strength once engaged or supporting forces 
in combat; but that too is another story. 

The impact on command, control, and communications systems would 
be equally devastating. Although I have no personal experience with 
airfield operations on land or afloat, I am sure they each also offer 
their critical finite targets, reachable to the Kamikaze. 

Generally, similar attacks on off-shore support bases and in the 
ZI will have delayed effects on in-theater operations, although the 
repercussions, particularly from those in the ZI, could be most pro- 
found. But, progressively, the targets will resemble the proverbial 
sitting ducks, and chances are the delivering agent will be able to 
execute repeat performances. 



So, what's to be done? Well, first at comparable command levels 
start to emulate General Omar Bradley in his appreciation of the 
devastating effects of persistent chemicals. Then get the conceptual 
thinkers aboard that idea train and at the same time start getting 
prepared for the attacks. Get going on assuring individual defensive 
skills against the agents and in creating and developing mobile decon- 
tamination teams and units to overcome the effects of such attacks; 
get going on assuring that developing the best pos:;ible equipment for 
these protective and these decontamination missions is high in the 
K & D program. 

Get this chemical defense program high up in command interest 
from the Army C.S. down to the company level; get it high up for 
funding for training, equipment, and R & D. 

Make full use of the specialized training facilities of t-he 
Chemical Defense Training Facility (CDTF) at Ft. McClellan to get 
the top command interest and use the total Chemical. School at full 
capacity for training the trainers who go back to t.heir units to train 
the troops. 

How? Have all generals and all other top-level commanders and 
their Command Sergeant Majors go through a session at the Ft. McClel- 
lan CDTF. That experience will challenge not only their personal 
protective equipment but their minds and bodies as well. The interest 
created will assure their emphasis on training, equipment and R & D. 
The truly lackadaisical attitude toward Chemical Training found in all 
echelons since 1938 (to my knowledge), and even now for those who have 
not been personally associated with the CDTF, will be dissolved. 

So, these initial and continued demands on the CDTF will exceed 
its present capacities. Then, expand the capacity and give the pro- 
gram the support needed to handle the load. 

Also, press for completion of the new Decontamination Apparatus 
Training Facility (DATF) which is now under construction at Ft. Mc- 
Clellan. Expand its capabilities and scope of training to meet the 
demands for the skills, equipment and techniques visualized to meet 
attacks by these Poor Man's e q u a l i z i n g  weapons. 

Yes, meeting these demands for emphasizing individual protective 
capabilities, for developing some in-house decontamination capacities 
in each unit and particularly in key-target ones, and organizing, 
equipping, and training specialized mobile, even airdrop, decontamin- 
ation units for areawide missions will in these times of increasingly 
limited funds and forces, require some realignments in both funding 
and the force structure, not only for the Army, but for the other ser- 
vices as well. So be it. Time is wasting. Potential enemies already 
have the capacities and capabilities and we must expect they have 
both the will and the knowledge tdmake use of the capability in the 
manner discussed herein. 

Those in the Army we used to call Combat Types need to think 
about what the application of these equalizer weapons on their service 
support lines will do to their combat capabilities. They know that 



their combat successes are totally dependent upon keeping the service 
support lines operating at the rate to meet their combat needs, and 
then some. These Combat-types should be the strongest advocates for 
meeting these two programs, and soon. 

Demands from the other services should be equally strong. The 
Marines can expect to be the first to be so greeted by these weapons. 
The air forces, afloat and ashore, can expect their air fields to be 
constant priority targets. The Navy should know that beach and har- 
bor operations will be equally popular. 

The uniqueness and similarity of these requirements for those 
services and the technical complexities and costs of the specialized 
training facilities, the CDTF and the DATF, preclucies the other ser- 
vices from establishing their own Chemical Schools and specialized 
facilities. This magnifies the importance of and the demands to be 
placed upon Ft. McClellan's Chemical School, which is as it should be. 

In fact, the training of individuals and of mobile decontamina- 
tion teams and units at Ft. McClellan and the concurrent development 
of doctrine and procedures by the Chemical Corps and its continued 
training could very well become the keystone to assure that U.S. 
forces are able to successfully operate in the environment that can 
be created by the poor man's high-tech weapon delivered by his 
fanatical Kamikaze. 

H'm'm.. . . 
Oh. Are persistent chemicals and the Kamikaze new weapons? No, 

not really. One predates Omaha Beach. The other flourishes in the 
world's oldest societies. 

But they will be new to us, and are most certain to be disruptive. 
How disruptive depends on whether we have prepared for them. As of 
now we have not. At the highest levels we have not considered them a 
threat, nor getting prepared to meet them as important. This can be 
changed. 

As in all things, it is a matter of top level emphasis. May 
they hear the voice of General Omar Bradley! 



To: Whomever is involved in or From: COL 0rvalQ.Matteson 
concerned with the 1995 Base RA, Retired 
Closure and Realignment Action. 306 Reynolds St. N.W. 

Jacksonville, AL 36265 
(205) 435-3500 

The DOD1s fundamental basis for existence is to be prepared 
to be at war for our nation's survival. A seclondary basis 
is to be prepared to engage in conflicts to protect national 
interests anytime, anywhere. In terms of installation 
retention requirements there is a gigantic difEerence1 
While those installations required to meet the needs of war 
also meet the needs for conflicts, the reverse is vastly . 
different. 

2. This paper will and should lead you to my detailed study on 
Base Closing, more properly referred to as Base Retention as 
that aspect is most critical. It lists the who-why-how of 
22 Installations which should be selected for this 1995 
closure action, one which the Army must retain,, and two 
which should be recovered. 

3. The need is to materially change the established base 
selection criteria as it fails to recognize, and thus 
consider, the DOD's most critical mission, a criteria which 
could be declared suicidal. I do not disparage those from 
Hq. DOD/DA or otherwise previously or presently involved in 
this operation for what has been done for they are all too 
young to have the experience to recognize the affects of 
that criteria. 

4. All of the thinking on readiness within DOD, whether by 
civilians or military, including that involving Base 
Closures, is totally addressed to conflicts; they are 
seemingly mesmerized by their own experiences. In terms of 
the DOD1s, and thus the Army's fundamental mission that is 
suicidal. 

5 .  I consider that insofar as Base Closures have been 
concerned, the needs and requirements for the f:undamental 
mission have not been deliberately ignored, but, they have 
not been recognized as they are unknown, and wa.r is 
inconceivable. Why is this? Everyone in DOD i,s too young 
to have knowledge or appreciation of critical requirements 
in terms of land and facilities to handle the olperations 
involved to meet that mission of assuring national survival. 
They need to get that knowledge and appreciation from those 
who have it - those who were involved in total mobilization. 
I was and 1 have it. 



6. Today, thinking is just as it was in 1917  when 2 0  days 
before we declared war on Germany the War Department did not 
expect it, and as in 1938-39+ when, I know, the Army did not 
expect to be at war (nor did others: in late 1 9 3 9  Mrs. 
Roosevelt had a CCC Co. C.O. dismissed because he had a 
Recruiting NCO talk to his men about joining the Army; in 
1 9 4 1  Congress extended the draft by just one vote; Japan was 
not even considered. 

7. That kind of thinking has again mesmerized DOD's thinking 
and actions The idea that maintaining our capability to 
rapidly mobilize should dominate is seemingly ridiculous, 
unworthy of being considered, inimical; it is reflected in 
the selection criteria for The Base Closing program, which 
in effect prohibits such considerations. 

8. I know what the criteria in this respect should be, I've 
been there. Who am I? Attached is a paper I received when 
I retired which will help you to decide if my observations 
and recommendations are worthy of consideration at the 
decision-making level (they have been, many times, and at 
the highest level). 

9. What do I know about mobilization and its demands in terms 
of land and facilities? I lived it. I also,.rvith a year as 
a 2nd Lt. in the 6th Infantry, know what the lirmy had and 
thought before the 1940  draft. I was again called to active 
duty in Aug. 4 1  (after two years with the CCC# most of the 
time although a 2nd Lt. drawing a Captain's pay) with the 
Hq. of the Replacement Training Center at Ft. Warren; when 
the 5th QM Training Regt. was formed in Jan. 1942  I was its 
S - 3 .  Then after a year-plus I went to Vancouver Barracks to 
organize a separate QM Bn. HQ. Detachment as its only staff 
officer; after several weeks it moved to Ft. Lewis, got an 
Ex. 0 and S-4 and four new QM companies to take through 
basic training. When that phase was completed we all moved 
to the California - Arizona Desert Training Canter where we 
acquired four more companies and took all of them through 
advanced training supporting the Command, shipping out and 
picking up companies until early 1944  when th~e Hq. moved to 
Ft. Warren (by then, I had become a Major and the Bn. Ex. 
0.) From there we shipped to Hawaii, to a ma.ke-shift base 
where we picked up several companies to get ready to take to 
Guam. After about a month I sailed for Guam with a 
detachment of the Hq. and arrived a week after the invasion; 
the Bn. Hq. and eight companies arrived a few months later. 

1 0 .  So I experienced mobilization in all of its aspects and 
problems to a full degree, which very few could match. I 



know, for example that we sent men with only QM basic 
training with a wooden mock-up rifle, directly into rifle 
companies boarding ships with Gen. Patton1s command. And 
back then before 7 Dec. we had over a year of the draft with 
highly accelerated acquisition of land and building of troop 
facilities and we were still held back in mobilization 
because of lack of facilities into 1943. 

11. Now we have the Total Army Concept, which cannot be 
implemented even just for conflicts without some 
mobilization, which immediately creates the demand for Co.- 
Bn. sized training plus individual training to fill up RC 
units and other units. Also the 60% drawdown of RC units 
and that of the RA units now underway will require theik 
rapid replacement with more individual and unit basic and 
advanced training demands, plus those for replacements. 

12. The demands are Big! The land plus facilities capacity to 
do all this must be on hand, whether it's next year or, say, 
2020. Close the essential bases now and the demand can't be 
met, any year, whenever. 

13. Yet the Army must close installations, now. 

14. My study, (para. 2 above) tells how to meet the demand to 
close installations, 22 of them with the Who,-Why-How. It 
tells how to keep those retained fully operational at 
reduced costs: Why, Who, How. 

15. I will send a copy to anyone who wants to make use of it in 
resolving this about-to-be-lost opportunity to preserve our 
capacity to meet the call for national survival. 

Orval a. .~atte~lon 
COL, RA, Retired 



EXTRACTS FROM 201 APJD EFFICIENCY REPORT F1I;ES 

Orval Q. Matteson 

1967-68: 
DCSLOG HQ DA, Logistics Doctrine and Systems Office, Special 
Assistant for Concept Development and Future Systems Design; COL J. 
J. Strnad: "He is undoubtedly one of the most highly qualified and 
experienced military logisticians in the business." 

1966-67: 
Special Consultant to the DA Board of Inquiry on the Army Logistics 
Systems (Brown Board). Developed new concept for services support 
to the Army in the field and produced a five volume study 
describing and depicting it: "Total Services Support System for 
the Theater-1970 (MATfTSSST)." COL Lockhart, and confirmed by MG 
Bigelow: l1COL Matteson's concept and study are the single most 
significant product developed by or for the DA Board during its 20- 
month tenure and offers the very real prospect of advancement in 
logistics concepts and operations at least equal to those made in 
strategy and tactics since World War 11." 

1964-67: 
Quartermaster of I11 Corps, and CO and CS of the :L3th Support 
Brigade. MG George Ruhlen: "He is a skilled logisitician whose 
experience, knowledge, calm appraisal and logical clecisions on 
problems facing this command have been of significant assistance. 
The more responsibility and the greater the task that has been 
placed upon him, the more enthusiastically and effectively he has 
performed. He is a dependable, competent officer on whom one can 
particularly rely during periods of difficulty and pressure.'' 

1964 - : 
Six months TDY with the QM School studying the curricu.lum in terms 
of its responsiveness to the changed concepts for support of field 
operations. Considerable changes in courses and in material taught 
made as results of study. Prepared paper on new concepts and 
trends distributed worldwide to senior QM officers, arid which was 
selected by Army Comptroller as a basis reference Jkr the new 
TECSTAR Committee, studying the future missions of the Technical 
Services Corps. COL Wilson: ''As a researcher and analyst COL 
Matteson takes nothing for granted. He is a critical, independent 
thinker who makes outstanding use of his extensive knowledge and 
experience in the field of Army logistical organizations and 
doctrine to develop questions and test associated cloncepts and 
proposals. Me is a poised, self-confident speaker, with an 
exceptional talent for reducing complex subjects to plain, 
understandable terms.'' COL John D. ~cLaughlin concurred in above. 



1962-64: 
Cadre member of HQ, Combat services Support Group of Combat 
Developments Command. First chief of CSSGts Organization and 
Doctrine Division. Developed the final TOE'S for the ROAD division 
logistics and administrative elements. Designed the final COSTAR- 
I1 (Revised), Itcombat Service Support to the Armyt1 concept which 
was approved by the CofSA and became basis for the Army's doctrine 
and organization in 1964. Designed COSTAR-111, which became the 
basis for TASTA-70, "The Administrative Support of Theater Army, 
1965-70," which was approved by CofSA as the basis for Army 
doctrine and organization in 1966. Directed deve:Lopment of service 
support concept and organization for the new test Air Assault 
Division. 

1960-62: 
Concept development analyst in the Theater Logistic Management 
Center. Developed new concepts. Designed -the Armyt s first 
Inventory Control Center unit which used Automatic Data Processing 
Equipment, for the COSTAR I and I1 studies, and designed their 
stock control system. Developed the organization for the new CSSG 
headquarters. Represented HQ DA on projects for testing the ROAD, 
"Reorganization Objective Army Division." COL Ryan W. King: ''He 
has a keen, analytical mind and expresses himself' well both orally 
and in writing. He is very competitive and is well liked by his 
fellow officers.It COL Frank G. White: ''A forceful, keenly alert 
and astute officer who thinks matters through in a thorough 
manner. Certificate of Achievement: 'I. . . exceptional 
meritorious service; demonstrated exception.al professional 
competence, a high degree of initiative, skill and originality in 
the development of logistic concepts and the formulation of 
logistics doctrine." 

1960-60: 
Eight months with the Quartermaster Corpst Combat Developments 
Agency, the QM Board. Developed new concepts such as the logistic 
missile, mechanical man, first functionalized supply units for the 
ROAD concept. COL Herbert H. Rasche: "He is an independent and 
agile thinker, and usually given to objective logic and careful 
reflection. Although earnest in his work, he is genial and affable 
in his relations to others; he is also self-cont:rolled, composed, 
and courteous, and he accepts suggestions with good grace and 
appreciation.I1 Honorary faculty member of QM Sc;hool. 

1958-59: 
Quartermaster of the Seventh Infantry Division in Korea. COL A. J. 
Hannon: "This is a very quiet, modest and intelligent officer 
whose personal habits, traits, and military bearing contribute 
immeasurably to his overall potential. His military and 
professional knowledge of QM activities and logistical 
responsibilities have been effective in support of the division's 
mission. He plans carefully and is positive in his application of 
QM activities of immediate and projected requirements. I consider 
him one of the outstanding officers in his branch of service.I1 MG 
N.A. Costellos, CG: "A truly outstanding Quartermaster. He gets 



the job done now without supervision." COL Arthur C. Tillson: 
"The services rendered by the Quartermaster to this division have 
been outstanding. This is a direct reflection of the strong 
personality, professional competence, and close attention to duty 
by this officer. He has shown a willingness to accept any task 
assigned and an aggressiveness in completing it efficiently. IIe 
organizes his work carefully, delegates responsibility, and follows 
up. When problems arise, his ready solution is the result of calm 
deliberation, exercise of logic, and forthright presentation of 
facts." MG Teddy N. Sanford: I1Concur with the rating officer and 
add:  his officer has displayed forceful, determined leadership. 
His leadership coupled with his professional knowledge has enabled 
him to render an outstanding performance." 

1954-58:  
At the personal selection of General W. Palmer, the DCSLOG, was an 
action officer in Plans Division, Office of the Deputy Chief of 
Staff for Logistics, IIQ DA. "Developed the Army's first detailed 
study on the nation's civil defense capabilities and requirements. 
This became the basis for the DA policy on the support of civil 
defense and the model for civil defense plans at HQ CONARC and the 
ZI Armies. For three years developed all the IIQ DA logistics 
doctrine and policies on matters related to civil defense. He has 
been the major HQ DA contributor to all DOD direlztives on these 
programs. Also he has been a major contributor to many of the 
national policy statements on domestic emergencies, such as the 
l'Basic Responsibilities After Attack on US" paper and the 
"Memorandum of Understanding Between the DOD, the Federal Civil 
Defense Administration, and the Office of Defense Mobili~ation.~~ 
He has also been a principle participant in annual Government 
Readiness Exercises. Developed the logistics portions of all HQ DA 
plans involving civil defense, as well as DA position on all JCS or 
interdepartmental papers. Represented DA Staff on all DOD 
committees on these matters. Personal advisor to the CofSA, and 
prepared papers for the CofSA1s presentations on civil defense and 
domestic emergencies. Prepared Army's first paper recommending 
that the DA take over full responsibility for civil defense 
planning and operations; although not adopted in full for several 
years, its proposals became the basis for the Chief of Staff's 
decision to have the Army to be prepared to take over full 
responsibility in case of an emergency. Founder of DA program for 
assessing damage from nuclear weapons. Has developed all the DA 
policies,. doctrine, techniques, and procedures for post-strike 
analysis. Instigated techniques of damage ass€ssment for DA 
participatj.on in Government Readiness Exercises, established and 
directed the Army and JCS Damage Assessment Centers; developed and 
established procedures for use at ZI installation level. Developed 
and directed all DA participation in OSD and with other federal 
agencies such as Office of Defense Mobilization and National 
Security Council. Developed procedures and program for reflecting 
status of DA resources in the electrical accounting machines of the 
National Damage Assessment Center. Initiated action to reflect the 
effects of nuclear attacks on CONUS in DA and JCS plans and 
mobilization programs. Developed the procedures for considering 



the relative vulnerability of locations in the US in construction 
and relocation planning. Principle Army contributor to the Net 
Evaluation Subcommittee Annual Report to the National Security 
Council. Prepared the Army's logistical analysis which was 
incorporated as an annex to the Report. Citation: "Colonel Orval 
Q. Matteson's efforts in the areas of civil defense and damage 
assessment brought about a greater understanding of the logistic 
impact of these matters and of DA responsibilities in these areas, 
reflected by major changes in both JCS and Army Defense Plans. . 
.His involvement and participation has resulted in a major 
contribution to national readines~.'~ Guest speaker at many service 
schools, including the Army War College. Honorary faculty member 
of ALMC, Civil ~ffairs, MP, ASA schools; first .non-general, or 
comparable civilian, to be made an honorary faculty member of ALMC. 
COL Cyril A. Millson: "This officer has a frank, dynamic, and 
convincing manner. He always presents a neat appearance. He is 
dominant, aggressive and bold and has an analytical mind. He is 
well read and highly informed on professional and world affairs. 
He initiates actions rapidly, and readily accepts responsibility. 
Can evaluate the effectiveness of a concept and visualize its 
application. He has the courage of his convictio~ns. He applies 
himself in a meticulous, thorough, and painstaking manner and 
obtains positive and reliable results. I' LTC Horteuse M. Boutel, 
WAC : "This officer's outstanding characteri:stics are his 
exceptional ability to grasp new concepts and to express new 
views. COL Donald F. Slaughter: ''An analytical thinker who 
expresses himself extremely well. He is methodical, deliberate, 
and always develops sound, well thought-out solu.tions to staff 
problems. COL B. L. Picket: llOutstandingly reliable and produces 
superior results. 

1951-54: 
Member of Office of the G-4, HQ COMM Z, France. Command briefing 
officer. Personally selected for the assignment by the Command CG. 
Conducted study which resulted in the transfer of the command of US 
Depots in France from HQ USAREUR to HQ COMM Z. Conducted study 
which resulted in change of depots from Technical Service Depots to 
General Depots. Handled all logistical aspects of war plans; 
established and operated the Command War Room for all exercises; 
represented the command and headed the working group for all 
exercises conducted away from Command Headquarters. As the CG1s 
representative, accompanied senior logistics1 visitors, such as the 
DA G-4, on command-wide inspections. Represented the HQ, or was 
the sole advisor to the CG when he participated, in conferences on 
command-wide affairs with senior headquarters. Was the briefing 
officer for the CG1s for all visitors for three years. Certificate 
of Achievement: I t .  . . his thorough knowledge of logistics, 
complete understanding of operations, and intensive study of the 
zone were recognized by his selection as briefing officer for the 
CG." COL Edward D. Comm, G 4: "One of the few highly outstanding 
officers I know.11 MG Lemmuel Mathewson: ''1 hold Major Matteson in 
such high regard that he is one of the two field grade officers 
(the other a Colonel) whom I personally selected from all the 
personnel of this headquarters to assist me in presenting a recent 



briefing on the affairs of this command to the Deputy Secretary of 
Defense. He conducted most of the briefing and did his usual 
superior job. " 

1950-51: 
Property Officer, Chicago QM Depot, Procurement Expediter. 

1949-50: 
Logistics representative on a three-man group which did the (then 
classified) planning for the establishment of the C:OMM Z in France. 

1948: - 
superior rating at the QM School's Advanced Class. 

1947: 
organized and headed the DAIS special Services School for 
~ecreational Officers. MG R.B. Reynolds: "He had the job of 
organizing the school, developing the curriculum, selecting the 
faculty, and conducting the instruction. Results achieved were 
outstanding in my opinion. 

Superior rating (2nd in class) at the Command and General Staff 
College. 



The BRAC Commission 
Washington, DC 

April 5, 1995 

The purpose of this letter is to lay out some facts that you may not have been able to obtain fi-om 
the DODIArmy about the proposed closure of Fort McClellan, AL. I do not ask you to take 
anything I say at face value; please use your staff to verify my claims. 

a. The Chemical Decon Training Facility will cost more than $70M to rebuild at Ft Leonard 
Wood; the Commanding General of Fort McClellan has this paperwork ($70+M), but has not 
forwarded it to TRADOC or the BRAC Commission as of 4 April 1995. 'The DOD BRAC cost 
for the CDTF was stated as $30M. Please ask the CG of Fort McClellan (suggest you ask for 
concurrence from the Chemical School working level guys) for the real cctsts of rebuilding the 
CDTF. The CG was not correct when he told Commissioner Davis that $:10M is the real cost. The 
real cost is more than $70M. 

b. The DOD chooses to ignore the cleanup cost of the CDTF at McClellan if the CDTF is 
closed. This $45-50M cost can not be ignored. Once again, please checlc with the Chemical 
School and apply the "make-sense" test to ignoring $45-50M; this is a one:-time cost that the 
Army has chosen to ignore. 

c. The medical community acknowledges $ISM additional CHAMPIJS and medical costs 
for active duty soldiers and dependents associated with closing McClellan, yet these costs are 
excluded fiom ROI calculations. The taxpayer still must pay. Please ask the DOD for the late 
1994 study on Medical Facilities; this clearly shows $1 5M cost that is intelltionally excluded from 
ROI numbers. 

d. Reactivating a new Biological DefenseIDetection Company at Leonard Wood will cost 
$4-5M; this has not been programed. Please ask the Army Chemical School. Also please 
consider how dumb it is to eliminate a capability (bio detection) that is number one on the DOD 
FY 97-0 1 programing list for NBC Defense. 

e. Please ask the Navy, Marine and Air Force detachments what will happen to their services' 
NBC training if McClellan is closed. Also ask the training commands oft hese services. If you 
ask their Pentagon staffs for the position, you may not get the answer that is best for the country. 
Ask the working guys who do the training at the CDTF and see its benefit. 

f. Please check with the Germans, Brits, Russians, Czhecs, Ukranians and Romanians 
about the CDTF and the current treaty verification course. Purely as a private citizen, I 
entertained folks (who were attending the Chem School treaty course) from the above countries, 
at my house in early Feb 1995.1 know first hand the good will and knowledge that come fiom 
such an international course (and school). How can we spend billions to help the former USSR 
downstage its nuclear capability and at the same time, eliminate the World's only live-agent 



chemical training facility for savings that might appear in the year 2005? (Because of costs 
stated earlier in this letter, even the year 2005 is optimistic by at least three years.) U S .  
corporations project steady-state income or savings streams no more than five to eight (5 - 8) 
years; the DOD predicts that savings from closing McClellan will start in 2005 -- ten years from 
now. These savings have a very small chance of materializing. 

If you have questions, please call me at (205) 237-3704. 

1 003 Christine Ave, Apt 1 02 
Anniston, AL 3620'7 



Apr i! 4 ,  1995 

D e w  Cm~m iss ioner  Rob1 e s  : 

I I ive in  Anniston. ,  Alah.3.rna and I want you t o  know tha t .  n o t  everyone 

who 1 i v e s  i n  t . h i s  community want.5 t o  keep F t .  McClel Ian upen. I n  f a c t ,  

?.bet-.e a r e  a c o n ~ i d e t - a b l e  nun~ber (and i t  i s  groi:,liny) who ruouid 1 ike t o  s e e  

t.he f o r t  c l o s e  f o r  a v a r i e t y  of  r e a s o n s .  

I w a n t  our c o u n t r y  t o  a c h i e v e  a ba lanced  budget .  I n  o r d e r  t o  do 

t h i s ,  I underst.and some t h i n g s  have to be c u t .  I am w i l l i n g  tu c l o s e  F t .  

McClel l a n  t.o help a c h i e v e  t . h i s  g o a l .  

Our cornmun i t y  144 i 1 1 surv ive , and poss ibl y even become heal t h  i e r  . 
This c m m u n i t y  formed a t.asb: f o r c e  a c o u p l e  o f  years ago t o  t a k e  a 

p r o a c t i v e  s t a n c e  and look f o r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  i n  c a s e  t h e  f o r t  d i d  c l o s e .  

It .  i s  do ing  a g!~tod Job; t .here  is l i f e  a f t e r  F t ,  ? l c C l e l l a i ~ .  

My message t o  you--go ahead and c l o s e  Fort. McCle! I an  and l e t  u s  g e t  

on w i t h  our 1 ives. Many h e r e  f e e l  ?.he 5a.m way. 



De2.r Comm i s s  ioner  Dnv is 

I ! ive i n  k n n i s t o n ,  Alabama, and I want you t o  know t h a t  n o t  e v e r y m e  

who ! ives  i n  t h i s  comrnun i t y  wants t o  keep F t  . McCI e l  1 a.n open. In f a c t ,  

t h e r e  a r e  a c ~ m s i d e r a b l e  number (and i t  is growing> who n c ~ u l d  1 i k e  t o  see 

t h e  f o r t  c l ose  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasons. 

I w?nt our coun t r y  t.o achieve a Ralsnced budget.. It? ~ r d e r  t o  do 

t h i s ,  I understand sonle t h i n g s  have t.o be c u t ,  I am u i !  l i n g  t o  c l o s e  F t .  

McC le l l an  t,o h e l p  achieve t .h is  goa l .  

Our comrnun i t  y w i 1  1  surv i v e  , and poss i b  1 y even become heal  t h  i e r  . 
T h i s  cornmcrt-r i t . y  formed a  task  f o r c e  a  couple o f  years ago t o  ta.kce a 

p r o a c t i v e  st.ance and look f o r  81 t e r n a t  i ves  i n  case t h e  f o r t  d i d  c!ose. 

I t  i s  do ing  a good j ob ;  t h e r e  is 1  i f e  a f t e r  Ft.. McCle l lan.  

My message t o  you--go ahead and c l o s e  F o r t  McC1ella.n and l e t  us get  

cn  w i t h  our  1  i ves .  Many here  f e e l  t h e  sari~e !...!ny. 

S ince re l y ,  



A p r i l  4, 1995 

Dear Commissioner Montoys: 

I ! i v e  i n  Ann i s t o n ,  A1 abama, and I want you t o  know Lha t  not everyone 

who 1 i ves  i n  t h i s  communit.y wants t c  keep Ft. McCie l ian  open. I n  f a c t ,  

t h e r e  a re  a cons iderab le  number (and i t  i s  growing) who cLtculd l i k e  t o  see 

t h e  f o r t  c l o s e  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasons. 

I want 13ur coun t r y  t.o achieve a balanced budqet. I n  o rder  t o  do 

t h i s ,  I understand sonw t h i n g s  have t o  be c u t .  I am w i l l i n g  t o  c l ose  F t .  

McCIe l lan  t.o h e l p  ach ieve t h i s  goa l .  

Our commun i t y  I..U i 11 surv  i ve ,  and pass i b l  g even become he&! t h  i e r  . 
T h i s  community formed a task f o r c e  a couple o f  years ago t o  ta.ke a 

p r o a c t i v e  stance at-rd !ook f u r  a! t e r n a t i v e s  i n  case t h e  f o r t  d i d  c lose .  

I t  i s  do ing  a good j ob ;  t h e r e  i s  1 i t 'e  a f t e r  Ft. M c C l e l l a t ~ .  

My message t o  you--go ahe.3d and c l o s e  F o r t  McCle l lan  and l e t  u= get. 

on w i t h  our l iws. Many here  f e e l  t h e  same way. 

Sincere! g ,, 



Dear Corr:rrti=sit~ne C ~ ~ r t - t e l  l a :  

I ! i v e  i n  A n n i s t o n ,  A l  tbarn.3, and  I l,<~ant you t o  know t h a t  n o t  e v e r y o n e  

who 1 i v e s  i n  t h i s  community w.3nt.s t o  k e e p  Ft , PIcCI e l  I a n  open .  I n  f a c t ,  

t h e r e  a r e  a c o n s i d e r a b l e  number (and  i t  is groctl ing,  who eroul d 1 i k e  t.o see 

t .he f o r t  c l o s e  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  r e n s o n s .  

! want  o u r  c o u n t r y  t o  achieve a b a l a n c e d  b u d g e t .  In  o r d e r  t o  do 

this, I u n d e r s t a n d  some t h i n g s  have  t o  be cut . .  I am wi I !  i ny  t o  c l o s e  ft.. 

?lcr:lel I a n  t o  h e l p  a c h i e v e  t h i s ;  goa.1 . 
Our cornrnun i t y  w i 1 1 s u r v i v e ,  and  p o s s  ib l  14 ever: become h e a i  t h  iet- . 

T h i s  community formed a t .ask f o r c e  a c o u p l e  o f  g e a r s  ago to t a k e  a 

proac t .  ive st.a.nce and  look  f o r  a1 t e r n a t  i v e s  i n  c a s e  t h e  f c i r t  d i d  c l o s e .  

I t  i s  d o i n g  a  good .job; t h e r e  is 1 i f e  a f t . e r  F t .  McCiel l a r ~ .  

My message  t o  you--go ahead  and  c l o s e  F o r t  McClel l a n  and  l e t  us g e t  

on IAJ it.h out- I i v e s .  Fang  h e r e  f e e l  t h e  same wa.y. 

S i n c e r e l y ,  



A p r i l  4, 1995 

Oear Commissioner K l  i n g :  

I l i v e  it-: Ann is ton. ,  kl abama, and ! want 14ou t o  know t h a t  n o t  everyone 

~ h o  l i v e s  i n  t h i s  cornncru?it.g wa.nts t o  keep Ft.. McClel i a n  opert. I n  f a c t ,  

t h e r e  are n cons iderab le  number /and i t i s  growing) who would 1 ike t o  see 

t h e  f o r t  c l ose  f a r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasons. 

1 want. our coun t r y  t o  ach ieve s bal,?.ncrd buciget. I? order  t.o do 

t h i s ,  I understand some t h i n g s  hnve t o  be c u t .  I am w i l l i n g  t.o c l o s e  Ft. 

McCle l l an  t o  h e l p  achieve t h i s  goa l .  

Our cornmun i t y  w i 1 1 s u r v i v e  , and poss ib l  y even becoma? heal  t!i i e r  , 

Th is  commut-rit.!~ fclrmed a. -bask f o r c e  a couple o f  Idears ago tc! ta.lie a 

p r o a c t i v e  s tance and look f o r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  i n  case the f o r t .  d i d  c lose.  

I t  is do ing  a good dcb; t h e r e  is l i f e  af t .er  F t .  McCle l lan .  

Mli message t o  yocr--go ahead and c l  m e  Fot-t. McCl e l  l at> s.nd 1 c t  us ge t  

un w i t h  our ! ives .  Ma.ny here  f e e l  t h e  same way. 



A p r i l  4 ,  1995 

Dear Crsn-~m i s s  ionet- S tee l  e : 

I 1 i v e  i n  Annis ton,  Alabama, and I w a n t  you t o  know t h a t  n o t  everyone 

who 1 i v e s  i n  t h i s  community wants t o  keep F t .  McCleI l a n  open. In f.3.ct, 

t.here a r e  a cons iderab le  number (and i t  i s  grow ing5 who would 1 i k e  t o  see 

t h e  f o r t  c l o s e  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasons. 

I want our  coun t r y  t.o achieve a balanced budget. I ?  o rde r  t o  do 

t h i s ,  I understand some th ings have to be c u t .  I am w i l l i n g  t o  c l o s e  F t .  

McClel I a n  t o  h e l p  ach ieve t h i s  yoa.1. 

O t r r  corrn~ut~ i t .y w i 11 su rv i ve ,  and pass i b l  y even become heal  t h  iet- . 
T h i s  community formed a task  f o r c e  3. couple o f  years ago t.o t ake  a 

p r o a c t i v e  s tance and look f o r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  i n  case t h e  . f o r t  d i d  c lose .  

I t  i s  do ing a gcod job ;  *.here i s  l i f e  a f t e r  F t .  McClel l an .  

My messa.ge t o  you--go ahead and c l o s e  F o r t  McC1ella.n and l e t  us get  

on wi th  our  1 ives. Many h ~ r e  feel the same way. 

S ince re l y ,  



Dear S i r :  

A r  y o u  know, F a r t  M c c l e i l a n  h a s  f o r  t h e  +ourth t i m e  h e e n  
recommended b y  t h e  Army f o r  c l o s u r e .  On t h e  t h r e e  p r e v i o u s  
o c c a s s i o n s ,  t h i n g s  a p p e a r e d  t c 3  be d o n e  + a i r l y  o p e n l y  a n d  
e v e r y o n e  w a s  a l l o w e d  t o  e : . : p re s s  t h e i r  o p i n i o n s  e i t h e r  f a r  
or a g a i n s t  t h e  A r m y ' s  p o s i t i o n .  However ,  t h i s  t i m e  i t  is 
t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t .  E v e r y o n e ,  b o t h  m i l i t a r y  a n d  c i v i l i a n ,  
b a s i c a l l y  h a v e  b e e n  t o l d  t h e y  are  n o t  t o  v o i c e  t h e i r  
c o n c e r n s  or s p e a k  o u t  o n  t h e  matter. S i m p l y  p u t ,  w e  h a v e  
b e e n  s u b t l y  t o l d  t h a t  w e  work fo r -  t h e  Army a n d  i . t s  t h e  
A r m y ' s  d e c i s i n n  a n d  w e  are s u p p o s e d  t n  a b i d e  b y  i t .  
V e r y  l i t t l e  wonder- why v e r y  f e w  p e o p l e  showed  up a t  FRGC 
Cammi ssi o n e r s  h e a r i n g .  

I t  is j u s t  a m a z i n g  t h a t  e v e r y o n e  now c a n s i d e r s  t h e  "Army 
i5  oiir s p o k e s m a n .  " We1 1 t h e  Army i t s e l f  c a n  ' t s p e a k  , 
o n l y  i ts  e m p l o y e e s ,  b o t h  n l i l i t a r y  a n d  c i v i l i a n  h a v e  t h e  
c a p a b i l i t y  o f  d o i n g  t h a t .  

What t h e  "Army" a p p a r e n t l y  d o e s  n o t  r e a l i z e  is t h a t  j a b s ,  
f a m i l i e s  a n d  l i v e s  are a t  s t a k e  i n  t h i s  matter. Hnwever ,  
t h i s  d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  t n  b e  04 a major c o n c e r n  t o  thi.i::j 
e n t i t y .  S i m p l y  k e e p  q u i e t  a n d  f o l  1  t3w ocir d e c i s i o n s .  

I t  is a s a d  s t a t e  a f  a f f a i r s  i n  t h i s  co ; !n t ry  when i t : - ;  
c i t i z e n s  are b e i n g  m u z z l e d  a n d  t o l d  w h a t  t h e y  c a n  n r  
c a n n o t  s a y .  I work:: a t  F o r t  M c c l . e l l a n  zo i t  shoi-[ld n n t  
came a s  a m a j o r  s u r p r i s e  to y o u  why I a m  n o t  s i g n i n g  
t h i s  l e t t e r .  I tnctst. s a y  h o w e v e r  t h a t  I a m  s ~ m e w h a t .  
e m b a r r a s s e d  a n d  a s h a m e d  t h a t  I d o  n o t  h a v e  t h e  
c o u r a g e  t o  s i g n  t h i s .  

Sincerely. 



The BRAC Commission 
Washington, DC 

April 5, 1995 

Commissioners: ( 

The purpose of this letter is to lay out some facts that you may not have been able to obtain fiom 
the DOD/Army about the proposed closure of Fort McClellan, AL. I do not ask you to take 
anything I say at face value; please use your staff to verifl my claims. 

a. The Chemical Decon Training Facility will cost more than $70M to rebuild at Ft Leonard 
Wood; the Commanding General of Fort McClellan has this paperwork ($70+M), but has not 
forwarded it to TRADOC or the BRAC Commission as of 4 April 1995. The DOD BRAC cost 
for the CDTF was stated as $30M. Please ask the CG of Fort McClellan (suggest you ask for 
concurrence from the Chemical School working level guys) for the real costs of rebuilding the 
CDTF. The CG was not correct when he told Commissioner Davis that $30M is the real cost. The 
real cost is more than $70M. 

b. The DOD chooses to ignore the cleanup cost of the CDTF at McClellan if the CDTF is 
closed. This $45-50M cost can not be ignored. Once again, please check with the Chemical 
School and apply the "make-sense" test to ignoring $45-50M; this is a one-time cost that the 
Army has chosen to ignore. 

c. The medical community acknowledges $15M additional CHAMPUS and medical costs 
for active duty soldiers and dependents associated with closing McClellan, yet these costs are 
excluded fiom ROI calculations. The taxpayer still must pay. Please ask the DOD for the late 
1994 study on Medical Facilities; this clearly shows $15M cost that is inten1:ionally excluded from 
ROI numbers. 

d. Reactivating a new Biological Defensel'etection Company at Leonrrrd Wood will cost 
$4-5M; this has not been programed. Please ask the Army Chemical Schocbl. Also please 
consider how dumb it is to eliminate a capability (bio detection) that is numller one on the DOD 
FY 97-01 programing list for NBC Defense. 

e. Please ask the Navy, Marine and Air Force detachments what will happen to their services' 
NBC training if McClellan is closed. Also ask the training commands of these services. If you 
ask their Pentagon staffs for the position, you may not get the answer that if; best for the country. 
Ask the working guys who do the training at the CDTF and see its benefit. 

f. Please check with the Germans, Brits, Russians, Czhecs, Ukranians rand Romanians 
about the CDTF and the current treaty verification course. Purely as a private citizen, I 
entertained folks (who were attending the Chem School treaty course) from the above countries, 
at my house in early Feb 1995. I know first hand the good will and knowledge that come from 
such an international course (and school). How can we spend billions to help the former USSR 
downstage its nuclear capability and at the same time, eliminate the World's only live-agent 



chemical training facility for savings that might appear in the year 2005? (Because of costs 
stated earlier in this letter, even the year 2005 is optimistic by at least three years.) U.S. 
corporations project steady-state income or savings streams no more than five to eight (5 - 8) 
years; the DOD predicts that savings from closing McClellan will start in 2005 -- ten years from 
now. These savings have a very small chance of materializing. 

If you have questions, please call me at (205) 237-3704. 

)&? &*d&d 
&er C. Studdard 
1003 Christine Ave, Apt 102 
Anniston, AL 36207 



Dear  Comm i s 5  inner  D i xon  : 

1 1 i v e  i n  Ann i s t o n ,  A1 aba.m.3.. a.nd ! w a m t  you t o  knol,!~ that ,  n o t  everyone 

who l i v ~ s  i n  t h i s  community wants t o  keep F t ,  McCl e! 1 an open. I n  f.3.ct, 

t h e r e  a r e  a consider2.kle number Cand i t is growing) who 2\!ou!d 1 i k e  t o  see 

t h e  f o r t  c l ose  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasct-is. 

I want our r o u n t r y  t.0 a c h l e ~ ~  a balanced budget. In  o rde r  t.o do 

t h i s ,  I understand some t h i n g s  have t o  be cu t .  I 3.m w i l !  i n g  tc c l c s e  F t .  

McClelian t o  h e l p  achieve t h i s  goa l .  

Our ~zomrncrt? i t g  !.J.J i! 1 s ~ r v  i ve ,  and poss i b l  y evet? becorne hea.1 t h  i e r .  

T h i s  community formed a. t a . sk  f o r c e  a couple o f  years aga t o  take a 

ptmoact ive stance and look  f o r  a1 t e r n a t  i ves  i n  case t h e  f o r t  d i d  c l o s e ,  

It is doing a good .job; t h e r e  i s  1 i f e  a f t e r  F t .  McClel Ian. 

My message t.0 you--ga ahead and close F o r t  McCl e l  l a.n and l e t  us get 

on w i t h  our 1 ives. M?ny here  f e e l  t h e  s.me way. 



Dear Cornmiss io t ler  Cox : 

I 1 i v e  i n  Annis ton,  Alabama, itnci I want you t o  knm.! t h a t  n o t  P.;,eridone 

who 1 ir.,..>ee i t 3  t h i s  commut?ity wants t o  keep F t .  McCIe l lan  I p e n .  In  fact., 

t h e r e  a r e  a considera.ble number Cand i t is groln~ing> who f ~ o u l d  1 i l te  t o  see 

t h e  for t .  c l ose  f u r  a v a r i e t y  o f  reasons. 

I [,.!ant our  coun t r y  t o  ach ieve a balanced budget, Ir: o rde r  %.a do 

t h i s ,  I understand some t h i n g s  have t o  be c u t .  I a.m w i l i i n g  t o  c I  cse F t  . 
McCle l lan  t o  h e l p  ach ieve t h i s  goa l .  

Uur ~zummun i t y  w i 1 l su rv  i v e  , and poss i b l  y even become hea 1 t h  i e r  . 
T h i s  communit.y formed a t.ask f o r c e  a couple o f  years ago t o  t a k e  a 

p r l ~ a c t  i v e  s tance and look f o r  a.1terna.t i v e s  i n  case t h e  f r ! r t  d i d  close. 

It i s  do ing  a good job; t.here i s  l i f e  a f t e r  F t .  McClellan. 

My message t o  you--go ahead and c l ose  Fort. McClel l a n  and l e t  us ge t  

on w i t h  our 1 ives. Many here feel %.he same way. 



sciense Base C l o s u r e  and 
x p a l i g n r o e ~ t  cornm155ion 

Northmore S t r e e t  
7 ,.qr s u i t e  A $ : . - -  

Ar?ingtor . .  VA 2 2 2 0 9  

nh 
t .his  l e t t e r  as a  -0.rrmtd ~ i i . 2 ~ 1  HI<; kaxpFi>rer. + - - *  

. , 
-,epa.r3eTi) 0- f (DC),) h a s  p r o p o s e  tne  c o s i ~ r r  of F c r i  
d 

. . 
: * j c ~ l e l  " l ~ b i m a .  T h i s  1s  a mls?ak' Twice bef c c r  ?.his d e c  4.'. , 

. . 
s u c h  a proposa  1 - 

;  i w i r e  i n  t h i s  r,.e;ca&; your C ~ ~ ~ I S S ~ O L  
I.. , ;  ,4 fOLnd r sE jon  and j,,,r c a u s e  to k r e r  f o r t  ?~;c:.2li.l- "c,'Al,.. 

"hp 

gnl17 gootj t h a t  can  said s h o u t  DOD is t h a t  t hey  a r e  persi:~t.e:::t- 1 
has been p d  i n  i h i  a e d i  a 1" . . 

fee: t h a t  s e v e r a :  q n e s t i o n s  have e l r n f r  ~ ~ , c ~ ~ s j i o n r  w i th  f r i e a d s ,  .. 
si;I;t e e l  . ,dreisrd O K  p  .ha! 1 O W  3n.i' f.L.1 S o l e  ~f "Y 
:cl?cerns a r e  a s  f o l i o u s :  

1. N i l  t r a i n i n g  h e  y 1 Air  F O X Y C  LISP fhsa 
y i  - T r a i n i n g  l i t  (CDTF') . A t  what i r v c l  was t h e  
,-, - , i : L ~  ,-, q7 r e p l i c a t i o n  at Fort ~eonard Wood made? ~ 1 ; ~ ~ o ~ : ~  ~~p... L - - : - -  7 e ~ l e '  - T wor~c;:,g l e v e l ?  yake_ a  1 5  d i f f e y e n c i  whe2 d e t a  "rct 
: v o i v e d  0"' a l l i e s  a& g r  S ; . R  2 '  Q ~ S  S O  i 1 e  - . .  , 
, .  - i+jyir i  i s  impact 0' i n t r a o n i  r.l3?;0l1se 

2 : o n - ; t r u c t i n  c o s t s  and r c i u :  ji  on i r l~~5-3 , : ?2~ : .  

31 . . . _ ) .  , , -  t h e  A h ~  s a i d  tha t .  consf  r iction C O : ~ ~ S  at. FEY+- L e r c  - - 7, ,; G 1- C 
- ?  , - 
', -j c! c? 4 $1 j, L - n o t  exceed  5Z.00 m i l l i o n  ( p l u s  ; 7 m:iii09 Sar  
, c T p . i ~ : - a k i o n s )  . The Ir1r.y doesrl '  t have i h,andi r  on cons";ct:o- 
c g s t s  and t i m e .  For example,  ERAC costing f o r  t.he C l T Z  is $ Z C  
_.~li,,-l~ h e  t h e  cc.;ce(-1 best e s t i m a k r  is o v e r  $75 mil::::-:. 
1- ,:-Q '2s t imated t h a t  i t  will r e q u i r e  5 t;o 7 YF:,,~ % C  r ; e p ! i ~ a t l  

i . at F o r t  Leonrrd  Wood Esf ima tc -  - 0  

d e m i l i t a r i z e  i-i12 -:ange f r o "  $ 4 5  k': ' " l ? i i ~ ~ n  a h ~ ~ v ~  l-i 

heen f i e  ix any c o s t  f i g u r e s .  

< TRF; 
and 
i S  - L. iltr 

a:jt?;j 



24 March 1995 
107 Pleasant Hill Court 
Warner Robins, GA 31088-4387 

The President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington D.C. 

Dear Mr. President, 

The vast proliferalon of chemical weapons that are available la most any of the un- 
derdeveloped nations of the wold, should make the base dosure committee stop and 
think. The very thought of putlng Ft. MoClellan, A L  on this list makes one wonder if the 
committee reads the news. 

The Anniston Army Depot had been selected for the disposal of chemical weapons, and 
their dependency on Ft. McClellan was one of h e  deciding factors. FI. McClellan has 
the only decontaminalon training facility in the free world where live agents are used in 
the training of troops. 

The previous base dosing committee, after being told of the facb aboul Ft. McClellan, 
very wisely took it off the list. The same facts hold true today, and I am sure that Mr. 
Calloway, who advised the commitfee hen, would agree. 

Sincerely Y:. 

)&&& Nalhan Sadowsky, Capl. A (Ret) 



Frank D. Osborn 
President 

Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 

(203) 629-0905 Fax (203) 629-1749 

Ms. Wendi Steele 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington? VA 22209 

Dear Ms. Steele, 

I confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical weapons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been overlooked in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some environmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training probably can never be used again for any purpose. 

Why would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the permit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 



Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 

(203) 629-0905 Fax (203) 629-1749 

Frank D. Osborn 
President 

Major General Josue Robles, Jr., USA, Ret. 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear General Robles, 

I confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical weapons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been overlooked in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some environmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training probably can never be used again for any purpose. 

Why would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the permit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 



Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 

(203) 629-0905 Fax (203) 629-1749 

Frank D. Osborn 
President 

Gen. James B. Davis, USAF Ret. 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Ariington, VA 22269 

Dear General Davis, 

I confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan iin Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical wealpons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been overlooked in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some environmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training probably can never be used again for any purpose. 

Why would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the permit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 



Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 
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Frank D. Osbom 
President 

Mr. S. Lee Kling 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22 209 

Dear Mr. Kling, 

1 confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical weapons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been over1ookr:d in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some environmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training probably can never be used again for any purpose. 

Why would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the pennit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 

Sincer 1 
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Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 

(203) 629-0905 Fax (203) 629-1749 

Frank D. Osbom 
President 

Mr. A1 Cornelia 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 2 2209 

Dear Mr. Cornelia, 

I confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical weapons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been overlooked in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some environmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training ~ r o b a b l ~  can never be used again for any purpose. 

Whv would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the permit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 



Frank D. Osborn 
President 

Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 

(203) 629-0905 Fax (203) 629-1749 

Ms. Rebecca Cox 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
.4rlicgton, '.'A 22209 

Dear Ms. Cox, 

I confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical weapons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been overlooked in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some en~rironmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training probably can never be used again for any purpose. 

Why would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the permit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 



Osborn Communications Corporation 
130 Mason Street, Greenwich, Connecticut 06830 

(203) 629-0905 Fax (203) 629-1749 

Frank D. Osbom 
President 

Rear Admiral Ben Montoya, USN Ret. 
Defense Base Closure & Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Admiral Montoya, 

I confess confusion over the recommendation to close Fort McClellan in Alabama. 

I doubt anyone debates the need for readiness to combat chemical weapons in these 
unpredictable times. Placing our only specialized troops buried under an engineering 
command will undoubtedly lessen the focus on their essential function. The history of our 
military is littered with intra-service jealousies stunting the growth of vital new or 
specialized areas. My suspicion is that this question has been overlooked in the rush to 
consolidate. 

Secondly despite all efforts to the contrary it is impossible for some environmental 
contamination not to occur. Ground water contamination is now being studied at Fort 
McClellan, and the area used for training probably can never be used again for any purpose. 

Why would the government create a second problem of a potentially major scope? I have 
been told that the Governor of Missouri when saying he will have the permit for operation 
is referring only to air contamination and not to other areas including ground 
contamination and disposal of solid waste. 

We all must face the reality of a smaller military and the painful cuts required. De- 
emphasizing a vital area even if accomplished unintentionally as well as exposing another 
site to the potential of massive contamination, appears to me a very foolish course of action. 



MARCH 24, 1995 

DEAR MR. DIXON: 

ENCLOSED FOR YOUR INFORMATION I S  AN ARTICLE FROM THE OCTOBER 1994 
E D I T I O N  OF THE READER'S DIGEST. ARTICLES SUCH AS THrS,  COUPLED 
THE RECENT ATTACK: ON THE INNOCEPJT PEOPLE OF JAPAN, RrAISES 
QUESTIONS AS TO WHETHER QH NOT SOME OF OUR MIL ITARY LEADERS 
REALLY RECOGNIZE THE TtiREAT THAT EXISTS AND THE DAMAtjE CAN 
BE DONE WITH THESE CHEMICAL AGENTS. 

THE RECENT F'ROF'USAL. BY DUD TO CLOSE THE U.S. ARMY CHEMICAL SCI-IOOL 
AT FORT MCCLELLAN WILL SURELY NEGATIVELY IMPACT OUR COUNTRY'S 
f?BIL ITY TU ADEQUATELY PREPARE AND DEFEND ITSELF  AND I:TS F'EOF'LE 
FROM SEVERE HARM I F  SUBJECTED TO AN ATTACH WITH CHEM:[CAL AGENTS 
BY SOME TERRORIST GROUP CIR COUNTRY. 

I BELIEVE I T  15 UNREASONABLE TO CONTINUALLY QUESTXUN THE NEED 
FOR AN OUTSTANDING F A C I L I T Y  SUCH AS THE L I V E  AGENT TFFAINING 
F A C I L I T Y  AT FORT MCCCLELLAN AND TO CONTINUE DEMORALIZING THE 
PEOPLE WHO WORK I N  THE COUNTRY'S CHEMICAL DEFENSE F'Rt3GRAMS BY 
REPEATEDLY TRYING TO DISMANTLE I T .  

I AM SURE THAT OTHERS HAVE A DIFFERENT VIEW ON THE CtiEMICAL 
THREAT. HQWEVER, I STRONGLY BELIEVE I T  I S  REAL AND ?i?HQlJLD NOT 
BE TAKEN LIGHTLY AS SOME OF OUR LECSDERS APPARENTLY DC:l. I WUL1L-D 
L I K E  TO RESPECTIVELY ASK THAT YOU CtlNSIDER THE IMPACY THE CLOSURE 
CIF THE CHEMICAL.. SCHOOL AT FORT MCCLELLAN WOLJL-D HAVE C:IN THE 
COIJNTRY'S CHEMICAL DEFENSE PREPAREDNESS DURING THE BCiSE 
REALIGNMENT ANT) CLOSURE PROCESS. 

SINCERELY, 

~ ~ & & k &  fUi&.;lc&2lk?~ 
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guilty?" Capt. Viktor Shkarin 
demanded. Mirzayanov called the 
charges "political." 

The silver-haired 57-year-old sci- 
entist had just blown the whistle on 
a violation of the Bilateral Destruc- 
tion Agreement between the United 
States and the U.S.S.R. This was the 
international law governing chemi- 
cal weapons until the January 1993 
signing of the Chemical Weapons 
Convention, as yet unratified, which 
would obligate nations to destroy their 
chemical arsenals and renounce future 
production of such weapons. Mirza- 
yanov had described in detail a secret 
Russian program producing nerve 
gases far deadlier than any known. 

The danger these weapons posed 
to the West, as well as to the sta- 
bility of Russia's fledgling democ- 
racy, was palpable, and Mirzayanov 
felt he had to warn the world. He  
believes his arrest was an attempt by 
surviving' elements of the Soviet mil- 
itary-industrial complex to force 
him-and others who could con- 
firm what he said-into silence. 

Secret Formulas. Vil Mirzayanov 
would seem a most unlikely rebel. 
The son of dedicated Communists 
who named hlm with the initials of 
Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, he was a loyal 
party member who received the 
equivalent of a doctorate in chemical 
engineering. In 1965, he began work- 
ing on ultra-secret chemical-weapons 
programs at Moscow's State Union 
Scientific Research Institute for 
Chemistry and Technology, where 
he would spend the next 26 years. 

For a Soviet citizen, Mirzayanov 
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was privileged: he had access to 
goods and services unavailable to 
other citizens. The cost of privilege, 
he says, was total isolation-the sci- 
entists were allowed no contact with 
foreigners. They were not even per- 
mitted to visit a public library with- 
out a KGB escort. 

M~rzayanov rose to become chief 
of a unit responsible for preventing 
chemicals from leaking into the air, 
soil or water. The concern was not 
public safety; the laboratory's prod- 
ucts might, it was feared, be detected 
by fvreign intelligence services. In 
his position as director of counter- 
espiol~age, Mirzayanov learned the 
chemical formulas of the poisons, 
how to uncover them and how to 
camouflage them. 

Knowing that the chemical 
weapons made at the institute were 
not for the defense of the country, 
Mirzayanov grappled with his con- 
science. Rut he went along with the 
system. In those days, there was no 
hope of other work because the 
Communist Party controlled every 
aspect of daily life. 

In the early rg80s, Mirzayanov 
says, the institute was developing a 
chemical weapon made from three 
deadly fluorine acetic acid derivatives. 
Calk-d FT, the poison was designed 
to ex terminate populations. 

At about this time, ten colleagues 
from the institute were drafted to 
serve in Afghanistan. Mirzayanov 
says he later learned that they had 
been conscripted into a special KGB 
chen?~cal-weapons subunit to test FT 
in the field. Sickened, Mirzayanov 
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concluded this meant only one 
thing--they had poisoned the wells 
of entire towns. 

F T  destroys the liver-the organ 
that produces proteins and filters the 
blood. Everyone who drank the water 
would be killed. FT leaves no chem- 
ical trace in the body. Autopsies would 
detect nothing, and the West would 
never know the truth. Moscow's mil- 
itary leaders, Mirzayanov heard, 
praised the test as a wonderful success. 

Mirzayanov was also becoming 
alarmed at his superiors' disregard for 
safety. While inspecting a chemical 
plant located next to an apartment 
complex in Volgograd, he discovered 
that the nerve gas Soman was being 
discharged into adjacent ponds. Con- 
centrations in the water were 1000 

An unlikely rebel, 
Mirzayanov quit 
the Communist 
Party and wrote 

an exmsk of 
Russia's shadowy 

:hemica/- weapons 
-industry. 

RUSSIA'S POISONOUS SECRET 

separate compounds which, when 
combined, form deadly poisons. 

Mirzayanov's institute developed 
a binary class of poisons nicknamed 
"FJovichok" (Newcomer), designed 
to be absorbed directly through the 
skin. Novichok is up to ten times 
more toxic to humans than VX, pre- 
viclusly the deadliest nerve gas in exis- 
tence. A microscopic a m o u ~ t  can kill. 

In a lethal dose, Novichok shuts 
down the nervous system and causes 
par-alysis, killing a man much the 
way a pesticide kills an insect. But 
even in sublethal concentration, the 
effects are devastating. 

One morning in May 1987 engi- 
neer Andrei Zheleznyakov turned 
on the ventilator in the fume cabinet 
to remove Novichok-5 molecules from 

a previous exgeriment. The test 

times the danger level. When he 
reported this to his superiors, he 
says, he was reprimanded and pro- 
hibited from conducting further tests. 

Bad Sausage. Most of the chem- 
ical weapons in Russia's arsenal were 
hazardous to store for long periods. 
Thus the institute began developing 
binary weapons. These consist of two 

ch'amber inside had a leaky seal, 
and the instant Zheleznyakov 
opened the cabinet's casing, red 
and orange rings appeared before 
his eyes and he began to choke. 
Later he collapsed and was 
rushed to a hospital. 

Zheleznyakov spent I 8 days in 
~ntensive care. From then on he 
would be plagued by toxic hepatitis, 
chronic liver disease and epilepsy. 

In exchanae for his silence, 
Zheleznyakov w; given a disability 
pension and health care. The KGB 
told doctors who treated him that 
he htad eaten a bad sausage, then 
ordered them to sign a secrecy pledge. 

That same year-1987-was the 
height of glasnost, and Mikhail Gor- 
bachev was lionized in the West. In 
the spring, he announced that the 
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Soviet Union was unilaterally halting 
the production of chemical weapons. 

Mirzayanov, however, believed that 
Soman was still being produced. 
Moreover, secret tests of a new Novi- 
chok poison called Substance A-230 
were carried out at a proving ground 
in Uzbekistan. Mirzayanov says that 
the institute staff considered the tests 
to be "outstanding." A related poi- 
son code-named Substance A-232 was 
also synthesized. 

The overall Novichok program 
had slowed down because of 
Zheleznyakov's lab accident, but 
another secret program continued 
full steam: a binary weapon called 
Substance 33 was being manufac- 
tured, and tons were produced for 
the Soviet army. 

Publicly, the Gorbachev govern- 
ment was saying that chemical- 
weaDons laboratories would be closed 
down, but having been present at 
discussions in his lab about the pro- 
posed Chemical Weapons Conven- 
tion. Mirzavanov realized that 
nothing woufd change. Mirzayanov 
quit the Communist Party in May 
1991 and joined Democratic Russia, 
an organization founded in part by 
former political prisoners. He  vowed 
to . alert . people to the threat of chem- 
ical weapons. 

KGB Visit. With the abolition of 
the Communist Party and the col- 
lapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, 
Mirzavanov felt his chance had come. 
He wrote an article for the news- 
paper Kuranty to focus attention on 
the shadowy chemical-weapons indus- 
try and warn Russia's new leaders 
132 

about the ~roblem. Soon after the 
article appeared he left the institute. 

Over the next year, Mirzayanov 
agonized about what to do. Then, in 
the fall of 1992, President Boris Yeltsin 
announced that he was ready to sign 
the Chemical Weapons Convention. 
Mirzayanov says he read the list of 
~rohibited weaDons that Yeltsin had 
kubmitted to thk Russian parliament. 
It did not include the secret Novi- 
chok poisons, Substance 33 or FT. 
That meant they might not be banned 
by the treaty. 

Mirzayanov realized that he would 
have to go public again. With envi- 
ronmental scientist Lev Fedorov, he 
wrote "Poisoned Politics," an expose 
of Russia's covert chemical-weapons 
program, for the Moscow News. 
Mirzayanov also gave interviews to 
lzwstia and to Baltimore Sun reporter 
Will Englund. The government 
denied his charges, and the KGB 
soon showed up at his door. 

Mirzavanov was released after I I 

days in Lefortovo prison, pending 
trial. At first, though many scien- 
tists sympathized in private, few 
came forward to confirm his claims. 
Then Andrei Zheleznyakov disclosed 
the harrowing details of his lab acci- 
dent. He feared no reprisals, for he 
knew he was dying. (In fact,' he 
would perish within months.) 

After Zheleznyakov came Vladimir 
Petrenko, a former army officer who 
claimed that he had been a human 
guinea pig at another chemical- 
weapons lab in the city of Shikany. 
"They brought me to a test cham- 
ber where poisonous substances had 



been sprayed," he told reporters. "My 
head was put inside. I breathed and 
felt a pinching, stinging, tickling sen- 
sation. It started to affect my chest, 
my lungs." Since then, he said, he 
has been plagued by chronic dis- 
eases of the eyes, sinuses, esophagus, 
trachea and stomach. 

In February 1993 one of the most 
knowledgeable insiders stepped for- 
ward to confirm Mirzayanov's 
charges: Vladimir Uglev, one of the 
creators of the Novichok class of mi- 
sons. The secret ~ol ice immediAelv 
began a criminal investigation of him. 

Finally, a few ~eople  in the West 
took notice. In iat; 1993 Senators 
Bill Bradley (D., N.J.) and Jesse Helms 
(R., N. C.) directed pointed questions 
to the Clinton Administration, which 
prompted the State Department to 
protest to the Kremlin about the 
treatment of the dissident scientists. 

But the orotests were not backed 
with actin, Hnd Mirza~anov continued 
to be hounded until his trial last Jan- 
uary. In pretrial hearings, he was pre- 
vented from producing some of his 
expert witnesses, he says, and prose- 
cutors falsely quoted Englund of the 
Sun as say in^ that Mirzayanov had 
betrayed state-secrets. I3en&cing the 

Mirzayanov chose not to 
show up in court, declaring he would 
not be a party to his own lynching. 

When he was thereu~on iailed a . r 

second time, human-rights activists in 

RUSSIA'S PWONOUS SECRET 

Russia and the West protested. U.S. 
Ambassador Thomas Pickering raised 
the matter with the Russian gov- 
ernmrnt. Eventually, Mirzayanov was 
released, and the charges were dropped. 

Today Vil Mirzayanov and a group 
of dissident chemists warn that the 
entire Russian chemical-weapons pro- 
gram must be destroyed and that 
nothing-not even research-should 
remarn. While not supporting a ban 
on research, Uglev opposes produc- 
tion 'of the weapons. He fears that 
in the hands of corrupt military ofi- 
cials, Novichok would be sold to out- 
law regimes or terrorist groups, with 
poterltially catastrophic results. 

Nevertheless, Clinton Administra- 
tion officials continue to press for rat- 
ification of the Cheinical Weapons 
Convention by the Senate, asserting 
that j)'oblems can be fixed later. Mirza- 
yanov insists this would be a profound 
mistake. "Our generals see the treaty 
as a way to dispose of their obsolete 
and hazardous stockpiles with Amer- 
ican taxpayers' help," he warned in 
an article in The Wall Street Journal, 
"while preserving their new classes of 
poisons, and, even worse, permitting 
their sale abroad for hard currency." 

hlirzayanov wants to present his 
case in the United States. H e  won't 
be able to, however. His application 
for a passport was denied last June 
on the ground that he knows state 
secrets. 

FRENCH ONION SOUP is like some romances. You know you're going to make 
a' fool of yourself, but it's so good that yo11 don't care. 

-1udith Martin. Unircd Fcature Syndicarc 
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TECHNOLOGY MARKETING 
Post Office Box 987 

Millersville, MD 21108 

21 March 1995 

The Honorable Alan J. Dixon, Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1425 
Arlington, VA 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

An old adage advises one to "Learn by Doing". Through experience, 
knowledge is obtained, often to convey to our successors. This is 
a very important precept of training for survival in the military. 

I remember well one training event. It was the afternoon of 11 De- 
cember 1953, on Pelham Range at Ft. McClellan, Alabama that I took 
a shower outdoors in a snowstorm! Our Chemical Officers Basic Class 
completed traversing the Chemical Agent Combat Infiltration Course 
on that cold, raw, gray day. We were dressed in boots and mask, plus 
chemical protective clothing - underwear, fatigues, socks, gloves, 
and hood - impregnated with paraffin wax containing 30% free avail- 
able chlorine. We all traversed the 300 ards or more where live 
chemical agents were present - mustard, pgosgene, and tear gas. 
The whole class survived this training; there were zero casualties! 
We "learned by doing." 

More than 41 years have passed since that day, remembered so vividly. 
Today, the day following the dastardly chemical agent incident on the 
Tokyo subway s stem, I feel compelled to write to the Base Closure 
and ~eali~nmen? Commission seekrng your support to remove Ft. McClel- 
lan from the list of bases recommended for closure in 1995. 

The Chemical Decontamination Training Facility at Ft. McClellan is a 
"world class" activity. It is the only facility of its kind operat- 
ing in the world today. It isn't broken. It doesn't need fixing! 

I had hoped(a1though inwardly I believed I knew better) the Army, 
DOD, and this Administration would have learned from the two pre- 
vious BRAC Commissions the fallacy of proposing to close Ft. McClel- 
lan. Those Commissions could not support the Army's proposition to 
conduct chemical agent training with simulants. There is no equiv- 
alent, no substitute for training in the presence of live chemical 
agents! Just as when a woman gives birth following nine months of 
regnancy, live agent training is a unique experience. It is never 
?orgotten! 

During your interviews, I urge you, and the other members of the 
Commission, to talk with the chemical soldiers, NCO:; and officers 
who have been through the CDTF. Seek their comments on the invalu- 
able training received in the CDTF. Listen to what they say. It 
is these soldiers, sailors, marines and airmen who ifill provide CB 
training to our fighting forces, teaching them how 1:o survive and 
sustain operations should they encounter CB agents in the future. 

Telephones: Baltimore 410-987-9111 Washington 301-621-9480 



Honorable Alan 3. Dixon 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission 

21 March 1995 
Page 2 

One could propose building another live agent training facility else- 
where. I hear this already may be the case. But, what is the real- 
ity of that occurring on a timely basis, if ever, in today's climate 
of budgetary constraints, environmental concerns, citizen's right to 
know laws, and licensing and permitting requirements just for the 
incinerator at a new training facility, etc? 

In 1986, while gathering information for a DOD study addressing "Chem- 
ical Warfare Training Effectiveness", I was at Ft. Drum, NY observing 
annual training of a National Guard 8 inch howitzer battalion from 
Rochester, NY. During discussions on survival in i i  chemical attack, 
I was challenged by a nurse(a captain) as to how I knew our fighting 
forces could survive and sustain operations in a CiJ environment. 
"What made me so sure" she asked. Looking her straight in the eye, 
I replied, "Captain, because I have been in a live agent chemical 
environment, and I am here talking to you, today!" 

For twelve years, from 1979-1991, I chaired the Chemical Operations 
Division of the American Defense Preparedness Assoc!iation. I strived 
to foster the understanding among civilians and military alike to 
avoid what was dubbed the "one molecule, one death syndrome." The 
fall of the Berlin Wall and the dissolution of the Warsaw Pact caused 

to focus their attenti~n~on "peace dividends", fore oing the 
to recognize the increasing probability for guerrll?a actlvlties 

using chemical agents clandestinely. Now, it has happened Tokyo! 

This is not the time to close Ft. McClellan, and lose the capabili- 
ties provided by the Chemical Decontamination Training Facility. The 
issue here is not dollars, it is lives. What price should be placed 
on a life? Whatever, it is, it should not be at the expense of those 
whose mission is to be "Chemical Trained and Ready." 

I would be pleased to respond to any issues you may wish discuss. 
Thank you for considering my comments. 

- President 

Telephones: Baltimore 410-987-9111 Washington 301-621-9480 
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414 Hilltop Road 
Weaver, Alabama 36277 
March 17, 1995 

The Honorable Alan Dixon 
Chairman, Defense Base Closure and 

Realignment Commission 
1700 N. Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22208 

Dear Mr. Dixon: 

I'm writing to you with the hope that the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission will take Fort McClel lart , Alabama off 
the Base Closure List. 

Fort McClellan is making history in that, it is the only 
military installation to be put on the Base Closure List four 
times (1988, 1991, 1993, and 1905). Each time previously, 
Fort McClellan has proven to be an installation needed for both 
the security of the United States and the free world. Fort 
McClellan has the only live agent chemical training facility in 
the free world. The threat of chernical/biological warfare is not 
going away. If anything, it has increased. While world events are 
quiet now, those governments could be just sitting back and 
waiting. Then, when the United States is vulnerable, those 
governments will show their rath. Also, President Clinton wrote 
a letter to Congressman Browder, the Congressman for the Fort 
McClellan District, stating that Fort McClellan is needed and 
will play a major role in the demilitarization of chemical weapona. 
Obviously, the Department of Defense hasn't been talking to the 
President since they are under his administration and not listening 
to what he is putting out. 

In 1993 the Base Closure Commission made recommendations 
about Fort McClellan. Specifically, that it could not be put 
back on the list unlese environmental permits were in place 
before the list was made. Congrees and then, Preeident Bush 
approved the list, and it became law, but it seems that none of 
that matters when, in 1995 Fort McClellan was put on the list 
again. Is the Department of Defense above the law? Don't they 
work for the President and Congress? 



The Department of the Army has requested environmental permits 
to build an incinerator at Anniston Army Depot whiah is across town 
from Fort McClellan. When the Department of the Army requested 
those permits, it was on the condition that the me(iica1, military 
police, and chemical facilities at Fort McClellan would be available 
in case of an accident. That, in itself, is a very real threat 
because i f  just one of those rockets would explode, it would cause 
a domino ef feat which would be a very hazardous accident. Is this 
another political trick to get the citizens of thi~r area to accept 
the trash, but then the Department of the Army back out of 
commitments made to Fort McClellan? Is this another way for the 
Department of the Army to put the citizens of Calhoun County at 
risk of a chemical accident without any protection? 

When other military installations were closed, the local 
people were able to bring in new industries and the community 
was still able to function. Only 10 percent of Fort McClellan 
is reusable for industry. With Fort McClellan, there are so 
many chemicals and various other pollutants buried, that the land 
is not reusable unless a massive environmental clean-up is done. 
That type of clean-up is very expensive. What private corporation 
would want to conduct their business on this land with all these 
chemicals, unless it is totally cleaned up? The cost of cleaning 
Fort McClellan up hasn't even been addressed. Is the Department 
of Defense going to forget about cleaning up the land and once 
again not take responsibility for the injustice being done to 
the citizens of this community? 

The chemical weapons threat is still very much alive in this 
world. All four branches of the United States military service, 
along with lots of foreign students train here at the Chemical 
Defense Training Facility (CDTF). Don't you think its odd that 
the military hierarachy have no real conception of the training 
actively being conducted at Fort McClellan? Live agent chemical 
training is definitely needed. Just look at Operation Desert 
Storm. I f  live agent chemical training I8 ceased, all our young 
military personnel will be at risk. Why risk young lives when 
the answer would be to continue the training? After all, it 
wouldn't be the senior military commander who will be at risk? 

One of the issues with the Baee Closure Commission is funding. 
It will take millions of dollars to close Fort McClellan and build 
another CDTF. There is plenty of room at Fort McClellan to move 
more missions in. The cost of living is inexpensive so those 
costs are passed on to the government with lower utility bills 
and operating expenses. Why hasn't the Army looked into expanding 
Fort McClellan, or are they upset that Fort McClellan has gotten 



off the previous Base Closure Lists? The Secretary of Defense 
claims this Base Closure List was not politically motivated. There 
were also reports out that this list would be bigger than the 
ones in lQQl and 1893. When the actual list came out, it was just 
the opposite. There are several other installations in this 
country that only contain headquarter areas and a 'bunch of 
adminstrative functions. Why can't those functions be transferred 
to Fort McClellan? There are plenty of buildings and space here 
that would require little, i f  any, modifications. 

The Special Reaction Team and Protective Services training 
courses of the Military Police School trains all year because of 
the climate here at Fort McClellan. If the mission is transferred 
to Fort Leonard Wood, that training would not be able to take place 
year round because of the weather conditions, i.e., snow and ice. 
Training dollars and manhours would be lost because of this. Once 
again, a good example of money being wasted when Congress is trying 
to cut the budget. 

The Base Closure List was established to save nnoney. Closing 
Fort McClellan would cost more than any savings. The Department 
of Defense has not factored all those costs in. If' all those 
costs were figured in, it would show without a shaclow of a doubt 
that it would be more cost effective to keep Fort McClellan open 
and to transfer additional missions to it. 

There is also a big human factor to this. This area would 
become a C)host Town. This is not an exaggeration but a hard, cold 
fact that the people in this community are facing. The people in 
this community are hardworking and patriotic. They love their 
country and have stood by their country in times of war. During 
Operation Desert Storm, all the Alabama National Quard and Reserve 
units processed out of Fort McClellan and received threat briefings 
here. Alabama was one of the largest statea in the country 
contributing their National h a r d  and Reserve units to the fight 
against Iraq. They have accepted living with all these chemicals 
at Anniston Army Depot and Fort McClellan because both installa- 
tiona have a big role in the defense of this nation. Both 
installations provide jobs that are desperately needed for this 
area. If Fort McClellan cloaes, it will have a QEJASTING effect 
on the local economy. Many of the businesses that have opened 
because of Fort McClellan would close. That would take more jobs 
away, especially for the college students that are working their 
way through school at Jacksonville State University and Qadsden 
State. 



It appears that someone at the Department of Defense has a 
vendetta against Fort McClellan. It is the ONLY military 
installation that has constantly proven its worth and is still 
being put on the Base Closure List. When the Department of 
Defense is proven wrong, they come up with something else. Their 
latest move was to make deals with the aovernor of Missouri. 
Those deals were made shortly before the Base Clos-ure List was 
due to come out. Enough is enough! Its time to miake those people 
abide by the law and stop this constant harassment on this 
cornmuni ty l 

Sir, my husband is retired military and I'm a (lovernment 
Service Employee. We got stationed at Fort McClellan in 1985. 
Although at the time, we didn't want to get stationed here, we 
grew to love this community so when retirement came along in my 
husband's career, we decided to retire here. Our son is one of 
those college students attending Jacksonville State University 
and working at one of the businesses that support Fort McClellan. 
Our daughter is a Junior at Weaver High School, and also plans to 
attend Jacksonville State University. We chose to retire here 
because of the facilities at Fort McClellan. Our whole family is 
active in church activities at the Fort. Please don't take that 
away. 

Mr. Dixon, please visit Fort McClellan. Talk to the workere 
and the average working people here. Take a look at what employ- 
ment opportunities are in the area. Look at Anniston Army Depot. 
If a chemical accident would happen, the civilian hoepitals 
aren't equipped to handle the accident. Those chem.icala are 
VERY DANQEROUS, and a lot of innocent people would be hurt. 

Thank you for your time, but please, please, vote to keep 
Fort McClellan open. I ask you to take the common sense approach 
to this situation. Don't rely on the disinformation which ie 
being briefed by the Department of the Army. As a whole, our 
military leaders are only told what they want to hear, instead 
of the actual facts. 

Yours truly, 

Catherine E. Rossiter 





DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CCIMMISSION 
1 700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209 
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Mr. Tom W. Malcom 
337 Glade Road East 
Anniston, AL 36206 

Dear Mr. Malcom: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignment recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Ft. McClellan. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review the information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 

David S. Lyles 
StafFDirector 



March 13, 1995 

Chairman Qlan 3 .  Dixon 
1700 Nor th  Moore S t r e e t  
Sui .te lG25 
A r  1  i ngton , V A  22209 

Dear Chairman D i  xon: 

I r e c e n t l y  read an a r t . i c l e  which w a s  p r i n t e d  i n  t h ~  March 8, 1944, e d i t i ~ n  
od t h e  New York Times. I have enclosed a copy f o r  you. 

The a r t i c l e  addresses t h e  Army's search f o r  a  home + o r  Southern Command. 
T h i s  t~mmand w i l l  supposedly be moved f ram t h e  Repttbl ic n+ Panama upon t h e  
f i n a l  t ~ a n s f e r  o f  t h e  Canal t o  t h e  Panamanian Government i n  1999. 

The a r t i c l e  l o o k s  l i k e  t h e  Army i s  wheel ing and d e a l i n g  w i t h  f i v e  c i t i e s  
and Puer tn  R i co  as p o t e n t i a l  s i t e s  f o r  SOUTWCOM. The a r t i c l e  a l s o  i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  t h e  Army was s o l i c i t i n g  b i d s  f rom v a r i o u s  m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  f a r  t h e  SaUTHCOM 
s i t e .  

As a  taxpayer ,  i t  i s  ve ry  d i s t u r b i n g  t o  see t h e  Army i s  spending a l l  t h i s  
mnney t o  t r y  t o  f i n d  a  home f o r  t h i s  m i l i t a r y  estab l ishment .  Wi th  a l l  t h e  
 base!^ t h a t  a r e  be ing  c losed  o r  t a r g e t e d  f o r  c l osu re ,  s u r e l y  t h e  nrmy cat t ld  
f i n d  space f o r  t h i s  headquar ters  w i t hou t  be ing wined and d ined b y  v a r i o u s  c i t y  
oSf i c i a f  s. 

I am employed a t  F o r t  McCle l lan,  Alabama, which i s  c u r r e n t l y  on t.he I995 
BRAC 1  i s t  f o r  c losure .  I am reasonably  sure  t h a t  t h i s  i n s t a l  l a t i o n  cou ld  
accomodate SOUTHCOM's reqirirement.s w i t h  t h e  a b s o l ~ i t e  m i  ~ i m u m  e x p ~ n d i t u r e  o f  
Ar-my funds. Also,  F o r t  McCle l lan cou ld  e a s i l y  meet oth,?r  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  t h e  
Army has e s t a b l i s h e d  f a r  placement o f  SOL.ITHCOM. F o r t  MzCle l lan i s  9 C t  m i  1,es 
f rom t h e  A t l a n t a ,  Georgia, a i r p o r t  and 60 m i l e s  f rom t h e  Birmingham, Alabama, 
a i r p o r t  which would meet t h e  r e q i ~ i r e m e n t  f o r  "good a i r l i n e  connect ions t o  
L a t i n  America." The Annis ton area a l s o  has same a f  t h e  most a f f o r d a b l e  f a m i l y  
h o ~ r s i n g  w i t h i n  t h e  Un i t ed  States.  Fu r the r ,  F o r t  McCle l lan i s  t h e  home o f  t h e  
Army's M i l i t a r y  P o l i c e  School and DOD Polygraph I n s t i t w k e  which cou ld  be nf 
i mmeas~irabl e  b e n e f i t  i n  deve lop i  ny p o l  i c y ,  proceclures a!-id t echn i  qcies t o  h e l p  
i n  "nabbing drug l o r d s  and runn ing  t op  sec re t  miss ions. "  

If ~ O L I  can9 w a ~ l l d  you l e t  me know: Why t h e  SQUTHC014 r e l o c a t i a n  i s  n o t  
a p a r t  o f  t h e  BRAC process? Why t h e  Army i s  a l lowed ta i n d i v i d u a l l y  
n e g o t i a t e  w i t h  . jus t  c e r t a i n  c i t i e s  on where SOUTHCOM w i l l  be loca ted?  Why 
c i t i e s  such as Annis ton were n o t  g i ven  an o p p o r t u n i t y  t c l  submit  a  b i d  on t h i ~  
Command? And, f i n a l l y ,  why bases c losed  o r  scheduled t c ~  be c losed  do not, 
r e c e i v e  p r i o r i t y  i n  where SOUTHCOM w i  11 c t l  t i m a t e l  y be l oca ted?  

Any h e l p  yau can g i v e  me i s  deeply  apprec ia ted.  

Enc 1  oscrr e 



WEDNESDAY, March 8,1995 

1 , NEW YORX TIMES E Q r .  8 ,  1995 

rqs 
Pq. 6 

[Ia+PresstimeIll~ew Croat-Bosnian Link Worries U.N. 1 

being anended  by U.S. First Lady 
Hil lary Clinton. 

The po l i ceman W R S  o n  patro l  
near  Copenhagen's seaside inter- 
n a t i o n a l  a l r p o r t  w h e n  h e  s a w  
w h a t  he t h o u g h t  w e r e  d ivers i n  
the water and  f irad warn ing  shots. 
Hansen said further detai ls w o u l d  

Danish police fire shots 
near U.N. Social Summit 

C O P E N H A G E N ,  M a r c h  8 
(Reuter) - Dan lsh  po l i ce  said on 
Wednesday a n  of f icer  f ired w a r n -  
i n g  shots 8t suspected f r o g m e n  
near Copenhagen a i rpof lc losc t o  
wl.iere a U.N. ~ o c l s l  S u m m i t  i s  

adversarjcs to counter Ser'l~lan 
rebels in  hoth their countries. 

Thc muvc, announced on Monday 
nipht, added to Lhe conccrns uf Unil-  
cd Nnl10r1S offlclals and Western na- 
flons over thepossibi l i ty of rcncwcd 
war  i n  CroaIla and Bosnla i f  lhe 
Croatian Presidenl, Frunju Tlldj. 
man. p.ws t111-ounll wi th his threat lo  

BY ALAN COWELL 

ZAGREB. Croatia, March 7 - 
Three weeks k l o r c  I ts Ihreatened 
cxpulslon of U i ~ i t e d  Nalions peace- 
keepers is to begin, Croatia hrts 
forgcd a ncw ml l i t a ry  alllance wi th 
Bosnia, establishing whnt on paper 
is &I m l h m o n  f r o ~ ~ t  between f n ~ n l e r  

be  g iven later i n  t h e  day. I c rpc l  the 12.LIk1 Uiiited Wailoils 
The Danlsh n e w s  aqency said peacekeepers in  Crualia whcn Lhe~i. 

i t  had  unofficial i n fo rmat ion  that  
suspected divers were  bel ieved t o  
have been set ashbre from near 
:he airport from a rubber dinghy, 

A Danish spokesman 
corrfirn,ed to  Reuters tha t  a 

lice hel icopter  w a s  searching the 
ore8 near t h e  R i r p o n  b u t  refused 
funhercOn'ment for the 

no lor inal 'cor~f l r~mal lon o l  other re- 

KARACHI, Pakistan IAP) T w o  
U S. d i p l o m a t s  w e r e  k i l l ed  and t------ 'ORK TIMES 

Securicy Council nl3ndateexplrcs on 
March 31. 

The Croatian Icudcr'b: lhrcat has 
p ro~ t lp led  the United Nations l o  con- 
side1 I-evising the maildale under 
whicn its forccs OpcraLc here. tllr 
Uli l led Vations spokesr~ian. M l r h ~ p l  
Williems said. bulhc dcclincd 

Son,, (Iniced Nations ofiicinls 
have suggcslcd that Lhc. Unitcd Nn- 

U.S. Envoys Slain In 
Pakistan 

ports hcre tonlg11L t h z l  the Unilcd 
Nations had proposed replacinp 
peacekeeping troops u8ilh unarmed 
tr~onltors on C~.nalla'g International 
borders l t~stead of a l n : ~ ~  cease-firc 
lincs. 

The reported proposnl could bat- 
!sfy.tlieCroallan Governmeiit, which 
argues that the armctl United Na. 
tlons troops have prevented i t  from 
rcaswrttng control over [lie 30 per- 
ccnl of i ls  lcr r i tury nour In chc hand:; 
of rebel Sei-I?s. hu t  would also ru11 
intu strong oppusiLion from the 
Serbs. 

Tile U n ~ c t d  Narioils' strarcgy re- 
flects growing fcal-s th3r Oie newly 
pact bclwccn Croatia nnd Bosnia is 
one niore pregai.arlon lo r  renewed 
conilict i t  Ihc UniLcd N<~t luns lurccs 

tions lor'ce m l ~ h i  be ~reducrd hy 
rnorc than onc h a l l  and lir~tilafd to n 
n81-rnwcr area of Croatia. Thcrc was 

wirhdraw. 
Tile Ilew :igr'CcirrCrll \(as "in l d c l  21 

prcpara~ion 2nd nn a&:recmcnt on 
liow 10 G C ~  lf (lie sitr.atio~l starts 
dcvclup~ng" !,~%clrd broadcr and 
i~ercer  hosuliries afler the hlarch 31 
J c ~ d l i r ~ e .  S;II~ Kresirnti. Zubnk, the 
Croai who i c a d ~  Lhc Vusi im-Croa~ 
federation sel up ill Rosnla wrrll [ l , ~  
back~ng or tile L :n~~cd  Statcs orrc 
year ago. 

The remrri k iti lt ' i~slli.td ll le bell]. 
CUsC Urumbci l~s c c h o ~ n ~  through the 
Lialksils ar n riine wt~cn western 
diplomacy IS rga ln  la l lcr~ng.  

bhr. 8, 1995 
one w a s  w o u n d e d  W e d n e s d ~ y  
m o r n i n g  w h e n  g u n m e n  sprayed 
t h e i r  v a n  w i t h  b u l l e t s  as thnv / Six Communities Compete 
headed to w o r k  a t  t h e  U.S. COG- I 
sulate in Karachi. "The idantl ty, 
a f f i l ~ a t ~ o n s  a n d  r ~ ~ o t i v e s  01 t h e  I For a New Military Center: 
g u n m e n  e r e  n o t  k n o w n  at t h i s  1 --- - >;,: 
r i m e , "  t h e  U.S. E m b a s s y  i n  
I s lamabad $aid in  a b r ie f  state- 1 One to Get Headquarters Leo~ingPanomG 
m.-.n* 

& Muslim-dominated G Serbs 
Qovernment 

''he Nrv York n m r  

A linlced States actempr to pc 
suitde Mr. Tucljrnan to i l l low t: 
IJnilcd Nauons peacekeepers to sr i  
On h 3 S  pt-ndu1:r.d li0 vlsihl? <I211 0: 
I . ~ ~ ~ c a k ~ l i i ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~ ~ l i .  Indeed. Cr6:tti'tn ,I: 

Busnian mi l i tary lcadcrs announcr 
their P B C ~  jUSt as Assist8nt SPCI 
I;~ry of SLatc RiCh;~rd C. Hulbrool 
w35 mecling wiLh President Tuc 
tr;nn in  \vIl;lr was billed as 3 1as1-ho 
allempt LO avoid renewed rigli~.inp, 

m T  m...  Pg. 2 

Pg. 1 4  
Rico, arid Is expected to announce i t :  
choice later t h ~ s  month. Most of thc 
competing cor~rrl lun~rics have beer 
sPitrcd base closings in the past 
althoufiii b l ia ln i 's  I iomestrad A i r  
Forcc Base wns ordered p ~ r t l y  shui 
in  1993. 

' r l ~ e  Dcicna-r Department is r ry lng 
to treat tli?. \\love, in whrch Mian) .  
and Tampa appear lo  he [he I ronr  

t s l F I I t .  

The e m b a s s y  rc fused  t o  re-  
lease the names o f  the  Amer icans 
un t i l  the i r  fami l ies were  not i f led.  
Pskistani Police In l t la l lv  ident i f ied 
vice Consul M ichae l  Owens  as the  
w o u n d e d  m a n ,  b u t  he  w a s  n o t  
invo lved  ill the  Incident a n d  w a s  
saie .  

The Amer icans  a n d  thei r  P ~ k i -  
stani d r i v e r w e r e  wa i t ing  a t e  traf- 
fic light in a van diplo- 
matic license when two 
g u n m e n  opened fire A ~ - 4 7  

-' . .pg. l6 

runners, a s  a by-the-books r e a k s -  
in  Lann  Amel-Ida. tare deal that wcighs only af fordab~.  

By E R I C  SCHMITT ~h~ selection of a new headquar- lit) snd m ~ l l f a r ) ~  needs. B u l  politic: 

- Want- 1"s site 1s port )c t~ lar ly  ].a)-e ar s is playing a 

cd: 130,0,,0 square feet of secul.e time when scorcs of Arnericnn mi l l -  F lu r~da ,  which wil l  h2ve 25 elcc- 

nffice space, cM,d Ri,.l,l,e Connec. tary bases are closing, and six corn- votes In the Prcrrdcnrl": 

[ i~ , ,~ L ~ [ , ~ ~  A ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ .  ~ f f ~ ~ d ~ b l ~  munitlcs Arc t!sltig polrtlcal ties and elecLro" 11" a L'owcrlul 'OnEres 

ramllj, housing strsteglc fO,. f11~31ic131 incentives to cclmprte l o r  "o"" deercgation lhal is Iohhyit1~ 

nsbblnc dlug lords 3nd ,.ullrIinii i t .  i4e)rontl ht-a~g~n:: rights to one of lor h'iarnl Or Tstll'R, " Ir 

nrllltRl.y.s five reglanai thc Dcmosi-stic Govrt-nfi,, L lwLvr  
seci-er milrrs~-)' ~lilsslorls. 

cornmrcndj, by one estl. Ch~les. Lou~s~ana lep is l~ to rs .  Icd by 
U' i t l l  A rner~can  iurccs zchcduled 

fO wiLh,,r,,w from psnsma by IQQQ 
male, wi l l  mean 1,500 ncw jobs and a Rep"eserlratlvr L' 

Under lErms of the Pansnls Canal five.ye:?r i n t i ~ s ~ o r ~  O ~ S ~ O O  i ~ i l l ~ i o n  iilro S1On. '1 RC~Ubl iCan "I' 

House App i~npr i~1 io r1~  ~ o n l m i t t c c  Treat)', the P e n l n ~ o n  Is lonklng lor  ;i 'he local 

new home for i ts SOUthcrn Com- Clle Pentaaon has liar(-owed the 
~ n a r ~ d .  [ l i t :  heddqudrtcrs responsible l icld lo  M i d n t ,  T,lmp;t. S e w  Oi.lealis. ,Q~THCQ~!. . . pg . 16 
l o r  U n ~ t r d  States m i l ~ t a r y  a ~ . ~ i v l ( l ~ ~  .*tIanLa. Waihington rrxl PUC~IY 

m m m 9 m m ~ * * ~ ~ * * * ~ e ~ * * * * 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ m 0 0 e ~ ~ ~ ~ * * ~ ~ ~ m m w ~ w m a 0 e e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ e ~ e ~ a m m 0 a w a 0 e ~ ~ ~  

Th is  pub l i ca t ion  i s  p r e p a r e d  b y  Arner lcan Forces Informat ion Service (AFIS/OATSD-PA) t o  b r i n g  t o  t h e  at tenr ion o f  
key personne l  n e w s  i t e m s  o f  in terest  to t h e m  in theiroff icislcapacit ies. IT is n o t  intenclod t o  subst i tu te for newspapers 
a n d  per iodicals  as a m e a n s  of keep ing  i n f o r m e d  about  the  m e a n i n g  e n d  impac t  o f  nc:ws developments.  Use  of these 
ar t ic les does  n o t  ref lect  official endorsement. Further reproduct ion f o r  pr ivate u,;e o r  g a i n  i s  subject to  or ig inel  
copyr igh t  rest r ic t ions.  Please pass rh is  copy  on  t o  someone else w h c  ncerls current newts in fo rmat ion ,  then... 
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a r e  G h l n g  hard for New Orleans. 
Thc cornrnunltles are rushlng to 

outbid one anolher. Mlami has spent 
$100.000 on an 8~grCSsive pronlotion- 
al carnpalgn. including B hclicoprer 
tour of Ihc city for scnior niilltary 
officials. Fueno Rico is of[cring up 
lo $100 million in financing to build 
homes for officers tlnd t l ~s l r  lam- 
llics. 

And officials 111 Atlanta, billing 
thcir city as one with an ideal Inall- 
agemenr cllmatc, go1 right to the 
point when a Peiltapon review tenln 
vlslted recently: Saab, Holiday Inn 
and the United. Parcel %rvice all 
recently moved thcir corpor&le 
headquarters rhere. "The object 
wasll't to wine and dine them," said 
William Hubbnrd, scnlor vice pr=l- 
dent lor  economic expansion st the 
Metro At181118 Chamber of C6m- 
nlerce. "Tt~eSe wcrc: nurnbcrs guys" 

m e  Southemi Command Is respot). 
slble lor  Un~tcd Slnlcs military ac- 
tivities in  ' 19 Central and Swrh 
Amcricdn countries, excluding the 
Cat'lbbeon and, Mcxico. The corn: 
rnnnd, which' now Ilas 8,500 lr00p.S 
based !n Panama, provldcs humani- 
rnrlnn aid tu counlrjeti in Latin 
Amcricit, wagcs an aggi-essive wun- 
Jcrdrug campaign in the region and 
prolects the Panama Cnnnl. 

Butevet~ as l l ic Penlagon looks for 
a new hub, some buclgct-cutters my 
the rni l~rary could save money by 
consolidating the Southern Cool. 
rnund into some orher headquarlcrs. 
For ernmple. Gen. John J .  Sheehan, 
rile hcad of [he Atlantlc Corninand, 
based in Norfolk, Va.. beiicvcs rhal 
the Sourhcrn Commend would fit 
nc~turally in his fief. Gen. Barry R. 
McCeffrey, the ),cad of lhc Southern 
Curnrnand, bristles at that idea and 
inslcad wants ro seize the Carlhhean 
f rom Ccncl-al SI~eeliml'.? jurlsdlc- 
jlion. 

Turf wars-likc that onc arc irnpotq 
tan\ to an understanding of the'&$ 
balc. Gcncrzrl McCnffrcy, a dcccil'A'(:' 
ed veteran of the Vietnam and Pcr= 
slan Gulf wars. llkes Miainl becaus'k: 
among orher reasons, he wou1d"be 
!the only four-star commander t h e w  
II the Pentagon picked Tampa, ha& 
general would have to share the dtY 
with thc four-star generals who hcad 
the Central Cornnls~id alld the S i  
clal Opelntions Command. " 

Thc mili lary ncarly picked a new 
Sduthern Command I~eadquarters 
late last year. wl le~i  an assessm&ti! 
learn recprnmended ~ w o  sites in M!. 
urni and two in Pucrlo Rico. But 
first assessmenr failed 10 consl681: 
costs, and luwmakers front thc Iqs- 
 ill^ communlr l e j  expressed outrai= 
M r .  Llvingston, along with Louik.FJ 
ana's two Spnators, J. Bennett 
Johnston and John R. Breaux. I l r ~ h  
off an a n m  letter to Dcpuly DF 
fense Secretary John M. Deutch iast. 
Dcc. 1. "Thcre has been no attenqj[;'* 
lhey wrote. " to  Infol'ln (hc Congr&b 
35  10 how the Departmcn~of ~efen'se 
intends ro specify ,criteria for 
<election o r  ohjectlves for a tilt? 
cvaluolion." , .. . , 

M r .  Deurch then formed a ~ c ~ n i f i  
made u p  n l  Ass~starlt Defensp Ser'i'CJ 

7 ~ 3  5 Y 5  f,Ir,w - - -  
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port and naval air itation. Pucrlo Iran holds two Iraqi 
Klco poslrloned Itself as the site clolh 
est to l a t i n  ~rner ica.  not only gco: of 

tnry Edwj rd  I, Warner: the princk 
psl Ir ipucj c~rnptroller, Alice C. M;: 
roni, and Licdl. Gcn..Wesley Clay: 
lhe Joillt Staff's director of strategic, 
plans and policy to undertake"5 
llew search th9t would hold UP ~il 
Cungrcssi0,nal scrutiny. ""' 

A gl.ouP of staff members hefidGd 
by Mr. Warner's dcpuly, f11omal'$ 
Longslret.11, has since narrowed 1.h~ 
l is lo lcandidaics~o 12 from 112.'611d 
then 10 the final 6, all of 'which 
have visited. Pentagon orflclals want 
a site that is near Latin ~rncric&"(ur 
at Icast one pianc.connccLion awai), 
that is reasonably priced and that 
offers good houslng, schools and 
hcilllh carc fur about 700 milita.ry. 
and civilian employees. The militar41 
will either build a new headquarters 
or renovale kn existing center. ,,, 

I n  Ics new headcIunrters, the South: 
ern Command wlll have no perma- 
nenlly assigned t rwph  Instead, lib!: 
the Cenwal Command, whose prima1 
ry area or responsibili(y ib: Sbu~hr 
west Asla, I t  wlll summon forces.ag 
needed I rom around IhacounLv.. .,: 

Each location slill in the running 
has given i ts own particular pitch 49 
thc staff group. Atlanta promoted 
i tse l f  as a corporate center, Wash-, 
lllgtoll as the Cellter of ROveI'nment, 
Ti~rnpu said ii.had room lor anothec: 
conirnnnd nt  MncDill A.ir Forcc 
Base. New Orleans clted lts d e w  

SLAIN. - - . .  . .  . .  . 

fm Pg.' 1 

assault r i f les around 9:45 p.m. 
Tuesday EST, pollce said. 

~ h ,  front windshield was shot 
ollt in the snack, but the driver 

"Ot hit and he drove the 
t o  the Aga Khan Ho''- 

pltalf sources said. 
'The U.S. consulate Was immi:- 

dlately shut down after the shoot- 
ing, which took place about two 
miles away at  a busy intersection 
o n  the  Shar-e-Sasin road. A 
hTge contingent of Pakistani police 
stood guard outside the heavily for- 
tified U.S. compound. Americrlns 
,h, work at the .consulate wt:re 

to stay inside their homes 
for 

U-S. A m b a $ s a d ~ r  John M0'7jo 
f lew f rom Islamabad t o  Karachi as 
soon  as he received word  of rhe 
shooting, sources said. American 
diptomats have not been attacked 
previously i n  the violence that has 
raged  i n  Karachl. l cav ing m o r e  
than 1.000 dead since the begin- 
ning of 1994, 

Saudi ArabDa denies 
enmity toward lran 

RIYADH, Saudi Arabia - De- 
fense Min is ter  Prince Sultan Ab- 
del Aziz said Monday that the 
desert k ingdom la "not in a'tltate 
of  enmity with Iran," despite the 
Islamic republic's installation o f  
.missiles on islands at  the mputh 
of the Persian Gulf. 

"I belleve there ie no es&lation 
regarding the missiles which 
Iran was ssid to have placed 
along i t s  shores," the B u d i  Press 
Agency quoted him as swing. 

But al l  cornpetilors conccdr thuL 
~ l a ~ n i  wll l  be tough to besLOfficials 
in that city, which bi lk iLSclf hS the, 
cultural, business, 'WansporluLion 
and telecomlnunications hub of thC 
An)el.icas, estimate that l.he n $ y  
~cat lqt~ar!ers would bring more than 
1.500 new jobs and injcc( $100 milli(l[) 
inlo [he economy ovclr l ive yclly;s 
through construction, wages o(: p m  
manent new worke13s.and entertaia-i 
rncnt spending by rhc frequent y i ~ i -  
tors to a command LhnL operalee 
largely tllrough personal COntaCl%;,i 

Dan Turrnan, ~he.coord ina lor . ,  
Team Miami-U.S. Southcornm, a1ao-i 
elition of civic and busincss I c a d g ~ ,  
In the Mlsmi  area, said, "Miamj-j$: 
ule best place [or this thing, becauw~ 

cnhanccs L ~ C  c ~ m m ~ d ' ~  abll l ty~q, 
meet and greet" . 

- 

lmsmNGTON TSMES 
Mar. 8, 1995 
Pg. 14 

MARJAYOUN, Lebanon, March 
8 (Reuter)  - Mos lem g u e r r ~ l l a s  
launched three raids o n  Isrsel's 
mi l i t ia allies in  south Lebanon and 
Israeli forces retallated wi th  arti l- 
lery fire. pro-Israeli mil i t ia sou -ces 
sald on Wednesday. 

The clashes occurred hours be- 
fore U.S. Secretary of State LYar- 
ren Christopher was due t o  arrive 
i n  the  Middle Eaet in a b i d  tc re- 

NICOSIA, March 8 (Reuter) - l ran 
has a,restedmo men it accuse; of 
spying for Iraq 2nd plotting t o  c;lrry 

bomb attecks, the nc:\Ys 
agency lRNA 

I t  quoted the director-~eneral of 
Sernnan province intelligence de- 
par tment  as saving o n  Tues:lay 
that ' two Iraqi spieswho had ccme 
t o  l ran for  bombing" wore Identl- 
f ied and detained In  the province 
east o f  Tehran i n  the  pas t  t w o  
months. 

it the h"/o were h a n j e d  
over judicial authorities but gave 

Other detailr' Tehran accuses 
Iraq. which fought a war  w i t h  , ran 
f r o m  1980 t o  1988, o f  sending in- 
f i l trators across the border t o  .ran 
fo r  sabotage. 

Guerrillas attack Israel1 
allies in south Lebanon 

start  stalled A r ~ b - I s r a e l i  peace 
talks. 

I n  Beirut, t he  p ro - I ran ian  
Hizbollah (Par ty  of  God) wh ich  ve- 
hemently opposes the peace talks 
c l a imed  respons ib l l l t y  f o r  t h e  
Shihine and Toumat Niha attacks. 
It said its guerrillas wounded three 
SLA men In Shihine. 

Lebanon said on  Tuesday Israel 
was  intensl fy ing opera t ions  i n  
south Lebanon to prevent Christo- 
pher f rom focusing on the real is- 
sues of Arab-Israeli peace talks i n  
his regional tour, -- 

China drafts jobs law for 
demobilised soldiers 

BEIJING, March 8 (Reuter)  - 
Beijing has begun draft ing a n e w  
l a w  t o  guarantee j o b s  f o r  
demobilised soldiers after exist ing 
regulations left at  least 50,000 ou t  
of work for more than a year, the  
Chlna Dally bald on Wednesday. 

Drafting of the new l a w t o  ensure 
job  rights for ex-soldiers w i l l  b e  
completed by 1996, the newspaper 
said. 

More  than a yea r  a f t e r  
demobilisation in  1993, some 50,000 
ex-soldiers were stlil unemployed at  
the end of last year despite regula- 
tions requiring the government t o  
f ind them jobs, it quotod Civll Af- 
falrs vice minister Yang Yanyi  as 
saying. 

"Such uneatlsfled Islc) results 
not  only affectthe soldier's morale. 
bu t  the social stability as well." i t  
quoted Yang as saying. 

China has demobi l ised more  
than 30 mllllon soldier$ in the  last 
40 years, bu t  t h e  s h i f t  f r o m  a 
planned to  a market economy i n  
recent years made it diff icult t o  suc- 
cessfully resettle many, Yang sald- 

Wlth unemployment at a record 
2.9 percent and at least 4.8 m i l l i on  
urban people unemployed, f inding 
jobs for recrults f rom clr/ areas is 
particularly difficult, China Dai ly  
said. 

The draft of the new law Is a lmed 
at working out solutions t o  employ- 
ment pressure, the newspaper said, 
bu t  gava no details o f  h o w  t h i s  
might be achieved. 

In recent years China has at- 
t e m p t e d  t o  s t r e a m l i n e  a n d  
professlonallse i ts armed forces, 
increasing competit ion f o r  scarce 
jobs. -- - . .. 

(Complare wire COPY av3i/able sr 
cNARS. Room 4C88r) 
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DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 

1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON. VA 22209 

703-696-0504 

March 16, 1995 

Ms. Deborah B. Parks 
P.O. Box 34 
Anniston, AL 36202 

Dear Ms. Parks: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignmcznt Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignmen~t recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Ft. McClellan. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review tlhe information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure yo11 that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure: and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 
h 

David S. Lyles 
StafFDirector 



MAJOR GENERAL MBRY E. CLARKE f\4\ L 
U. S. ARMY (RETIRED) 

514 FAIRWAY DR., SW 

JACKSONVILLE. ALABAMA 36265 

March 10, 1995 

Mr. Allan Dixon 
Chairman 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Com~nission 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1425 
Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Dear Mr. Dixon, 

I am enclosing a copy of a letter I wrote to the 
Secretary of Defense on March 3, 1995. 

Although I know you will be receiving briefings from 
our task force here, this additional information may be 
of assistance in your deliberations concerning Fort 
McClellan, Alabama. 

You no doubt will be inundated with hundreds of 
letters from other concerned citizens who will be im- 
pacted by base closures in their areas, so I will close 
by thanking you for any consideration your commission 
may give my letter. 

1 Enclosure 
As stated 

Sincerely , 

~afir General, U. S. Army 
Retired 



514 Fairway Dr, SW 
Jacksonville, AL 36265 
March 3, 1995 

The Honorable William Perry 
Secretary of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D. C. 20310-0110 

Dear Secretary Perry, 

I am writing this personal letter to you in the hope that you will 
evaluate its contents before your staffers prepare a reply for you. 

The subject is the proposed closure of Fort EIcClellan, Alabama. 

As a former Fort commander, I am aware of the quality of training 
that our soldiers have received as far back as 1917 (No, 1 wasn't 
there.) and continue to receive today; not only our soldiers and 
officers, but those of our Allies as well. The size of an installation 
should not be the main consideration for its closure. The quality 
of training should be number one and certainly the facilities to 
conduct that training. 

Part of the Army's argument is the cost to operate the Fort. I 
find this difficult to understand. Military personnel assigned here 
are not paid the Variable Housing Allowance because the cost of living 
in this area does not warrant it. Costs of goods and labor are rea- 
sonable as well in this part of the country. The weather is conducive 
to year-round training for both active and Reserve components. 

Moving two Army schools and three accredited military museums to 
other facilities in all probability will. cost more than to keep them 
here. It stands to reason that if; comparable facilities are not built 
at the new locations, the quality of training and the high morale of 
the people involved will suffer in terms of the exlcellence they now 
enjoy. 

In addition, Fort McClellan, The Military Showplace of the South, 
was the first permanent home of the Women's Army Corps and has a 
special meaning for the many thousands of active duty and retired Army 
women. 

This is evidenced every two years at our Women's Army Corps re- 
unions, when anywhere from 800 to 1200 former and active duty women 
attend three days of festivities. In 1992, the 50th anniversary of 
the Women's Army Corps, over 1600 were in attendance. 

In conclusion, I have enclosed a clipping from the Birmingham 
Post-Herald, Monday, February 27, 1995, edition and have underlined 
the portion of the Army's rationale for sparing other Alabama bases. 

Approximately 65,000 retired military personnel of all services 
(many of whom are enlisted) and their f amilies use the Army hospital, 
commissary, and Post Exchange at this post. I do not know the number 



flares 
over 
base 

1 Fort ~ c ~ l e l l a n  
I fate unsealed ' 

By Peter  Copeland 
and Thomas Hargrove 

said they would recommend that the 
base be restructured - but not out- 
right cldsed - after two earlier rec- 
ommendations for termination were 
overruled in 1991 and 1993. 

But the Army in the final weeks of 
the debate put Fort McClellan on a 
list of 40 bases recommended for 
termination or realignment. These 
recommendations have been given 
to Defense Secretary William Perry 
and were leaked to news agencies 
Friday and Saturday. 

But the fate of Fort McClellan 
was far from sealed, however, and 
senior officials in the Army and at  
the Pentagon said yesterday thefe 
was a chance that a t  least part of 
the post would remain open. 

"This was the biggest debate we 
had," a senior Army official told the 
Birmingham Post-Herald yesterday. 

"At first it (Fort McClellan) was 
going to realign, then it was going to 
close. Some people wanted to make 
it smaller, but others said we 
couldn't afford to keep it. 

"The politics of this are that it's 
not over until it's over. It's still sub- 
ject to change," the official said. 

Another official said the debate 
went all the way to Secretary of the 
Army Togo West and Chief of Staff 
Gordon Sullivan, who overruled 
some of their staffs' recommenda- 
tions and decided to sacrifice the 
post to save money. 

The proposal to close McClellan 
must be approved by Perry and then 
by the independent Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission after 

Please turn to FORT, page A3 - 

Birmingham Port-Herald, Monday, February 27, I995 A3. 
! '* 

Fort 
From page A1 

The Army proposed closing five 
depots around the country but not the 
one at  Amiston, which has 3,215 ci- 
vilian jobs. 

Officials also said that Redstone 
Arsenal a t  Huntsville and the mas- 
sive Fort Rucker in south Alabama 
were safe from this round of base 
closings. 

Fort McClellan, however, fell vic- 
tim to cost cutters after an internal 
debate in the Army. 

I n - - -  
many other places." - 

The one exce~tion. officials said. is 
the "live agentM training, which' is : 
where soldiers are exposed to chemi- : 
cal agents to learn to protect them- : 
selves. 

In 1993, the Army proposed that it : 
would "retain the capability for live- : 
agent training at  Fort McClellan." : 

Now Army officials are debating : 
the need for that type of training. : 
"The ~nilitary opinion has been that ; 
we need it, but there are questions 
about its utility. We have *to ask : 
whether preparing people for chemi- : 
cal warfare may not in fact make it 

The Armv had tried to close Fort more likely," one official said. 
McClellan hr ing  the last two rounds The bare closure commission two of base closures but the post was spared by the B;se Closure and Re- years ago instructed that if the Army : 
alignment ~~~~~~~i~~ after Ala- wants to again recommend the shut 
bama elected officials had argued down cpf Fort McClellan, it must first : 
that to do so would jeopardize na- develop a plan that would move live- : 
tional security. agent training to another facility. ; 

The Anniston base contains the Such a relocation would represent 
western world's only live-agent a difficlult process because the mili- : 
chemical weapons training facility. tary would have to obtain permission : " 

from another state government to al- ; 
That year, the Army proposed to low the use of extremely poisaaus a move the Chemical and Military Po- 

lice Schools and the PolvmaDh Insti- chemic'als for the training. 
tute to Fort Leonard w&& MO. Army officials have given no indi- : 

In preparation for this year's round cation they have developed such a ; 
of base closings, Army staffers pro- plan. 
posed that Fort McC1ellan be Instead, they appear ready to rec- : 
open but be made smaller, perhaps ommend the elimination of live- j 
by transferring the Military Police agent training. 
Center and School to Fort Benning, 
Ga., or another base. Such a position would set the stage : 

"That was the plan until a few 
weeks ago when TRADOC popped up 
on the screen," an Army official said, 
referring to the Training and Doc- 
trine Command that controls the 
post. 

"TRADOC said the only way they 
could save money was to actually 
close it and not realign it," the offi- 
cial said. "TRADOC wants to close a 

for another fierce argument from 
Alabama lawmakers that such a pol'- ; 
icy would weaken America's pre- 
paredness against chemical attack : 
similar to the threat posed to the al- ; 
lied troops during the 1991 Persian , 

Gulf War. 
The economic impact of Fort : 

McClellan is important but less so 
than the other major installations in - . -.. 

the state. lot of things, not just McClellan." 
Another official, who favors clos- In 19!)3, the last year figures are  ; 

ing the post, said the Alabama base available, the Defense Department : 
often nicknamed "Mac" is "truly a spent $158 million at  Fort McClellan . 
p s t  whose functions can be done at out of $4 billion spent in the state. ; 



DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT CC)MMISSION 
1700 NORTH MOORE STREET SUITE 1425 

ARLINGTON. VA 22209  
703-696-0504 

March 13, 1995 

Major General Mary E. Clarke, USA (Ret.) 
5 14 Fairway Drive, SW 
Jacksonville, AL 36265 

Dear Major General Clarke: 

Thank you for providing the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Commission with 
information pertinent to the present round of base closure and realignmenre recommendations. I 
appreciate your interest in the future of Ft. McClellan. 

You may be certain that the Commission will thoroughly review th~e information used by 
the Defense Department in making its recommendations. I can assure you that the information 
you have provided will also be used in the Commission's review and analysis process. 

I appreciate your interest in the work of the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission. 

Sincerely, 
.? 

David S. Lyles 
StafFDirector 



HONORABLE ALAN DIXON 
CHAIRMAN, DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COMMISSION 
1700 N. MOORE STREET 
SUITE 1425 
ARLINGTON, VA 22209 

15 March 95 1 
3988 Greenvalley Rd. 
Southside, A1 35903 

Dear Honorable Alan Dixon, 

Ft. McClellan is a vital unit of the U.S. Military force. Chemical training 

and decontamination is still as important as it has always been to our national 

security. I am a very patriotic citizen and would say I dearly love my country 

and feel a strong allegiance to the President and our government. I understand 

the issue of money(finance) and necessity of cutbacks in governrent spending. There 

are many other programs that could be trimmed back. Welfare programs are far from 

what they started out to be if you look back in history. Americans have become soft 

and spoiled and realize they will be taken care by others even if they don't work. 

Should we support those who could work but do not? This is only one example of many, 

many programs that could be eliminated before national security is jeopardized. Can 

the U.S. afford to let down their guard and become vulnerable to stronger forces? 

I stand strong in my belief to uphold and continue to have a stronger military. 

Consolidate jobs after evaluating what needs to be done, but do not weaken the system 

of our national defense. Eliminate wasteful spending and crack down on government 

fraud. This can be done with concerted effort and still save our military forces. Trim 

the fat, but save our post. Please put forth the effort and objectiveness needed in 

your consideration of Ft. McClellan to remain an active, strong military component in 

protecting our country and our freedom. Let's not look back and see regrets. 

Sincerely, 

Pam Kennedy 
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